
Monitoring Station Locations 

5 tation Descn~tion 

Surf Zone Stations: 
C1 \ San Juan Creek 
C? San Juan Creek above SE'cRX'4 plant (enter through park) 
SO ' Surf at outfall 
S1 Surf 1,000 feet southeasterly of outfall 
S2 1 Surf, North Doheny Beach, mdpolnt between jetty and San Juan Creek 
S 3 Surf, 2,000 feet southeasterly of outfall 
S4 Surf at entrance to Dana Point Harbor 
S.5 Surf 3,000 feet southeasterly of outfall 
S 6 Surf 50 feet west of westerly end of the Dana Potnt Harbor complex 
S7 Surf 4,000 feet southeasterly of outfall 
S 9 Surf 5,000 feet southeasterly of outfall 
Sl1 Surf 7,500 feet southeasterly of outfall 
S 13 Surf 10,000 feet southeasterly of outfall 
S15 1 Surf 14,000 feet southeasterly of outfall 

- S17 . Surf 30.000 feet southeasterly of outfall 
S 19 Surf 25,000 feet southeasterly of outfall 
S21 Surf 31,000 feet southeasterly of outfall 
S23 Surf 35,000 feet southeasterly of outfall 

Nearshore Stations: 
N1 At the 30-foot depth countour, 6,000 feet down-coast from the oun'all 
N2 At the 30-foot depth countour, 4,000 feet down-coast from the outfall 
N3. At the 30-foot depth countour, 3.000 feet down-coast from the outfail 
N4 At the 30-foot depth countour, 3.000 feet up-coast from the outfall 
N5 ,4t the 30-foot depth countour, 4,000 feet up -coast from the outfall 
N6 At the 30-foot depth countour, 6,000 feet up -coast from the outfall 

Offshore Stations: i 

Al-A4 At the comers of 3.2,000' x 2,000-foot square having one side parallel to shore and 
the intersection of the diasonals locared at the center of the outfall diffuser 
sections. Stations A1 shall be located at the east comer and Stations A3 throlign 
'44 at successive corners in a c!ockwise direction. 
At the intersection of the diagonals of the above square. 
One mile down-coast from the oudall and over the same depth contour as Station 
'45. 
One mile up-coast from the outfall and over the same depth contour as Station 
A5. 
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~ o n ; t o r i n ~  Station Locations 

5 taii on Descri~ti on 

Biological Transects: 
TO At the 30,40, 60, and SO-foot depth contours along the transect located 50 feet 

down-coast of and parallel to the outfall. 
TO At the 20,4O, 60, and SO-foot depth contours along the transect located one miie 

down-coast of and parallel to the outfall. 
TO At the 20.40, 60, and SO-foot depth contours along the transect located one-and- 

one-half miles up-coast of and paralIel to the outfall. 

It is recommended that starions be located using a land-based microwave positioning 
system. such as Mini-Ranger or trisponder, or a satellite positioning systern such as 
Global Positioning System (GPS). The high levels of accuracy and precision afforded by 
this type of positioning system will ensure that stations are properly located with respect 
to the ZID. If an alternate navigation system (e.g. Loran C) is proposed. its accuracy 
should be compared to that of the systems recommended herein. and any compromises in 
accuracy should be justified. 

blonitoring station locations may be modified with the approval of the Executive Officer. 

4. SURF ZONE WATER QUA4LEY biONITORING 

a. Surf zone monitoring is intended to assess bacteriological conditions in areas used 
for body-contact activities (e.g., swimming); and to assess aesthetic conditions for 
general recreational uses (e.g., picnicking). 

b. All "surf zone stations" shall be monitored as follows: 

(1) Grab samples shall be collected and analyzed for total and fecal coliforms, 
and enterococcus at a minimum frequency of once per week from May 1 
through October 31, and at a minimum frequency of once every other 
week from November 1 through April 30 of each year. 

13) At the same time samples are collected from "surf zone s~ations." the 
foilowlng information shall be recorded: observation of wlnd (direcnon 

and speed), weather (e.g., cloudy, sunny. or rainy), current (.e.g.. 
direction), and tidal conditions; observations of water color, discoloration, 
oii and grease, turbidity, odor. and matecals of sewage o n g n  in the water 
or on the beach; and water temperature (OF). 



5.  INEARSHORE WATER QUALITY MONITORING 

a. Nearshore monitoring is intended to assess bacteriological conditions in areas 
used for body-contact activities (e.g. scuba divingj and where shellfish andlor 
kelp may be harvested; and to assess aesthetic conditions for general boating and 
recreational uses. 

b. Ail "nearshore stations" shall be monitored as follows: 

(1) Reduced Monitoring 

If the Executive Officer determines that the effluent at all times complies 
with Discharge Specifications B. l ,B .3 ,  and B.5 of Order No. 2000- 13, 
only the reduced nearshore water quality monitonng specified below is 
required. 

