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3152 Shad Court
Simi vallay, CA 93063
May 16, 2008

Mr. Raul Mndlna_

" LARWQCB .

320 W. 4™ Street, Suite 200
Loa Angeles, CA 50013

Re: CHANGE OF VENUE AND REVISED TENTATIVE WASTE DISCHARGE
REQUIREMENTS AND NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE
ELTMINATION SYSTEM (NPDES) PERMIT - CITY OF SIMI
VALLEY, SIMI VALLEY WATER QUALITY CONTROL PLANT
(NPDES NO. CA 0055221, CI NO. 3021).

Dear Mr. Medina:
I am atill opposed to the aforementioned matter for .the

‘reasons given in my May 5, 2008 letter, and for the
following reasons.

#1 - Page D-5, under Section IV. STANDARD PROVISIONS -
RECORDS. A, the records retention pariod for “all

monitoring information, including all calibration .

and maintenance reccords and all original strip
chart recordings for continuous monitoring

_ instrumentation, copies of all reports required
by this Order, and records of all data used to
complete the application for this Order” is set
for “at least threa(3) years from the date of the
sampl-, measuremant, report or application.”

Bacause the records retention pericd for the
Discharger’s ssewage sludge use and disposal
activities is set for “at least five years
(or longer as raquired by Part 503)”, I ask the
Regional Water Board to make the retention periocd
for all records consiastent with the 5 years and
Paxrt 503 proviaion since it is also astated in
the same paragraph “This period may be extendad

" by requast of the Regional Water Board Executive
Officer at any time.”
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#2 - Page D-9, under Section G. Anticipatad
Noncompliance, there is no provision for the
Diacharger to give advance notice to tha publie
“of any planned changes in the permitted facility
or activity that may result in noncompliance with
Ganaral Order requiremantas.” 4

#3 - Page E-14, under Saction B.2.b.1. Scrqening,and
Monitoring, a specifig time period is not given
for the Discharger to “conduct the firat chronic
toxicity test scresning for threa consecutive

-months in 2008”7, Half the year is almost over.

#4 - Page E-15, under Section 2. Re-scraening, it is
stated “If the first suite of re-screaning teats
demonatrate that the same apecies iz the most
gensitive then the re-screening does not need to
include more than one suite of tasts.’” '

#5 - Page F-4, under Section II.A. Description of
Wastewatar and Bionsolids Treatment or Controls,
it is stated “Treated wastewater discharged to -
"Arroyo Simi is dechlorinated but the effluent
delivered for reuse ia not dachlorinated.”

46 - Page F-34, under Section xvii. Radiocactivity, -
second sentenca, it ia stated “Mining or '
industrial activities increase the amount of
radiocactive substancea in waters to levels that-
are harmful to aquatic life, wildlifs, or
humans. Section 301(f) of the CWA...” and
“Chapter 5.5 of tha California Water Code”
“"maction 13375" contain radiocactivity discharges
prohibitiona to federal navigable watars, and

- 8tate of California waters. Yet, it is also
stated that “However, rather than give a hard and
fast absolute prohibition on radiocactive
subatancas, Ragional Water Board staff have aat
the following effluent limit for radioactivity:
‘Radioactivity of wastes discharged shall not
exceed the limita apecified in Title 22, Chapter
15, Article 5, aection 64443, of the California
Code of Ragulations, or subsequent revisiona.’
The limit is basad on tha Basin Plan _
incorporation of Title 22, Drinking Water
Standards, by reference, to protact beneficial
uses. Tharefore, the accompanying Order will
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retain the limit for radioactivity.” No wondar
the Rockwell/Boeing Rocketdyne Santa Susana
Field Laboratory (§SFL) has been allowed to slip
through thea aracks with regards to its own .
NPDES related Permit, the City of Simi Valley’s
Municipal related NPDES Permit, and the Ventura
Countywide M34 related NPDES Parmit.

Page F-59, under Section B. Groundwater, fourth
sentence, it is statad “Surface water from the
Arroyo Simi percolates into the Simi Vallaey and
Ventura Central Groundwater Basina with MUN
baneficial use specified in the Basin Plan.
Since groundwatear from these Basins ia used to
provide drinking water to the community, the
groundwater aquifers should be protaectaed. .
However, this Order and Monitoring and Reporting
Program doez not include requirement for
groundwater monitoring because none of the

limitationsa are basaed upon the protection of MUN

usa of underlying groundwater.” Yet, on Page ‘
F-62 it ia atated under Section D.2. Groundwatex
“eroundwater monitoring is required to determine

.compllance with groundwater limitations and to

track impacts to the groundwatar basins.”

