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Mr. Eugene Bromley

US Environmental Protection Agency Region IX
Permits Issuance Section (W-5-1)

75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen: Re:  Report of Waste Discharge for Santa
Margarita Watershed Municipal Separate
Storm Sewer System, NPDES Permit No.
CAS0108766, Board Order No. R9-2010-
0016

This letter and enclosure comprise the Report of Waste Discharge (ROWD) for renewal of NPDES
Permit No. CAS0108766, Board Order No. R9-2010-0016 (2010 Permit), issued by the California
Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region (Regional Board). The 2010 Permit
authorizes stormwater discharges from the Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) operated
by Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (District), the County of
Riverside (County), and the Cities of Murrieta, Temecula and Wildomar (collectively referred to
herein as "Co-Permittees") in the Santa Margarita River region within Riverside County. The
enclosed ROWD is due to the Regional Board on May 10, 2015; the 2010 Permit is due to expire on
November 10, 2015.

The 2010 Permit specifies that, at a minimum, the ROWD shall include:

e Proposed changes to the Co-Permittees’ runoff management programs;
e Proposed changes to monitoring programs;
e Justification for proposed changes;

e Name and mailing addresses of the Co-Permittees, along with names and titles of primary
contacts for each Co-Permittee; and

e Any other information necessary, or required by federal regulations for permit re-applications.
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In addition to addressing these requirements, the ROWD highlights accomplishments and provides
estimated population projections, land use maps and maps of existing MS4 facilities owned and
operated by the Co-Permittees.

The Co-Permittees look forward to working with Regional Board staff in the development of efficient
and effective stormwater management programs that recognize the unique conditions in the Santa
Margarita region. Please contact David Garcia (951.955.1330; dhgarcia@rcflood.org) or Scott
Bruckner (951.955.0843; sebruckner@rcflood.org) of our Watershed Protection Division if you have
any questions.

Very truly yours

f[[ 11( "‘\XC&/?’/C‘L,

STUART E. McKIBBIN
Chief of Watershed Protection

Enclosures: ROWD

c:  Mr. Steven Horn, Riverside County Executive Office

Mr. Aldo Licitra, City of Temecula

Mr. Bill Woolsey, City of Murrieta

Mr. James Ozouf, City of Murrieta

Mr. Matt Bennett, City of Wildomar

Mr. Jason Farag, City of Wildomar

Mr. Eric Becker, CRWQCB - San Diego Region
Mr. Wayne Chiu, CRWQCB — San Diego Region

SEB:bad
P8\169739
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1.0 Introduction

This Report of Waste Discharge (ROWD) is an application for renewal of Order No. R9-2010-0016, an
area-wide National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Municipal Separate Storm Sewer
System (MS4) Permit (2010 MS4 Permit). The MS4s covered under the 2010 MS4 Permit are owned and
operated by the Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (District), the County of
Riverside (County), and the Cities of Murrieta, Temecula and Wildomar (collectively, the Co-Permittees).

On November 10, 2010, the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board) adopted
the 2010 MS4 Permit, which expires on November 10, 2015. Directive K.2.c of the 2010 MS4 Permit
requires that a ROWD be submitted no later than 180 days prior to the expiration date. This ROWD has
been prepared in consultation with the Co-Permittees and is submitted on their behalf. Table 1-2 lists the
required elements for the ROWD and identifies where those elements can be found in the ROWD.

In order to protect lives and property and to prevent damage to the watershed, the Co-Permittees operate
and maintain essential drainage infrastructure in the Santa Margarita Region (SMR). The County and the
Cities maintain approximately 317 miles of drainage infrastructure in the SMR while the District
maintains approximately 90 miles.  Environmental stewardship and integrated water resource
management continues to be an essential part of the Co-Permittees’ responsibilities.

The diligent work performed by the Co-Permittees under the 2010 MS4 Permit has maintained Receiving
Water quality and prevented new impairments despite continued growth in population and development
within the region. As shown in Table 1-1, the population in the region is projected to have a steady
growth rate and by 2020 the region's population is predicted to grow by 5.6%. The challenges posed by
this growing population require the Co-Permittees to continue to adapt their BMPs and watershed
programs to protect water quality.

Table 1-1 Santa Margarita Region Population Estimates

Year
Co-Permittee Estimate Estimate Projected Change
2015 @ 2016 ® 2020 ® (2015 to 2020)

City of Murrieta 107,455 108,482 112,591 4.8%
City of Temecula 108,450 111,585b 119,422 10.1%
City of Wildomar 35,433 36,310 37,204 5.0%
Unincorporated County of 51,314 52,436 53,793 2.6%
Riverside

Total 272,621 276,585 292,017 5.6%

Notes:

(@) Unless otherwise noted, populations were obtained from the State of California, Department of Finance, E-4 Population
Estimates for Cities, Counties and the State, 2011-2014, with 2010 Census Benchmark. Sacramento, California, May 2014.

(b) Data gathered from City of Temecula website, “Demographic Snapshot 2014 Report”.

May 10, 2015
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During the term of the 2010 MS4 Permit, the Co-Permittees developed and utilized various programs to
help protect water quality. These programs include the development of the Individual Jurisdictional
Runoff Management Plan (JRMP) that specifies management programs and activities required of each
Co-Permittee, as well as the development of the SMR Monitoring and Reporting Program (MRP). The
Upper Santa Margarita River Watershed Water Quality Workplan (Watershed Workplan) was also
developed during the permit term to identify and prioritize water quality concerns.

The Co-Permittees have also developed new and improved ways to maximize finite resources to protect
Receiving Waters more effectively. Such examples are creating a more efficient process to review
priority development projects, WQMPs, and track inspections. The Co-Permittees continue to improve
procedures to efficiently respond to spills and other illegal discharges. The Co-Permittees also continue
to educate the public about improving water quality through different engagements such as hosting public
education events, speaking to employees and customers at home improvement stores, and speaking to
students at local schools. The Annual Reports submitted under the 2010 MS4 Permit (which are
contained in Appendix C) describe the Co-Permittees' various water quality improvement programs in
detail.

This ROWD builds on the discussion in the Annual Reports by highlighting the major accomplishments
of the Co-Permittees' programs, describing the challenges that they face and discussing their continuing
efforts to protect Receiving Water quality. To promote clarity, terms defined in the 2010 MS4 Permit are
capitalized in this ROWD.

1.1 ROWD Required Elements Summary
Table 1-2 Location of Required ROWD Elements per Directive K.2.c of 2010 MS4 Permit

Required ROWD Element ROWD Location

1) Proposed changes to the Co-Permittees’ runoff

Section 3.80, and Appendix C
management programs

2) Proposed changes to monitoring programs Section 3.0 and Appendix C

3) Justification for proposed changes Section 3.80 and Appendix C

4) Name and mailing addresses of the Co-Permittees Section 1.2

1.2 Co-Permittee Contact Information

The table below provides the contact information for each of the Co-Permittees in the Santa Margarita
Region that have either technical or administrative involvement in the MS4 Permit.

May 10, 2015 2
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Table 1-3 Co-Permittee Contact Information

Co-Permittee Primary Contact Staff Contact Address

District (Principal) Warren D. Williams David Garcia 1995 Market Street
General Manager-Chief Engineer | Engineering Project Manager | Riverside, CA 92501
951.955.1275 951.955.1330

dhgarcia@rcflood.org

City of Murrieta Bob Moehling Bill Woolsey 1 Town Center
City Engineer Civil Engineer Associate 24601 Jefferson Avenue
951.461.6036. 951.461.6073 Murrieta, CA 92562
bmoehling@murrieta.org wwoolsey@murrieta.org

City of Temecula Tom Garcia Aldo Licitra 41000 Main Street
Director of Public Works 951.694.6411 Temecula, CA 92590
951.694.6411 aldo.licitra@cityoftemecula.org

tom.garcia@cityoftemecula.org

City of Wildomar

Dan York

Public Works Director
951.677.7751 ext. 216
dyork@cityofwildomar.org

Matt Bennett

Deputy City Engineer
951.677.7751 ext. 208
mbennett@cityofwildomar.org

23873 Clinton Keith Road,
Suite 201

Wildomar, CA 92595

County of Riverside

Steve Horn

Senior Management Analyst
951.955.1110
shorn@rceo.org

Claudia Steiding
Senior Transportation Planner

(Transportation Land
Management Agency)

951.955.1694
csteiding@rctima.org

4080 Lemon Street, 4t Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

1.3

Regional Board Jurisdictional Area Exchange

e City of Wildomar (San Diego Co-Permittee) - The City of Wildomar requests that the San
Diego Regional Board continue regulating all portions of the city, regardless of Regional
Board jurisdictional boundaries, for matters pertaining to MS4 permitting.

o City of Menifee (Santa Ana Co-Permittee) - At this time during the SMR ROWD process,
the City of Menifee request that the San Diego Regional Board continue designating the
Santa Ana Regional Board as the sole regulator of the City of Menifee pertaining to MS4
permitting.

May 10, 2015
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2.0 Santa Margarita Region Permit Area Overview

2.1 Physiography and Geology

The upper Santa Margarita River watershed is defined as that portion of the Santa Margarita River
watershed above the confluence of Murrieta and Temecula Creeks, and includes the City of Temecula and
portions of the Cities of Menifee, Murrieta, Wildomar, unincorporated County areas, portions of the
Cleveland and San Bernardino National Forests, the Cahuilla, Ramona, Pauma, and Pechanga Indian
Reservations and properties under the jurisdiction of Caltrans and a variety of special districts. The
watershed is bounded by several mountain ranges, including the Santa Ana and Santa Margarita
mountains to the North and the Palomar Mountains to the South. The upper Santa Margarita watershed
includes areas in Riverside and San Diego Counties and encompasses approximately 588 square miles.

The upper Santa Margarita watershed includes two major sub-basins, drained by Temecula and Murrieta
Creeks. Temecula Creek has a drainage area of 366 square miles, with steep rugged topography in the
Palomar and Thomas Mountain areas and rolling hills below. The upper 316 square miles of this basin is
controlled by Vail Lake (completed in 1949). Murrieta Creek has a drainage area of 222 square miles,
with over 50 square miles controlled by Skinner Reservoir (completed in 1974). Approximately 13
square miles are tributary to Diamond Valley Lake. Although the watershed area is somewhat smaller
and less rugged than the Temecula Basin, flood flows have the potential to create greater damage as they
flow through the cities of Temecula and Murrieta.

Temecula and Murrieta Creeks join along the Elsinore fault zone at the head of Temecula Canyon to form
the Santa Margarita River. The Temecula Canyon is approximately five miles long, and is a steep,
narrow, and rocky canyon. The San Diego-Riverside county line crosses through the Temecula Canyon.
From here, the river traverses 27 miles to the Pacific Ocean."

2.2 Permit Area

The Permit Area is defined as the urbanized area served by the Co-Permittees' MS4 facilities. The Permit
Area is located within the area delineated by the County boundary line on the south and the limits of the
jurisdiction of the San Diego Regional Board on the north, east, and west. The area encompasses
approximately 751 square miles, about 10 percent of the Riverside County. It may seem that with
increased population growth within the region that urban land use should have increased, however, data
shows that only approximately 9% of the region is designated as Urban Land Use. The remaining portion
of the region consists of either: Open space, Preserves, Rural Residential (>1ac.), or Agriculture. The
Santa Margarita River Watershed Area Land Use Map is attached as Appendix B.

! Santa Margarita Watershed Study: Hydrologic and Watershed Processes, Phillips, Williams and Associates, Ltd.,
October 26, 1998, page 1.
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3.0 SMR Water Quality Data Efforts and Outcomes

3.1 Summary

The SMR includes the portion of the Santa Margarita River Watershed within Riverside County. The
monitoring station locations are shown in Figure 3-1 below, and are described in detail in the SMR
Monitoring Report (see Appendix C). The SMR monitoring program has two general categories of
monitoring stations: Receiving Water stations and MS4 outfall stations:

e Receiving Water monitoring stations are in waters of the U.S., and include reference streams and
mass loading stations; and

e MS4 outfall stations are discharge points that are major outfalls.

While accomplishments from implementation of the SMR Monitoring and Reporting Program (MRP) are
discussed in this section, the entire MRP is attached as Appendix C.

Each year, the Co-Permittees collect water quality samples at Receiving Water and MS4 outfall stations
with various sampling frequencies, ultimately resulting in the collection of approximately 56 water
quality samples. Anywhere from 80 to 243 constituents per sample undergo laboratory analysis for a full
range of potential pollutants including pesticides, nutrients, metals and bacterial indicators. Only a small
minority of the analytes were found to have exceeded federal and state Water Quality Standards.
Although we only see a small group of constituents within the region having exceedances, the same class
of constituents are seen statewide exceeding Water Quality Standards as evident from the CWA 303(d)
list of waterbody impairments. The Co-Permittees are making strides in minimizing the exceedances of
these particular constituents. The Co-Permittees' stormwater programs continue to adapt in order to
protect Receiving Water quality. Accomplishments are highlighted in Section 3.5 below and in the Co-
Permittee's individual JRMP annual reports.

Figure 3-1 SMR Monitoring Stations
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3.2 Analysis Assessment of Water Quality Data

Figure 3-2 SMR Dry Weather Exceedances FYs 2012-2014 Overall, water qua“ty conditions in  SMR

Santa Margarita Dry Weather Results Receiving Waters are improving based on the
number of waterbody-pollutant pairings in the

upper Santa Margarita River watershed.
Significant improvements are observed in the
water quality sampling data sets. The results are
discussed more fully in  Section 3.6
(Effectiveness Assessment).

Conventional

V;Exceedance
4%

Under the Wet Weather monitoring program,
approximately three water quality samples are
collected at six Receiving Water stations, as well
Figure 3-3 SMR Wet Weather Exceedances FYs 2012-2014 as one water quality sample from eight MS4

Santa Margarita Wet Weather Results outfall stations. With additional sampling at the
outfalls, 11 proximate Receiving Water locations

cenventional|  gre collected. This results in nearly 1,600 water
quality data points.

*Results reflect itoring data lyzed from FY12-13 & FY13-14

Additionally, under the Dry Weather monitoring
program, approximately two water quality
samples are collected at six Receiving Water
stations, as well as one water quality sample
from eight MS4 outfall stations. With additional

it b e sampling at the outfalls, 11 proximate Receiving
Water locations are collected. This results in over 1,300 water quality data points. As seen in Figures 3-2
and 3-3, out of the 2,900 water quality data points collected during the permit term, the SMR has only
seen approximately 5% exceedances. Long-term trend data, as limited to the mass loading Receiving
Water stations, are available in Attachment | (Long-Term Instantaneous Loads and Trends) of the 2013-
2014 SMR Monitoring Annual Report attached as Appendix C.

The Co-Permittees have been working diligently to determine the sources of the high priority pollutants
by conducting special studies (see Section 3.7.1) and engaging with special work groups (i.e. Nutrient
Initiative Group).

3.3 Inherent Limitations to Analyzing Stormwater Quality Data

There are inherent limitations to analyzing water quality data from stormwater. Stormwater runoff
greatly contrasts from the wastewater treatment and monitoring process. Discharges from mechanically
treated wastewater effluent and industrial discharges usually:

o Come from a single or a few readily identifiable sources;
o Are generally consistent in flow rate and chemical character from day to day; and

e Can be easily instrumented.

May 10, 2015 6
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Conversely, rain events producing urban runoff and non-point source flows are difficult to collect and
analyze due to the fact that they:

e Come from multitudes of unidentifiable or hidden sources, many of which are non-urban in
nature:

— Natural leaching of soils
- Wildlife
— Aerial deposition
—  Wildfires
— State, federal or tribal lands
e Vary widely in flow rate in response to precipitation events
e Vary widely in chemical character at any given moment due to:
— Unidentified episodic issues related to natural phenomena
— Magnitude of rainfall and extent of contributing area
— Potential one-time illicit discharges that were not identified at the time of sampling
— Unforeseen or unidentified consequences of land use changes
e Are subject to significant natural random variation; and
e Cannot be easily instrumented due to the variation in depth and velocity within water courses or

natural stream beds.

Because ephemeral stormwater flows are particularly random in character, it may take many years before
statistically significant trends can be identified from the outfall monitoring data in order to properly assess
the overall effectiveness of an Urban Runoff water quality control measure.

34 Bioassessment Data

Bioassessment is a field collection method in which the health of a specific ecological population of
interest is evaluated (e.g. aquatic insects, algae, fish, plants, etc.).

One population evaluated under this monitoring program were insects that live in the bottom substrate of
the Receiving Waters. Where sufficient flows exist to support them, these organisms can provide a
measure of water quality because they have a very diverse community structure, live a large portion of
their lives in water as larvae or adults, have various sensitivities to natural and anthropogenic impacts, are
easy to collect, and have life histories that are well studied. Similarly, algae populations were evaluated
because they respond to increased stress due to natural and anthropogenic impacts in ways different than
aquatic insects, and thereby together provide a picture of the water quality.

Dry weather bioassessments were performed according to the MRP at four designated Receiving Water
stations (Lower Murrieta Creek, Lower Temecula Creek, Redhawk Channel, and Upper Santa Margarita
River), as well as at two reference stations (Adobe Creek and Sandia Creek). All bioassessments were
performed within the appropriate index period in Dry Weather (May 1% to July 30™).

May 10, 2015 7
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During the Permit Term, the overall biological health, as determined by the SoCal IBI scores?, was "Poor"
or "Very Poor" for the lower watershed stations. Reference sites (e.g., sites higher in the watershed with
limited, to no impacts from urbanization) were rated as "Fair”. Figure 4-1 depicts the historical summary
of SoCal IBI Scores for the SMR monitoring stations.

Figure 4-1: Summary of SoCal IBI Scores for All Monitoring Stations (Spring 2006—Spring 2014)
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Several differences between the reference sites and the receiving water sites were identified. This affects
the overall IBI score and examples of these differences include the following:

¢ Riparian vegetation differs among the stations monitored. The majority of the monitoring stations
are located lower in the watershed and have very little canopy coverage as compared to the
reference sites. This tends to impact the water temperatures at the sites.

e Water temperatures measured at the majority of the Receiving Water sites were higher than those
recorded at the reference sites. Similar to the previous reporting year, these differences in
temperature were most likely due to the amount of overhead tree canopy surrounding the creeks.
This, coupled with smaller wetted width at the reference sites, can lead to a denser tree canopy
directly overhead of a stream, resulting in lower instream temperatures.

e A large difference noted between stations was the percentage gradient (slope) of the stream. Both
reference stations have very high gradients (~2-4%), while the lower watershed stations ranged

2 The SoCal IBI was developed to assess the biological integrity of freshwater streams in the southern California
coastal region. Methods described in the Quantitative Tool for Assessing the Integrity of SoCal Coastal Streams
(Ode et al., 2005) were used to calculate the Southern California Index of Biological Integrity (SoCal IBI) to
evaluate the overall health of the benthic macro invertebrate community, based on the counts of various species
contained in the taxonomy results.
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from very low to moderate (~0.7-1.5%). The steeper gradients create riffles and microhabitats
that tend to yield higher IBI scores.

Overall the SMR is a dynamic system with large seasonal variations in flow, from dry streambeds to
high-energy flows. This arid hydrological regime is typical in the southwestern region of California and
can have significant impacts on bioassessment results.

Mediterranean climates, such as those in southern California, tend to have extremes in rainfall patterns,
oscillating from periods of rainfall above normal to those very much below normal. As presented in
Table 8 of the 2013-2014 Monitoring Annual Report (Attachment C), since the 1992-1993 reporting year,
only three of the 21 periods have experienced at least "normal” (average) rainfall totals. Droughts
influence the BMI community by decreasing overall base flows, increasing temperature, and potentially
increasing algal growth. In a report on the patterns of BMI communities in non-perennial streams, Mazor
et al. (2012)* found that as stream flow decreases, overall 1Bl scores tended to decrease. In general, data
suggests that a historic drought period may negatively influence the IBI scores.

It seems likely that the biological community are more responsive to the amount of water present than
they are to water quality. The drought appears to inhibit our ability to clearly isolate water quality as the
sole cause of low IBI scores. The method used for bioassessment does not adequately distinguish between
the effects of simply not having sufficient water present (e.g., arid or drought conditions) and the effects
of poor water quality on the target populations. Therefore falling 1Bl scores are not necessarily an
indicator of worsening water quality in an arid region.

3.5 Monitoring Program Accomplishments

e Updated and enhanced the Consolidated Monitoring Program to incorporate new monitoring
collection methods and data analysis protocols.

o Developed watershed boundaries and land use information for all monitoring stations;
e Reorganized the technical content of the Monitoring Annual Report;
e Added fire map information to assist with assessing potential Pollutant sources;

e Enhanced monitoring databases to be compatible with SCCWRP/SMC standard reporting
protocols;

e Enhanced monitoring methods to incorporate use of automatic sampling equipment where
appropriate;

e Designed and constructed the District's LID BMP Demonstration and Testing Facility. The
project acts as a laboratory for testing the water quality and water conservation benefits of
LID features;

® Mazor, R.D., K. Schiff, P. Ode, and E. Stein. Final Report on Bioassessment in Nonperennial Streams. Report to
the State Water Resources Control Board. Southern California Coastal Water Research Project Technical Report
695. June 2012,
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e Implemented several programs to detect IC/IDs, including field and MS4 facility inspections,
IC/ID based Dry Weather outfall monitoring. Performed annual mock storm event exercises
that involve physical inspections of storm drains and Receiving Waters;

e Operating procedures for Non-Stormwater Action Levels was developed during the permit
term to help with IC/ID follow-up and reporting procedures. This allowed for consistency
between Co-Permittees within the region;

e Participated in the Santa Margarita Watershed Nutrient Initiative — Stakeholder Group. The
group was formed to address nutrient issues in the Santa Margarita River watershed. The
group hopes to set regulatory targets based on state of the science techniques to ensure the
biological, chemical, and physical integrity of the Santa Margarita River and its tributaries;

o Continued participation in regional and statewide monitoring and science efforts such as the
Southern California Monitoring Coalition (SMC) to develop:
— Lab inter-calibration of chemical, bioassessment and Toxicity testing methods
— Testing methods for bioassessment and Toxicity in Southern California streams
— A stormwater research needs report for southern California

e Continued participation with SCCWRP on the development of the Regional Watershed
Monitoring Program for Southern California. Co-Permittees have representatives on the
SMC Executive Committee and the Bioassessment Technical Subcommittee.

3.6 Effectiveness Assessment

A cumulative analysis and evaluation of monitoring data indicate that the Co-Permittees' stormwater
programs have been effective in preventing further impairment of SMR Receiving Waters even during a
time of population growth in the region. The SMR water quality data is encouraging, and the Co-
Permittees continue to assess their programs and adapt their efforts to improve water quality throughout
the region.