Determination Units Tvpe of,Sam~le Minimum -Freq uencv 

Visual Observations Monthly 
Total and Fec~lColiforrns, #/100mL ~ r a b ~  kionthly 

- ~ n t e r o c o c c u s ~ ~  n"1100mL ~ r a b '  hlonthly 

(2) Intensive Monitoring 

The intensive nearshore water aualitv monitorino suecified below is 
reauired during the 12-month period beoinnine Auaust 1. 2003 through 
Julv 31. 2004. and must be submitted bv August 31.2004. This 
monitoring data will assist Rezional Board staff in the evaluation of the 
R e ~ o r t  of Waste Discharoe reauired bv Re~ortinrr Reauirement G.3 to be 
submitted bv August 9. 2004. 180 davs ~ r i o r  to the Order's exuiration date 
of Februarv 9.2005. The intensive nearshore water quality monitoring 
specified below is also required if the Executive Officer determines that 
the effluent does not at all times comply with Discharge Specifications 
B. 1, B.3, and B .5 of Order No. 2000-13. 

Determination Units T Y D ~  of Sarn~le Nlinimum Freariencv 

Visual Observations -- -- Monthly 
Total and Fecal Colifoms, +/100mL ~ r a b '  Montniy 
Enterococcus +I! 1 OOmL ~ r a b "  ~Monrhi y 

6 .  OFFSHORE WATER QUALITY MONITORING 

Offshore monitoring is intended to determine compiiance with the Ocean Plan: and to 
d e t e m i ~ e  i f  the applicant's discharze causes siznificant - impacts on the w m i  quality 
tvitnin the ZD and beyond ;he ZID as compared to reference areas. 
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3. All "offshore stations" shall be monitored as follows: 

(1) Reduced Monitoring 

If the Executive Officer determines that the effluent at all times complies 
with Discharge Specifications B. 1, B.3, and B.5 of Order No. 2000- 13, 
only the reduced offshore water quality monitoring specified below is 
required. 

Determination - Units Tvpe of S a m ~ l e  ~Minirnurn Freauencv 

Visual Observations Monthly 
Total and Fecal Coliforms, 8/100mL ~ r a b  ' ' 
Enterococcus 10 #/lOOmL Grab" 

Monthly 
Monthly 

(2) Intensive Monitoring 

The intensive water aualitv monitoring soecified below is reauired during the 12-month period 
, beoinnino August 1. 2003 through Julv 31. 2004. and must be submitted bv .4uoust 3 1. 2004. 
This monitoring data will assist Reeional Board staff in the evaluation of the Reuort of Waste 
Discharee required bv Resorting Requirement G.2 to be submitted bv August 9.2004. 1 SO davs 
prior to the Order's expiration date of Februarv 9. 2005. The intensive offshore water qualiry 
monitoring specified below is also required if the Executive Officer determines that the effluent 
does not at all times comply wirh Discharge Specifications B.l ,  B.3, and B.5 of Order No. 2000- 
13. 

Determination Units Tvne of S a m ~ l e  Minimum Freauencv 

Visual Observations hlonthly 
Total and Fecal Coliforms, #/100mL Grab" . Monthly 
Enterococcns #I 1 OOmL ~ r a b '  ' Monthly 
Temperature O F  ~ r a b "  Monthly 
Dissolved Oxygen m& Grab'" Monthly 
Light Transmittance % ~nstrument " Monthly 

?H pH units Grab" Annually 

Benthic monitoring is intended to assess the status of the benthic community. and to 
evaluate the physical and chemical quality of the sediments; 

a. The intensive monitoring suecified below is reauired during the 12-month ~ e r i o d  
beginning August 1.2003 through Julv 3 1.3004. and must be submirted bv 
August 3 1. 3004. This monitoring data' will assist Re4onal Board staff in the 
evaluation of the Reuon of Waste Discharge reauired bv Re~ortinu Rsauirement 

Printed 07-1 1 112000 
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k ~ e u t h  ,& .. Bast Regional Reclamation Authority 
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Sl~rfzone Fecal Coliform Limit Calculation Worksheet, CFUI100 rnl 

NPDES No. C 

I Geo. Mean 
03/05/0 

100 
100 
900 
340 
120 
290 
10 

43 0 
170 
2 10 
2 0 
20 
30 
8 0 
9.9 
9.9 
840 
220 

nent: The fecal colifor 

03/20/0 1 

400 
40 

5,500 
500 
9 
50 
3 
50 
73 
120 
120 
10 
10 
9.9 
0.9 
2 

4,300 
99.9 

m density 

03/27/0 1 

3 60 
9.9 
80 
20 
9.9 
40 
9.9 
20 
20 
3 0 
20 
10 
9.9 
9.9 
20 
9.9 

3,000 
190 

based on a I minimum of not less than 5 samples for any 30-day period, shall not exceed a 
.ieometric mean of 200 per 100 ml nor shall more than 10% of the total samples during any 60-day period exceed 400 per 100 ml. 