Pages F-60 and F-61, Table 9. Effluent Monitoring

Program Comparison Table changes:

Algal biomass (Chlorophyll a) is baing daletad,

Flouride is semiannually inatead of monthly,

Gamma-BHC (Lindane) is semiannually inatead of .
monthly,

~Iron; 2,3,7,8~TCDD(Dioxin); Tatrachlorosthylanas,

#9 -

#10 -

Endrin, Methoxychlor, Barium, 2,4-D, and
2,4,5-TP(Silvex) are sumlnnnunlly inatead of
quarterly.

Page F-61, Table 9. Effluent Monitoring Program
Comparison Table, Ammomium perchlorate has no
change. It should ba done quarterly.

Page F-61, Table 9. Effluent Monitoring Program

Comparison Table, Mathy-tart-butyl-ather (MTBE)
has semiannually. It should be done quarterly.
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\ #11 - Page F~61, Table 9. Effluent Mbnltoring Program

Comparison Table, 1,2,3-Trichloroproparie’s
_is the aamq--nemiannually Should be quarterly.

#12 - Facal Coliform(monthly), E. Coli(monthly), and

Radioactivity (monthly) have baen axaluded from
Table 9. Effluent Monitoring Program Comparlson
. Table (Pages F-60 and F-61).

. #13 -~ Pagas ¥~66, undar Saction VIII. Public

Participation B. Written Commenta, it is stated

“Interested persons are invitnd'to submit written

commants concerning these tentative WDRs. _
Comments muat ba submitted either in parson or by
mail to .the Executive Office at the Reagional
Water Board at the address above on the cover
page of thia Order.” This does not comply with
Governor Schwarzenagger'a opan governmeant policy

QUESTIONS

1.

Doas the May 6, 2008 letter from Blythe Ponek-
Bacharowski, Chief Municipal Permitting Unit

- (NPDE8) , to Mr., James Langley, City of Simi Valley

Deputy Director/Sanitation Sarvices, MAILING LIST

.entity the “WVantura County Department of Public

Works, Flood Control and Drainage” refer to the .
Ventura County Flood Control Dimtrict? If so, the
nama ia incorrect since thia entity is now namaed
the Ventura County Watershed Protection District,
and impacts the Amendment to the 1992 Ventura
Countywide NPDES Parmit Implementation Agreement.

. What is the date (month, day and fnar) of the City

of Simi Valley Water Quality Control Plant (WQCP)
topographical map on Page B-1? '

. On Page F-14, Table 3b. Basin Plan Beneficial Uses

- Ground Waters, for the Simi Valley Basin DWR
Basin No. 4-9 Confined Aquifers, it is stated
“Municipal and domestic water supply (MUN),
industrial service supply (IND), industrial process
supply (PROC) , and agricultural supply (AGR)”. What
entities benefit from this agriocultural supply?
Give name of entitiez, addresses, and locations
(within, or outside of the City of Simi Valley).
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10.

ERRORS

On Page F-15, Table 3b. Basin Plan Benaficial Usas

.~ Ground Waters, for the 8imi Valley Baasin DWR
Bagin No. 4-9 Unconfinad Aquifars, it is stated

"Municipal and domestic water supply (MUN),
industrial service supply (IND), industrial Prooess

supply (PROC) , and agricultural supply (AGR)”. What

antities benefit from thias agricultural supply?
Give name of entitiea, addreszes, and locations
(within, or outside of the City of 8imi Vallay).

Is the P.W. Gillibrand Company facility the only
mining entity within, or adjacent to, the City of
Simi Vallay? Dcea the Company still mine Titanium?

Is it still exported by boat out of tho port in the

County of Ventura?

. What were the changes to the Effluent Limitations

for Cyanide’s Avarage Monthly and Maximum Daily
due to(Table 6, Page F-45)°?

Where is the “Ventura Central Groundwater” Basin

‘located(Page F-39)?  Ia~this the Las Posas Basin?