As set forth in the SMR Monitoring Annual Reports, water quality conditions in Receiving Waters appear
to be improving. This is based on a decreasing number of exceedances for 303(d)-listed constituents in
the SMR. The pollutants with an increase of concentration are addressed through various programs and
management activities. The following pollutant waterbody combinations at historically monitored mass
loading stations have exhibited statistically significant long-term trends:

e TDS at Murrieta Creek during dry weather—decreasing concentrations

e Nitrogen (total) at Murrieta Creek during dry weather—decreasing concentrations
e Sulfate at Temecula Creek during wet and dry weather—decreasing concentrations
o Fecal coliform at Temecula Creek during wet and dry weather—decreasing counts
e E. coli at Temecula Creek during dry weather—decreasing counts

e Manganese at Murrieta Creek during dry weather—increasing concentrations
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- The Co-Permittees initiated a Special Study to determine the cause(s) of the high
concentrations of Iron and Manganese in the Region. The study is discussed briefly in
Section 3.6.1.

The overall effectiveness of the Co-Permittees program is assessed based on the analysis of water quality
data obtained as part of the MRP. The data has been collected and analyzed throughout the current
permit term. However, the monitoring requirements of the 2010 MS4 Permit were not implemented until
Fiscal Year 2012-2013. Although the initial Receiving Water quality data is encouraging, additional time
and data is needed to fully assess the monitoring program results.

3.7 Watershed Program Highlights

The Co-Permittees can report the following accomplishments during the entire period of the 2010 MS4
Permit:

o Development of Best Management Practice (BMP) handbook to standardize post-construction
selection and design in Riverside County. The handbook became effective September 2011.

o Development of the Upper Santa Margarita River Watershed Water Quality Workplan.
Implementation began in June 2012, after submittal to Regional Board.

o Revised Co-Permittee monitoring programs to reflect new 2010 MS4 Permit changes. The
changes were put into effect as of October 2012.

o Development of the Co-Permittees' Individual JRMPs. Implementation of JRMPs began in June
2012.

o Development of a Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP) that addresses post-construction
stormwater runoff management for New Priority Development Projects and Redevelopment
Projects. The WQMP became effective on July 11, 2014.

e Development and enhancements to the design template for developing project-specific WQMPs.
The WQMP Template became effective on July 11, 2014.

e Development of the Santa Margarita Region (SMR) Hydromodification Management Plan
(HMP). The Compliance plan became effective on July 11, 2014.

e Developed the Santa Margarita Region Hydrology Model (SMRHM) software to help developers
analyze projects to meet the HMP requirements. The software became free to the public to
download on July 11, 2014.

e Development of WQMP and HMP training and education courses. The courses were developed
in 2014 to introduce the new development programs.

o Development of the Stormwater and Water Conservation Tracking Tool in collaboration with the
Santa Ana Region Co-Permittees in Riverside County. The tracking tool became available to the
public for use in 2014.

e Development and maintenance of Co-Permittee databases to track construction sites of 1-acre or
larger in size. In addition, the Co-Permittees have standardized a construction reporting
spreadsheet used for Annual Reports, updated inspection forms, and enhanced the construction
outreach program.
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e Creation of Co-Permittee databases to track industrial and commercial facilities.

e Continuation of the Riverside County Stormwater Pollution Prevention public education program
which offers educational resources and free brochures targeting residents, businesses, developers,
contractors, and elementary school children.

e Participation in regional and statewide monitoring efforts such as the Southern California
Stormwater Monitoring Coalition (SMC), Southern California Coastal Water Commission and
National Water Resources Institute.

e Participation in the California Stormwater Quality Association (CASQA), including various
leadership roles.

e Continued partnership in the Upper Santa Margarita Region Integrated Regional Watershed
Management Plan

e Performance of multiple special studies during the 2010 MS4 Permit term that have helped to
identify causes of pollutants within the Santa Margarita Region. These studies are discussed
further in Section 3.7.1

3.7.1 Special Studies Conducted

Sediment Toxicity — The goal of the study was to assess the quality of stream sediments and possible
contamination from MS4 runoff in receiving waters. The workplan was finalized, based on approval of
the Water Board, in May 2013. The results of monitoring metals, organochlorine pesticides, and
synthetic pyrethroid pesticides in sediment indicated that the concentrations were generally below target
threshold and effect levels.

Trash and Litter Investigation — The goal of the study was to provide information regarding BMP
effectiveness for trash and to help guide management actions and BMP implementation for trash in the
SMR. The study was submitted to the Regional Board in 2013 along with the Monitoring Annual Report.
The report found that trash and litter was not a significant issue in the receiving waters within SMR.

Agricultural, Federal, Tribal and State Input Study — This study investigates the water quality of
agricultural, federal, and tribal runoff that is discharged into the Co-Permittees' MS4. The goal of the
study was to characterize stormwater flows that are not regulated by the Co-Permittees but have influence
upstream of their MS4s. The preliminary findings have found that the highest levels of pollutant
concentrations were measured from agriculture land use. The second year of required monitoring for the
special study is currently being completed within FY 2014-2015. A final report is anticipated to be
submitted with the 2014-2015 Monitoring Annual report.

Low-Impact Development (LID) Retention Impacts Study — The Co-Permittees participated in the
development of the special study in order to assess the impacts of LID on surface flows, the potential
relationship to beneficial uses, and the effects on water supply rights of down downstream jurisdictions.
The LID Retention Impacts Study was prepared in lieu of the required "MS4 and Receiving Water
Maintenance Study" (required under Attachment E, Section Il.LE.S of the 2010 Order) and the
"Intermittent and Ephemeral Stream Perennial Conversion Study" (required under Attachment E, Section
I1.LE.6 of the 2010 Order), as described in correspondence received from the Regional Board dated
September 14, 2012.
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Per agreements with Board staff, a study scope was prepared to evaluate whether or not LID requirements
were likely to have a significant impact on storm flows and base flows to the Santa Margarita Gorge. The
project team met with Regional Board staff and jointly developed a modeling approach that would
provide an indication as to whether or not further assessment would be required. The study and findings
were subject to a peer review conducted under the direction of the Southern California Coastal Watershed
Research Project (SCCWRP).

The results of this study indicate that the retention of surface runoff will result in greater evaporation and
less stormwater runoff to the Santa Margarita Gorge when LID is implemented, as compared to traditional
stormwater BMPs only, but greater stormwater runoff then under current conditions. The reduced
streamflow at the Gorge under future full build-out with LID for both new and existing development
conditions may impact downstream beneficial uses.

The peer review comments reflect issues that may need to be addressed for a more comprehensive
modeling exercise. However, given the results of this conceptual modeling study and considering the
comments from the peer review panel, our preliminary conclusion is that the impacts from LID
implementation in the Upper Santa Margarita River watershed would not be significant under likely
development scenarios, and no further actions are recommended.

Source Assessment of Iron and Manganese Study — The Co-Permittees initiated a study investigating the
persistent exceedances of iron and manganese water quality objectives (WQOs) within SMR. The Co-
Permittees initiated a source analysis indicating that iron and manganese concentrations in Receiving
Waters are strongly associated with the geology located throughout the SMR. Additional sources,
including MS4 contributions were evaluated, but the weight of evidence suggests that iron and manganese
concentrations are consistent with the local geology. High concentrations were also observed in reference
streams from undeveloped watersheds of similar geological characteristic. The preliminary results are
evidence that natural sources are the cause of elevated levels of iron and manganese in Receiving Waters.

3.8 Proposed Program Modifications and Revisions

3.8.1 SMR Monitoring Program
The Co-Permittees request several revisions and/or modifications to the monitoring program.

Removal of Carbamate Pesticides from Constituent List

In the upcoming 2015-2016 Monitoring Year, the Co-Permittees request that Carbamate Pesticides be
removed from the constituent lists, based on the data collected during the Permit term. As evidenced by
the results of the Monitoring Annual Reports (e.g., Attachment H, Detected Results located within
Appendix C), the Carbamate Pesticides have not been detected in the water quality samples. Furthermore
this list of Carbamate Pesticides includes many compounds that have been banned by EPA or are in
process of cancelling registrations for use (e.g. Carbofuran). This request is in conformance with the
requirements of 40 CFR 122.44. With the removal of these constituents, the Co-Permittees will focus on
detected constituents that potentially threaten water quality.

Receiving Water Monitoring Revisions

The 2010 Permit focused on the correlation of the water quality chemistry, toxicity, and stream
assessment findings to help identify water quality priorities. However, the data collected from outfalls and
receiving water stations was limited due to the severe drought conditions. In several cases there was no
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flow in the Receiving Water. In the case of the stream assessment program (see Section 3.4), results
yielded low IBI scores induced by drought. The Co-Permittees recommend that the next Permit term
refocus monitoring efforts towards reliable data collection such as:

A detailed reconnaissance of region-wide outfalls to identify intermittent and persistent sources
of urban runoff into receiving waters, prioritize those locations, and then relocate the outfall
monitoring stations to the high priority outfall locations.

Limit Receiving Water monitoring to the three mass loading stations (i.e., Adobe, Temecula,
and Murrieta) as these locations have historical data available for long-term trend comparison.
These long-term stations may provide better utility for data comparisons as programs are
implemented.

As described above in Section 3.4, the drought appears to inhibit the Co-Permittees' ability to
use IBI scores to correlate the bioassessment results with water quality impacts. The method
used for bioassessment does not adequately distinguish between the effects of simply not
having sufficient water present and the effects of poor water quality on the target populations.
We note that as the drought continues the IBI scores decrease; therefore, falling 1Bl scores may
not be a reliable indicator of worsening water quality in an arid region. The arid conditions may
mask an accurate assessment of the water quality impacts on a stream. The Co-Permittees
request that the Regional Board suspend stream assessment until an appropriate protocol is
developed for arid region.

Revision of the Definition of Wet/Rainy Season

The Co-Permittees request that the Wet/Rainy Season be modified from October 1st to April 30th, to
October 1st to May 31st. The extension would more accurately reflect the watershed’s precipitation
season, and extend the period for successful Wet Weather sampling opportunities.

3.8.2

Proposed JRMP Revisions

The Co-Permittees do not foresee major changes to their JRMPs at this time. However, the City of

Temecula
control as

and the County are in the process of a minor revision to their standards to emphasize erosion
the most important measure for keeping sediment onsite during construction.

May 10, 2015
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4.0

Additional Comments on Proposed Permit

Previous Comments - The Co-Permittees previously have expressed concerns regarding
inclusion in the San Diego Regional Board's Regional Permit (Order No. R9-2013-0001, as
modified by Order No. R9-2015-0001). The Co-Permittees' concerns and legal objections to
inclusion in a regional permit are set out more fully in our written comment letter dated January
10, 2013, in Order No. R9-2013-0001 and November 19, 2014 regarding Order R9-2015-0001.
For your convenience, these comments are included as Appendix D.

Receiving Water Limitations Language - The Riverside County Co-Permittees continue to
believe strongly that every MS4 Permit should incorporate a clear and achievable path to
compliance for Co-Permittees. The Co-Permittees are actively participating in the workshops
held by Regional Board staff concerning this important topic.

The focus of the Watershed Workplan is on an iterative, flexible, and priority-setting approach
that is intended to enable the Co-Permittees to focus on the most important water quality
impairments in the SMR, and improve water quality. As we have previously commented, if the
Co-Permittees have no protection from automatic liability for exceedances of water quality
standards, they must address each such exceedance, even when that exceedance may be transitory
or of minimal environmental or public health consequence. Stretching resources to address such
issues diverts limited Co-Permittee resources from the most important threats to water quality and
delays overall water quality improvement.

State Board staff has already strongly signaled its support of alternative compliance language in
MS4 permits, as set forth in the draft Order on the petitions challenging the 2012 Los Angeles
County MS4 Permit. The Co-Permittees look forward to working with Regional Board staff,
permittees from Orange and San Diego Counties, and the other stakeholders to develop
appropriate alternative compliance language.

Prior Lawful Approval Language - The Co-Permittees request language that allows each Co-
Permittee to evaluate each project independently, in order to determine at their sole discretion,
compliance as it relates to Prior Lawful Approval.

CEQA Processing Considerations — Programmatic requirements that entail structural
improvements such as retrofits and/or BMPs will trigger CEQA compliance. Future Permit
language should discuss lead agency designation and consider CEQA processing in future
workplan implementation timelines.

May 10, 2015 15



Administrative Record Page No. 000356

Santa Margarita River Region
Report of Waste Discharge

Appendix A
2015 SMR MS4 Facility Map

May 10, 2015



Administrative Record Page No. 000357

SEE FOOTNOTE 1

SEE FOOTNOTE 1

“ {1 NOISSIN
f

EEEEN

DIAMOND,
VALLEYS
RESERVOIR

5
s = ¥ & om Y&
uh

£ RAWSON °©
% CANYON, |
g LAKE

q
|
| §
»
. s
. .
" m >
] L, (:{:)
[ § =
P4
| .. Park o
3! | | ® g0 ; -
' Famman GLIFI'ON.'KEITI;I R g
$ 2 =
" -
»
-
e
y 4
g

r

AEEEEEENAEREERERS

YFre La Punta,

Pechanga

.. Fechanga
pé‘% Reservation
. INGa cREEK
1 ] ! A A s |. A T . '-'
! ! M O e T A \- |
f |
| > 3 u ¥ 3
¢ ¥ L} 4
f - u n il
[ IHINININININININ NI I NI IHIEIRIEINEIEIE eI T

1l £ 4 5_‘ : , § 4 d LW

FOOTNOTES:
1) MS4 PERMIT AREA ADDED TO REGION 9 BASED ON JURISDICTIONAL AREA SWAP AGREEMENT BETWEEN REGION 8 AND REGION 9

2) MS4 PERMIT AREA REMOVED FROM REGION 9 BASED ON JURISDICTIONAL AREA SWAP AGREEMENT BETWEEN REGION 8 AND REGION 9

] Reservation

Temecula Public -
Cemglary

CLD LT T T T T ST
u |3

Cleveland
National
Forgst

SMR 2015 ROWD - MS4 Maps_Map1.mxd

APPENDIX A
SANTA MARGARITA RIVER WATERSHED

2015 ROWD

MS4 PERMIT AREA FACILITIES MAP
EXHIBIT SMR-1

* CITY MS4 FACILITIES

e COUNTY MS4 FACILITIES

RCFC&WCD MS4 FACILITIES
[ ] SANTA MARGARITA RIVER WATERSHED BOUNDARY
= SANTA MARGARITA RIVER MS4 PERMIT AREA BOUNDARY
AREA CONTROLLED BY VAIL LAKE & LAKE SKINNER
] Huc SUBWATERSHEDS

® MONITORING STATIONS
" WATERBODIES
— WATERCOURSES
"% RIVERSIDE COUNTY BOUNDARY

]
HiEIE
TEEEE)
;. . .. o7 INCORPORATED AREAS

— FREEWAYS/HIGHWAYS
—— PRIMARY ROADS

—— SECONDARY ROADS

oy

& N
r\')

¢
2
Asepyanio

0 0.5 1 1.5 2

MILES

UPDATED MARCH 2015

¢ ]

RIVERSIDE
COUNTY

RGARITA RIVER

'.'.'..‘ (?’VJ
(T

L 1] | 4

SAN DIEGO
COUNTY

The graphical and tabular information shown on this document may be derived from a
variety of public agency and/or private commercial sources such as Riverside County
Transportation and Land Management Agency, Thomas Brothers Mapping, the Stephen P.
Teale Data Center, GIS Technology Center, State of California, the United States Geologic Survey
and the United States National Atlas. These sources may possess varying levels of accuracy and
precision and this product is meant only as a guide to the relative position and scale of the
depicted features. This GIS document is in no case to be interpreted as fundamental or decisive
for purposes of land surveying, field engineering, plan drafting, code enforcement, land boundary
determination and/or land acquisition.




Administrative Record Page No.

000358

T = ==t~ pail R VERSID
NN eI I HiNININININENININ]

L A M O U A TSy

Tumbleweed Trl

Farest-Springs Rd 1:

CAHUILLA CREEK

\LAKE
RIVERSIDE

RIVERSIDE C/OUNTY

SAN DIEGO COUNTY

I LIL A

Cahuilla
~ e

MX Park

Deerspring T

Tule-Peak-Rd

8¢ auty WMo u ont il

ity

Cahuilla
Reservation

HIiEINIRININININININININININININININININININININININI NI NINIEININININ NIRRT

SMR 2015 ROWD - MS4 Maps_Map2.mxd

APPENDIX A
SANTA MARGARITA RIVER WATERSHED

2015 ROWD

MS4 PERMIT AREA FACILITIES MAP
EXHIBIT SMR-2

* CITY MS4 FACILITIES

« COUNTY MS4 FACILITIES
——— RCFC&WCD MS4 FACILITIES
[ "] SANTA MARGARITA RIVER WATERSHED BOUNDARY
SANTA MARGARITA RIVER MS4 PERMIT AREA BOUNDARY

AREA CONTROLLED BY VAIL LAKE & LAKE SKINNER
] Huc SUBWATERSHEDS

® MONITORING STATIONS
" WATERBODIES
— WATERCOURSES

= ® RIVERSIDE COUNTY BOUNDARY
Smamamw

;. . _E INCORPORATED AREAS
— FREEWAYS/HIGHWAYS
—— PRIMARY ROADS

—— SECONDARY ROADS

C

W 140y,
* o
2
2
3
‘ &
\ - &
5

ol S
sy

Q:\\‘M RI VI/P_r,

A

0 0.5 1 1.5 2

MILES

UPDATED MARCH 2015

L,
4 L S
s - RIVERSIDE
H COUNTY
'-..,.’
(/
9,
ORANGE &,
COUNTY ¢
g /
4
4
S
&
4
K4
&
fl-l.l-l-l.
| |

SAN DIEGO
COUNTY

The graphical and tabular information shown on this document may be derived from a
variety of public agency and/or private commercial sources such as Riverside County
Transportation and Land Management Agency, Thomas Brothers Mapping, the Stephen P.
Teale Data Center, GIS Technology Center, State of California, the United States Geologic Survey
and the United States National Atlas. These sources may possess varying levels of accuracy and
precision and this product is meant only as a guide to the relative position and scale of the
depicted features. This GIS document is in no case to be interpreted as fundamental or decisive
for purposes of land surveying, field engineering, plan drafting, code enforcement, land boundary
determination and/or land acquisition.