I 



MRP 2000- 13 MONTHLY MONITORING REPORT 

South East Regional Reclamation Authority 

Surfzone Enterococcus Limit Calculation Worksheet, CPU/lOO ml 

NPDES No. CAO 1074 17 

30-day 
Station Geo. Mean 

NO. 1 04/02/0 1 0411 1 /0 1 0 4 1  610 1 04/24/0 1 04/30/0 1 I Apr-200 1 I 

1 

24 cfid100ml for a 30-day period or; 
2) 12 cfu/lOOml for a six -month period 
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DNELOPED FROM THE FOLLOWiNG U.S.G S.  h1.W DNlA POlllT 

ATTACHMENT 2 



SERRA water quality monitoring data for surf zone near Prima D. and Segunda D. outfalls. 
S15 = Prima D ("Poche") enters 100 ft south of S15. 14,000 feet southeast of outfall - End of beach road, sample north of Poche Creek. 
S17 = Segunda D ("Pico Pipe") enters approx 200 ft. north of S17. 20,000 feet southeast of outfall - Old SC playground at concession stand. 

note: Some 10's and lower entered on this sheet are non-detects. 
* twice weekly May-Oct; once weekly Nov-Apr 
'note: regional board does not believe discharger's effluent is causing exceedances. 

date 
1- 
6/7/00 

Sta - tion total fecal entero notes 
15 1000 .:-.ayl. 4ao'i 

...I 2. ;g;:t :. , & 

no 17 data 
15 81 0 180 
15 1000 p?m*=w>T--- Wi;;v*% 
15 10 
15 10 
15 410 no 17 data 
15 840 
1 5- 940 
15 10 10 

rain 



light rain 

10 
rain 

60 



California 
Regional Water 
Quality Control 
Board, San Diego 
Region 

9771 Clairemont Mesa 
Blvd.. Suite A 
San Diego, CA 92124 
(6 19) 467-2952 - 

FAX (619) 571-6972 

April 8, 1'998 

Mr. David A. Caretto 
SERFS. 
30290 Rancho Viejo Road 
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675 

Dear Mr. Caretto: 

Receipt of monitoring reports for Order No. 95-01: NPDES No. 
C40107417 
Facility: SERRA Ocean Outfall 
WDID No.: 9 000000175 

This will acknowledge receipt of the February 1998 monthly 
monitoring report, the July - December 1997 semiannual 
monitoring report, and the 1997 annual' monitoring report. 

The next monitoring report' due is the March 1998 monthly 
report. 

The following comments refer to the report just received: 

The February 1998 monthly reports show that total and fecal 
coliform and enterococcus receiving water limitations were 
not met at several stations. At this time we do not believe 
these results were attributable to the permitted discharge. 

Thank you for your monitoring report submission. If you 
have any questions, please call Ms. Susan Pease at the above 
number. 

Sincerely, 

Pete Wilson 
Governor 

For: John H. Xobertus 
Executive Officer 



SOUTH EAST REGIONAL RECLAMATION AUTHORITY 
30290 RANCHO VlEJO ROAD SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO, CA 92675 (714) 770-6296 

May 21, 1998 

Surface Water Unit 
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 
San Diego Region 
9771 Clairmont Mesa Blvd., Suite B 
San Diego, CA. 92 124- 133 1 

SUBJECT: APRIL 1998 SIJMMARY OF VIOLATIONS OF ORDER NO. 95-01 
SERRA NPDES PERMIT NO. CA0107417. 

-. 
Surface Water Unit, 

No effluent violations occurred duringApri1. 

Total and fecal coliform and enterococcus exceeded the limit at stations SO, S2, S15, and C1. Total 
coliiorm and enterococcus exceeded the limit at S 1, S4, S 17 and C2. Enterococcus only exceeded 
the limit at S3, S5, S7, S9, S11, and S19. Heavy rains during the month caused increased runoff The 
microorganisms responsible for the violations are endemic to urban runoff and have no correlation 
to SERRA'S effluent quality. 

Very truly yours, 

SOUTH EAST REGIONAL RECLAMATION AUTHORITY 

Matthew P. Smith, P.E. 
Director of Engineering 

A public agency created by: 
CAPISTRANO BEACH SANITARY DISTRICT DANA POINT SANITARY DISTRICT ClTY OF SAN CLEMENTE 

MOULTON NIGUEL WATER DISTRICT ClTY OF SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO SANTA MARGARITA WATER DISTRICT 



June 18, 1998 

Surface Water Unit 
CALIFORNIA REG1ONA.L WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 
San Diego Region 
9771 CIairrnont Mesa Blvd., Suite B 
San Diego, CA. 92 124-133 1 

SUBJECT: MAY 1998 STJMMARY OF VIOLATIONS OF ORDER NO. 95-0 1 
SERRANPDES PERMIT NO. CAO107417. 

-. Surface Water Unit, 

No effluent violations occurred during May. 

Total and fecal coliform and enterococcus exceeded the limit at stations SO, S 1, S2, S3, S5, S7, C 1 
and C2. Fecal coliform and enterococcus exceeded the limit at S9. Total coliform and enterococcus 
exceeded the limit at S 15. Enterococcus only exceeded the limit at S 11, S 13, 'S 17, S 19 and S21. 
Rainfall during the month caused increased runoff. The microorganisms responsible for the violations 
are endemic to urban runoff and have no correlation to SERRA's effluent quahty. 