. Doas this Order cover the future City of Simi
Valley/P.W. Gillibrand Company Tapo Canyon/

Gillibrand Canyon Water Treatment Plant? If not,
why not? Will a separate Municipal NPDES Parmit
ba reaquired for tha Tapc Canyon/Glllxbrnnd Canyon-
Watex Tr-atmont Plant? : :

. Why was the information on the May 16, 2008

extendad period notad on Page F-66?

Why was the information on tha Board’s meating
location change not noted on Page F-667?

#1 - Page F-5, under Section B. Discharge Points and

Receiving Waters, middle paragraph, sacond
sentence, it is stated “"S8torm water and dry
weather urban runcff from MS4 are regulated under
an NPDES permit, Waste Discharge Requirements for
. Municipal Storm Water and Urban Runoff Discharges
within the Ventura County Flood Control District,
County of Ventura, and the Cities of Ventur;
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County (Ventura Mun;cxpal Parmit) , NPDES Parmit
No. CAS004002). The santence must read “thturn
County Watershed Protection Distriot(formerly
Vantura County Flood Control District)” to
coinaide with the Amended 1992 Countywide

NPDES Permit Impleamentation Agreamant.

#2 - Page F~5, under Section B. Discharge Points and

Receiving Waters, second to laat paragraph, first
sentence, it is stated “The Ventura County Fleod
Control District channelized portiona of -
‘Calleguas Creek to convey and control floodwater,
to prevent damage to homes located adjacent to
the Creak.” The sentence must read “Ventura
County Watershed Protection District(formerly
Ventura County Flood Control District)” to
.coincide with the Amendad 1992 Countywide NPDES
Permit Implementation Agresement.

#3 - Page F-61, Table 9. Effluent Monitoring Program

Comparison Table, informatiéen for 1,2, 3~
Trichloropropane has semiannually instead of
“no change’ .

SUGGESTIONS

1.

Pages ¥F-1 and F-2, ATTACHMENT F - FACT SHEET Tablae
of Contents, Capitaliz- the titles of the Roman
numerals’ sections to coincide with .the text.

Pagas F-60 and F- 81 ‘Table S. Effluont Monltorlng
Program Comparison Tablo to the Monitoring

- Fraquency (2003 Permit) and (2008 Permit) columna’

titles add the word “Sampling” between Monitoring
and Frequency.

Page F-61, Table 9. Effluant Monitoring Program

Comparison Table, change the orxder of 4,4’ ~DDT

and 4,4’ -DDD to coincide with Page E-22.

Sincoroly

Mra. Terasa Jordan
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3152 Shad Court
Simi Vallay, CA 93063
May 16, 2008

- Mr. Raul Medina

LARWQCB

320Aw{ 4" Street, Buite 200
Los Angeles, CA 90013

Re: REVISED TENTATIVE WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS AND
NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM
(NPDES) PERMIT - CITY OF SIMI VALLEY, SIMI VALLEY
WATER QUALITY CONTROL PLANT (NPDES NO. CA0055221,
CI NO. 3021). = = ' o

Dear Mr. Malina:

This letter is a continuation of myvenrlier May 16, 2008
lettar on the aforamentioped item, and CHANGE OF VENUE.

#14 -

Page 45, under Saction 7. Complianco‘Schoduldn;
it is stated “The stakeholders in the Callequas

- Creek Watershed are embarking on a watershed-
- wida solution to salt management...The

#15 -

#16 -

dischargers need time toc complete the capital
improvement projects.” They also nesd time to
get to County voters the matter of property-
related fees to cover NPDES Permit projecta.

The Amendment to the 1992 Countywide NPDES Permit
Implementation Agreement dowes not have all t's
crossed, and i’s dotted. Also, the Amendment to
the 1592 IA mentions undar the Recitals that
there are 4 separate 1992 Implementation
Agreaements--“"divided by watershed zone and
approved by the CITIES, the COUNTY and tha
DISTRICT” (Wherweas)--yet I have counted only 3.

Page D-6, under Section V. STANDARD PROVISIONS -
REPORTING B. Signatory and Certification
Requirmmenta. Same commants as #14.