Administrative Record Page No. 000359

Santa Margarita River Region
Report of Waste Discharge

Appendix B
2015 SMR Land Use Map

May 10, 2015



Administrative Record Page No. 000360
= ] ] ol
. : . - : |
| ] | a L ¥ 1
8 " : n = = Lm]
b : . : : A
: 3 ; - +»
> e iu . . :
> - " g = : { . APPENDIX B
_ ™ - - [ = g ] | | | i 43 "
. | - = o " u m !g an¥
| D 7 : : P A - - : SANTA MARGARITA RIVER WATERSHED
L2 o B ] n a
é k b u ™ H B =
, 1 1 : ﬁ 2 | A : : . : 2015 ROWD
éIIIJI_Il!l!lllu_ll_u_:l IR ‘su--nns EEimEEEEE EER EEEEERVEENENAR Yennmunmidns o : =
e L = - o . u u " AEmm : |
'- : = . ! 5 a T e "oy AREA LANDUSE MAP - EXHIBIT SMR-1
| - B u - N "d_llIIll... Fmmw
= amp = = n = =
| 2] [ | : : - ]
= | L] L |
o~ v - P imm
o n : L] ; im :
Fupmumm@y B : : : -
o
A " . . s .
® u - - -
%2 N . = =
"’“‘-Aeu'ilnlaa!: : :
B 1} |
A m i n' : :
e ¥ M
L u -
& [ s
. . . LEGEND:
= ] [ ]
s : SusdsEmEnmy :
: - . : | [[] SANTA MARGARITA RIVER WATERSHED BOUNDARY
E San i: Fommp - 9&?
[ |
EEl- B " I B DIAMOND, '-: g o el = SANTA MARGARITA RIVER MS4 PERMIT AREA BOUNDARY
: = VATIEY;
. . o) Rt . RESERVOIR L
3 : g , Lo " WATERBODIES
2 BN BN " . i
: E : i - —— WATERCOURSES
e T8 ‘-": . : o at smImIme
5 " " ! = # RIVERSIDE COUNTY BOUNDARY
LENE /R R ERERRRRNERNERN RENERRENSERANNRENERNS u [ Smimim»
: ! 1 B an . INCORPORATED AREAS
u n | i n -
:uuwu :: _.; _ A |§_:13 T <~<umun’d
o 1 4 Al —— FREEWAYS/HIGHWAYS
. :I < 8 N 1 G Qo 7 S | 4 .':
- : puEN! S 4 —— PRIMARY ROADS
SEE FOOTNOTE 1 2 ; | Yy 9
. n _ N | —— —— SECONDARY ROADS
. =
L
]
.,,_.3 o .‘,_"
- 5 % NON-URBAN LAND USE:
| | ' %-7,‘\ %’
- NG AGRICULTURAL
i g
A v z
| . B exeweT
1/ T |
- _ " K PRESERVES OPEN SPACE
] T
¥ SEE FOOTNOTE 1 a SEE FOOTNOTE 2 r > p—
A S e -
o n . by RURAL RESIDENTIAL (1 ACRE OR MORE)
% * o ES |t -
LU 5 ¢ N )
S 47 = & T Ve
b 7 . . N
4 % N, W = Bt L URBAN LAND USE:
vi :9,! E : NDYGP\ EEE NS RN N EEE NN EEEEEEmaAaREEEIT | Ll | _‘:H :'r'l -«%\-.'-,
> - — e ——
& 7 - =i RAWSON,
gf ,g?@_;*__ ; X m _ i 1. Yo ;-.. » CANY.ON, - COMMERCIAL
. ¢ » B oo . a _ IAKE;
&L PRt | B NDUSTRIAL
> 4F ] - : a
& i 2. o '.’ Rl f 7, =l
+ ; ~N ¥ ii F i, P o
I i @ M \ R N S % PARKS AND RECREATION
, 1 A P g .~ STREETS
b n e — & o -
A | ] 4 :*:J = - 5 4]
4 £ Q. A0, I URBAN RESIDENTIAL (LESS THAN 1 ACRE)
N/ N - i ]
& s $ __
4 290 <2 " 2;- o $ a /
s ] = .
£ ] g ? b3
,;f = ) g
4 ﬁ CLINTONIKEITH(RD <)
am EEEEER (2]
. - _
. 3 i 9 - . g A »
. ” 3 N A
0 ! ~ & v
, g =, x
o Al .
b - | =4
x J A K+ 4 SKINNER, ) |
E & RESERVIOR 5 MILES
A XEn 4 L
£l E 5 Lk A UPDATED MARCH 2015
! & 8 & & ) '
- W : % Y chv ]
; 1 b “\0 3 & 10
: -  \BBAC S > i b ; R 3 ¥ T v
v 0 Q’ b ; | jfj - Sl - Y : .
.II.:: Fr=o — K - -_-» I ,"'. o ..r. S o 3 ) G = '.
| i N I & Ro ey - 4 el g \ A . ‘ RIVERSIDE
gl i g 4 = dF g ‘ e e A i : i '—‘-4"_ COUNTY
\ JA 5 REE R4 : # e A s D 4 - | L Sy,
X ' % &F A o el 4 . “ I et o | b Lo o, N
y,__,‘-v 5 & o i o G T :’.\-‘..ru__\ b
4 1) . : - # o | & COUNTY &
\ gl I - : . R ? ,_l'r f P - A ) _f F / 4 qﬁ"’e{ "‘
a MURR] 5 RD Pt A IV . By ¥ y
ET 0 _‘r”— r o T !-' 2 e g ’ - b PIEPIIT f? ) I..a't 0 '
j - 4 OTSP@\Q‘PF =] — i __R i ¥ 4 g o ) mes ! . ‘WJ’. i r *"-"ﬁ}e\*@\ i
PaS 2. : Ik mnle T Nl PR - e K4 RGARITA RIVER
) " e = r =
4 / = i @ | o "":‘rd
‘/6'\(:(\ & Y, A 3 = i
< v :
‘ # R 004/ K I'u_ = 5 ;:W - - T sy
X Mo R/ ,'s“cré'EEK L] : v
< e, ERIE . 4
A\ ot & | u p (. ! SAN DIEGO
Q d U 1 \ Irg COUNTY
i @ EEEEE 1 | - i
J.q': ,5'""»\\ . 5 u '-__ e 3 ;.__'___,:"' E £
& . Q?-{'\ = b >
:\i ' edz\ o - : y i = ~ - ;
s v y G &5 :s. i e o o o ;
o ¥ ¥ S — 3 i Sl 9
\ 7 V“ SN . h ,4, : _" \ z
i 1 h
dw ok \ - b
> ( : % N - & "
». N v N .
// .‘AE, * 7 N 4 .,"‘:‘d o SN
e ‘:é:, ) ¢ T . = - -\'fa : = = — ’};
Wy = |
Sy \;{ JI
o e T
ey
B R # ‘ ]
i b E L]
B ; *&—' ; i . ?‘?‘0 ol ‘ =
:_q‘.-r - K .“‘.'&' ___{,_;.) &ﬁ | 4 Q\ g Y _
i /—"’_&d's--“’q' / RANGHQ GA\_\FOV‘ : : )
4_ : & \ b )
- f %{ 5 0 :
T ] i > ! i
" o ¥ 4 p L%
i e, } — £ r i
¥ oW ' 475 : L
oy ERe e \ D P
I w @"N‘ _ ) N, 3 -
7 S % 4 4 il l
:“; 3 5 ua' ﬁ g“: b ‘;’ 'l A - i
| il " : 8 4 d — P d ':-'." 2 J:Bé- %“eéf i (1 -
| s | sl__ * A i |'::-*-; =2 ",I _:- . ﬁ A : “__. p - il . o ‘_L_ e 23 J : VAL
'.'.l : . o> ' & 4 (= ; - 2 - A I i AKE
.'. I i II;' B 3 ) II-‘ - l’.}m " = N fd
gy, 4 i el P 4 Ty f A . o - ]
.' \fl : S ,{_‘_H; Wean =, J‘ ‘ \_P\PK\ e o
( [3% y : ENESS RREC A
- 4 I : S - s Emﬁc . LY L § .
'.'.'. i I-lj _ 4 & - e e 2 i - ¥ '?”
"y, RV, @ A » U 2 ; d S ol ) . 3
’.’. $R SI d . o ; - % Q ‘g{f 1 ; 3 ?‘- 2
L/ E ¥ & b - . = A .
84N D ."l @@U ' L L 9 =i L5 &@& 24 2
/3 Ny x 5 _ i | o > 5 |
Go R / A . g B © e - <
OU — = ) W : bﬁ X #“\N
Nry .'.'. ’\ 2 - =0 =i Rid v | figt : i | E 4’-% Q@HAWKG\‘\
.'.' b =l 6N | e 1 5
lz' o - gy 4§ A i e = G_l— i
Al . = 5 e ; * Qg/ m
i % P o ‘ S) o
Y S
; &
i ‘ 23;
RN GAICREE
(B
N |
3 u |
X
E n BEr
s [ |
2 -
E ! iv - = 3
[ . 2T
§ 5 & L_* The graphical and tabular information shown on this document may be derived from a
% E ™ A{'.'... T T 1] = . variety of public agency and/or private commercial sources such as Riverside County
“ eIl I Transportation and Land Management Agency, Thomas Brothers Mapping, the Stephen P.
3 [T [ 1] [TT] INININININIEIN IR Teale Data Center, GIS Technology Center, State of California, the United States Geologic Survey
5 and the United States National Atlas. These sources may possess varying levels of accuracy and
a precision and this product is meant only as a guide to the relative position and scale of the
g FOOTNOTES: 1| L i o LUl LL ] Ll L L Ll ] depicted features. This GIS document is in no case to be interpreted as fundamental or decisive
x 1) MS4 PERMIT AREA ADDED TO REGION 9 BASED ON JURISDICTIONAL AREA SWAP AGREEMENT BETWEEN REGION 8 AND REGION 9 for purposes of land surveying, field engineering, plan drafting, code enforcement, land boundary
n - . " _mgwm
2 determination and/or land acquisition.
5 2) MS4 PERMIT AREA REMOVED FROM REGION 9 BASED ON JURISDICTIONAL AREA SWAP AGREEMENT BETWEEN REGION 8 AND REGION 9
=
(7]




Administrative Record Page No. 000361

Tk
| | k APPENDIX B
= SANTA MARGARITA RIVER WATERSHED
: 2015 ROWD
. X AREA LANDUSE MAP - EXHIBIT SMR-2
. LEGEND:
ym*? | | SANTA MARGARITA RIVER WATERSHED BOUNDARY
e s = SANTA MARGARITA RIVER MS4 PERMIT AREA BOUNDARY
| WATERBODIES
WATERCOURSES
e RIVERSIDE COUNTY BOUNDARY
-
= s INCORPORATED AREAS
—— FREEWAYS/HIGHWAYS
—— PRIMARY ROADS
—— SECONDARY ROADS
NON-URBAN LAND USE:
%éﬂo | \ N\ AGRICULTURAL
) B ExemPT
e | W PRESERVES OPEN SPACE

RURAL RESIDENTIAL (1 ACRE OR MORE)

URBAN LAND USE:

I comMERCIAL

I INDUSTRIAL

PARKS AND RECREATION

.~ STREETS

I URBAN RESIDENTIAL (LESS THAN 1 ACRE)

i ]

W - A %
o AT e y
Ty Ty h

OONTY iy
‘}@'L Dora;:
& \2
= =]
e T Z, 5
e i N A— o
| wh S, | o"_o’“ A o‘\\\?
\ < >
1S AN A
¥ ) ’J X |
¥ i I \
- ﬁ . . .
. AR 0 0.5 1 1.5 2
' & 1 ¥ L' A

MILES

UPDATED MARCH 2015

¢ ]

RIVERSIDE
COUNTY

c
e
| SAN DIEGO
[ " it COUNTY
. N = .
(/e SE— J . .
o |
= _—
4 |
I ==
5 " "-._
i S]] AR
b R - .
: £
“ CAHUILLA CREEK
1 = §
B
3? LAKE
& RIVERSIDE
\“\‘5 |
<
(]
L
o O
%&
é" B [ |
5 ) g
| ~ @0‘6 ; --'l :
VAILE FEom b Ll Xt S - b
AKE] it ] i S5 )
s i o & - 2 | 478,
» N [ - N
e | ¥ —
i 4 it i;__ - ‘ ‘» I
= les > :
s N = | . y = | B
' - g S = — —
e N/ /. | :
S 3 L1 .
i
A .
<z
NS + - A g
& el &
B < Ty 8@_. L = =
= & d “ Q,
e N i S
i - e So,
E ¢J-_
j Fo
f ““? /1“"".
3 ., ~ S
o o . Sl o il
(8 2 e 0 . .
e 3‘ - _-vfé \ W %)
2 7= ey N L =)
E Ag :
3 2
= = - &
§ w = S The graphical and tabular information shown on this document may be derived from a
= ooo 3 variety of public agency and/or private commercial sources such as Riverside County
§ S y Transportation and Land Management Agency, Thomas Brothers Mapping, the Stephen P.
e «‘\%_ - o3 = Teale Data Center, GIS Technology Center, State of California, the United States Geologic Survey
] |'_ o ﬁJ o | and the United States National Atlas. These sources may possess varying levels of accuracy and
a I 3 | ‘ RIVERSIDE COUNILY/ precision and this product is meant only as a guide to the relative position and scale of the
g [ mm i [[] T e e o T L T o L L Ll Ll L A o —— - L[] in OO L O OO O OO L | NI R R I depicted features. This GIS document is in no case to be interpreted as fundamental or decisive
© SAN DIEGO COUNTY for purposes of land surveying, field engineering, plan drafting, code enforcement, land boundary
g determination and/or land acquisition.
x
=
(7]




Administrative Record Page No. 000362
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FY13-14 JRMP / Monitoring Annual Report References

(Note: Due to its large size, this attachment is provided in electronic format only)
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1995 MARKET STREET
RIVERSIDE, CA 92501
951.955.1200

FAX 951.788.9965
www.rcflood.org

WARREN D. WILLIAMS

General Manager-Chief Engineer

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

October 29, 2014

Sent UPS Next Day Air

Mr. David Gibson, Executive Officer
Northern Watershed Unit
CRWAQCB-San Diego Region

2375 Northside Drive, Suite 100

San Diego, CA 92108

Dear Mr. Gibson: Re:  FY 2013-2014 JRMP Annual Reports
Order No. R9-2010-0016
NPDES Permit No. CAS0108766

Please find attached copies of the FY 2013-2014 Individual Jurisdictional Runoff Management
Program (JRMP) Annual Reports for the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) program for the Santa Margarita Region of Riverside
County. The following JRMP Annual Reports are submitted in accordance with Fourth-term NPDES
MS4 Permit (Board Order No. R9-2010-0016, NPDES Permit No. CAS0108766) adopted by the San
Diego Region Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board) on November 10, 2010 for
the Santa Margarita Watershed Region of Riverside County (Fourth-term NPDES MS4 Permit):

¢  Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (District) JRMP Annual
Report

e  County of Riverside Individual JRMP Annual Report

¢  City of Murrieta Individual JRMP Annual Report

e  City of Wildomar Individual JRMP Annual Report

The Individual JRMP Annual Report summarizes the Co-Permittees' individual compliance activities
during Fiscal Year 2013-2014. The Co-Permittees' Individual JRMP Annual Reports are being
submitted under the same cover as the District's submittal; however, the City of Temecula (Co-
Permittee) will submit their Individual JRMP Annual Report under a separate cover.

The District is committed to continuing its ongoing efforts to work cooperatively with the Co-
Permittees, Regional Board staff and other stakeholders in implementing an effective municipal
stormwater program and fulfilling the requirements of the current Fourth-term NPDES MS4 Permit.
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Mr. David Gibson -2- October 29, 2014
San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board
Re: FY 2013-2014 JRMP Annual Report

Order No. R9-2010-0016

NPDES Permit No. CAS0108766

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please feel free to call me at 951.955.1273 or David
Garcia at 951.955.1330.

Very truly yours,

Y

JASONE. HLE
[ Chjef of Watersh¢d Protection Division

\

Attachments:
e District Individual JRMP Annual Report FY 2013-14
e County of Riverside Individual JRMP Annual Report FY 2013-14
e City of Murrieta Individual JRMP Annual Report FY 2013-2014
o City of Wildomar Individual JRMP Annual Report FY 2013-2014
e CD/DVD with electronic copies of above reports

cc:  Eugene Bromley, U.S.E.P.A. - Region IX
(Electronic Copy)

ERL:cw
P8/164760
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SANTA MARGARITAWATERSHED

NPDES MUNICIPAL STORMWATER PERMIT
(NPDES No. CAS0108766)

JURISDICTIONAL RUNOFF
MANAGEMENT PROGRAM (JRMP)
ANNUAL REPORT

FOR

Riverside County Flood Control
and Water Conservation District

FISCAL YEAR 2013 — 2014
October 31, 2014

Certification
Executive Summary
Introduction
New Development
Construction
Municipal
Industrial/Commercial
Residential
Retrofitting Existing Development
Ilicit Discharge Detection and Elimination
Workplans
Non-Stormwater Discharges
10.  Receiving Water Limitations
11.  Fiscal Analysis
12.  Assessment and Response Reporting
13.  Conclusions
14.  Recommendation
Attachment A Annual Report Checklist
Attachment B NAL & SAL Exceedance Investigation Report
Attachment C ~ Workplan Updates — No updates during FY13-14
Attachment D  Reference Material
AttachmentE ~ MS4 Facility Map

©CoNoA~WNE

ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016

Submitted to:

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN DIEGO REGION
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CERTIFICATION

Santa Margarita Watershed
JRMP Annual Report
Fiscal Year 2013-2014

[ certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my
direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel
properly gather and evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons
who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the
information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am
aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of
fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

Signed: “

JASON UHLEY

Chief\of Watershed Protection Division
Riyerside County Flood Control

and Water Conservation District

P8/164989
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I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY CONTD.

The Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (District) individual
Jurisdictional Runoff Management Plan (JRMP) Annual Report (Annual Report) documents the
specific urban runoff management programs and activities implemented by the District to comply
with the requirements of the Fourth-term Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit
issued to the District by the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board) on
November 10, 2010 (Board Order R9-2010-0016). The Fourth-term MS4 Permit (Board Order R9-
2010-0016) was adopted by the SDRWQB on November 10, 2010.

The Fourth-term Permit regulates stormwater discharges from Co-Permittee owned MS4s within the
Santa Margarita Watershed Region of Riverside County (SMR). The following municipal
governments are Co-Permittees on this Permit:

0 The District (serving as Principal 0 The City of Murrieta
Co-Permittee) 0 The City of Temecula
0 The County of Riverside 0 The City of Wildomar

The cities of Wildomar and Menifee are also partially within the Santa Margarita Watershed;
however, being newly incorporated cities, they were not Co-Permittees under the Third-term MS4
Permit. The City of Wildomar has been added as a Co-Permittee to the Fourth-term MS4 Permit.
Additionally, during the permit renewal process and negotiations for the Fourth-term MS4 Permit, an
agreement between the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board (SARWQCB) and San
Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board (SDRWQCB) for a jurisdictional swap was drafted and
finalized, and is now in effect. The entire City of Menifee is now governed by SARWQCB and the
entire jurisdictional areas of the cities of Murrieta and Wildomar are governed by SDRWQCB. The
only exception to this swap is with regard to TMDLs. Any TMDL adopted by the SDRWQCB and
incorporated into the SMR Permit must be complied with by Menifee. Similarly, TMDLs in the
Santa Ana MS4 Permit must be complied with by Wildomar.

The goals of these permits are to protect and enhance the quality of surface waters within the
watershed to protect their beneficial uses as described in the Basin Plan. As stated above, this report
documents the specific activities and programs of the District to reduce pollutants in discharges from
District-owned MS4 to the MEP, and to effectively prohibit illegal discharges.

The Fourth-term MS4 Permit requires each Co-Permittee to develop an individual Jurisdictional
Runoff Management Plan (JRMP). As Principal Co-Permittee, the District coordinated the
development of the compliance program. Individual Co-Permittee JRMP Annual Reports are
required to be submitted to the Regional Board on or before October 31% of each calendar year. In
addition, as Principal Co-Permittee, the District is tasked with coordinating the submittal of the
Individual JRMP Annual Reports for the other Co-Permittees within the SMR.

I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY Page 1 of 3
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I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY CONTD.

This Annual Report covers the period extending from July 1, 2013 through June 30, 2014 and
specifically responds to reporting requirements specified in Section K.3. of the Fourth-term MS4
Permit. This includes identifying program progress and effectiveness evaluations.

The District was created by an act of the State Legislature and is charged with providing flood
protection within the limits of its service area. The District constructs, owns, and maintains an
expansive network of MS4s throughout the western portion of Riverside County including in the
Santa Margarita Watershed; however, its legislative charter does not provide any authority (police
power) to regulate land-use for areas tributary to these MS4 systems. As such, the District's activities
continue to be limited to MS4 maintenance activities, public outreach, training, water quality
monitoring and IC/ID activities. The District relies on the combined legal authority with the Co-
Permittees for all enforcement activities outside of District right-of-way.

Program Implementation Highlights
The District continues to evaluate and optimize its programs based on the observations of District

staff, RWQCB audits and other sources of input. Highlights for the current reporting period are as
follows:

e The District coordinated and implemented the regional programs described in the District's
Santa Margarita Region JRMP.

e The District as the Principal Co-Permittee coordinated the development of the various
compliance documents for compliance with the Fourth-term MS4 Permit, adopted on
November 10, 2010.

e Continued Improvement of the Development Planning Program.

o0 Planning the formation of a community facilities district (CFD) through which the
District will be able to assume public maintenance of low impact development (LID)
BMPs of certain developments in the unincorporated County areas.

o0 The District has completed the overhaul of the existing BMP Design Handbook to
include enhanced LID BMP design guidance and worksheets with an additional
section on harvest and use. The BMP Design Handbook is currently being updated
once more to reflect the recently approved Hydromodification Management Plan
(HMP) to address HMP BMPs.

0 The District has completed construction of the Low Impact Development Testing and
Demonstration Facility retrofit at District headquarters in Riverside. This facility has
both regional and state-wide benefits as it will help to increase municipal, developer,
and public awareness of LID technology and is capable of collecting data necessary to
assess the effectiveness of various LID techniques.

0 The District continues to review water quality management plans (WQMPs) for
development projects within unincorporated County areas, at the request of the County
of Riverside.

l. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY PAGE 2 of 3
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I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY CONTD.

o In collaboration with Riverside County Co-Permittees, the development of the HMP
document has been completed and approved by the Regional Board.

0 The effective date was July 11, 2014. Any improvements or modifications will be
discussed during next fiscal year's annual report (FY 2014-2015).

e The SMR Standard Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SSMP) (also referred to as Model WQMP)
was approved and became effective on July 11, 2014.

o0 Since the approval was outside this reporting period, any discussion on improvements
or modifications will be discussed in next year's JRMP Annual Report (FY 2014-
2015).

e Continued improvement of municipal maintenance programs.

o Enforced new formalized procedures regarding removing transient encampments

within District rights of way and MS4 facilities.
e Continued improvement of the IC/ID programs.

o Continued to utilize the database to track third-party discharges and review what is
tracked in the database in order to effectively track illicit discharges.

0 An updated/revised IC/ID program, including non-stormwater action levels (NALS),
are being implemented to comply with the requirements specified in the adopted
Fourth-term MS4 Permit.

e Continued participation in regional planning efforts.

o Continued serving as one of the three board members of the Regional Water
Management Group for the Upper Santa Margarita Region Integrated Water
Management Plan, including supporting application for Proposition 84 IRWM
implementation funds.

For purposes of this Annual Report, the terms "Upper Santa Margarita River Watershed Water
Quality Workplan™" and "Standard Stormwater Mitigation Plan" (SSMP) referenced in the Permit are
referred to as the "Watershed Workplan” and "Water Quality Management Plan” (WQMP),
respectively, to be consistent with terminology previously established and in use by the Co-
Permittees.

l. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY PAGE 3 of 3
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I1. INTRODUCTION

The District's individual JRMP Annual Report contains information that covers implementation of
jurisdictional activities during the reporting period of FY 2013-2014. The Annual Report also
verifies and documents compliance with Order No. R9-2010-0016. The program sections within the
Annual Report contain data that will assist the District in determining if modifications are required to
help improve water quality within the Santa Margarita Region (SMR). Any JRMP program and
workplan updates will be addressed in this Annual Report and reviewed annually.

I1. INTRODUCTION Page 1 of 1
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1. NEW DEVELOPMENT
(SECTION F.1. of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016)

New Development

1) General Plan/Environmental Review K.3.c.(4)1:

a) Description of any amendments/updates to the General Plan as required by Section
F.l.a. of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit:

The District's enabling act does not provide authority (police power) to regulate land-
use; therefore, the District does not maintain a General Plan or otherwise control the
overall development project approval process within its service area.

b) Description of any amendments/updates to the environmental review process as
required by Section F.1.b. of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit:

Not applicable to the District. The District does not regulate private developments. The
County's review process, as it relates to private development projects (PDPs), is
described in the Riverside County JRMP.

c) Description of any planned updates to the General Plan or the environmental review
process within the next Annual Reporting period as required by Sections F.1.a.&b of
the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit:

Not applicable to the District. The District does not have any authority to regulate land-
use.

2) SSMP status as required under Section F.1.d. of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit K.3.c.(4)2.
Description of all revisions to the SSMP, including where applicable:

The SSMP (also referred to as a WQMP) was submitted to the Regional Board on June
30, 2012. The Regional Board approved the WQMP and became effective on July 11,
2014. All PDPs within the SMR will comply with all requirements of the newly
approved WQMP. During this reporting period, the 2009 WQMP requirements were
being implemented.

a) ldentification and summary of where the SSMP fails to meet the requirements of the
2010 SMR MS4 Permit as required under Section F.1.d. of the 2010 SMR MS4
Permit:

The District's SSMP does not fail to meet the requirements of the 2010 SMR MS4
Permit.

1. NEW DEVELOPMENT Page 1 0of 5
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1. NEW DEVELOPMENT
(SECTION F.1. of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016), CONTD.

b) Updated procedures for identifying Pollutants of Concern (POC) for each Priority
Development Project as required under Section F.1.d.(3) of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit:

Current procedures that identify POCs for PDPs are located in Section 4.3 of the 2009
WQMP (implemented during FY 2013-14) and Section 2.2.4 of the newly approved SMR
WQMP (effective date July 11, 2014).

c) Updated Treatment Control BMP ranking matrix as required by Section F.1.d.(6)(b)(i)
of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit:

The Treatment Control BMP ranking matrix was not updated during FY 2013-2014.

d) Updated Site Design and Treatment Control BMP design standards as required by
Sections F.1.d.(4)(c)(i) and F.1.d.(6)(b)(ii) of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit:

Design standards for site design and treatment control BMPs were not updated. Current
approved standards are being implemented from the previous fiscal year.

3) Priority Development Projects K.3.c.(4)3:

a) The District reviewed thirty-three (33) and conditionally approved twenty-three (23) PDPs
during the reporting period.

At the County of Riverside's request, the District reviews proposed developments in the
unincorporated County area for water quality and flood control related impacts and
recommends appropriate conditions of approval to the County. This being said, the District
does not give final approval to PDPs.

b) The following LID and Source Control BMPs were required at applicable approved
Priority Development Projects as required by the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit:

The District requires that the minimum LID BMP requirements listed below are implanted
when reviewing PDPs.

Table 1-1: LID BMP Requirements
Reference ' LID BMP Requirements

F.1c.(2)(a) Conserve natural areas, including existing trees, other native vegetation, and soil.