Very truly yours, 

SOUTH EAST REGIONAL RECLAMATION AUTHORITY 

  at thew P. Smith, P.E. 
Director of Engineering 

A public agency created by: 
CAPlSTRANO BEACH SANITARY DISTRICT DANA POINT SANITARY DISTRICT ClTY OF SAN CLEMENTE 

MOULTON NlGUEL WATER DISTRICT ClTY OF SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO SANTA MARGARITA WATER DISTRICT 



February 22, 1999 

Surface Water Unit 
, - -  

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD : I 
-< 

1 - - ,  
San Diego Region 
977 1 Clairmont Mesa Blvd., Suite B -. 

.J 
< - -. " - -  

San Diego, CA 92124-133 1 - 
CI- 

.i 

SUBJECT: JANUARY 1999 SUMMARY OF VIOLATIONS OF ORDERNO. 95-01 
SERRA NPDES PERMIT NO. CAO 1074 17. 

Surface Water Unit, 
-. 

No effluent violations occurred during January 1999. 

'.Effluent cBOD data is not available for 1/3/99. The dilution water used for the analysis did not meet 
QA limits. .'No TSS data is available for one weekly influent sample from the Capistrano Beach 
Treatment Facility due to technician error in the S E W  laboratory. 

Total and fecal coliiorm and enterococcus exceeded the limit at stations SO, C1 and C2. 
Enterococcus only exceeded the permit limit at stations S 1, S2, 53, S4, S5, S7, S9, S 1 1, S 13, S 15, 
and S17. Rainfall during the month increased runoff to storm drain channels in the area. The 
microorganisms responsible for the violations are endemic to urban runoff and have no correlation 
to SERRA's effluent quality. 

Very truly yours, 

SOUTH EAST REGIONAL RECLAZ\/IATION AUTHORITY 

~ak thew P. Smith, P.E. 

Director of Engineering 
C?% dl I--" , 7.-----..,..-.- -2.. '\ ?-.L ~.----....,~,-,,...-...., -.**---.- ----. ----- 

A public agency created by: 
CAPISTRANO BEACH SANITARY DISTRICT DANA POINT SANITARY DISTRICT ClTY OF SAN CLEMENTE 

MOULTON NIGUEL WATER DISTRICT ClTY OF SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO SANTA MARGARITA WATER DISTRICT 



SOUTH EAST REGIONAL RECLAMATION AUTHORITY 
30290 RANCHO VlEJO ROAD SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO, CA 92675 (714) 770-6296 

March 1 1, 1999 

Surface Water Unit 
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 
San Diego Region 

. 9771 Clairmont Mesa Blvd., Suite B 

61 ~9 
San Diego, CA. 92124-133 1 

;,;flLctw"i 

;tbv'*k SUBJECT: FEBRUARY 1999 SUMMARY OF VIOLATIONS OF ORDER NO: 95-0 1 
SERRA NPDES PERMIT NO. CA0 1074 17. 

Surface Water Unit, 

- 

No effluent violations occurred during February 1999. 

Effluent cBOD data is not available for February 4,7, and 28, 1999. The dilution water used for the 
analyses did not meet QA limits. No influent TSS and cBOD data is available for the week of 
February 7 from the Capistrano Beach Treatment Facility. The SERRA laboratory staff will assist 
,the Capistrano Beach staff with any sample collection problems to ensure complete data submissions " in the future. 

.Total and fecal coliform and enterococcus exceeded the limit at stations SO, S 1, S7, S9, C1 and C2. 
Total coliform and enterococcus exceeded the limit at station S5. Enterococcus only exceeded the 
permit limit at stations S2, S3, S6, S I 1, S 13, S15, S 17, S 19 and S23. Rainfall during the month 
increased runoff to storm drain channels in the area. The microorganisms responsible for the 
violations are endemic to urban runoff and have no correlation to SERRA's effluent quality. 

Very truly yours, 

SOUTH EAST REGIONAL RECLAMATION AUTHORITY 

  at thew P. Smith, P.E. 
Director of Engineering 

A public agency created by: 
CAPISTRANO BEACH SANITARY DISTRICT DANA POINT SANITARY DISTRICT ClTY OF SAN CLEMENTE 

MOULTON NIGUEL WATER DISTRICT ClTY OF SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO SANTA MARGARITA WATER DISTRICT 



SOUTH EAST REGIONAL RECLAMATION AUTHORITY 
30290 RANCHO VlEJO ROAD SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO, CA 92675 (714) 770-6296 

April 20, 1999 

Surface Water Unit 
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 
San Diego Region 
977 1 Clairmont Mesa Blvd., Suite B 
San Diego, CA. 92124-133 1 

SUBJECT: MARCH 1999 SUMMARY OF VIOLATIONS OF ORDER NO. 95-01 
S E W  NPDES PERMIT NO. CA0107417. 

Surface Water Unit, 

No effluent violations occurred during March 1999. 

Effluent cBOD data is not available forMarch 1,2,3 and 28, 1999. Influent cBOD data for the J.B. 
Latham Facility is not available for the first week and the Capistrano Beach Facility for the fourth 
week of March. The dilution water used for these analyses did not meet QA limits; the blank 
dilution was greater than 0.3 mg/L. 