Page E~5, ﬁndor Section N, it is stated “A

watarshed-wide Monitoring Program will be
developad within two ywars from the effective
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datea of this Order and permit for the Calleguas
Creek Watershed...Changes to the compliance
monitoring pProgram may be raquired to fulfill
the goals of the watarshed-wide monitoring
program...Revisiona to the Diascharger’s program
" will be mada under the direction of the Regional
Water Board, as necessary, to accomplish the
goal, and may inolude a reduction or increase in
tha numbar of parameters to be monitored, the
frequency of monitoring, and/or the number of
samples collactad.” Same comments as #14.

#17 - Page E-23, undar VIIT., OTHER MONITORING
REQUIREMENTS A. Watershed Monitoring 1., it is
stated “To achiave the goals of the Watershad-
wide Monitoring Program, revisions to the
Receiving Water Monitoring Requirements will be
made under the direction of USEPA and the’ o
Regional Board. The City has participated with
stakeholders in the Callaguas Creek Watershed,
to develop the watershed-wide monitoring
program. The Discharger shall implement the’
watershed-wide monitoring prégram and shall
submit quarterly reports detailing ongoing
efforts toward the implementation of the
Watershed-wide Monitoring Program.” Same
commanta as #14. I concur with the last sentence
that statesz “Tha firat report should be received
in the Ragional Board office by Octobar 15,
2008."

'Sincarnly )

Mo

Mrs. Terssa Jordan

Enclosures:

May 5, 2008, Lattar to the City of Simi Valloy City
Council. (2 Pages) '

April 14, 2008, Lettar to the City of Simi Valley City
Council . (14 Pages) .
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3152 Shad Court
' Simi Valley, CA 93063
May 5, 2008

Simi valley City Counecil
Simi Valley City Hall
2929 Tapo Canyon Road
Simi Vallay, CA 93063

Re: Agaenda Ttem Consent Calendar 5(6)——anuast
‘Authorization to Amend Countywide Stormwater Quality
‘Managemant Program Implementation Agresment.

Dear Membaera of tha Council:

I am opposad to the #foremanticnnd itam for raeasons

 givnn in my April 14, 2008 latter to you, my comments giv-h

in my December 17, 2007 letter to the Ventura County Board
of Suporvisora/Watorahod Protaction District m-mberu, and
the following points.

#1

#2

. #3

#4

You mre not approving a Resolution in accordance.
with the Board of Suparvisors/District membars
February 153, 2005 meseting discussions on the
mattar of Amending. the Ventura County Watershed -
Protection Act to authorize the Ventura County
Watershed to lavy property-related feas,

The Signaturo Paga, on Paga 7 of tonight’a Staff
Report, does not inoclude a date of approval.

The text of your copy of the Amendment to the
1992 Implamentation Agreement does not coincide
with the language approvad by the Board of
Suparvisora on December 17, 2007.

Section 3. Expanditures, Section iV, subsection C

'as proposed for amendment sets a dangerocus

precaedent by requiring the cities to fund a
portion of the Ventura County Watarshed
Proteation District’'s expenses that are a

requirement of being a principal permittea(City

13.1-282
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of Thousand Oaks Amnndnd IA Fubrulry &, 2008
. Mseting Staff Report) .

#5 ~ The Amendment to the 1992 Tmplementation
Agreement is not being undortnkon RE a public
hnnrlng

Members of the Council, this proposad Amendment to thae
1992 Countywide Implemantation Agreement must not bae
approved.

Si!i/d-s-ly,

13-283
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April 14, 2008

o SUBMITTED BY:
City Council A ??‘u e

City Hall - .
2929 Tapo Canycn Road . AGENDA I;PEM 2 o
DATE [P T T

Simi Valley, CA 93063

‘Re: Agenda Item 2B (Public Hearing to Conwider Utilization
of Ventura County Watershed Protection District’s
Banafit Assesament Program and Adoption of Resolution
Approving A Stormwater Management ProgrAm Assessment
foxr FY 2008-2008) . :

Dear Mumbér& of thn Council:

I am opposed to the aforumnntionod Agenda item for tha

following reasons.
AN

#1 - Though the City Council) has historically used the

- Ventura County Flocd Control Distriot(now the
Varitura County Waterashed Proteaction Diatrict)’'s
Benefit Assassment Program to fund a porxtion.
of the City’s Stormwater Management Program, for
over a decade tha City Council cannot incrmease

- these fees, not just because “the City did not
initiate a ballot for a local asgessment increase
par Proposition 21B” (Page 1 of the Staff Report),
but because the 1992 Countywide NPDES A
Implementation Agreement was violated when the
Calleguas Creek Watershed ontltlos amended their.
related documentation.