F.1c.(2)(b) Construct streets, sidewalks, or parking lot aisles to the minimum widths necessary,
provided that public safety is not compromised

F.1c.(2)(c) Minimize the impervious footprint of the project

F.1c.(2)(d) Minimize soil compaction to landscaped areas

F.1c.(2)(e) Minimize disturbances to natural drainages

F.1c.(2)(f) Disconnect impervious surfaces through distributed pervious areas

F.1c.(2)(b)(i) | Maintain or restore natural storage reservoirs and drainage corridors (including
depressions, areas of permeable soils, swales, and ephemeral and intermittent
streams)

1. NEW DEVELOPMENT Page 2 of 5
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1. NEW DEVELOPMENT
(SECTION F.1. of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016), CONTD.

F.1c.(2)(b)(ii) | Construct pervious areas to effectively receive and infiltrate, retain and/or treat
runoff from pervious areas, and to minimize soil compaction in these areas
F.1c.(2)(b)(iii) | Construct low-traffic areas with permeable surfaces, where appropriate soil
conditions exist

F.1c.(2)(c)(i) | Structural Infiltration BMPs

F.1c.(2)(c)(i) | Structural Harvest and Use BMPs

F.1c.(2)(c)(ii) | Structural Bioretention BMPs

Table 1-2: Source Control BMP Requirements
F.1.d.(5)(a) | Prevent illicit discharges into the MS4
F.1.d.(5)(b) | Minimize stormwater pollutants of concern in runoff
F.1.d.(5)(c) | Eliminate irrigation runoff
F.1.d.(5)(d) | Include storm drain system stenciling or signage
F.1.d.(5)(e) | Include properly designed outdoor material storage areas
F.1.d.(5)(f) | Include properly designed outdoor work areas
F.1.d.(5)(g) | Include properly designed trash storage areas
F.1.d.(5)(h) | Include water quality protection requirements applicable to individual priority project
categories

c) The following process was implemented to verify that Site Design, Source Control, and
Treatment Control BMPs were required on all applicable Priority Development Projects
as required under Section F.1.d.(9) of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit:

The process being implemented by District staff when reviewing PDPs for site design,
source control and treatment control BMPs implementation is described in detail in the
Riverside County SMR WQMP (2014). The basic process is as follows:

1) Site Design BMPs - verify that the PDP is minimizing impervious areas, maximizing
permeability, minimizing directly connected impervious areas, creating reduced or
"zero discharge" areas, and conserving natural areas.

2) Source Control BMPs - verify that the PDP is implementing any administrative
action to reduce pollutants, design of a structural BMP facility, usage of alternative
materials, operation, maintenance and inspection procedures that eliminate or reduce
urban runoff pollution.

3) Treatment Control BMPs - verification of any engineered system designed and
constructed to treat the adverse impacts of Urban Runoff pollution. BMP(s) that
remove POC by filtration, media absorption, or other physical, biological or
chemical process.

1. NEW DEVELOPMENT Page 3 of 5
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1. NEW DEVELOPMENT
(SECTION F.1. of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016), CONTD.

4) Following are the names and locations of all Priority Development Projects that were
granted a waiver from implementing LID BMPs pursuant to Section F.1.d.(4) of the 2010
SMR MS4 Permit K.3.c.(4)4:

The District granted no waivers to any PDP during FY 2013-2014.

5) Updated watershed-based BMP maintenance tracking database of approved treatment
control BMPs and Treatment Control BMP maintenance within the District's jurisdiction,
including updates to the list of high-priority PDPs. K.3.c.(4)5:

The Riverside County Planning Department implements the BMP maintenance tracking
database, as described in the County's JRMP, to verify maintenance and effectiveness of post
construction Structural BMPs pursuant to an approved final project-specific WQMP.
Therefore, the District will not have an independent maintenance tracking database.

6) The following Priority Development Projects have been required to implement hydrologic
control measures to protect downstream Beneficial Uses and prevent adverse physical
changes to downstream channels in compliance with Section F.1.h of the 2010 SMR MS4
Permit K.3.c.(4)6:

Not applicable to the District.

Table 1-3: Projects Implementing Hydrologic Control Measures
Location Planned Management Measures

N/A N/A N/A

1. NEW DEVELOPMENT Page 4 of 5
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1. NEW DEVELOPMENT
(SECTION F.1. of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016), CONTD.

7) The following table provides a description of all activities related to the enforcement of the
Stormwater Ordinance in New Development and Redevelopment Projects in the District's
jurisdiction as required under Section F.1.g. of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit during the
reporting period and a summary of the effectiveness of the enforcement activities K.3.c.(4)7:

The District's enabling act (Act 6642) does not provide land use or police powers to the
District to control industrial, commercial or development. Therefore, the District does not
have ordinances to regulate private development activities, private construction, grading
activities, or private businesses or residences.

To ensure compliance with the requirements of the 2010 MS4 Permit, the District relies on
the legal concept of combined legal authority with the Co-Permittees of the 2010 SMR MS4
Permit.

Table 1-4: Stormwater Ordinance Violations
Violation Project Name & Enforcement Action Effectiveness

Address
N/A N/A N/A N/A

1. NEW DEVELOPMENT Page 5 of 5
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2. CONSTRUCTION
(SECTION F.2. of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016)

The District is only directly responsible for administering District public works projects; it does not
have the authority over private development activities. For all District construction projects, the
District reviews and approves its contractors' Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plans (SWPPPs) prior to
construction. During the SWPPP review process, the District requires that its contractors meet the
requirements of the General Construction Permit and requires that training certifications are provided.
Additionally, as part of the preconstruction meeting for all District projects, the contractor must attend
an NPDES contractor's training presentation given by District staff. In addition, the District's
specifications require compliance with the Permit and the General Construction Permit, including
appropriate minimum erosion and sediment control BMPs on District capital improvement projects.

1) Ordinances K.3.c.(4)1:

a) Describe updated relevant ordinances as required under Section F.2.a. of the 2010 SMR
MS4 Permit:

The District has not updated any ordinances during FY 2013-2014.

b) Describe planned ordinance updates within the next Annual Reporting period, if
applicable:

The District does not foresee any ordinance updates within the next annual reporting period.

2) Describe any changes to procedures used for identifying priorities for inspecting sites and
enforcing control measures that consider the nature of the construction activity, topography,
and the characteristics of soils and receiving water quality as required by Section F.2.e of the
2010 SMR MS4 Permit K.3.c.(4)2:

The District is currently implementing the requirements required by Section F.2.e. of the 2010
SMR MS4 Permit.

3) Describe any changes to the designated minimum and enhanced BMPs as described in Section
F.2.d.(1) of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit K.3.c.(4)3:

The minimum set of BMPs at all District construction sites are being implemented and no
changes have been made during FY 2013-2014

4) Summarize the finding of the Construction Inspection Program specified in Section F.2.e. of
the 2010 MS4 Permit K.3.c.(4)4:

The District does not have the authority to inspect private development construction projects.
The County performs construction inspections for compliance with County ordinances (grading,
stormwater, etc.).

2. CONSTRUCTION Page 1 of 2
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2. CONSTRUCTION
(SECTION F.2. of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016)

a) Total number and date of inspection(s) conducted at each Construction Site:

The District hasn't constructed any flood protection projects within the Santa Margarita
Region Watershed during FY 2013-2014.

b) Number, date, and types of enforcement actions by Construction Site:

Not applicable to the District.

c) Brief description of each high-level enforcement action at Construction Sites including the
effectiveness of the enforcement:

Not applicable to the District.

2. CONSTRUCTION Page 2 of 2
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3. MUNICIPAL
(SECTION H.1. of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016)

Within FY 2013-2014, the District did not construct any additional MS4 facilities within the SMR,
however, the District did accept three newly constructed storm drain facilities for maintenance
purposes. The newly accepted storm drain facilities were constructed for private developments.

1) A current inventory of all District's facilities and activities that have the potential to
generate Pollutants as required under F.3.a.(1) of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit [K.3.c.(4)1]:

A current inventory of the District's facilities is located in Attachment E (MS4 Facility Map).

The activities that the District performs that have the potential to generate pollutants are the
following:

e Pesticide and/or herbicide application
Unpaved road maintenance
Painting
Outdoor loading/unloading of materials
Outdoor storage of raw materials
Waste handling and disposal
Grading
Construction
Fence repair
Mowing

2) Following is the current list of minimum BMPs for the District's facilities included in the
inventory addressed in item 1) above K.3.c.(4)2:

The District does not operate municipal facilities other than MS4 in the SMR Watershed;
therefore, the BMPs marked "yes" below are limited to addressing the District's
implementation of BMPs related and applicable to MS4 maintenance.

Table 3-1: Minimum BMPs

(Btgiljz Description Used
SC-10 Non-Stormwater Discharges X Yes [] No
SC-11 Spill Prevention, Control and Clean-up X Yes [] No
SC-20 Vehicle and Equipment Fueling [ Yes [] No
SC-21 Vehicle and Equipment Cleaning [ ] Yes [ ] No
SC-22 Vehicle and Equipment Repair [] Yes [] No
SC-30 Outdoor Loading/Unloading of Materials X] Yes [ ] No
SC-31 Outdoor Liquid Container Storage [] Yes [] No
SC-32 Outdoor Equipment Maintenance [ ] Yes [ ] No
SC-33 Outdoor Storage of Raw Materials X Yes [ ] No
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3. MUNICIPAL
(SECTION H.1. of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016), CONTD.
SC-34 Waste Handling and Disposal X Yes [] No
SC-35 Safe Alternative Products X Yes [] No
SC-40 Contaminated or Erodible Areas [ ] Yes [ ] No
SC-41 Building and Grounds Maintenance [ ] Yes ] No
SC-42 Building Repair and Construction [] Yes [] No
SC-43 Parking/Storage Area Maintenance [] Yes [] No
SC-44 Drainage System Maintenance X Yes ] No
SC-60 Housekeeping Practices X Yes [] No
SC-61 Safe Alternative Products X Yes [] No
SC-70 Road and Street Maintenance [ ] Yes [ ] No
SC-73 Landscape Maintenance [ ] Yes [] No
SC-74 Drainage System Maintenance X Yes [ ] No
SC-75 Waste Handling and Disposal X Yes [] No
SC-76 Water and Sewer Utility Maintenance [] Yes [] No

3) Describe any changes to procedures to assure that flood management projects assess the
impacts on the water quality of Receiving Waters as required under Section F.3.a.(4) of the
2010 SMR MS4 Permit [K.3.c.(4)3]:

The District continues to implement procedures to assure that flood protection projects assess
the impacts of water quality to receiving waters. At this time no modifications to procedures
are necessary. Watershed protection projects are not development projects intended for
human use or occupation, typically no additional runoff or pollutants will be expected to be
discharged into receiving waters as a result of the construction of flood control projects.

4) Following is a summary and assessment of BMP retrofit projects implemented at flood
control structures as specified in Section F.3.a.(4)(c) and F.3.d of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit

[K.3.c.(4)4]:

a) Listing of flood control facilities retrofitted:

During FY 2013-2014, the District has not retrofitted any BMP flood control facility

b) Listing and description of flood control structures evaluated for retrofitting:

The District continues to evaluate flood control structures where retrofitting maybe

appropriate.
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3. MUNICIPAL
(SECTION H.1. of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016), CONTD.

c) Listing of flood control structures still needing to be evaluated and the schedule for
evaluation:

Not applicable to the District.

5) Following is a summary of the municipal structural Treatment Control BMP operations
and maintenance activities as specified in F.3.a.(6) of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit
[K.3.c.(4)5]:

Table 3-2: Municipal Structural Treatment Control BMP O/M Activities
Type of Structural Number of Findings

Treatment Control BMP Inspections
N/A N/A N/A

6) Summary of the MS4 facilities operations and maintenance activities, including amount
material removed from, including justification for less than annual inspection as required
under Section F.3.a.(6)(b) of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit [K.3.c.(4)(6)]:

Table 3-3: MS4 Facility O/M Activities

MS4 Facility | Number of Amount of Material Facilities Planned for Bi-Annual Inspections and
Type Facilities Removed (tons) Justification
Maintained
Debris
Basins
Total 0
Open
Channels
Total 15
Facility Debris/Trash | Sediment
Total
15 549 tons 4,059 cy

*MS4 facilities such as, Basins and Channels are maintained/inspected annually.
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3. MUNICIPAL
(SECTION H.1. of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016), CONTD.

7) The following table contains a Summary of municipal areas/programs inspection activities as specified by Section
F.3.a.(8)(a&b) of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit [K.3.c.(4)6] including:
a) Number and date of inspections conducted at each facility [K.3.c.(4)7.(a)]
b) BMP violations identified during each facility inspection [K.3.c.(4)7.(b)]
c) The number, date and types of enforcement actions received at each facility [K.3.c.(4)7.(c)]
d) Summary of inspection findings and follow-up activities for each inspected facility [K3.c.(4)7.(d)]

Table 3-4: Municipal Areas/Programs Inspection Activities

Facility Inspections BMP Enforcement ‘ Summary of Inspection
Violati
# Date 1O1ation # Date Type ‘ Findings Follow-up
N/A N/A| N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Total

Not applicable to the District.
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3. MUNICIPAL
(SECTION H.1. of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016), CONT.

8) The following activities implemented to address sewage infiltration into the MS4 as specified
in F.3.a.(7) of the 2010 SM4 MS4 Permit [K.3.c.(4)8]:

The District cooperates and coordinates with the local sanitation districts as described in
Appendix C of the District's JRMP to swiftly respond to and contain sewage spills that may
discharge into our MS4 facilities. As part of the efforts, the District allows local sanitation
districts immediate 24-hour access to our MS4 facilities to address and contain sewage spills.

Table 3-5: Sewage Infiltration Controls

Description of Sewage Infiltration Controls Used
Adequate plan checking for construction and new development [ ] Yes [ ] No
Incident response training for municipal employees that identify sanitary sewer spills | [ | Yes [ ] No
Code enforcement inspections [] Yes [ ] No
MS4 maintenance and inspections X] Yes [ ] No
Interagency coordination with sewer agencies X Yes [ ] No
Education of staff and contractors conducting field operations on the MS4 or its X Y

o i X ; es [ ] No
municipal sanitary sewer (if applicable)

9) Describe BMPs and their implementation for unpaved roads construction and maintenance
as specified in F.3.a.(10) of the 2010 SMR M$S4 [K.3.c.(4)8]:

Not applicable to the District. The District does not construct road projects nor maintain
publically travelled roads. The District's municipal program in the Permit area is limited to the
maintenance of MS4 facilities. The District reviewed its program to ensure it is continuing to
meet or exceed the minimum requirements of Board Order R9-2010-0016.

Table 3-6: Unpaved Road Construction and Maintenance BMPs

Description of Unpaved Road Construction and Maintenance BMPs  Used
N/A [ ] Yes[] No
N/A [] Yes [ ] No
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4. INDUSTRIAL / COMMERCIAL
(SECTION F.3.b. of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016)

The District's enabling act does not provide land-use powers nor authority and, therefore, individually it
has no jurisdiction over industrial/commercial activities. Through a combined legal authority
established through an implementation agreement, the District relies on the Co-Permittees for
regulation and enforcement related to industrial/commercial activities.

1) Attachment (#) contains the updated inventory of Industrial and Commercial Facilities as
required under Section F.3.b.(1) of the 2010 SMR Permit [K.3.c.(4)1&2]. This inventory
includes the following information by facility or mobile business:

Not applicable to the District.

a) Number and date of inspections conducted at each facility or mobile business.
Not applicable to the District.

b) BMP violations identified during the inspection.
Not applicable to the District.

c) Number, date, and type of enforcement actions.
Not applicable to the District.

d) Brief description of each high-level enforcement action at Industrial/Commercial sites
including the effectiveness of the enforcement and follow-up activities.
Not applicable to the District.

2) All changes to the designated minimum and enhanced BMPs required under Section
F.3.b.(2)b&c of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit [K.3.c.(4)3]:

Not applicable to the District. The District does not have the authority to conduct
industrial/commercial facility inspections.

Table 4-1: Minimum BMPs Used

. CASQA BMP

Minimum BMP Fact Sheet Used
Hazardous Waste/Materials storage areas are clean, no signs
of leakage, and protected from rainfall and Runoff; SC-34 L1 Yes L] No
Trash bin areas are clean, the bin lids are closed, the bins are
not filled with liquid, and no signs of leakage from the trash SC-34 [ ] Yes [] No
bins
Aboveground tanks have been properly maintained including SC-11. SC-31
no signs of leakage, and secondary containment in good 86-33 ' [ ] Yes [] No
condition
Onsite storm _draln inlets are protect from inappropriate non- SC-44 [ Yes [] No
stormwater discharges
Oil/water separators are connected to sanitary sewer NA [ ] Yes [] No
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4. INDUSTRIAL / COMMERCIAL
(SECTION F.3.b. of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016), CONTD.

Wash water from wash pads (steam cleaning or high pressure
cleaning) is directed to the sanitary sewer and does not SC-10 [ ] Yes [] No
discharge to the MS4

Mop bucket wash water is discharged to sanitary sewer via

clarifier SC-10 [] Yes [] No
Parking lot areas are free of trash, debris, and fluids other SC-43 7 Yes [ No
than water

Facility has coverage under the Industrial General Permit, if NA 7 Yes [ No

appropriate
Minimum BMP CASQA [ ] Yes [ ] No

Oil and grease Wastes are not discharged onto a parking lot,
street or adjacent catch basin

Trash bin areas are clean, the bin lids are closed, the bins are
not filled with liquid, and the bins have not been washed out SC-43 [ ] Yes [ ] No
into the MS4

Floor mats, filters and garbage containers are not washed in
adjacent parking lots, alleys, sidewalks, or streets and that no SC-10 [ ] Yes [] No
wash water is discharged to MS4S

Parking lot areas are cleaned by sweeping, not by hosing
down, and that facility operator uses dry methods for spill SC-43 [ ] Yes [] No
cleanup

SC-10 [] Yes [ ] No

3) Provide a list of Industrial Facilities, including each name, address, and SIC code in the
District’s jurisdiction, that may require coverage under the General Industrial Permit, but
has not submitted an NOI [K.3.c.(4)4]:

Not applicable to the District.

Table 4-2: General Industrial Permit Facilities
Facility Name Facility Address SIC Code

N/A N/A N/A
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5. RESIDENTIAL

(SECTION F.3.c. of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016)

The District's enabling act does not provide land-use powers nor authority and, therefore,
individually it has no jurisdiction over residential activities. Through combined legal authority
established through an implementation agreement, the District relies on the Co-Permittees for
regulation and enforcement related to residential activities.

Provide an updated list of minimum BMPs required for residential areas and activities as
required by Section F.3.c.(2)(b) of the 2010 SMR SM4 Permit [K.3.c.(4)1]:

Table 5-1: Residential Minimum BMPs

Area of Activity Designated BMPs Reference Material
A | Automobile repair, e Collect and properly dispose of Brochures (see Attachment D):

maintenance, washing
and parking

automotive fluids and other waste
Clean up spills using dry cleanup
methods where possible

Store Hazardous Materials away from
rain and runoff

e Automotive Maintenance and Car
Care
e Outdoor Cleaning

CASQA BMP Fact Sheets:

waste, green waste, and
Household Hazardous
Waste (e.g., paints,
cleaning products)

Collect green waste and never blow
such waste into the street, gutter or MS4
Never dispose of waste in a street, gutter
or MS4

Take Household Hazardous Waste to a
designated collection center

e Avoid hosing down parking areas. e SC-20,
e Prevent all wash water, leaks and/or e SC-21,
spills from entering the street or MS4 e SC-22,
e SC-43
B | Home and garden care e Prevent irrigation runoff Brochures (see Attachment D):
activities and product e Store and apply pesticides, fertilizers e Landscape and Garden
use (_p‘?StICIdES, ano! other ghemlcals in accordance with o 10 Ways to Save Water Outdoors
herbicides and their labeling .
fertilizers) e Avoid applying pesticides, herbicides CASQA BMP Fact Sheets:
and fertilizers before forecasted rain e SC-73,
e SD-10, SD-12
C | Disposal of trash, pet e Properly dispose of pet waste Brochures (see Attachment D).

After the Storm

What's the Scoop

Tips for Horse Care
Landscape and Garden
Pools, Spas and Fountains

HHW and ABOP Collection Events
http://www.rivcowm.org/opencms/h
hw/schedule.html

Videos:

e Animal Care

e Household Hazardous Waste

e Managing your Lawn and Garden
e Outdoor Activities

http://rcflood.org/stormwater/ (Videos
found in the Media Library)
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5. RESIDENTIAL
(SECTION F.3.c of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016) CONTD.

2) Provide a summary of the number and type of applicable runoff and stormwater enforcement
actions taken within residential areas and activities as required under Section F.3.c.(3) of the
2010 SMR MS4 Permit [K.3.c.(4)2]:

Not applicable to the District.

Table 5-2: Residential Enforcement Actions

Number by Area or Activit

Enforcement and Compliance Responses
A 2] <

Education and information

Verbal Warning

Written Warning

Notice of Non-Compliance
Administrative Compliance Order
Misdemeanor

Infraction

Citation

Referral to SDRWQCB

Total

3) Describe the District's efforts to manage runoff and Stormwater Pollution in common interest
areas and mobile home parks as required under Section F.3.c.(4) of the 2010 SMR MS4
Permit [K.3.c.(4)2]:

Not applicable to the District.
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1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

6. RETROFITTING EXISTING DEVELOPMENT
(SECTION F.3.d. of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016)

The District's enabling act does not provide land-use powers nor authority and, therefore,
individually it has no jurisdiction over residential activities including existing developments.

Provide an updated inventory and prioritization of existing developments identified as

candidates for retrofitting as required under Section F.3.d.(2) of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit
[K.3.d.(4)1]:

Not applicable to the District.

Describe the District’s efforts to retrofit existing developments during the reporting period as
required under Section F.3.d.(2) of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit [K.3.d.(4)2]:

Not applicable to the District.

Describe the District's efforts taken to encourage private landowners to retrofit existing
development as required under Section F.3.d.(4) of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit [K.3.d.(4)3]:

Not applicable to the District.

Provide a list of all retrofit projects that have been implemented including site location, a
description of the retrofit project pollutants expected to be treated, and the tributary acreage
of runoff that will be treated as required under Section F.3.d.(5) of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit
[K.3.d.(4)4]:

Not applicable to the District.

Describe any proposed retrofit or regional mitigation projects and timelines for future
implementation [K.3.d.(4)5]:

Not applicable to the District.
Describe any proposed changes to the District's overall retrofitting program [K.3.d.(4)6]:

Not applicable to the District.
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7. ILLICIT DISCHARGE DETECTION AND ELIMINATION
(SECTION F.4 of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016)

1) Describe any changes to the legal authority to implement Illicit Discharge Detection and
Elimination (IDDE) activities as required under Section F.4.a.(1) of the 2010 SMR MS4
Permit [K.3.d.(4)1]:

Not applicable to the District. The District's enabling act does not provide land-use powers nor
legal authority and, therefore, individually it has no jurisdiction over residential activities.