Total and fecal coliform and enterococcus exceeded the limit at stations SO, S l y  S5, C1 and C2. 
Fecal coliform and enterococcus exceeded the limit at stations S2, S3, S7, S9, and S13. 
Enterococcus only exceeded the permit limit at stations S 1 1, S 15, S 17, and S 19. Rainfall during the 
month increased runoff to storm drain channels in the area. The microorganisms responsible for the 
violations are endemic to urban runoff and have no correlation to SERRA's effluent quality. 

Very truly yours, 

SOUTH EAST REGIONAL RECLAMATION AUTHORITY -... _, ., ? . ,  

~ a t t h k w  P. Smith, P.E. 
Director of Engineering 

A public agency created by: 
CAPISTRANO BEACH SANITARY DISTRICT DANA POINT SANITARY DISTRICT CITY OF SAN CLEMENTE ...-..-. ...---- -.---.-- -lst, m,- e r r ,  I I I A ~ I  r n o l ~ ~ o n h l n  . C A ~ I T A  h n A R C A n I T A  WATFR DISTRICT 



v California 3gional Water Qualit. ./ Tontrol Board 
San Diego Region 

Winston H. Hiclrox 
Secretagvfor 

Environinei7tal 
Protection 

Internet Address: l~ttp:llwww.swrcb.ca.govlrwqcb9/ 
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A, San Diego, California 92124-1324 

Phone (858) 467-2952 FAX (858) 571-6972 

April 10,2001 

Mr. David A. Caretto 
South East Regional Reclamation Authority 
30290 Rslllcllo Viejo Road 
San Juan Capistssulo, CA 92675 

Dear Mr. Caretto: 

FtECEIPT OF MONITORING REPORTS FOR ORDER NO. 2000-13, NPDES NO. 
CA0107417 
FACILITY: SOUTH EAST REGIONAL RECLAMATION AUTHORITY 
WDID NO.: 9 000000175 

TlGs will aclcnowledge receipt of the July - September 2000 Quarterly Monitoring Report, 
October 2000 Montldy Monitoring Report, November 2000 Montldy Monitoring Report, 
December 2000 Montldy Monitoring Report, October - December 2000 Quarterly Monitoring 
Report, July - December 2000 Semisu111~1al Monitoring Report, January - December 2000 
Allllual Monitoring Report, and the January 2001 Monthly Monitoriilg Report. 

Comments regarding the Julv - September 2000 Ouarterlv Monitoring Renort: 

a No colmnents at this time. 

Comments recarding the October 2000 Monthlv Monitoring Report: 

1. Fecal coliforln values exceeded perinit lilnits at receiving water sampling stations SO, S 1, S2, 
S3, S5, S7, S17 (10% of recorded samples tested ligller than 400 organisins per 100 ml), and 
at stations S 15, C1 and C2 (wit11 a molltldy geometric meal greater than 200 organisms per 
100 inl). Enterococcus values exceeded pesmit limits at stations SO? S1, S2, S3, S5? S7, S9, 
S 1 1, S 13, S 15, S 17, S 19, C 1 and C2 (wit11 a montllly geometric mean greater tllan 24 
organisills per 100 ml). Total coliform exceeded pesnlit lilnits at stations S 15, C1 and C2 
with coliform densities greater than 1000 organisms per 100 mi. At the present time, the 
Regional Board does not believe that the discharger's effluent is causing these exceedances. 
Coliforin concentrations closest to the outfall ase witl~in the lilnits established in Order No. 
2000-1 3. 

Cnlifarlzin E~zviroizi~zerztnl Protectioiz Agency 

TIM energy cliallengejacing Chliforr?ia is real. Every Calijornian needs to talce inlmediale action to reduce energy consuntption. For a iist O/ 

sinfph li~ays you car7 reh~ce  dernand arid cart your er7erg-J) costs, see oar Web-site at ht~: / /~v~v~ i~ .s~vrcb.ca.go~~.  

~ r a  yDavis 
Governor 

Recycled Paper 

e3 
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Mr. Caretto April 10, 2001 

2. The daily maximum effluent concentsatioll limit for settleable solids of 3.0 was 
exceeded on 10106 wit11 a result of 5.0 n111L. The 7-day average effluent limit for settleable 
solids of 1.5 ml/L was exceeded on 10106 wit11 a value of 1.6 ml/L. Please take the necessary 
steps to prevent these violations from occurring in the future. 

3. Effluent carbonaceous biochen~ical oxygen demand (CBOD) was not reported on a daily 
basis as required by Order No. 2000-13. If five sample results are not reported for any 7-day 
period when there is flow, it will be considered an omission of mfom~ation. Tlis is a 
violation of Monitoring and Repol-ting Program No. 2000-13. Please talce tile necessary 
action to prevent fi~tuse monitoring discrepancies from occurring. 

Comments re~ardinp the November 2000 Monthlv Monitorinc Report: 

1. Fecal colifonn values exceeded pennit limits at stations SO (1 0% of recorded samples tested 
lGgl1er than 400 organisms per 100 ml), and at stations C1 and C2 (wit11 a monthly geometric 
mean greater thsll1200 organisms per 100 ml). Enterococcus values exceeded pennit limits at 
stations SO, S l ?  S2, S3, S5, S7, S9, S11, S15, S17, C1 and C2 (with a monthly geolnetric 
nlean greater than 24 organisms per 100 inl). Total coliform values exceeded permit limits at 
stations C1 and C2 (with colifonn densities gseater than 1000 organisms per 100 rnl). At the 
present time, the Regional Board does not believe that the discl~arger's effluent is causing 
tl~ese exceedances. Coliform concentrations closest to the outfall are withn the limits 
establislled in Order No. 2000- 13. 