#2 ~ The City of Simi Valley’'s March 24, 1992 raquest
to the County of Ventura Board of Supervisora to
include detention basin feas in tha Ventura
County Flood Control District(now Ventura County
Watershed Protection District)’s Benefit
'Assessment Program did not go through public
hearings in thn‘City of S8imi Valley, and no
public hearings were held by the other Co-
Permitteas.
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Members of thea Council, while the staff report states
that “If tha City chooses not to adopt this resolution, the
‘City will forfeit all future revenues from this program”
(Page 1 of the Staff Report), I believe that you do not as
long as: A ' ‘ ‘ '
. 8

1. the City Council’s March 24, 1992 detention basin
fees request to the Board of Bupervisors is
rexcinded,

2. the December 18, 2007 County Board 6£ Supsyrvizora/
‘Watershed Protaction District Directors approved
" Amended Implamentation Agreament is rescinded,

3. tho‘1992 Implcmnntation Agreemant is rescinded, and

4. a 1agll Implomnntation Agro.mnnt——whouu lnngungn
applies evenly to all antitxou~-is approved by all
of the 12 Co- -Permittaas.

Thus, you won't havo to go through this wronching decision
of: 1. decreasing faams, 2. not increasing fees, and
3. letting the status quo rule into perpatuity.

Mambers of the Council, what led to the violation of the
1992 Implementation Agreemsnt is Bection XIV. AUTHORIZED
SIGNATORIES which reads “The Enginenr~uxnngor of DISTRICT,

. +he Public Works Diraector of COUNTY and the City M;nagars

of CITIES (or their deasignees) shall be authorirzed to
execute all documents and take all other procedural stepa
necessary to file for and obtain a FERMIT (8) or amendments

therato.”

Members of the Council, pleasa note that the third
Recital (WHEREAS) of the proposed Resolution is esrroneocus.
It ahould read the Ventura County Flood Contzol District
(now the Vantura County Watornh-d Prot‘otion District, and

VCECD (now VCWPD) Thank you. '
o : ' Slnuaraly,
| jﬁumfu Wﬁ
. | “Taresa Jordan
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Enclosures: ' ‘ s .

April 14, 2008, Jordan Compilation of Co-Parmittees
1992 NPDES Implumnntntion Agraamant Approvml Date.

April 14, 2008, Jordan Compilation of Co-Permitteas
1982 NPDRS Implumnntation Agrodm.nt Approvnd
Beation IX(S).

AprilAld 2008, Jordan Compilation of Co—-Parmittaas
1992 NPDES Implemantation Agroamnnt Approved
Soction XII(12).

April 14, 2008, Jordan Compilation of Co-Parmitteas
- 1552 NPDES Implemantation Agreement Approved
Section XVII(17).

Dacambax 17, 2007, Latter to thn Vantura County Board
of Supervisors; Amendment to the 1992 NPDES
Implcm.ntation Agrnnmnnt {5 Pages)

April 4, 2002, Jordan COunty of Ventura Grand Jury
Complaint; County Flood Control Diatrict's Benefit
Assessmant Program fees for detention basins.

" March 24, 1992, Mayor Greg Stratton Letter to Ventura
’ County Board of Supervisors; detention basin fees
. includad in the Ventura County Flood Control
_ Distrioct’s Benefit Assessment Funding Program.

[NOTE: Enclosures submitted only with the City Clerk’'s
Office original letter.] :
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NATTIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE'ELIMINATION SYSTEM
1992 IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT
STORMWATER REGULATION PROGRAMA‘

CO-PERMITTEES AP?ROVAL DATE

Compiled by Teresa Jordan
April 14, 200B

VENTURA RIVER AND COASTAL WATERSHEDS DOCUMENTATION

Ventura County Flood Control Dlstrict(6/30/1992)
County of Ventura(6/30/1992) '
' City of Ojai(6/9/1992)

City of Ban Buenaventura(10/6/1992)

SANTA CLARA‘RiVER AND COASTAL WATERSHEDS DOCUMENTRTIOﬁ

Ventura County Flocd Control D15tr1ct(6/30/1992)
County of Ventura (6/30/1992)

City of Camarillo(6/12/1992)

City of Fillmore (6/17/1992)

City of Oxnard(6/23/1992)

City of Port Huaenaema(7/17/1992)

City of San Buenaventura(10/6/1992)

City of Santa Paula(6/16/1992)

CALLEGUAS CREEK WATERSHED DOCUMENTATION

Ventura County Flood Contreol Distriot(6/30/1992)
County of Ventura(6/30/1992)

‘City of Camarillo(4/28/198211!)