2) Describe any changes to the established lllicit Discharge Detection Elimination (IDDE)
investigation procedures as specified under Section F.4.e. of the 2010 SMR MS4 permit
[K.3.d.(4)2]:

The District supplements the IDDE program by assuring that appropriate BMPs are being
implemented to prevent illegal discharges, and that no illicit connections occur during the
installation phase of new MS4 facilities. Illegal connections are prohibited by the District and
are initially verified during the plan check process. The District continues to follow the
procedures described in the District's JRMP. No changes to the investigation procedures are
needed at this time.

3) Describe any changes to public reporting mechanisms, including phone numbers and web
pages as required under Section F.4.c of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit [K.3.d.(4)3]:

The current public reporting mechanisms, such as phone numbers (1-800-506-2555) and
websites (http://www.floodcontrol.co.riverside.ca.us/stormwater/) are still being used. There
will be no changes to the public reporting mechanism, but updates will be performed as they are
needed.

4) Summarize lllicit Discharges (including spills and water quality data events) and how each
significant case was resolved [K.3.d.(4)4]:

Table 7-1: lllicit Discharge Incident

Ilicit Discharge Incident How Resolved
1. 902MS4021 — NAL Exceedance on Refer to Attachment B — 902MS4021 NAL
06/02/14; District notified on 6/26/14 Exceedance Investigation Report
2. 902MS4309 — NAL Exceedance on Refer to Attachment B — 902MS4309 NAL
06/03/14; District notified on 6/27/14 Exceedance Investigation Report
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7. ILLICIT DISCHARGE DETECTION AND ELIMINATION
(SECTION F.4 of ORDER NO. R9-2010-0016)

5) Describe any instances when field screening and analytical data exceeded Action Levels,
including those instances for which no investigation was conducted [K.3.d.(4)5]:

Refer to Attachment B.

6) Describe the follow-up and enforcement actions taken in response to investigations of Illicit
Discharges and a description of the outcome of the investigation/enforcement actions as
required under Section F.4.e,f, & g. [K.3.d.(4)6]:

Table 7-2: lllicit Discharge Follow-up Action

[licit Discharge Incident Follow-up and Outcome
Enforcement Action
902MS4021 — NAL Exceedance | Refer to Attachment B — Refer to Attachment B —
on 06/02/14; District notified on | 902MS4021 NAL Exceedance | 902MS4021 NAL Exceedance
6/26/14 Investigation Report Investigation Report
902MS4309 — NAL Exceedance | Refer to Attachment B — Refer to Attachment B -
on 06/03/14; District notified on | 902MS4309 NAL Exceedance | 902MS4309 NAL Exceedance
06/27/14 Investigation Report Investigation Report
902MS4289 — SAL Exceedance | Refer to Attachment B — Refer to Attachment B —
Investigation Report 902MS4289 — SAL 902MS4289 — SAL Exceedance
Exceedance Investigation Investigation Report
Report
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8. WORKPLANS

1) Provide a summary of workplans including priorities, strategy, and implementation
schedule and effectiveness evaluations.

The Upper Santa Margarita Watershed Water Quality Workplan (Watershed Workplan) has
been developed in compliance with Directive G of the San Diego Regional Water Quality
Control Board's Order No. R9-2010-0016. The purpose of the Watershed Workplan is to:

1) Characterize the receiving water quality in the Upper Santa Margarita River Watershed's
Receiving Waters.

2) Identify and prioritize water quality problem(s) in terms of constituents by location in the
Upper Santa Margarita River Watershed's Receiving Waters.

3) Identify the likely sources of the highest priority water quality problem(s) within the
Upper Santa Margarita River Watershed.

4) Develop a watershed BMP implementation strategy to attain receiving water quality
objectives for the highest priority water quality problem(s).

5) Develop a strategy to monitor improvements in receiving water quality directly resulting
from implementation of the BMP implementation strategy described in this Watershed
Workplan.

6) Establish a schedule for development and implementation of the BMP and monitoring
strategies outlined in this Watershed Workplan.

The Watershed Workplan is reviewed annually and updated to identify needed changes to
prioritize water quality problem(s) listed in the Workplan.

Throughout FY 2013-2014, the SMR Co-Permittees have been assessing the Watershed
Workplan programs based upon the criteria set forth by CASQA. Section 12 of this JRMP
Annual Report discusses the effectiveness of the implementation of the Watershed Workplan
and the CASQA outcome levels achieved. The District and the Co-Permittees continue to
implement the schedule as seen in Figure 1 of the Watershed Workplan that outlines
implementation of various stormwater programs.
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9. NON-STORMWATER DISCHARGES

1) Identify any non-stormwater discharge category listed in Requirement B.2 of Order No. R9-
2010-0016 that was identified as a source of Pollutants to Waters of the U.S. during the
reporting period. For each identified category, the Copermittee must report whether it
elected to prohibit the discharge or to require BMPs to reduce Pollutants in the discharge to
the MEP. If the discharge is not prohibited, the BMPs that will be implemented, or required
to be implemented, are described below:

Non-Stormwater Discharge Categories

(per Requirement B.2)

Table 9-1: Non-Stormwater Discharge Categories

Source of
Pollutant

Prohibited

Required BMPs

Diverted stream flows [] Yes X] No|[] Yes [ ] No| [] Yes [ ] No
Rising ground waters []Yes X] No|[] Yes[]No|[] Yes[] No
e ground vt st | v 1 o | 0 ves 0 e 0 v 0
Uncontaminated pumped ground water []1Yes DI No|[]Yes[]No|[]VYes[]No
Foundation drains [ ] Yes X] No|[ ] Yes[ ] No|[]Yes[]No
Springs [] Yes [X] No|[] Yes [ ] No| [ ] Yes [ ] No
Water from crawl space pumps [] Yes X] No|[ ] Yes[]No|[] Yes[] No
Footing drains [ ] Yes IXI No|[[]Yes[ ] No|[]Yes[]No
Air conditioning condensation [] Yes X] No|[ ] Yes[]No|[] Yes[] No
Flows from riparian habitats and wetlands | [ ] Yes X] No |[ ] Yes [ ] No| [ ] Yes [ ] No
Water line flushing [] Yes X] No|[] Yes [ ] No|[] Yes[] No
Discharges from potable water sources not

subject to NPDES Permit No. CAG679001, |[ ] Yes [X] No |[[] Yes [ ] No| ] Yes [] No
other than water main breaks

Individual residential car washing [] Yes X] No|[] Yes [ ] No| [] Yes [ ] No
Dechlorinated swimming pool discharges [ ] Yes XI No | [ ] Yes [ ] No| [ ] Yes[]No

2) Provide a description of any updates to ordinances, orders, or similar means to prohibit non-
storm water discharge categories identified under Section B.2 of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit.

Not applicable to the District.

3) Identify any control measures to be required and implemented for non-stormwater discharge
categories identified as needing controls by the San Diego Water Board.

No control measures are required at this time. The San Diego Water Board did not identify any
non-stormwater discharge categories needing control measures during FY 2013-2014.
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9. NON-STORMWATER DISCHARGES CONTD.

4) Provide a description of a program to address Pollutants from non-emergency firefighting
flows identified by the District to be significant sources of Pollutants:

The District's enabling act does not provide land-use powers nor legal authority and, therefore,
individually it has no jurisdiction regulating non-emergency firefighting flows. A County
program is being implemented to address pollutants from non-emergency firefighting flows and
is described in the County's JRMP.
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10. RECEIVING WATER LIMITATIONS

This section includes the report required pursuant to Requirement A.3.a.(1) of Order No. R9-
2010-0016, if applicable.

Not applicable to the District.

Requirement A.3.a.(1) states:

"Upon a determination by either a Copermittee or the San Diego Regional Board that storm
water MS4 discharges are causing or contributing to an exceedance of an applicable water
quality standard, the Copermittee must notify the San Diego Regional Board within 30 days and
thereafter submit a report to the San Diego Regional Board that describes BMPs that are
currently being implemented and additional BMPs that will be implemented to prevent or reduce
any Pollutants that are causing or contributing to the exceedance of Water Quality Standards.
The report may be incorporated in the Annual Report unless the San Diego Regional Board
directs an earlier submittal. The report must include an implementation schedule. The San
Diego Regional Board may require modifications to the report;"
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11. FISCAL ANALYSIS

1) The following table provides estimated expenditures for the current reporting period, the preceding reporting period, and
the next reporting period. This table identifies the expenditures (such as capital, operation and maintenance, education,
and administrative expenditures) necessary to accomplish the activities described in the District's JRMP as required under
Section H.2 of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit.

Expenditures identified below reflect costs incurred by the District for implementing its own NPDES program as described in the
District's JRMP. The District does not track its direct implementation costs separately nor does it track costs separately for many
permit provisions.

Table 11-1: Program Element Expenditures
Program Element Fiscal Year 2012-2013 Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Fiscal Year 2014-2015

Program Management © N/A $930,274 N/A $843,404 N/A $1,518,420

Ilicit Connections & lllegal N/A $66,500 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Discharges Program ®

Municipal Facilities and N/A Uncalculated N/A Uncalculated N/A Uncalculated

Activities ®

Public Education & N/A $32,025 N/A $34,250 N/A $83,250

Outreach ©

Monitoring Program © N/A $381,243 N/A $464,900 N/A $677,000
Total $0 $1,387,590 $0 $1,342,554 $0 $2,278,670

(a) Program Management includes all costs not directly listed in the Program Elements. Cost includes staffing, administration and overhead, consultant services and
regional programs associated with program development.

(b) The District does not have any individual costs associated with this program element. Costs shown are for the indicated regionally implemented program. Estimates for
FY 2013-2014 are not included due to the fact that costs are included in Program Management, Public Education and Monitoring.

(c) Costs for this element are not tracked separately from the District-Implemented Regional Programs and as such, shown costs are inclusive of costs incurred for
implementing the regional element.
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11. FISCAL ANALYSIS CONTD.

2) A description of the source(s) of funds that are proposed to meet the necessary expenditures for the subsequent year.

Table 11-2: Source of Funds

Source of Funds @ FY 2014-2015 Restrictions on Use (if applicable)
Revenues
Santa Margarita Watershed Benefit $490.000 District NPDES compliance cost, excess funds used to
Assessment Fund (Projected Revenue) ' fund regional NPDES activities
Santa Margarita Watershed Copermittee Fund Regional NPDES Compliance Programs
Implementation Agreement (Estimated $1,788,670
contributions)
Total $2,278,670

(a) Revenue sources do not change from year to year

3) Provide a narrative description of circumstances resulting in a 25 percent or greater annual change for any budget line
item.

The budgeted line items for the next fiscal year have increased in order to meet and comply with the requirements of the
MS4 Permit and the activities within JRMP. The coming fiscal year will involve the SMR Co-Permittees to begin preparing
for the New MS4 Permit and potential compliance requirements. If the full projected budget is not used, the subsequent
fiscal year budget will be appropriately adjusted.
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12. ASSESSMENT AND RESPONSE REPORTING

1) The following is the District's summary of its effectiveness assessments as required under
Section J.3 of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit.

a) The results of each of the effectiveness assessments performed pursuant to J.1.b,
including the demonstrated CASQA effectiveness level(s):

The District's summary of the effectiveness of implementing the JRMP is outlined in the
tables below. The information in the tables below summarizes the metrics collected and their
associated outcome levels. The data collected for each of the measureable metrics are
identified below in Tables 12.1-9 for each program and are required per the District's JRMP
(see JRMP Appendix B.4). The overall assessment of the JRMP is positive due to each
program reaching their highest potential outcome levels during FY 2013-2014. Each
measureable metric in the tables below are assessed annually and reported in the District's
JRMP Annual Report.

12.1.a.1 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination Effectiveness Assessment

Table 12-1: Hlicit Discharge Detection and Elimination Program Effectiveness
Measureable Metrics Collected Data e
Outcome Level
Number of IC/ID reports received (F.4.e.(3)) 48 Level 1

Percentage/Number of Dry Weather Source 2 Level 5
ID Efforts that were completed and Findings

Estimated volume of anthropogenic trash
removed from District's MS4 facilities (tons) 549 tons Level 4

(F.3.a.(6)(b)(vi))

12.1.a.2 Municipal Areas and Activities Effectiveness Assessment

Table 12-2: Municipal Areas and Activities Program Effectiveness

Measureable Metrics Collected CASQﬁe\C/)elIJtcome
Percent/Number of District facilities with

appropriate BMPs identified N/A Level 2
(F.3.a.(2)(b))

Number of District facility and MS4

operators and maintenance staff that 60 Level 1
attended Municipal training (F.6.b.(1))

Estimated tons of Waste removed by N/A Level 4
District street sweeping, (F.3.a.(5))

Estimated tons of Waste removed from 549 tons Level 4
District Open Channels (F.3.a.(6)(b))

Estimated tons of Waste removed from N/A Level 4
District storm drain inlets (F.3.a.(6)(b))

12. ASSESSMENT AND RESPONSE REPORTING Page 1 of 5
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12. ASSESSMENT AND RESPONSE REPORTING CONTD.

12.1.a.3 Development Planning Effectiveness Assessment

Table 12-3: Development Planning Program Effectiveness

Measureable Metric Collected Data SR
Outcome Level

Number of acres of Redevelopment
projects that incorporated LID-based N/A Level 5
BMPs that are built and completed
(F.1.f.(2)

Number of applicable planning staff that 19 Level 1
attended WQMP training (F.6.b.(1))

12.1.a.4 Private Development Construction Activity Effectiveness Assessment

Table 12-4: Private Development Construction Activity Program Effectiveness
CASQA

Measureable Metrics Collected Data

Outcome Level
Construction Site inventory updated N/A Level 1
(F.2.b.)
Number of construction inspection staff
that attended Construction training 13 Level 1
(F.6.b.(b))

12.1.a.5 Industrial and Commercial Effectiveness Assessment

Table 12-5: Industrial and Commercial Program Effectiveness
CASQA

Measureable Metrics Collected Outcome
Level

Industrial and Commercial Facilities
N/A Level 1
inventory updated (F.3.b.(1)(a))*

Number of applicable Industrial and
Commercial Facility inspection staff that 1 Level 1
attended Industrial-Commercial training
(F.6.b.(1)(c))*

*The District does not have land use or police powers. Therefore, the District does not have
the authority to regulate industrial or commercial facilities.
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12. ASSESSMENT AND RESPONSE REPORTING CONTD.

12.1.a.6 Residential Effectiveness Assessment

Table 12-6: Residential Program Effectiveness

Measureable Metrics Collected Out%?rﬁg If\evel
Gallons of used oil collected at collection 5,051 gal* Level 4
events (F.3.c.(2)(c)) ’

Total pounds collected at HHW/ABOP 182.687 lbs* Level 4
events (F.3.c.(2)(c)) ’

*SMR data, not Co-Permittee specific

12.1.a.7 Retrofit Program Effectiveness Assessment

Table 12-7: Retrofit Program Effectiveness

CASQA Outcome

Measureable Metrics Collected

Level

Number of times the Retrofit Program
has identified a potential solution to a N/A Level 1
| specific identified problem

12.1.a.8 Public Education Effectiveness Assessment

Table 12-8: Public Education Program Effectiveness

Measureable Metrics Collected CASQA Outcome
Level

Number of outreach events to schools 6* Level 1

Number of Public Events where outreach 16* Level 1

was conducted

Pounds of trash removed through 182 687* Level 4
watershed cleanup events ’

Number of home improvement stores

provided outreach / customer education 5/5* Level 1
information for pesticide use

Number of E-Newsletters signups 60 Level 2
% of E-Newsletters clicked 26%** Level 2

*SMR data, not Co-Permittee specific; **SMR Quarterly Average

12. ASSESSMENT AND RESPONSE REPORTING Page 3 of 5
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12. ASSESSMENT AND RESPONSE REPORTING CONTD.

12.1.a.9 Watershed Workplan Effectiveness Assessment
Table 12-9: Watershed Workplan Program Effectiveness

Measureable Metrics Collected Data oo

Outcome Level
Annual Public Review Meeting 1 Level 1
conducted (4/23/14)
Updated Characterization of Receiving (See Below) Level 1
Water Quality
Updated prioritization of water quality (Refer to SMR
problems Annual Monitoring Level 1
Report, Table 25)

Descriptions of likely sources updated (Refer to SMR

Annual Monitoring Level 1

Report, Section 5.4
Updated BMP Implementation Strategy (See Below) Level 1
BMPs implemented according to (See Below) Level 1
schedule
Number of Collaborative Meetings 5 Level 1
Attended

Updated Characterization of Receiving Water Quality:

The overall water quality conditions of receiving waters within SMR appears to be
improving, based on the number of 303(d) listed constituents in the Upper SMR
Watershed with statistically significant downward trends. The monitoring data also shows
samples exhibiting toxicity are no longer persistent at the mass loading stations, largely
attributed to decreasing detections of pesticides. Although this is only the second year of
implementing new JRMP and monitoring requirements for the 2010 MS4 Permit Order
(R9-2010-0016), the results are showing an improvement in water quality. Future
monitoring data will further demonstrate that the 2010 MS4 Permit Order programs and
requirements are contributing to better water quality in receiving waters within the SMR
Watershed.

The SMR Co-Permittees expect that future monitoring and the associated data will foster a
better understanding of pollutants and their impacts to receiving waters. Results from
monitoring activities/studies will continue to guide the Co-Permittees in assessing and
managing their programs to protect receiving waters in the SMR to the maximum extent
practicable.

Updated prioritization of water quality problems / Description of likely sources:
Water quality problems are identified and prioritized by (WQO and California Toxic Rule

(CTR) exceedances. The SMR Monitoring Annual Report for FY 2013-2014 discusses
prioritization of water quality problems and likely sources. See Table 25 and Section 5.4
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in the SMR Monitoring Annual Report.

Updated BMP Implementation Strategy:
The District did not implement new BMPs nor modified the current BMP Implementation
Strategy as outlined in the Upper Santa Margarita River Watershed Water Quality
Workplan during FY 2013-2014.

BMPs Implemented According to Schedule:

The District did not require implementing new BMPs within FY 2013-2014. Therefore,
no schedule was developed for BMP implementation.

b) Response to effectiveness assessments:

The District's overall program assessment has concluded that each outcome level desired
was achieved during FY 2013-2014. No program modifications are planned for FY 2014-
2015, however, the program is continuously being assessed to improve water quality.

c) A description of any steps to be implemented to improve the District's ability to assess
program effectiveness.

No additional steps to improve the District's ability to assess program effectiveness are
needed at this time. All of the desired outcome levels have been achieved for each
measureable metric; therefore, program improvements are not required.
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13. CONCLUSION

The reporting period of FY 2013-2014 is the second year of implementing the full requirements
of the 2010 MS4 Permit. The new requirements of the Permit involved implementing the
updated District JRMP and the requirements in the Monitoring and Reporting Program. In
order to see the full effects of the Permit requirements, that being positive or negative, will
require the need of multiple reporting period data that would show trends in the data from our
implemented programs. The data that will heavily impact results of our programs will come
from our monitoring data. The limited data that has been gathered from our Monitoring &
Reporting Program reflecting the 2010 MS4 Permit requirements shows a promising trend of
improvements in water quality when compared to previous years' monitoring data. No
definitive conclusion can be made at this time if the District's JRMP is impacting or
contributing to the upward trend of water quality, but only future monitoring data will help with
this determination.

The associated programs/activities that the District implements per its JRMP that falls within
the legal authority of the District are: Public Education, Illicit Discharge Detection and
Elimination, District Areas and Activities, Private Development, Construction Activity, and
Monitoring Program. All programs will in one way directly or indirectly impact water quality
within the SMR, but their impacts will be seen in future monitoring data. The District will
continue to implement the JRMP within its jurisdiction and legal authority power to maintain
and improve water quality to the maximum extent practicable.
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14. RECOMMENDATIONS

After reviewing all measureable metrics for the District's program assessment and all outcome levels
that have been achieved the District will not propose any revisions to the District's JRMP.

P8/164989
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ATTACHMENT A: ANNUAL REPORT CHECKLIST

Annual Report Summary Checklist

Order Requirements
Were All Requirements of Order No. R9-2010-0016 met? > Yes [] No
Construction

Number of Active Sites
Number of Inactive Sites
Number of Sites Inspected
Number of Violations

O|O0O|O0O|O|O

Number of Construction Enforcement Actions Taken
New Development

Number of Development Plan Reviews
Number of Grading Permits Issued 0

Number of Projects Exempted from Interim/Final Hydromodification 0
Requirements

Post Construction Development

Number of Priority Development Projects
Number of SUSMP Required Post-Construction BMP Inspections
Number of SUSMP Required Post-Construction BMP Violations

Number of SUSMP Required Post-Construction BMP Enforcement 0
Actions Taken

Ilicit Discharges and Connections*
Number of IC/ID Inspections
Number of IC/ID Detections by Staff
Number of 1C/ID Detections from the Public
Number of IC/ID Eliminations
Number of IC/ID Violations
Number of IC/ID Enforcement Actions Taken
MS4 Maintenance
Number of Inspections Conducted 31
Amount of Waste Removed 549 tons / 4,059 cy
Total Miles of MS4 Inspected 13 miles

*The District had two (2) NAL exceedances that required follow-ups.

oloINMNIN]IOIN
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ATTACHMENT A: ANNUAL REPORT CHECKLIST CONTD.

- Annual Report Summary Checklist (cont.)
Municipal/Commercial/Industrial

Number of Facilities

Number of Inspections Conducted

Number of Facilities Inspected

Number of Violations

SO |||

Number of Enforcement Actions Taken

I certify under penalty of law that this Annual Report Summary Checklist was prepared under my
direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel
properly gather and evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons
who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the
information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. 1 am
aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of
fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

Signed:

ATTACHMENT A: ANNUAL REPORT CHECKLIST Page 2 of 2
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ATTACHMENT B.1

NAL Exceedance Investigation Report
2014-06-30,902MS4021
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Follow-up Dry Weather Numeric Action Level (NAL) Investigation Reporting Form

GENERAL INFORMATION

Agency: Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District

Date

(MM/DD/YYYy):  06/30/2014 Outfall ID:  go2Ms4021

Time Latitude o ‘

(24-HR): 10:50 (DMS): 33 32 48.72
Longitude °

Weather: Clear, Sunny. Temp from 82F to 84F (DIV?S): 117 12 ‘ 48.99

Date of Last Rain
(MM/DD/YYYY):

SUMMARY OF LABORATORY ANALYSIS DATA

Complete the following based on the information received in the NAL Exceedance Notification.