2. Effluent CBOD was not reported 011 a daily .basis as required by Order No. 2000-1 3 (1 1/24 - 
11/30). If five sample results are not reported for any 7-day period when there is' flow, it will 
be considered an onlission of infomation. This is a violation of Monitoring and Repol-ting 
Progranl No. 2000-13. Please talce the necessary action to prevent h.ture lno~itorillg 
discrepancies fiom occurring. 

3. Influent CBOD was not reported on a weekly basis as required by Order No. 2000-13 (1 1/22 
- 11/23). If one sanlple result is not reported for any 7-day period when there is flow, it will 
be considered ail olnission of information. This is a violation of Monitoring and Reporting 
Progran No. 2000-13. Please take tlle necessay action to prevent fuh~re nlonitoring 
discrepancies from occusring . 

4. Influent total suspended solids (TSS) was not reported on a weeldy basis as required by 
Order No. 2000-13 (1 1/22 - 11/28). If one sample result is not reported for any 7-day period 
when there is flow, it will be considered an omission of illformation. This is a violation of 
Monitoring and Reporting Program No. 2000-13. Please take tile necessary action to prevent 
future lnonitori~lg discrepancies from occurring. 

Califor~zia Elzvironnzeiztal Protection Agency 

Xec!~clerl Paper L2 



MI. Caretto April 10,2001 

Comments regarding the December 2000 Monthlv Monitoring Re~ort :  

1. Fecal colifo~xl values exceeded perinit limits at stations 52, S5, C2 (1 0% of recorded 
samples tested lliigher tlzan 400 organisms per 100 ml), and at stations SO, S1 a id  C1 (with a 
nlonthly geolnetric mean greater t l m  200 organisms per 100 ml). Enterococcus values 
exceeded pennit lilnits at stations SO, S1, S2, S3, S5, S7, S9, S11, S13, S l j ,  S17, S19, C1 
and C2 (wit11 a montldy geometric mean greater than 24 organisms per 100 mnl). Total 
coliform exceeded pennit limits at stations SO, S ly  C1 and C2 (with coliform densities 

- greater than 1000 organisms per 100 znl). At the present time, the Regional Board does not 
believe that the discharger's effluent is causing these exceedances. Coliform conce~ltrations 
closest to the o~rtfall are witllin the limits established in Order No. 2000-1 3. 

2. Effluent CBOD was not reported on a daily basis as required byorder No. 2000-13 (12101 - 
12/07). If five sample results are not reported for any 7-day period when there is flow, it will 
be considered a11 olnission of information. TI& is a violation of Monitoring a11d Reporting 
Program No. 2000-13. Please take the necessary action to prevent future rno~litoring 
discrepancies from occu~l-ing. 

-- Comments rezardine the October - December 2000 Ouarterly Monitoring Report: 

Comments regarding the Julv - December 2000 Semiannual monitor in^ Resort: 

No conllnents at this time. 

Comments rezardinc the ~anuanr - December 2000 Annual Monitoring Report: 

No collunellts at tlis time. 

Comments regarding the Januslnr 2001 Monthlv Monitoring Report: 

Fecal colifonn values exceeded pem~it limits at stations SO (10% of recorded sanlples tested 
lligher than 400 organisnls per 100 ml), and at stations C1 and C2 (with a inonthly geometric 
mean greater tl1an200 organisms per 100 1111). Enterococcus values exceeded pennit linlits at 
statioils SO, S1, S2, S3, $5, S7, S9, S11, S13, S15, S17, S19, C1 and C2 (with a monthly 
geometric mean greater tllan 24 organisnls per 100 nll). Total colifonn exceeded permit 
liillits at stations SO, C1 and C2 (wit11 coliform densities greater than 1000 orgarisins per 100 
ml). At the present time, tile Regional Board does not believe that the discharger's effluent is 
ca~~sing these exceedances. Colifo~rn collcentrations closest to the outfall are w i t h  the 
lilnits esrablished in Order No. 2000-1 3. 

Cnliforrzin Elzvironnzental Protection Agency 
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-2. Effluent CBOD was not reported on a daily basis as required by Order No. 2000-13 (0 1/01 - 
01107, and 01/25 - 01131). If five sanlple results are not reported for any 7-day period when 
tl~ere is flow, it will be considered an oinission of infornlation. This is a violation of 
Monitoring and Reporting Program No. 2000- 13. Please take the necessary action to prevent 
future ~nollitorillg discrepancies from O C C U T T ~ I I ~ .  

3. Effluent TSS was not reported on a daily basis as required by Order No. 2000-13 (01/25 - ' 
0 113 1). If five siunple results are not reported for any 7-day period when there is flow, it will 
be considered an onlission of infornlation. This is a violation of Monitoring and Reporting 
Program No. 2000-1 3. Please talce the necessary action to prevent future lnonitoring 
discrepancies from occming. 