City of Moorpark(6/17/1992)

City of Simi Valley (6/22/1992)

City of Thousand Oaks (4/21/1992)
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NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM

1992 IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT
STORMWATER REGULATION PROGRAM
CO-PERMITTEES APPROVED SECTION XII

Compiled by Teresa Jordan
April 14, 2008

VENTURA RIVER AND COASTAL WATERSHEDS

#1 -

“NOTICES":

Ventura County Flood Control District
County of Ventuxa

City of 0jai

City of San Busnaventura

SANTA CLARA RIVER AND COASTAL WATERSHEDS

#1 -

CALLEGUAS

“NOTICES” :

Ventura County Flood Control District
County of Ventura :
City of Camarillo

City of Fillmore‘

City of Oxnard

City of Port Huename

City of San Buenaventura

City of Santa Paula

CREEK WATERSHRED

#1 -

“NOTICES' :

Co-Permittees are not listed, and the Section’s
language has been deleted, and added to--amended!
Ventura County Flocd Contreol District, County of
Ventura, Cities of Camarillo, Moorpark, Simi
Valley, and Thousand Oaks. BAmended!!! Violates
the documents signad by VR & CWs, and SCR & CWs!

13.1-289
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3152 shad Court
8imi Valley, CA 93063
Decembar 17, 2007

Ventura County Board of Suparvisors
YCWPD Board of Directors

806 South Victoria Avenue

Ventura, CA 33009 -

Ra: December 1B, 2007 Meeting Agendm Item #54 - Request
for Approval of an Amendment to the Implamentation
Aqrnum.nt for the Ventura COuntywxda Stormwater
Quality Manng‘mnnt Program.

Deax Supcrvi-oxs/biractors:

I am vehemantly cppossd to the wforemsntioned Agenda
Item for the following reasons. ' '

#1 - Tha December 18, 2007 lLetter/Staff Report poated
‘on the Board of Suparvi-ors’ Website on December
13, 2007 was replaced with a different letter/
staff report. Pleasa note that I loggnd onto the
Agenda & Summary section on December 13, 2007
(Thuresday) and partially printad the
documentation because I was almost out of copying
papar. Then, on Decamber 15, 2007(Saturday), I
logged on once again to print the pages I had
akipped. I was shocked and disgusted to find
that changes had been made to the dooumentation,
and they were major modifications to the already
logged information.

42 - The December 18, 2007 Latter/Staff Report posted
on Dacembar 13, 2007 was addressed only to the
Ventura County Board of Superviscrs. The =
Dacember 15, 2007 copy of the Dacember 18, 2007
Letter/Staff Report is now addressed to both the
Ventura County Board of Supervisors and the
Ventura County Watershed Protection Distriot.

#3 -~ The Decamber 18, 2007 Latter/Staff Raport posted .
on December 13, 2007 listed on the first page 3
Recommeandations. The Decambar 15, 2007 Lettex/
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. Latter/Staff Report is now different from the

#13 -

#$14 -

#15 -

#16 -

¥17 -

#18 -

 #19 -

December 15, 2007 copy of the Decembexr 1B, 2007

Lattex/Staff Report.

The Dacember 13, 2007 copy of the December 18,
2007 Letter/Staff Report was signed by the
Engineering Services Department Director, Alec T.
Pringle “Acting” for Ronald C. Coons, Director
of the Public Works Agency. Tha December 15,
2007 copy of tha December 18, 2007 Latter/Staff
Report was signed by Jeff Pratt, Director of the
Natershed Protection District.

The format differs for the text information on
Pages 1 through 5 of the Draft WATIONAL POLLUTANT
DISCEARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEN AMENDMENT TO '
IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT VENTURA COUNTYWIDE
STORMWATER QUALITY MANAGEMENT PROGRAM betwaan the
two copies of the Decembar 18, 2007 Lattox/Staff

Raport.