NAL General Constituents (SMR MS4 Permit, Table 3.a)

Exceeds Exceeds
Parameter Result Units NAL? Parameter Result Units NAL?
Y N Y N
Fecal Coliform MPN/100mL - X Total Nitrogen 4.40 mg/L ﬁ
Total < ‘
Enterococci 1,600 MPN/100ml - = Phosphorous 0.20 mg/L
Turbidity NTU L X MBAS mg/L X|
pH - L X Iron ug/L = ﬁ
Dissolved
X X
Oxygen 0.7 mg/L Manganese ug/L |
NAL Priority Constituents (SMR MS4 Permit, Table 3.b)
Exceeds Exceeds
Parameter Result Units NAL? Parameter Result Units NAL?
Y N Y N
Cadmium ug/L X Lead pg/L | X
Copper ug/L X Nickel pg/L | X
Chromium Il ug/L L X Silver pg/L 0 X
Chromium VI ug/L L X Zinc pg/L 0 X

NAL INVESTIGATION INSTRUCTIONS

Begin investigation at the outfall where the NAL exceedance(s) were identified. Note observations such as

strange odors, colors, or staining. Attempt to trace the discharge or signs of discharge which may have caused

the NAL exceedance to its origin and identify its source. Start at SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @ Note relevant
observations in NAL SOURCE DETERMINATION SUMMARY. Take sufficient photographs to document the investigation
and support any conclusions.

Page 1
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Follow-up Dry Weather Numeric Action Level (NAL) Investigation Reporting Form

SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP (1)

Is the source of the exceedance not due to human influence in origin and in conveyance to the MS4 and consist

of either: NOTES: No signs of natural flows observed.

[0 Rising Groundwater;
[ Springs; or
O Flows from riparian habitats and wetlands.

v" If any of the above boxes are checked, then the source of the exceedance likely resulted from a NATURAL
SOURCE. Skip to the SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @ below and select NATURAL SOURCE ; or
v’ If none of the boxes above are checked continue to SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @

SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP (2)

Does the source of the exceedance result from (conditionally exempt discharges):

O Diverted stream flows;

[0 Uncontaminated ground water infiltration to MS4s. As defined in 40 CFR 35.3005(20), this consists of
water other than wastewater that enters a sewer system (including sewer service connections and
foundation drains) from the ground through such means as defective pipes, pipe joints, connections, or
manholes. Infiltration does not include, and is distinguished from inflow;

[0 Uncontaminated pumped ground water;

O Foundation drains. Discharge requires enrollment under Groundwater Extraction And Similar Discharges
To Surface Waters Within The San Diego Region Except For San Diego Bay Permit;

O water from crawl space pumps;

0 Footing drains. Discharge requires enrollment under Groundwater Extraction And Similar Discharges To

Surface Waters Within The San Diego Region Except For San Diego Bay Permit;

Air conditioning condensation;

Water line flushing;

Discharges from potable water sources not subject to NPDES Permit No. CAG679001 (Discharges Of

Hydrostatic Test Water And Potable Water To Surface Waters And Storm Drains Or Other Conveyance

Systems Within The San Diego Region), other than water main breaks;

Oood

O Individual residential car washing; or
[0 Dechlorinated swimming pool discharges.

v If the above boxes are checked, then skip to SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @ below and select EXEMPTED
CATEGORY OF NON-STORMWATER DISCHARGE .
v’ If none of the boxes above are checked continue to SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @

None of the above were observed. Did not observe residential car washing or swimming pool discharges within
the outfall drainage area.

Page 2 Rev.04/22/2014
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Follow-up Dry Weather Numeric Action Level (NAL) Investigation Reporting Form

SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP (3)

Does the source of the exceedance consist of a NPDES permitted non-stormwater discharge? Examples of

NPDES permits are listed below: No construction activities observed within the outfall drainage area.

Did not observe any discharge into the outfall storm drain system.
Construction General Permit

O

O Industrial General Permit

[0 De-Minimus Permit (Groundwater Extraction And Similar Discharges To Surface Waters Within The San
Diego Region Except For San Diego Bay)

Groundwater Permit

Individual NPDES/WDR Permit

Reclaimed/Recycled Water; or

Other NPDES Permit:

ooood

v" If any of the above boxes are checked then there may be a potential violation of a SEPARATE NPDES
PERMITTED NON-STORMWATER DISCHARGE. Skip to SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @ and select SEPARATE
NPDES PERMITTED DISCHARGE;

v If none of the boxes are checked continue to SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @

SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP (8)

Identify whether the source of the exceedance was caused by an illicit discharge or illegal connection:

O Unauthorized storm drain connection; or
O Evidence of an illegal discharge; or
[0 Non-NPDES permitted non-stormwater discharge:

v" If any of the above boxes are checked, then there may be an ILLICIT DISCHARGE OR CONNECTION. Skip to
SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @ and select ILLICIT DISCHARGE OR CONNECTION.
v If none of the boxes are checked continue to SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @
Potential illicit discharges or illegal connections were not observed.

SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP (5)

v" The source of the exceedance is unknown. This may occur if evidence of what caused the NAL exceedance is
not present. An example includes the case when no flow is observed and there are no identifying signs such
as staining or odor is present. Select INDETERMINATE SOURCE in the SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @
Provide additional details in the NAL SOURCE DETERMINATION SUMMARY as to why the source could not be
identified.

Page 3 Rev.04/22/2014
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Follow-up Dry Weather Numeric Action Level (NAL) Investigation Reporting Form

SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP (6)

Based on Steps @ through @ of the source determination, select the likely source of the NAL exceedance:

[0 NATURAL O ucr 0 EXEMPTED [0 SEPARATE [=] INDETERMINATE
DISCHARGE OR NON-STORM NPDES SOURCE
CONNECTION WATER PERMITTED
CATEGORY DISCHARGE
Follow steps in Follow Steps in Follow Steps in Follow Steps in Follow Steps in
Option A of the flow | Option B of the flow | Option C of the flow | Option D of the Option E of the flow
chart’. chart’. chart’. flow chart'. chart.

'Refer to the Santa Margarita Region NAL Response Actions Flow Chart for further actions. When conducting
focused sampling to attempt to identify an indeterminate source use the FOCUSED SAMPLING FIELD DATA SHEET
below.

NAL SOURCE DETERMINATION SUMMARY

Based on the investigation and the weight of the evidence, it has been determined that the source of the NAL
exceedance is likely due to:

[=] Photos attached?

No_sources of flow or evidence of an ICID into the Murrieta MDP Line E
storm drain system was observed upstream. No flow was observed at the
Line E Channel New Clay St outlet into Murreita Creek. While ponded water
was observed inside of the Line E storm drain during sampling, due to the
heavy sediment and vegetation inside the Line E channel, no flow connection

was made to Murrieta Creek. In addition, there was insufficient flow upstream

of the outfall to conduct focused sampling.

If applicable, describe enforcement actions taken:

N/A

Kahlil Amin re. Associate Civil Engineer

Inspector Printed Name:

Inspector Signature: Date: 06/30/2014
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Santa Margarita Region
NAL Response Actions Flowchart

NAL Outfall Sampling

Data Review by Monitoring Program Manager (MPM)

v

Notification of

Field Screening Exceedance

Respond within
2 days of
receiving results

Data received within 21
days from Laboratory

Notification of

Laboratory Exceedance

Respond within
5 days of
receiving results

The Copermittee must initiate an investigation to identify
the source of the discharge OR document the rationale for
why the discharge does not pose a threat to water quality.

Respond accordingly to
the identified source.

Option A

Source of Exceedance is
identified as natural.

Option B

Source of Exceedance is
identified as an IC/ID.

Option C Option D Option E

Unable to identify the
Source of Exceedance.

Source of Exceedance is
a non-stormwater
discharge in violation of
an existing, separate

Source of Exceedance is
identified as an exempted
non-stormwater
discharge.

J

7

Document findings of
your source investigation
and report in JRMP
Annual Report.

to the MS4 and

Eliminate the discharge

implement necessary
enforcement actions.

NPDES permit.

Document findings of
your source investigation.

Take steps to address
the discharge.

A4

Within 3 days
Report findings to the
Regional Board.

Conduct additional

No Further Action

[

*Dischargers seeking to continue said discharge
must become subject to a separate NPDES permit
prior to continuing any such discharge.

Annual Report.

No Further Action*

Document findings of
your source investigation
and report in JRMP

focused sampling.

Evaluate if it is
an isolated incident.

Refer to NAL Focused
Sampling Procedures.

No Further Action |

Isolated incident  Reoccurring Problem
Do the results of the

focused sampling aid

Document source identification?
findings in JRMP Insufficient flow to +
Annual Report. conduct focused f————>no Yes------ | »
sampling v

Evaluate if it is
an isolated incident.

No Further Action

v

Reoccurring Problem

Isolated incident

Should the category of
discharge be addressed
through prevention/
prohibition?

Within 1 year,
the Copermittee must update
its programs to address the
common contributing source.

Update relevant ordinances,
orders or other legal means of
addressing the category of
discharge and specify schedule.

Document
findings in JRMP
Annual Report.
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4021
and Water Conservation District Murrieta MDP Line E Photos

Figure 1. 06/30/14 10:55 - Line E Channel north access road. Channel does not appear to be maintained. Heavy vegetation
growth. (Lat: 33.54876, Lon:-117.21132)

Figure 2. 06/30/14 11:04 - Line E Channel confluence with Murrieta Creek. (Lat: 33.54680, Lon:-117.21370)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4021
and Water Conservation District Murrieta MDP Line E Photos

Figure 3. 06/30/14 11:05 - First box from the left (dlownstream direction) looking downstream. Dry. No signs of recent flow.
(Lat: 33.54686, Lon:-117.21361)

Figure 4. 06/30/14 11:06 - First box from the left (downstream direction) lookin upstream. Dry. No signs of recent flow. (Lat:
33.54688, Lon:-117.21361)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4021
and Water Conservation District Murrieta MDP Line E Photos
|

Figure 5. 06/30/14 11:06 - Second box from the left (downstream direction) looking downstream. Dry no signs of recent flow.
(Lat: 33.54685, Lon:-117.21360)

Figure 6. 06/30/14 11:06 - Second box from the left (downstream direction) looking upstream. Dry. No signs of recent flow.
(Lat: 33.54687, Lon:-117.21363)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4021
and Water Conservation District Murrieta MDP Line E Photos

Figure 7. 06/30/14 11:06 - Second box from the left (dlownstream direction) looking downstream inside of pipe. Dry. No signs
of recent flow. (Lat: 33.54688, Lon:-117.21364)

Figure 8. 06/30/14 11:06 - First box from the left (downstream direction) looking downstream inside of pipe. Dry. No signs of
recent flow. (Lat: 33.54687, Lon:-117.21363)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4021
and Water Conservation District Murrieta MDP Line E Photos

Figure 9. 06/30/14 11:13 - CB at north corner of Washington Ave and lvy St. Dry. No signs of IC-ID or recent flow. (Lat:
33.55117, Lon:-117.21140)

ViR
T4y
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Figure 10. 06/30/14 11:15 - NE CB on Washington Ave in between lvy St and C St. Dry. No signs of IC-ID or recent flow. (Lat:
33.55232, Lon:-117.21265)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4021
and Water Conservation District Murrieta MDP Line E Photos

Figure 11. 06/30/14 11:15 - SW CB on Washington Ave in between lvy St and C St. Dry No signs of IC-ID or recent flow. (Lat:
33.55226, Lon:-117.21273)

2/

Figure 12. 06/30/14 11:19 - CB near north corner of Washington Ave and C St. Gutter wet from recent flow. Vegetation
debris in front of inlet. (Lat: 33.55313, Lon:-117.21319)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4021
and Water Conservation District Murrieta MDP Line E Photos

Figure 13. 06/30/14 11:19 - CB near east corner of Washington Ave and C St. Dry. No signs of recent flow. Little vegetation
debris in front of inlet. (Lat: 33.55305, Lon:-117.21314)

Figure 14. 06/30/14 11:20 - CB NW of Washington Ave and C St. Dry. No signs of IC-ID or recent flow. (Lat: 33.55303, Lon:-
117.21348)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4021
and Water Conservation District Murrieta MDP Line E Photos

Figure 15. 06/30/14 11:20 - CB W of Washington Ave and C St. Dry. No signs of IC-ID or recent flow. (Lat: 33.55298, Lon:-
117.21350)

Figure 16. 06/30/14 11:21 - North CB on Washington Ave in between C St and Juniper St. Dry. No signs of IC-ID or recnet flow.
(Lat: 33.55338, Lon:-117.21383)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4021
and Water Conservation District Murrieta MDP Line E Photos

Figure 17. 06/30/14 11:28 - W CB at drive way to Murrieta Senior Center of Juniper St. Dry. No signs of IC-ID or recent flow.
(Lat: 33.55695, Lon:-117.21027)

Figure 18. 06/30/14 11:28 - E CB at drive way to Murrieta Senior Center of Juniper St. Dry. No signs of IC-ID or recent flow.
(Lat: 33.55699, Lon:-117.21019)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4021
and Water Conservation District Murrieta MDP Line E Photos

Figure 19. 06/30/14 11:30 - N CB on Juniper St NE of Adams Ave. Dry. No signs of IC-ID or recent flow. (Lat: 33.55642, Lon:-
117.21083)

Figure 20. 06/30/14 11:31 - Inlet at south corner of parking lot of Murreita Senior Center. Dry no signs of IC-ID or recent flow.
(Lat: 33.55648, Lon:-117.21085)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4021
and Water Conservation District Murrieta MDP Line E Photos

Figure 21. 06/30/14 11:31 - Inlet at south corner of parking lot of Murreita Senior Center. Dry no signs of IC-ID or recent flow.
(Lat: 33.55649, Lon:-117.21084)

Figure 22. 06/30/14 11:31 - Inlet at south corner of parking lot of Murreita Senior Center. Dry no signs of IC-ID or recent flow.
(Lat: 33.55646, Lon:-117.21087)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4021
and Water Conservation District Murrieta MDP Line E Photos

Figure 23. 06/30/14 11:33 - N CB at Juniper St and Washington Ave. Dry. No signs of IC-ID or recent flow. (Lat: 33.55380, Lon:-
117.21425)

Figure 24. 06/30/14 11:39 - CB NE of Ivy st and Adams Ave. Dry. No signs of IC-ID or recent flow. (Lat: 33.55368, Lon:-
117.20792)



Administrative Record Page No. 000425

Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4021
and Water Conservation District Murrieta MDP Line E Photos

Figure 25. 06/30/14 11:39 - CB NW of lvy St and Adams Ave. Dry. No signs of IC-ID or recent flow. Some sediment deposited
in front of inlet. (Lat: 33.55370, Lon:-117.20806)

Figure 26. 06/30/14 11:40 - Utility vault (RCWD) NW adjacent to CB NW of Ivy St and Adams Ave. (Lat: 33.55374, Lon:-
117.20810)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4021
and Water Conservation District Murrieta MDP Line E Photos

Figure 27. 06/30/14 11:40 - CB SW of lvy St and Adams Ave. Dry. No signs of IC-ID or recent flow. (Lat: 33.55339, Lon:-
117.20829)

Figure 28. 06/30/14 11:41 - CB W of lvy St and Adams Ave. Dry No sins of IC-ID or recent flow. Little vegetation debris near
inlet. (Lat: 33.55343, Lon:-117.20776)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4021
and Water Conservation District Murrieta MDP Line E Photos

Figure 29. 06/30/14 11:42 - E CB on Adams Ave SE of lvy St, Dry. No signs of IC-ID or recent flow. (Lat: 33.55313, Lon:-
117.20746)

Figure 30. 06/30/14 11:42 - W CB on Adams Ave SE of Ivy St. Dry. No signs of IC-ID or recent flow. (Lat: 33.55307, Lon:-
117.20756)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4021
and Water Conservation District Murrieta MDP Line E Photos

Figure 31. 06/30/14 11:45 - CB at E corner of Ivy St and Washington Ave. Dry. No signs of IC-ID or recent flow. (Lat: 33.55105,
Lon:-117.21110)

Figure 32. 06/30/14 11:50 - CB at E corner of lvy St and Jefferson Ave. Dry. No signs of IC-ID or recent flow. (Lat: 33.55603,
Lon:-117.20445)



Administrative Record Page No. 000429

Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4021
and Water Conservation District Murrieta MDP Line E Photos

Figure 33. 06/30/14 11:52 - CB at N corner of lvy St and Jefferson Ave. Dry No signs of IC-ID or recent flow. (Lat: 33.55621,
Lon:-117.20467)
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Follow-up Dry Weather Numeric Action Level (NAL) Investigation Reporting Form

GENERAL INFORMATION

Agency: Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
Date
(MM/DD/YYYy):  06/30/2014 Outfall ID:  902MS4309
Time Latitude o ‘ “
(24-HR): 09:18 (DMS):

) Longitude o ‘ “
Weather: Clear, Sunny. Temp from 66F to 77F (DMS):

Date of Last Rain

(MM/DD/YYYY): This is also the followup investigation for the
6/4/14 field exceedance notification.

SUMMARY OF LABORATORY ANALYSIS DATA

Complete the following based on the information received in the NAL Exceedance Notification.

NAL General Constituents (SMR MS4 Permit, Table 3.a)

Exceeds Exceeds
Parameter Result Units NAL? Parameter Result Units NAL?
Y N Y N
Fecal Coliform 900 MPN/100mL XL Total Nitrogen 3.50 mg/L ﬁ
< Total < ‘
Enterococci 1,600 MPN/100ml - = Phosphorous 0.60 mg/L
Turbidity 325 NTU XL MBAS me/L X|
pH - L X Iron 630.00 pg/L X
Dissolved
X X
Oxygen 0.7 mg/L Manganese ug/L |
NAL Priority Constituents (SMR MS4 Permit, Table 3.b)
Exceeds Exceeds
Parameter Result Units NAL? Parameter Result Units NAL?
Y N Y N
Cadmium . ug/L X Lead o pg/L ‘ X
Copper ug/L X Nickel pg/L | X
Chromium Il ug/L L X Silver pg/L 0 X
Chromium VI ug/L L X Zinc pg/L 0 X

NAL INVESTIGATION INSTRUCTIONS

Begin investigation at the outfall where the NAL exceedance(s) were identified. Note observations such as
strange odors, colors, or staining. Attempt to trace the discharge or signs of discharge which may have caused
the NAL exceedance to its origin and identify its source. Start at SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @ Note relevant
observations in NAL SOURCE DETERMINATION SUMMARY. Take sufficient photographs to document the investigation
and support any conclusions.

Page 1 Rev.04/22/2014
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Follow-up Dry Weather Numeric Action Level (NAL) Investigation Reporting Form

SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP (1)

Is the source of the exceedance not due to human influence in origin and in conveyance to the MS4 and consist

of either: NOTES: Did not observe flow at the outfall. Due to
obstruction of vegetation and accumulated sediment within
[0 Rising Groundwater; the basin, water ponds just downstream of the outfall.
[ Springs; or

O Flows from riparian habitats and wetlands.

v" If any of the above boxes are checked, then the source of the exceedance likely resulted from a NATURAL
SOURCE. Skip to the SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @ below and select NATURAL SOURCE ; or
v’ If none of the boxes above are checked continue to SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @

SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP (2)

Does the source of the exceedance result from (conditionally exempt discharges):

O Diverted stream flows;

[0 Uncontaminated ground water infiltration to MS4s. As defined in 40 CFR 35.3005(20), this consists of
water other than wastewater that enters a sewer system (including sewer service connections and
foundation drains) from the ground through such means as defective pipes, pipe joints, connections, or
manholes. Infiltration does not include, and is distinguished from inflow;

[0 Uncontaminated pumped ground water;

O Foundation drains. Discharge requires enrollment under Groundwater Extraction And Similar Discharges
To Surface Waters Within The San Diego Region Except For San Diego Bay Permit;

O water from crawl space pumps;

0 Footing drains. Discharge requires enrollment under Groundwater Extraction And Similar Discharges To

Surface Waters Within The San Diego Region Except For San Diego Bay Permit;

Air conditioning condensation;

Water line flushing;

Discharges from potable water sources not subject to NPDES Permit No. CAG679001 (Discharges Of

Hydrostatic Test Water And Potable Water To Surface Waters And Storm Drains Or Other Conveyance

Systems Within The San Diego Region), other than water main breaks;

Oood

O Individual residential car washing; or
[0 Dechlorinated swimming pool discharges.

v If the above boxes are checked, then skip to SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @ below and select EXEMPTED
CATEGORY OF NON-STORMWATER DISCHARGE .
v’ If none of the boxes above are checked continue to SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @

None of the above were observed. Did not observe residential car washing or swimming pool discharges.
However there was a trickle of water drying up in the gutters that appeared to result from irrigation runoff.

Page 2 Rev.04/22/2014
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Follow-up Dry Weather Numeric Action Level (NAL) Investigation Reporting Form

SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP (3)

Does the source of the exceedance consist of a NPDES permitted non-stormwater discharge? Examples of

NPDES permits are listed below: Construction of homes observed upstream of Jean Nicholas Rd.

) _ However, no discharges to the storm drain and inlet construction BMPs
Construction General Permit  were provided. In addition, the drainage area is primarily residential (No

O

O Industrial General Permit industrial).

[0 De-Minimus Permit (Groundwater Extraction And Similar Discharges To Surface Waters Within The San
Diego Region Except For San Diego Bay)

Groundwater Permit

Individual NPDES/WDR Permit

Reclaimed/Recycled Water; or

Other NPDES Permit:

ooood

v" If any of the above boxes are checked then there may be a potential violation of a SEPARATE NPDES
PERMITTED NON-STORMWATER DISCHARGE. Skip to SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @ and select SEPARATE
NPDES PERMITTED DISCHARGE;

v If none of the boxes are checked continue to SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @

SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP (8)

Identify whether the source of the exceedance was caused by an illicit discharge or illegal connection:

O Unauthorized storm drain connection; or
O Evidence of an illegal discharge; or
[0 Non-NPDES permitted non-stormwater discharge:

v" If any of the above boxes are checked, then there may be an ILLICIT DISCHARGE OR CONNECTION. Skip to
SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @ and select ILLICIT DISCHARGE OR CONNECTION.
v If none of the boxes are checked continue to SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @
None of the above were observed.

SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP (5)

v" The source of the exceedance is unknown. This may occur if evidence of what caused the NAL exceedance is
not present. An example includes the case when no flow is observed and there are no identifying signs such
as staining or odor is present. Select INDETERMINATE SOURCE in the SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP @
Provide additional details in the NAL SOURCE DETERMINATION SUMMARY as to why the source could not be
identified.

Page 3 Rev.04/22/2014
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Follow-up Dry Weather Numeric Action Level (NAL) Investigation Reporting Form

SOURCE DETERMINATION — STEP (6)

Based on Steps @ through @ of the source determination, select the likely source of the NAL exceedance:

[0 NATURAL O ucr 0 EXEMPTED [0 SEPARATE [=] INDETERMINATE
DISCHARGE OR NON-STORM NPDES SOURCE
CONNECTION WATER PERMITTED
CATEGORY DISCHARGE
Follow steps in Follow Steps in Follow Steps in Follow Steps in Follow Steps in
Option A of the flow | Option B of the flow | Option C of the flow | Option D of the Option E of the flow
chart’. chart’. chart’. flow chart'. chart.