General Comments: 

Please report mass elnission rate (MER) values for all constituents with MER limits 
established in Order No. 2000-13 (e.g, settleable solids). 

Receiving water analyses yielded l~igl~er fecal colifo~in values than total colifonn values in 
October 2000, November 2000, December 2000 and January 2001 for several Surf Zone 
Stations. If tl~is discrepancy is due to sample analysis standard deviation, then please include 
tlle standard error wit11 these values. If standard deviation camlot explain why fecal coliform 
values are higher tllan total colifor~n, then please provide an explanation for the discrepancy 
in YOLK next inonitoring report. A QA/QC investigation may be necessary to address total 
colifolin and fecal colifornl analyses. 

The 30-day geometric means for fecal coliform and enterococcus, required by Mollitoling 
and Reporting Progranl No. 2000-13, were not reported. Please make the necessary changes 
in reporting fo~lnat to include these req~~ired values. 

As you nlay be aware, the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act (California Water Code 
[CWC]) was anended on Jan~~ary 1, 2000 to include provisions for mandatory n~ini in~~nl  
penalties for violations of waste discharge requirements applying to s~uface water discharges. 
The pertinent revisions can be foulld in CWC Section 13385(11) and (i). For t l~e  purposes of 
CWC 13385(11)(2), a serious violation is defined as eitl~er 1) an exceedance of effluent 
limitations for a G r o ~ ~ p  I pollutant by 40%, or 2) an exceedance of effluent limitations for a 
Group I1 pollutant by 20% (Group I and I1 pollutants are specified in Appendix A to Section 
123.45 of Title 40 of tlle Code of Federal Regulations). For the purposes of CWC 13385(i), a 
violation other tl~an serious (i.e., a clu-onic violation) is defined as a11 exceedance of a waste 
discharge req~lirement effluent linlitation. 

In accordance wit11 CWC 133SS(h) each serious violation tsiggers the assessment of a nm.ndatory 
l l l i i im~un penalty (MMP) in the ai~iount of $3,000. 111 accordance with CWC 13385(i), the 
occurrence of four clx-onic violations 111 a 6-month period will d s o  trigger the assessillent of a 
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MMP in the amount of $3,000 for the fourth violation, and a11 additional $3,000 for each 
subsequellt violation. I11 other words, the fo~1rt11 clu-onic violation triggers tile assessment of a 
$3,000 MMP, the fifth clxollic violatien triggers the assessment of a $3,000 MMF, and so on. 

All effluelit liillitatioil violatioizs listed in this docu~nent may be subject to MMPs. Staff will 
assess MMPs for these violations, as applicable, in a11 enforcement docu~neilt sepaxate from tlzis 
letter. 

If you have any questions or cormnents, please contact Mr. Adam Laputz at (858) 467-2727, or 
via email at la~~ua~,rb9.swrcb.ca.~ov. 

Respectfully, 

File: 01-0175.01 

Cnliforlzin E~zvirorznze~ztnl Protection Agency 
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ALlSO WATER MANAGEMENT AGENCY 
SOUTH EAST REGIONAL RECLAMATION AUTHORITY 

May 21,2001 

Surface Water Unit 
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 

- San Diego Region 
9771 Clairmont Mesa Blvd., Suite B 
San Diego, CA. 92 124- 133 1 

SUBJECT: APRIL 2001 SUMMARY OF MONITORING FOR ORDER NO. 2000-13, 
NPDES PERMIT NO. CA0107417 

Surface Water Unit, 

No effluent violations occurred during April 2001. 

Permit limits for total coliform were exceeded at surfzone sites SO, S 1, C l  and C2. Permit limits 
for fecal coliform were exceeded at SO, S l ,  S2, S3, S7, C1, and C2. Permit limits for 
enterococcus were exceeded at SO, S1, S2, S3, S5, S7, S9, C1 and C2. A worksheet showing the 
calculation of fecal coliform and enterococcus geometric means is attached to this report. The 
microorganisms responsible for the violations are endemic to urban runoff and have no 
correlation to SERRA's effluent quality. 

A copy of Ogden Environmental Bioassay Laboratory's report detailing the conditions and results 
of chronic and acute toxicity tests is attached to this report. 

Very truly yours, 

SOUTH EAST REGIONAL RECLAMATION AUTHORITY 

David A. Caretto 
General Manager 

CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH 
EL TOR0 WATER DISTRICT 
EMERALD BAY SERVICE DISTRICT 
LOS ALISOS WATER DISTRICT 
MOULTON NIGUEL WATER DISTRICT 
SOUTH COAST WATER DISTRICT 

CITY OF SAN CLEMEF 

A PUBLIC AGENCY 
30290 RANCHO VlWO RD. SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO, CALIFORNIA 92675 

MOGLTON N~GUEL WATER DlSTR 
SANTA MARGARITA WATER DlSTR 

SOUTH COAST WATER DlSTF -.--. 