Public hearings have not taken place by the

City Councils of the tan (10) County c¢ities on the
Amendment to the 1992 Countywide NPDES Permit
Implemantation Agreament. '

Current resolutions approving the Amendmant to
the 1992 Countywide NPDES Parmit Implementation.
Agreement by the City Councils of the County’s
ten(10) cities have not baen filed. '

Roth coPioa'hav-;two pages with the IA signed
for the City of Thousand Omks, but one page is

" not dated, and the other page has a data -

inserted after the fact.

The problems that have led to no formal publia
hearings by each Co-Permittee each time there wasa
an IA approved are the 1992 Countywide NFDES
Permit Implementation Agresment Sections 7
(Authority to Exacuts Agreement) and 8 (Execution
in Counterparts). :

The Amendment to the Implementation Agreement is
being backdated--July 2007, '

13.1-293



MayYy—-16-2068 64 :52 PM

RDDITION

#1 -~ To the Proposed Amendment title add “19827.
Nembers of the Boards, I had jotted additional concerns

on my Decembsx 13, 2007 copy of the December 18, 2007, but
dus to the time it tock ma to finish my lotter on the Santa
Susana Field Laboratory Group 4 RCRA Facility Investigation
Report to the State Departmant of Toxic Substances (DTSC),
it will take too long to get thia latter to you for your
consideration. :

Supervisors/Directors, I ask that you NOT approve the
raqueat being made of you. This item must be sent back for
‘County and Distxict staff to crank out the informmtion the
right way, not tweak it as they please~--this is so
réeminiscent of the February 15, 2005(?) Amendment to the . .
Legislative Agenda staff/consultant dabacle ;fiﬂﬂféy*(-i‘-‘df}ﬂ‘l fees.

Members of the Boards, aince the Lettars/Staff Reports
have been reviewad by the County Executive Office, County
Counsel, and the Auditor-Controller’s Office, and the
County Executive Office recommends approval of this Agenda

o Item, and they have bean signad by the Dirxector of the

) Vantura County Watershed Protection District and ataff

’ acting on bahalf of the Ventura County Public Works Agency
Dirsctor, all of these people including the Diractor of the
Ventura County Public Works Agancy Director, and any other
County and District staff who have been involved with this
matter shounld be firaed ASAP. Tha consultant, if there WaB’
one hired, should also be fired ABAR. '

8 aerely,

- Tearesa Jordan

13.1-293



MAY-16—-2888 ©4:52 PM

CITY OF
. SIMIVALLEY

PE20 Tepo Canyon Road. Siml Vistey, Calfornia 83083 » (R05] 583-8700 ’

A

March 24, 1992

. Yentura County Board of Supervisors
800 S. Victoria Avenue
Ventura, CA 93009

Honnrab1e cha1r Flynn and Members of the Board:

The City of Simi Vallay anticipates that in May 1992 it will be notified by the
Fedaral Government that stormwater permitting will be required. In order to keep
stormwater quality within the proposed standards and to retain stormwaters within
the drainage facilities (redline channels) presently in place, the detention .
basins identified in Simi Valley's Master Plan of Drainage should be constructed.

Presently, significant aresas of Simi Valley are shown to be susceptible to
#1ooding as shown in Flood Hazard Boundary maps published by tha Federal
Emergancy Management Agency (FEMA). Properties in these flood areas are required
o obtain insurance under specific guidelines of the Federal Insurance Program.
The cost of this insurance is substantial, ranging up to approximately $500 per

- house per yaar. - ‘ ‘ o ; :
The City Council recommends that the Beard of Supervisors modify its existing
Benefit Assessment Funding Program(s), administered by the Ventura County Flood
Control District, to include detention basins. This program will meet the need
to control the quantity gand quality) of the stormwater runeff thus eliminating

- gimi Valley’s suscaptibility te flooding. . _

City and County staff have held preliminary discussions regarding such a Benafit
A;:essment Funding Program. It is hoped that your Board would suppert this
affort. : : ' .

cc: City Council
City Manager
City Attorney ,
Administrative Officar - Ventura County
City Managers-Cities of Thousand Oaks, Camariile, Moorpark
Director of Public Works - Ventura County
Director of Pubiic Works, Cities of Thousand Oaks, Camarillo, Moorpark
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