'Refer to the Santa Margarita Region NAL Response Actions Flow Chart for further actions. When conducting
focused sampling to attempt to identify an indeterminate source use the FOCUSED SAMPLING FIELD DATA SHEET

below.

NAL SOURCE DETERMINATION SUMMARY

Based on the investigation and the weight of the evidence, it has been determined that the source of the NAL

exceedance is likely due to:

[=] Photos attached?

On 6/4/14, the District was notified that this outfall had an exceedance of NALS for
Dissolved Oxygen and Turbidity. The 6/30/14 field investigation did not identify evidence
of an IC-ID. Significant sediment and vegetation was observed at the outfall which

caused water to-pond:No flowwas observedat the basinouttet into French Vattey Ch:

If applicable, describe enforcement actions taken:

N/A

Kahlil Amin e ASSOC. Civil Eng

Inspector Printed Name:

Inspector Signature: Date: 06/30/2014

Page 4 Rev.04/22/2014
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Santa Margarita Region
NAL Response Actions Flowchart

NAL Outfall Sampling

Data Review by Monitoring Program Manager (MPM)

v

Notification of Data received within 21
days from Lab
Laboratory Exceedance ays from Laboratory

Notification of

Field Screening Exceedance

e Copermittee must initiate an investigation to identify
the source of the discharge OR document the rationale for
why the discharge does not pose a threat to water quality.

2 days of
receiving results

5 days of
receiving results

Respond accordingly to
the identified source.

Option A Option B Option C Option E

Option D

Unable to identify the
Source of Exceedance.

Source of Exceedance is
a non-stormwater
discharge in violation of
an existing, separate
NPDES permit.

Source of Exceedance is
identified as an exempted
non-stormwater
discharge.

Source of Exceedance is
identified as an IC/ID.

Source of Exceedance is
identified as natural.

Document findings of

Document findings of
your source investigation.

your source investigation
and report in JRMP
Annual Report.

Eliminate the discharge
to the MS4 and

implement necessary

enforcement actions.

Take steps to address
the discharge.

4

Within 3 days
Report findings to the
Regional Board.

Conduct additional
focused sampling.

Evaluate if it is
an isolated incident.

Refer to NAL Focused
Sampling Procedures.

No Further Action

Document findings of
your source investigation
and report in JRMP
Annual Report.

[

No Further Action

Isolated incident  Reoccurring Problem
Do the results of the

focused sampling aid

g source identification?
Document
“ | findings in JRMP Insufficient flow to $ ¢
Annual Report. conduct focused fF——>no Yes------f
sampling v

Evaluate if it is

No Further Action an isolated incident.
L

Reoccurring Problem  |solated incident

Should the category of
discharge be addressed
through prevention/ Within 1 year,
prohibition? the Copermittee must update
its programs to address the
common contributing source.

Update relevant ordinances,
must become subject to a separate NPDES permit orders or other legal means of
prior to confinuing any such discharge addressing the category of

discharge and specify schedule.

Document
findings in JRMP
Annual Report.

*Dischargers seeking to continue said discharge
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 1. 06/30/14 09:22 - 06/30/14 09:22 - Northeast corner of basin looking towards access road. (Lat: 33.60507, Lon:-
117.11293)

Figure 2. 06/30/14 09:22 - Northeast corner of basin looking northwest towards the outfall. (Lat: 33.60505, Lon:-117.11294)

1
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 3. 06/30/14 09:23 - Northeast corner of basin looking southwest. (Lat: 33.60505, Lon:-117.11294)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

>

"_

Figure 5. 06/30/14 09:26 - Outfall structure left (dlownstream direction) side looking upstream. (Lat: 33.60510, Lon:-
117.11345)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 6. Intersection of Date Palm St and Blue Spruce Ln facing basin outlet and French valley channel. French Valley
Channel is heavily vegetated.

Figure 7. 06/30/14 09:35 - Gate for habitat restoration site. (Lat: 33.60440, Lon:-117.11465)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 8. 06/30/14 09:37 - Basin outlet downstream of Blue Spruce Ln. Water appeared to be ponding from French Valley
Channel. No flow was observed from the basin. (Lat: 33.60422, Lon:-117.11462)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 9. B 06/30/14 09:37 - Basin outlet downstream of Blue Spruce Ln (looking downstream). (Lat: 33.60423, Lon:-
117.11458)

Figure 10. 06/30/14 09:42 - Outfall right side. Basin is heavily vegetated. (Lat: 33.60510, Lon:-117.11349)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Sk NS

Figure 12. 06/30/14 09:49 - Broken gate on the southside of the basin. This appears to be the easiest access point for the
basin outlet structure. (Lat: 33.60419, Lon:-117.11413)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

_al

Figure 13. 06/30/14 09:55 - Basin outlet structure. No flow observed from basin. Bacteria growth on the bottom. (Lat:
33.60435, Lon:-117.11431)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 14. 06/30/14 10:04 - Janelle Ln right CB. Very small trickle flow. Roads appeared to be recently paved. No evidence for
cause of NAL exceedance observed. (Lat: 33.60566, Lon:-117.11431)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 15. 06/30/14 10:04 - Janelle Ln left CB. Roads appeared to be recently paved. Very small trickle flow. No evidence for
cause of NAL exceedance observed. (Lat: 33.60574, Lon:-117.11439)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 16. 06/30/14 10:07 - CB at SE corner of Saguaro Dr and Euclid Lp. Roads appeared to be recently paved. Very small
trickle flow. No evidence for cause of NAL exceedance observed. (Lat: 33.60635, Lon:-117.11476)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 17. 06/30/14 10:07 - CB at SW corner of Suguaro Dr and Euclid Lp. Roads appeared to be recently paved. Very small
trickle flow. No evidence for cause of NAL exceedance observed. (Lat: 33.60624, Lon:-117.11516)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 18. 06/30/14 10:07 - CB at NW corner of Suguaro Dr and Euclid Lp. Roads appeared to be recently paved. Very small
trickle flow. Some sediment on sidewalk adjacent to landscaping. No evidence for cause of NAL exceedance observed. (Lat:
33.60633, Lon:-117.11521)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 1906/30/14 10:08 - CB at NE corner of Suguaro Dr and Euclid Lp. Roads appeared to be recently paved. Very small
trickle flow. No evidence for cause of NAL exceedance observed. (Lat: 33.60641, Lon:-117.11490).
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 20. 06/30/14 10:10 - CB at Burmuda St and Euclid Lp. Roads appeared to be recently paved. Very small trickle flow. No
evidence for cause of NAL exceedance observed. (Lat: 33.60795, Lon:-117.11406)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 21. 06/30/14 10:13 - West CB on Stater Ave north of Peregrine Way. No evidence for cause of NAL exceedance
observed. (Lat: 33.60950, Lon:-117.11430)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 22. 06/30/14 10:13 - East CB on Slater Ave north of Peregrine Way. No evidence for cause of NAL exceedance
observed. (Lat: 33.60948, Lon:-117.11418)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 23. 06/30/14 10:13 - CB at NW corner of Slater Ave and Peregrine Way. Dry. No evidence for cause of NAL exceedance
observed. (Lat: 33.60944, Lon:-117.11442)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 24. 06/30/14 10:13 - CB at SW corner of Slater Ave and Peregrine Way. Damp. No evidence for cause of NAL
exceedance observed. (Lat: 33.60935, Lon:-117.11447)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 25. 06/30/14 10:14 - CB at NW corner of Peregrine Way and Flamingo Way. No evidence for cause of NAL exceedance
observed. (Lat: 33.60945, Lon:-117.11528)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 26. 06/30/14 10:15 - CB at SW corner of Peregrine Way and Flamingo Way. No evidence for cause of NAL exceedance
observed. (Lat: 33.60935, Lon:-117.11522)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 27. 06/30/14 10:15 - East CB on Flamingo Way north of Peregrine Way. No evidence for cause of NAL exceedance
observed. (Lat: 33.60973, Lon:-117.11504)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 28. 06/30/14 10:15 - West CB on Flamingo Way north of Peregrine Way. No evidence for cause of NAL exceedance
observed. (Lat: 33.60969, Lon:-117.11515)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 29. 06/30/14 10:20 - North CB on Jean Nicholas Rd east of Kooden Rd. Construction occurring nearby. Temporary inlet
BMPs are installed. (Lat: 33.61263, Lon:-117.11408)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 30. 06/30/14 10:21 - East CB on Kooden Rd between Jean Nicholas Rd and Pinion Pine Cir. Construction occurring
upstream. Temporary construction BMPs are installed. (Lat: 33.61274, Lon:-117.11422)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 31. 06/30/14 10:21 - CB at NE corner of Kooden Rd an Pinion Pine Cir. Recently completed homes in this area. (Lat:
33.61312, Lon:-117.11414)
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 32. 06/30/14 10:23 - CB at SW corner of Kooden Rd and Pinion Pine Cir. Temporary construction inlet BMP installed.
(Lat: 33.61302, Lon:-117.11464)

27



Administrative Record Page No. 000463

Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4309
and Water Conservation District Euclid Loop Storm Drain Photos

Figure 33. 06/30/14 10:23 - CB at NW corner of Kooden Rd and Pinion Pine Cir. Temporary construction inlet BMP installed.
(Lat: 33.61311, Lon:-117.11459)
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ATTACHMENT B.3

SAL Exceedance Investigation Report
2014-09-25,902MS4289
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4289
and Water Conservation District (Empire Creek @ Butterfield Stage Rd)

902MS4289 Wet Weather Stormwater Action Level (SAL) Exceedance Investigation Report
September 25, 2014

SUMMARY

Based on the laboratory results received for the two Wet Weather samples collected from Station ID
902MS4289, Outlet to Empire Creek @ Butterfield Stage Rd (Major Outfall) on December 13, 2012 and
February 7, 2014, the SAL was exceedance once for turbidity. This resulted in an annual SAL
exceedance running average of 50% for turbidity and is greater than the 20% limit in the 2010 SMR MS4
Permit. There were no other exceedances of SAL constituents. On September 3, 2014, the District held an
internal meeting to determine the appropriate response to the SAL exceedance of turbidity. Since the
magnitude of the exceedance was small (only 11% over), the exceedance does not appear to be
reoccurring, and there were no other exceedances of other SAL constituents, the District determined that a
desktop assessment was an appropriate response to determine potential sources of the exceedance.

REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS

Order No. R9-2010-0016 (2010 SMR MS4 Permit), adopted by the San Diego Regional Water Quality
Control Board, describes the response requirements regarding the exceedance of SALs within the Santa
Margarita Region. According to Provision D.1 of the 2010 SMR MS4 Permit, the Copermittees are
required to evaluate the Wet Weather MS4 Discharge Monitoring results annually and compare the data
to the Stormwater Action Levels (SALs). The SALSs are listed below in Table 1.

Table 1. Stormwater Action Levels (SALS)

Pollutant Action Level
Turbidity (NTU) 126
Nitrate & Nitrite total (mg/L) 2.6
P total (mg/L) 1.46
Cd total (ug/L) 3.0
Cu total (ug/L) 127
Pb total (ug/L) 250
Zn total (ug/L) 976

At each monitoring station, if the running average of the discharges from the outfall to Waters of the U.S.
which exceed the SAL pollutant exceeds 20% then the Copermittees having jurisdiction to affirmatively
augment and implement all necessary storm water controls and measures to reduce the discharges of the
associated class of pollutants(s) to the MEP. In addition, Copermittees must take the magnitude,
frequency, and number of constituents exceeding the SALs in addition to the receiving water quality and
other information, into consideration when prioritizing and reacting to SAL exceedances in an iterative
manner.
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4289
and Water Conservation District (Empire Creek @ Butterfield Stage Rd)
RESPONSE

The 2010 SMR MS4 Permit requires the District to augment and implement necessary stormwater
controls and measures to reduce the discharges of the associated class of pollutant(s) to the MEP if the
running average of SAL exceedances exceed 20%. The number of exceedances for the 2012-2013 and the
2013-2014 monitoring years for the Major Outfall are summarized below.

Table 2. Summary of Exceedances

Monitoring | # of exceedances
Year per year
2012-2013 1 (Turbidity)
2013-2014 0
Average 50%

The current running average for the two monitoring years is 50%, which is greater than the 20%
threshold. The permit also requires the District to take the magnitude, frequency, and number of
constituents exceeding the SALs in addition to the receiving water into consideration when prioritizing
and reacting to SAL exceedances in an iterative manner.

The relative magnitude of the exceedance is small (140/126= 111%) and only exceeds the SAL by 11%.
In addition, the frequency and number of exceedances is low because the exceedance occurred for one
constituent in one year. The exceedance doesn’t appear to be a trend as it did not occur for the 2013-2014
monitoring year. As a result the District determined that this exceedance has a low priority and only a
desktop assessment would be necessary.

DESKTOP ASSESSMENT

The Major Outfall drainage area is approximately 157.6 ac and consists of rural (0-0.2 DU/ac), public
institutional facilities and vineyards/agricultural land uses. In addition, the area is hilly with some steep
slopes. Runoff from the drainage area is collected by the Butterfield Stage Road Strom Drain (Project No.
7-0-00405, Drawing Nos. 7-0116 and 7-0301). Butterfield Stage Road Storm Drain is an approximately
4610 linear feet underground storm drain, with 48”-60 diameter reinforced concrete pipe (RCP).

A comparison was done of historical from google earth from 2011 to 2013 (see Figure 1 through Figure
4) within the drainage area to check if there were major land disturbance activities which may have
contributed to the SAL exceedance. The comparison of the historical imagery shows that the drainage
area was mostly unchanged from 2011 to 2013.

A search of construction sites in the drainage area from the State Water Board’s Storm Water Multiple
Applications & Report Tracking System (SMARTS) shows 3 construction sites were terminated by
9/2/2010 and 1 site expired' by 3/7/2011. Therefore, it is not likely that the exceedance was caused by a

" As short duration and low sediment risk projects qualifying for an erosivity waiver are not required to obtain
coverage under the Construction General Permit, these projects do not have an option to terminate in the SMARTS.
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4289
and Water Conservation District (Empire Creek @ Butterfield Stage Rd)

construction site since no construction sites occurred within a year prior to December 12, 2012
exceedance. These sites are summarized in Table 3 and shown on a map in Figure 5.

Table 3. Construction sites requiring Construction General Permit coverage within the drainage area.

Application ID WDID Site Status Date

287781 9 33C335890 Matt & Denise Terminated | 09/02/2010
Beerers Residence

288059 9 33C334629 Dan Leigh Terminated | 02/26/2010
Residence

321238 9 33C345907 Temecula Terminated | 06/24/2010
Vineyard Estates
Tract 32594

410878 9 33W000181 Berkswell Ln Expired 03/07/2011

The rainfall intensity combined with the steep hill could potentially cause the increase levels of turbidity.
As summarized in the 2012-2013 Monitoring Annual Report, the measured precipitation for the 12/13/12
event was 1.69” and exceeded the USEPA Representative Storm Criteria of 0.81”.

CONCLUSION

Based on the desktop assessment, the SAL exceedance for Turbidity does not appear to be caused by land
disturbance activities such as construction. The hilly terrain combined within high intensity rainfall could
create situations with higher potential for erosion and contribute to higher turbidity.
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4289
and Water Conservation District (Empire Creek @ Butterfield Stage Rd)

Figure 2. Google Earth imagery for 2012-06-07.
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4289
and Water Conservation District (Empire Creek @ Butterfield Stage Rd)

Figure 4. Google Earth imagery for 2013-11-12.
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Riverside County Flood Control Station ID 902MS4289
and Water Conservation District (Empire Creek @ Butterfield Stage Rd)

Figure 5. Construction Sites in the Storm Water Multiple Applications and Report Tracking System (SMARTS)
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ATTACHMENT C

WORKPLAN UPDATES

(No updates during FY 2013-2014)
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ATTACHMENT D

REFERENCE MATERIAL



For Information:

To report illegal dumping or a clogged storm drain
1-800-506-2555

Hazardous Materials Disposal,
Recycling/Disposal Vendors call:
951-486-3200 or 1-800-506-2555

County Code Enforcement Offices
(unincorporated area)

Lake Elsinore/Mead Valley....ccccoressssvsce 951-245-3186
Jurupa Valley 951-275-8739
Moreno Valley/Banning .cc.eeesssssssesssssoss 951-485-5840
Murrieta So. County ..ueessescsssecssssssssses 951-600-6140
Thousand Palms DiStrict .eeeeesssssesseeses 760-343-4150

Environmental Crimes

1-800-304-6100

Spill Response Agency
1-800-304-2226 or 951-358-5172

Recycling and Hazardous Waste Disposal
1-800-366-SAVE

For pollution prevention brochures or to obtain
information on other County Environmental

Services, call 1-800-506-2555

Popular links:
www.rcflood.org

www.cabmphandbooks.com
www.cfpub.epa.gov/npdes

ONLY RAIN DOWN THE
STORM DRAIN
POLLUTION PREVENTION
PROGRAM
1-800-506-2555

Riverside County’s “Only Rain Down the Storm Drain”
Pollution Prevention Program members include:

Banning Desert Hot Springs  Palm Desert
Beaumont Hemet Palm Springs
Calimesa Indian Wells Perris
Canyon Lake Indio Rancho Mirage
Cathedral City Lake Elsinore Riverside County
City of Riverside La Quinta San Jacinto
Corona Menifee Temecula
Coachella Murrieta Wildomar
Coachella Valley Moreno Valley

Water District ~ Norco

Stormwater Pollution

What you should know for...

Automotive Maintenance

and Car Care

Best Management Practices (BMPS)
for:

® Auto Body Shops

® Auto Repair Shops
® Car Dealerships

® Gas Stations

Stormwater Pollution...What You Should Know

Riverside County has three major river
systems, or watersheds, that are
important to our communities and the
environment. Improper automotive
maintenance, storage and washing activities
can cause pollution that endangers the health
of these rivers.

Pollutants that can collect on the ground
from automotive repair, storage and washing
areas such as antifreeze, oil, grease, gas,
lubricants, soaps and dirt can be washed into
the street by rain, over-irrigation or wash
water runoff. Once these pollutants are in
the streets they can be carried to these rivers
by the storm drain system. Unlike the sewer
system, the storm drain system carries water
(and pollution) to our rivers without
treatment. Pollution from storm drains is a
form of storm water pollution.

A common storm water pollution problem
associated with automotive shops and
businesses is the activity of hosing down
service bays without proper capture of runoff
water, illegal dumping of fluids to the street
or storm drain inlets and not properly storing
hazardous materials. Examples of pollutants
that can be mobilized by these activities
include oil and grease from cars, copper and
asbestos from worn break linings, zinc from
tires and toxics from spilled fluids.

The Cities and County of Riverside have
adopted ordinances, in accordance with state
and federal law, which prohibit the discharge
of pollutants into the storm drain system or
local lakes, rivers or streams. This brochure
provides common practices that can prevent
storm water pollution and keep your shop in
compliance with the law.

Best Management Practices for Auto Body & Repair Shops, Car Dealerships,

Gas Stations and Fleet Service Operations

Changing Automotive Fluids

@ Locate storm drains on or near your
property. Do not allow material to
flow to these drains.
Collect, and separately recycle
motor oil, antifreeze, transmission
fluid and gear oil. Combining
waste fluid prevents recycling.
Drain brake fluid and other non-
recyclables into a proper container
and handle as a hazardous waste.
Use a recyclable radiator flushing
fluid and discard safely.

Only rain is allowed down the
storm drain! Don't be an offender!!
Violations of local ordinances are
prosecuted to the fullest extent of
the law.

Identify specific activities with the
potential to cause spills or release
pollutants such as oil, grease, fuel,
etc. Post signs and train employees
on how to prevent and. clean up
spills during activities.
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YOU can prevent Stormwater Pollution following these practices...

Working on Transmissions, Engines
and Miscellaneous Repairs

@® Keep a drip pan or a wide low-
rimmed container under vehicles
to catch fluids whenever you
unclip hoses, unscrew filters, or
change parts, to contain
unexpected leaks.

@ Drain all fluids from wrecked
vehicles into proper containers
before disassembly or repair.

@ Store batteries indoors, on an open
rack.

@ Return used batteries to a battery
vendor.

@ Contain cracked batteries to
prevent hazardous spills.

@ Catch metal filings in an enclosed
unit or on a tarpaulin.

@ Sweep filing areas to prevent
washing metals into floor drains.

Cleaning Parts
@ Clean parts in

a self-contained
unit, solvent
sink, or parts
washer to
prevent
solvents and
grease from
entering a
storm drain.

Fueling Vehicles

@® Clean-up minor
spills with a dry
absorbent, rather
than allowing
them to evaporate.

@® Use a damp cloth
and a damp mop
to keep the area
clean rather than
a hose or a wet mop.

Keeping your shop or work area
pollutant clean and environmentally
safe

@® Never hose down your work area,
as pollutants could be washed into
the storm drain.
Sweep or vacuum the shop floor
frequently.

up spills and repair leaks.

Use large pans or an inflatable
portable berm under wrecked cars.
Avoid spills by emptying and
wiping drip pans, when they are
half-full.

Keep dry absorbent materials
and/or a wet/dry vacuum cleaner
on hand for mid-sized spills.

@® Train your employees to be
familiar with hazardous spill
response plans and emergency
procedures.

Routinely check equipment. Wipe

@ Immediately report hazardous
material spills that have entered
the street or storm drain to OES
and local authorities.

Outdoor Parking and Auto

Maintenance

@ Use covered or controlled areas to
prevent offsite spills.

@ Sweep-up trash and dirt from
outdoor parking and maintenance
areas. Do not hose down areas.
All non-stormwater discharges to
the street of storm drain are

prohibited.

Storing and Disposing of Waste

@® Store recyclable and non-
recyclable waste separately.

@ Place liquid waste (hazardous or
otherwise) in proper containers
with secondary containment.

@ Cover outdoor storage areas to
prevent contact with rain water.

@ Collect used parts for delivery to
ascrap metal dealer.

Washing vehicles and steam cleaning
equipment

@ For car washing, minimize wash
water used and use designated
areas. Never discharge wash
water to the street, gutters or
storm drain.

@ Be sure to keep waste water from
engine parts cleaning or steam
cleaning from being discharged to
the street, gutter or storm drain.

@ Wash vehicles and steam clean
with environmentally friendly
soaps and polishes.

Selecting and Controlling Inventory
@ Purchase recyclable or non-toxic
materials.
@ Select “closed-loop” suppliers and
purchase supplies in bulk.
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The effects of pO//m‘ian

What is stormwater cunoff?

Polluted stormwater runoff can have
many adverse effects on plants, fish,
Stormwater runoff occurs when precipitation animals, and people.

from rain or snowmelt flows over the ground. ¢ Sediment can cloud the water
Impervious surfaces like driveways, sidewalks, and make it difficult or

and streets prevent stormwater from impossible for aquatic plants to

naturally soaking into the ground. grow. Sediment also can
destroy aquatic habitats.

