From: Smith, Preston

To: NorthCoast; Reed, Charles@Waterboards

Cc: Smith, Preston

Subject: 10-8-2015 2036510 PRESTON SMITH, RESIDENT
Date: Thursday, October 08, 2015 4:50:41 PM
Attachments: TMDL-Basin Plan Comments-10-8-2015.pdf

Mr. Reed:

Thank you for taking the time to hold the public hearings to inform us about the TMDL Study and the
Draft Basin Plan Amendment.

Please see attached for my suggested change to your Draft Basin Plan Amendment dated August 31,
2015.

If your true purpose is to assure the highest water quality in the Russian River and want it to occur as
quickly as possible, then | believe your goal will be best served by implementing my suggested
changes. My changes will allow existing property owners to immediately implement upgrades to their
existing septic systems without fear of additional, and very expensive, “Supplemental Treatment”
components being required of them at a later date.

My changes simply allow a property owner, who can meet the minimum standards established by the
County of Sonoma, for a “Class-I” septic system to be exempt from installing the “Supplemental
Treatment” component to their system. If the property owner has, or can develop a “Class-I" system
on their site, then they have accomplished what you are looking for, i.e. proper and sanitary disposal of
wastewater that will not leach waste into the Russian River. Unfortunately, there may only be a handful
of properties in the lower Russian River area that will be able to meet the “Class-1" standards but for
those that can, they should not be penalized with an excessive mandate to install “Supplemental
Treatment” that is not required anywhere else in the State. Feel free to add language requiring
inspections every 5 years to make sure everything is working properly. You could even add language
that would require the property owner to sign an agreement that, should their system not pass future
inspections they would either add the “Supplemental Treatment” or connect to a sewer system if one is
available.

If you do not implement my suggested changes, or some similar language exempting those who can
meet the “Class-1" requirements from Option 1, | am sure that County of Sonoma, under any LAMP
program, will require installation of “Supplemental Treatment” on ALL septic systems just to make sure
they are in compliance with your Basin Plan. This would be grossly unfair to those who can meet the
standards for a “Class-1” system.

Thank you for your consideration of my suggestion.
Preston Smith

Senior Managing Director
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DRAFT BASIN PLAN AMENDMENT

With supporting documentation
contained in the

DRAFT STAFF REPORT FOR THE ACTION PLAN FOR THE RUSSIAN RIVER WATERSHED
PATHOGEN INDICATOR BACTERIA TOTAL MAXIMUM DAILY LOAD (August 21, 2015)

Low Priority Areas include:

« Areas with a high density of OWTS in the middle and upper Russian River Watershed, including
Oakmont in East Santa Rosa, North Cloverdale, Talmage, and Redwood Valley;

« Areas where OWTS are within 600 linear feet in the horizontal (map) direction of the mainstem
Russian River and the following tributaries of the Russian River in the middle and upper Russian
River Watershed: Austin Creek, Big Sulphur Creek, Little Sulphur Creek, Commisky Creek, Dry
Creek, Dutch Bill Creek, Feliz Creek, Fife Creek, Forsythe Creek, Franz Creek, Green Valley
Creek, Laguna de Santa Rosa, Maacama Creek, Mark West Creek, Mill Creek, Pieta Creek, East
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B.2.1. Requirements for All OWTS in Hi riority Areas _
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5. OWTS monitéﬁﬁé}g demonst , continuous compliance with the performance requirements above
shall be in accorda'gcewith the operation and maintenance manual for the OWTS or more frequently
as required by the local agency or Regional Water Board.

6. OWTS shall be equipped with a visual or audible alarm as well as a telemetric alarm that alerts the
owner and service providerin the event of system malfunction. Where telemetry is not possible, the
owner or owner's agent shall inspect the system at least monthly while the system is in use as
directed and instructed by a service provider and notify the service provider not less than quarterly of
the observed operating parameters of the OWTS. As defined in the Basin Plan’s OWTS Policy, a
service provider means a person who is capable of operating, monitoring, and maintaining an OWTS
in accordance with the Basin Plan’s OWTS Policy.

7. OWTS designed to meet the disinfection requirements shall be inspected for proper operation
quarterly while the system is in use by a service provider unless a telemetric monitoring system is
capable of continuously assessing the operation of the disinfection system. Testing of the effluent
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