AWMA (949) 489-7730 SERRA (949) 489-7735 FAX (949) 489-7724 
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San Diego Region 
Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.g0v/nvqcb9/ Gray Davis 

9771 Cla~remont Mesa Boulevard. Suite A, San Diego, Cahforn~a 92124-1324 Governor 
E~~vlron~nenral Phone (858) 467-2952 FAX (858) 571-6972 
P rotect~on 

June 13,2001 

Ivfr. David A, Caretto 
South East Regional Reclamation Authority 
30290 Rancho Viejo Road 
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675 

Dear Mr. Caretto: 

RECEIPT OF MONITORING REPORTS FOR ORDER NO. 2000-13, NPDES NO. 
CA0107417 
FACILITY: SOUTH EAST REGIONAL RECLAMATION AUP'HORITY 
WP)D NO.: 9 000000175 

This will acknowledge receipt of the February 2001 Monthly Monitoring Report, March 2001 
Monthly Monitoring Report, January-March 2001 Quarterly Monitoring Report, and the April 
2001 Monthly Monitoring Report. 

The next report due by July 1,2001, is the May 2001 Monthly Monitoring Report. 

Comments regarding the Februarv 2001 Monthlv Monitoring Report: 

1. Fecal coliform values exceeded pennit limits at receiving water sampling stations S11, S13 
(10% of recorded samples tested higher than 400 organisms per 100 ml), and at receiving 
water sampling stations SO, S1, S2, S7, S15, C1, and C2 (with a monthly geometric mean 
greater than 200 organisms per 100 ml). Enterococcus values exceeded permit limits at 
receiving water sampling stations N1, N3, SO, S1, S2, S3, S4, S5, S6, S7, S9, S l l ,  S13, S15, 
S17, C1, and C2 (with a monthly geometric mean greater than 24 organisms per 100 ml). 
Total coliform exceeded pennit limits at receiving water sampling stations SO, S1, S2, S3, 
S5, S6, S7, S9, S11, S13, S15, S17, C1, and C2 with coliform densities greater than 1,000 
organisms per 100 ml. At the present time, the Regional Board does not believe that the 
discharger's effluent is causing these exceedances. Coliform concentrations closest to the 
outfall are withn the limits established in Order No. 2000-13. 

2. Effluent CBOD was not reported on a daily basis as required by Monitoring and Reporting 
Program No. 2000-13. If five sample results are not reported for any 7-day period when there 
is flow, it will be considered an omission of information. This is a violation of Monitoring 
and Reporting Program No. 2000-13. Please talce the necessary action to prevent future 
monitoring discrepancies from occurring. 

California Environmental Protection Agency 
The energy clmllenge facing California is real. Every Calfornian needs ro take inmlediate action to reduce energy consumption. For a list of 
simple ways you can reduce demand and cur your energy costs, see our Web-sire ar htrp://www.swrcb.ca.gov. 
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3. Influent CBOD was not reported on a weeldy basis as required by Monitoring and Reporting 
Program No. 2000-13. If one sample result is not reported for any 7-day period when there is 
flow, it will be considered an omission of information. This is a violation of Monitoring and 
Reporting Program No. 2000- 13. Please take the necessary action to prevent future 
monitoring discrepancies from occurring. 

Comments regarding the March 2001 Monthiv Monitoring Re~ort: 

1. Fecal coliform values exceeded permit limits at receiving water sampling stations S3, S7 
(10% of recorded samples tested higher than 400 organisms per 100 ml), and at receiving 
water sampling stations SO, S2, C1, and C2 (with a monthly geometric mean greater than 200 
organisms per 100 ml). Enterococcus values exceeded pennit limits at receiving water 
sampling stations N1, N3, SO, S1, S2, S3, S5, S7, S9, S11, S13, S19, C1, and C2 (with a 
monthly geometric mean greater than 24 organisms per 100 ml). Total coliform exceeded 
permit limits at receiving water sampling stations SO, S2, S3, $5, S7, S9, C1, and C2 with 
colifom densities greater than 1,000 organisms per 100 ml. At the present time, the 
Regional Board does not believe that the discharger's effluent is causing these exceedances. 
Coliform concentrations closest to the outfall are within the limits established in Order No. 
2000- 13. 

Comments regarding the April 2001 Monthly Monitoring Report: 

1. Fecal coliform values exceeded permit limits at receiving water sampling stations S1, C2 
(10% of recorded samples tested lugher than 400 organisms per 100 ml), and at stations SO 
and C1 (with a monthly geometric mean greater than 200 organisms per.100 rnl. 
Enteroco.ccus values exceeded pennit limits at receiving water sampling stations N3, N4, SO, 
S 1, S2, S3, S5, S7, S9, C1, and C2 (with a monthly geometric mean greater than 24 
organisms per 100 ml). Total coliform exceeded permit limits at receiving water sampling 
stations SO, S1, C1, and C2 with coliform densities greater than 1,000 organisms per 100 ml. 
At the present time, the Regional Board does not believe that the discharger's effluent is 

causing these exceedances. Coliform concentrations closest to the outfall are within the 
limits established in Order No. 2000-13. 

If you have any questions or comments, please contact Mr. Adam Laputz at (858) 467-2727, or 
via email at lapua@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov. 

Respectfully, 

MlCHAELP.McCANN 
b' Supervising Water Resource Contml Engineer 

File: 01-0175.01 
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