Excess nutrients can cause
algae blooms. When algae die,
they sink to the bottom and decompose
in a process that removes oxygen from
the water. Fish and other aquatic
organisms can't exist in water with low
dissolved oxygen levels.

¢ Bacteria and other pathogens can wash
into swimming areas and create health
hazards, often making beach closures

necessary.

Debris—plastic bags, six-pack rings, bottles, and
cigarette butts—washed into waterbodies can choke, suffocate, or
disable aquatic life like ducks, fish, turtles, and birds.

¢ Household hazardous wastes like insecticides, pesticides, paint,
solvents, used motor oil, and other auto fluids can poison aquatic life.
Land animals and people can become sick or die from eating diseased
fish and shellfish or ingesting polluted water.

¢ Polluted stormwater often
affects drinking water
sources. This, in turn, can
affect human health and
increase drinking water
treatment costs.

Stormwater can pick up debris, chemicals, dirt, and other
pollutants and flow into a storm sewer system or directly to |
a lake, stream, river, wetland, or coastal water. Anything that
enters a storm sewer system is discharged untreated into
the waterbodies we use for swimming, fishing, and providing
drinking water.




ormwater Pollution Solutions

i

’
— > == o% », / it - - " \" i -
—_ 5 = L b | |
Residentinl 5 r -~ T REEEL il
_ e e W Washing your car and k- |
“rﬁ‘ﬁ.‘“ e g ' degreasing auto parts at home Educalion & ewseuliol T changing peoples behavior.
A i i ,,.w__;""-h':.-—,.‘i. , can send detergents and other \ng aund, movdeers wear §loru daind worm wekicleli
e —ia- ; T contaminants through the that pollidauils . L .
p The duaing willl be ecamied
wilnealed il o walerbody.

S— storm sewer system. Dumping
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¢ Use a commercial car wash that treats or

8 =

Dow Z_lbowb Thewo onlo The g'lo{md ot ile §lorm daing. recycles its wastewater, or wash your car on Permeable Pavement—Traditional concrete and
your yard so the water infiltrates into the asphalt don't allow water to soak into the ground.
ground. Instead these surfaces rely on storm drains to

Lawn care divert unwanted water. Permeable pavement

¢ Repair leaks and dispose of used auto fluids
and batteries at designated drop-off or
recycling locations.

systems allow rain and snowmelt to soak through,

Excess fertilizers decreasing stormwater runoff.

and pesticides
applied to lawns

Rain Barrels—You can
and gardens wash

collect rainwater from

(Sjtfrfez;r;r(]isp;)rilute Septic Pet waste rooftops in mosquito-
c. roof containers. The
addition, yard SRS Pet waste can be \P))Jater can be used later on
clippings and Leaking and a major source of lawn or garden areas,
leaves can wash poorly bacteria and
into storm drains aqd contribute maintained excess nutrients Rain Gardens and
nutrients and organic matter to streams.  geptic - - in local waters. .
p | d Grassy Swales—Specially
. systems release nutrients an ; a i
¢ Don't overwater your lawn. Consider Bgtho N [ ¢ When walking == designed areas planted
Ieine & cosler hose ine e of & p g ; your pet, with native plants can provide natural places for
8 ) that can be picked u : i
sprinkler VIruses P p remember to pick up the rainwater to collect
‘ by stormwater and discharged wEEE fne. dhsoese o i s 3eEls it the
. " . . P
¢ Use pesticides and fertilizers into nearby waterbodies. . properly. Flushing pet ground. Rain from
sparingly. When use is necessary, use Pathogens can cause public waste is the best disposal rooftop areas or paved
these chemicals in the recommended hea}th problems and method. Leaving pet waste areas can be diverted
amounts. Use organic mulch or safer environmental concerns. on the ground increases into these areas rather
pest 'Ck:)?ntml methods whenever ¢ Inspect your system every publi; health risks by . than into storm drains.
possible. 3 years and pump your allowing .harmful bacte.rla ) ' . .
¢ Compost or mulch yard waste. Don't tank as necessary (every 3 and nutrients ‘to wash into Vegetated Filter Strips—Filter strips are areas of
leave it in the street or sweep it into to 5 years). the storm dram and native grass or plants created along roadways or
storm drains or streams. oo eventually into local streams. They trap the pollutants stormwater
¢ Don't dispose of waterbodies. picks up as it flows across driveways and streets.
¢+ Cover piles of dirt or mulch being household hazardous
used in landscaping projects. waste in sinks or toilets.
Dirt, oil, and debris that collect in Erosion controls that aren’t maintained can cause
parking lots and paved areas can be excessive amounts of sediment and debris to be
washed into the storm sewer system carried into the stormwater system. Construction
and eventually enter local vehicles can leak fuel, oil, and other harmful fluids -
waterbodies. that can be picked up by stormwater and .

+ Sweep p liiter andldebris from deposited into local waterbodies.

sidewalks, driveways and parking lots, ¢ Divert stormwater away from disturbed or
especially around storm drains. exposed areas of the construction site.

¢ Cover grease storage and dumpsters ¢ Install silt fences, vehicle mud removal areas,
and keep them clean to avoid leaks. vegetative cover, and other sediment and

erosion controls and properly maintain them,

¢ Report any chemical spill to the local especially after rainstorms

hazardous waste cleanup team.
They'll know the best way to keep ¢ Prevent soil erosion by minimizing disturbed
spills from harming the environment. areas during construction projects, and seed
and mulch bare areas as soon as possible.

Lack of vegetation on streambanks can lead to erosion. Overgrazed pastures can also Zl MfOWI 0 ﬁ'ue

contribute excessive amounts of sediment to local waterbodies. Excess fertilizers and

pesticides can poison aquatic animals and lead to destructive algae blooms. Livestock in sfofe

streams can contaminate waterways with bacteria, making them unsafe for human contact. aACI) f 185
L 3

¢ Keep livestock away from streambanks and provide
them a water source away from waterbodies.

¢ Store and apply manure away from waterbodies and in
accordance with a nutrient management plan.

¢ Vegetate riparian areas along waterways.
¢ Rotate animal grazing to prevent soil erosion in fields.

¢ Apply fertilizers and pesticides according to label
instructions to save money and minimize pollution.

Uncovered fueling stations allow spills to be
washed into storm drains. Cars waiting to be
repaired can leak fuel, oil, and other harmful
Improperly managed logging operations can result in erosion and fluids that can be picked up by stormwater.

sedimentation.

¢ Clean up spills immediately and properly
¢ Conduct preharvest planning to prevent erosion and lower costs. dispose of cleanup materials.

¢ Use logging methods and equipment that minimize soil disturbance. ¢ Provide cover over fueling stations and
design or retrofit facilities for spill

¢ Plan and design skid trails, yard areas, and truck access roads to S A —

minimize stream crossings and avoid disturbing the forest floor.

¢ Properly maintain fleet vehicles to prevent
oil, gas, and other discharges from being
washed into local waterbodies.

¢ Construct stream crossings so that they minimize erosion and physical
changes to streams.

¢ Expedite revegetation of cleared areas. ¢ Install and maintain oil/water separators.
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Tips for Horse Care and Barn Keeping

Stormwater Pollution What you should know...

OF STORM DRAINS

If not properly managed, rainfall and runoff € sTOY

that come into contact with manure, horse care

drains and streams, negatively affecting water
quality and the environment. Listed below are

products, and wash water can carry nutrients,
sediment, bacteria, salts, and toxic pollutants to storm

Grooming

Only use pest control and grooming products
(saddle and tack cleaning and conditioning products,
shampoos and conditioners, show shine, hoof polish,
etc.) where needed and avoid use in areas exposed
to runoff. Spot-apply pesticides and fungicides to
avoid over use and keep from areas exposed to
stormwater. Follow instructions on products, use
sparingly and clean up spills.

Store all pest control, grooming, and horse and
tack care products in covered areas where they will
not come into contact with stormwater, and post
signs reminding boarders and staff not to dump
any excess products. For proper disposal of unused
horse care products, please call 1-800-304-2226
or visit the Riverside County Waste Management
Department at www.rivcowm.org.

For indoor wash stalls, ensure that floor drains are
connected to septic system or drain to areas where
the washwater can soak into the ground. Outside,
ensure that washwater can seep into the ground.
Always prevent washwater from entering a storm
drain or stream. Creating a small berm around the
area can prevent washwater from leaving the area.

Conserving water is an important way to protect
streams. Conserve water by using a spray nozzle

some environmentally responsible steps to keep in
mind when caring for your horses, barns and pastures.

Manure Management

Store manure in a covered, enclosed
compost bin located in an area that will
not result in any drainage or runoff.
Where enclosed bins aren’t feasible,
manure storage sites should be located
under a covered area on a nearly flat
surface, 50 - 100 feet from any stream or
storm drain.

Pasture Management

+ Sweep or shovel horse holding areas daily
to reduce the tracking of manure and soil.
Do not wash down these areas!

« Fencing horses out of streams is impor-
tant to protect surface waters. Locate
paddock areas and fencing so horses are
kept away from streams. Wherever
possible, choose paddock areas where
runoff will drain into the ground.

+ Plant or allow vegetation to grow around
the perimeter of paddock areas to
provide for natural filtration of runoff.

Grazing

Over-grazing in a paddock or pasture can
lead to exposed soil and soil erosion, which
increases runoff to streams and surface
waters; allow about one acre per horse

and rotate pasturing where possible.

with an automatic shut-off. Turn off the water
when not in use.

Responsibility for water quality begins with YOU

Using and Disposing of Manure and Bedding

« Compost used bedding and manure. See http://compostingcouncil.org for more information.

» Composted bedding and manure may be donated to local greenhouses, nurseries, botanical parks,
topsoil companies or composting centers.

- Contact your municipality regarding disposal programs and requirements.

« Always protect stables, storage, and compost stockpiles from runoff by keeping them out of
stream courses.

Barn and Stable Design

Have your engineer check with your City or County building department for information about stable
design requirements and best practices, such as good surfacing materials, manure and care product
storage areas, and locating wash and storage areas away from areas that could affect water quality.

Resources

Contact your city or county stormwater representative for any applicable local ordinances.
For more information, Please call Riverside County’s “Only Rain Down the Storm Drain” at 1-800-506-2555 or visit the website at rcstormwater.org


http://rcstormwater.org/
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TIP #1 The average homeowner uses twice
the amount of water needed to keep plants
healthy. Use the watering calculator and index
at bewaterwise.com to know exactly how much
water your plants need.

TIP #2 cCheck your sprinkler system for leaks,
overspray and broken sprinkler heads. Update
with drip or other more water-efficient
sprinklers where appropriate.

TIP #3 T1his fall, plant a portion of your
garden with beautiful native and California
Friendly plants. Browse the plant database at
bewaterwise.com to find just the right look for
your outdoor spaces.

TIP #4 Reduce the amount of water-thirsty
grass. Keep only what you need and replace the
rest with less-thirsty plants or permeable
paving.

TIP #5 For the grass you keep, set your
lawnmower blade higher.

TIP #6 Adjust your sprinkler timer downward
in September. Plants need less water when days
are shorter.

TIP #7 Use a broom instead of the hose for
cleaning sidewalks and patios.

TIP #8 Mulch! A layer of bark, gravel, compost,
sawdust or low-growing groundcover evens out
soil temperature and allows better water
retention.

TIP #9 Check the list of invasive plants that
hurt our environment at caleppc.org and
remove any from your garden.

TIP #1710 share these tips with your gardener,
neighbors and friends. Water conservation
should be a part of every Southern Californian’s
lifestyle, but that doesn’t mean we can’t have
lush and beautiful outdoor spaces.

bewaterwise.com
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3341

Printed 8/20/2014 2:21:47 PM

Complaint No: 3341

Complaint Date: 07/29/2013

Received By: Steve Clark

Caller Name: Ray Aguilar

Caller Phone: 951-219-0793

APN: 906030012

Complaint :

Address: 24275 Jefferson Avenue Murrieta CA 92562

Location: Adjacent to Murrieta Creek MDP - Line F-1

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: A plastic/poly barrel that belongs to the Oak Grove Center/Institute (complaint
address), was removed from one of the students at this center and thrown over the
fence that divides the complaint address with the access road of Murrieta Creek
MDP - Line F, a RCFC District facility.

Findings: 7/29/13: Ray Aguilar, Environmental Services Assistant with Oak Grove Center, sent
an email to Steve Clark, with the Hydrology Section at the Riverside County Flood
Control (RCFC) District, today to notify him that one of the students at the center
threw a plastic/poly barrel over the fence that divides the complaint address and
the access road of Murrieta Creek MDP - Line F-1. Mr. Aguilar is requesting
permission to access the channel/facility road to get the barrel and bring it back to
the Oak Grove Center property. Mr. Clark forwarded this email today to David
Ortega, of the Watershed Protection Division at the RCFC District.

Other:

Summary

Resolution:

Actions: 7/30/13: Mr. Ortega called and spoke to Mr. Aguilar this morning. Mr. Aguilar

agreed to meet with Mr. Ortega today at the complaint address to review and
complete a RCFC District No Fee Access Permit application. Mr. Ortega drove to the
complaint address today and took a few photos of the barrel that is currently
located on the access road of the District facility. Mr. Ortega also met with Mr.
Aguilar and presented the No Fee Access Permit application. Mr. Aguilar completed
the permit application today. Mr. Aguilar also noted that this barrel is used to cover
a fire hydrant on site. This barrel is not a hazard in any way while it sits on the
Districts access road.

7/31/13: The completed No Fee Access Permit Application, an aerial map of the
complaint address, and a photo of the concern was sent to Kamyar Ghods, Permits
Section of the RCFC District, today for review and approval.

http://newmurrieta/NPDESnCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCID=3341[8/20/2014 2:21:51 PM]
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3349

Printed 8/20/2014 2:21:38 PM

Complaint No: 3349

Complaint Date: 07/31/2013
Received By: David Ortega
John Cussen

949-697-9652

Caller Name:

Caller Phone:

APN: 480251019

Complaint : :

Address: 35105 Via Laguna Unincorporated CA 92596

Location: In the Winchester area of Riverside County

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: Possible concrete washout runoff from the contractor working at this home. Runoff
is going into curb and gutter located in front of this complaint address. The runoff
continues down the street and possibly into a storm drain.

Findings: 7/31/13: John Cussen, President of the Dutch Village Master Association, called
today and spoke to David Ortega, with the Watershed Protection Division at the
Riverside County Flood Control (RCFC) District, about this complaint. Mr. Ortega
noticed that there are a few RCFC District facilities in the area of the complaint
address. Mr. Ortega stated that to Mr. Cussen that he will go to the complaint
address to investigate this complaint.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Gave out public information pamphlets and verbal information about Riverside

Resolution: County s Stormwater/Cleanwater Program.

Actions: 7/31/13: Mr. Ortega went to the complaint address and checked out the curb and

gutter from the complaint address, along Via Liebre, and along Via Santa Catalina.
Mr. Ortega was able to trace a possible illegal discharge up to certain point along
Via Santa Catalina, before it reached Corte San Pablo. Also, Mr. Ortega was unable
to determine if a discharge ever reached a storm drain/catch basin. There was no
active discharge nor concrete washout going on at the complaint address when Mr.
Ortega arrived on site today. There does appear to be some staining along the curb
and gutter from a discharge of some sort that could have occurred earlier today.
Mr. Ortega could not determine that a discharge of any kind came from the
complaint address today. Mr. Ortega spoke Glenn Sin, homeowner of the complaint
address, while on site today. Mr. Ortega noticed that Mr. Sin had a concrete
contractor on his property at the time of Mr. Ortegas visit at the complaint address.
Mr. Ortega told Mr. Sin that he was there to investigate a complaint about possible
illegal discharge of concrete washout from his property. Mr. Ortega also stated to
Mr. Sin that he could not determine that a discharge did come from Mr. Sin s
address. Mr. Ortega gave Mr. Sin a few public education pamphlets about Riverside
County s Stormwater/Cleanwater program. Pamphlets include: After the Storm,
Stormwater Pollution and the Solutions, and Stormwater Pollution: Outdoor
Cleaning Activities. After Mr. Ortega gave these pamphlets to Mr. Sin, he reminded

http://newmurrietalNPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3349[8/20/2014 2:21:42 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000490

Mr. Sin that he is considered the general contractor whenever he has a contractor
doing any work at his home. And, if his contractor is going to be washing out
concrete (illegal discharge) or other substances down the curb and gutter, he could
be the responsible party if any cleanup is needed. Mr. Ortega also stated to Mr. Sin
that if he gets called out to this address again, that County Code Enforcement will
be coming out to the complaint as well. Mr. Ortega got permission from Mr. Sin to
talk to his contractor about this same information. Mr. Ortega briefly spoke to a
Roberto, concrete contractor, about Riverside County s concern that only Rain in
the Drain is allowed to washed out into the curb and gutter of residences that he
performs any work.

http://newmurrietalNPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3349[8/20/2014 2:21:42 PM]
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3489

Printed 8/20/2014 2:21:30 PM

Complaint No: 3489
Complaint Date: 07/01/2013

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: Steve Clark

Caller Phone: 951-955-1346

APN: 906030012

Complaint :

Address: 24275 Jefferson Avenue Murrieta CA 92562

Location: Oak Grove Institute (School)

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: Possible illicit connected pipes coming from the adjacent complaint address.

Findings: 7/1/13: Steve Clark went to the complaint address to investigate a concern of
possible illicit connected pipes (piping). Mr. Clark drove along the access road of the
RCFC District facility: Murrieta Creek Master Drainage Plan - Line F-1, just upstream
of Lemon Street in the City of Murrieta. Mr. Clark took a couple of photos on site of
his investigation of this matter. The photos show a total of 3 different lengths of
piping that are daylighting onto the RCFC Districts property. The piping appears to
be coming from some sort of drainage area(s) from the adjacent Oak Grove
Institute property. It also appears that drainage coming from this piping in the past
may have caused some erosion of a dirt side slope on the RCFC Districts property.
At the time of the investigation today, Mr. Clark did not see any active discharge of
any type coming from this piping. Mr. Clark did not detect any staining and odors of
concern coming from this piping either.

Other:

Summary Referred to K. Ghods, with the Permits Section at the RCFC District: (951) 955-

Resolution: 1266

Actions: 12/9/13: David Ortega, with the Watershed Protection Division at the RCFC District

(RCFC), called and spoke to Tom Kadlec, Director of Environmental Services for
Oak Grove Institute (School), (951) 677-5599, Extension #2243, regarding this
complaint. Mr. Kadlec stated that when the RCFC District installed the adjacent
flood control channel, that proper drainage of the school s property was not
accomplished from the RCFC. Mr. Kadlec also stated that the current illicit
connected piping is to assist in draining the schools property. Mr. Ortega stated to
Mr. Kadlec today that, since this matter is not an NPDES concern, that he will be
referring this issue to the RCFC Districts Permits Section. David Ortega completed
this complaint report and forwarded a copy to K. Ghods, with the RCFC District s
Permits Section, (951) 955-1266, for follow up regarding this matter. This
complaint is not an NPDES concern. This concern is more of an encroachment issue
of the District s facility: Murrieta Creek Master Drainage Plan - Line F-1, just
upstream of Lemon Street in the City of Murrieta.
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3529

Printed 8/20/2014 2:21:21 PM

Complaint No: 3529
Complaint Date: 01/23/2014

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: Robert Laag

Caller Phone: 951-955-1232

APN: 380021023

Complaint : .

Address: 32818 Willow Bay Road Wildomar CA 92595

Location: Adjacent to Wildomar Master Drainage Plan - Lateral B

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: A possible illicit connected pipe is daylighting/stubbing out from the bottom of a
retaining wall from the complaint address. This is a possible unauthorized
encroachment onto the Riverside County Flood Control (RCFC) District’ s adjacent
Wildomar Master Drainage Plan - Lateral B flood control channel.

Findings: 1/23/14: Robert Laag, with the RCFC District, was driving along the Wildomar MDP
- Lateral B flood control channel today and discovered this illicit connected piping.
He reported his finding to David Ortega, also with the RCFC District, at the end of
the work day.

Other:

Summary Referred this matter to K. Ghods, with the Permits Sections at the RCFC District

Resolution:

Actions: 1/28/14: David Ortega, with the Watershed Protections Division at the RCFC

District, went to the District’ s Wildomar Master Drainage Plan - Lateral B, located
just behind the complaint address. Mr. Ortega took a few photos of what appears
to be an illicit connected pipe that is daylighting/stubbing out from the bottom of
the retaining wall of the backyard of the complaint address. This piping appears to
be an unauthorized encroachment onto the District" s facility. It also appears that
some discharge has occurred in the past from the piping and onto the adjacent
access road of the District” s facility by evidence of erosion on the access road.
There was no discharge coming from this piping at the time of today s
investigation. There does not appear to be any odors nor any staining of concern
coming from this piping as well. Mr. Ortega spoke to Ricardo Alvarez at the
residence today about this matter. Mr. Ortega gave Mr. Alvarez a few public
education pamphlets which include: Guidelines for Maintaining you Swimming Pool,
Jacuzzi and Garden Fountain & After the Storm & Stormwater Pollution and the
Solutions. Mr. Alvarez stated to Mr. Ortega that he rents this home and the owner
is Lupe Alvarez. Mr. Alvarez allowed Mr. Ortega to come into the backyard of this
residence. Mr. Ortega showed Mr. Alvarez the drainage pipes from the backyard
perimeter and how they drain into the piping that daylights onto the adjacent RCFC
Districts flood control channel. Mr. Ortega stated to M. Alvarez that this could be
considered as an unauthorized encroachment. Mr. Ortega also stated to Mr. Alvarez
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that his backyard drainage needs to drain out to the front of this residence; into
the curb and gutter. Mr. Alvarez asked Mr. Ortega how can this be accomplished.
Mr. Ortega referred Mr. Alvarez to contact the Building and Safety Department at
the City of Wildomar to get some guidance and direction about proper drainage at
this residence.

1/29/14: Mr. Ortega completed this complaint report and referred this matter to
Kamyar Ghods, with the Permits Section at the RCFC District. Mr. Ortega also sent a
copy of this report and photos to Matt Bennett, with the Public Works Department
at the City of Wildomar.

1/30/14: Matt Bennett, with the Public Works Department at the City of Wildomar
sent a letter to the complaint address with the subject of: Stormwater Compliance
Violation - Illicit Connection/Illegal Discharge
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3562

Printed 8/20/2014 2:21:14 PM

Complaint No: 3562
Complaint Date: 02/12/2014
Received By: Steve Horn

Caller Name: Anonymous

Caller Phone: -

APN:

Complaint .

Address: 35020 Corte de Oro Unincorporated CA 92596

Location: *The address for the complaint may not be correct.

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: The San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board is forwarding an anonymous
complaint to the County (Steve Horn) stating that a neighbor that has recently
moved in is operating a motocross business from home. The complaint describes
that the neighbor pressure washes six to ten motor cycles every week in the street
in front of the house, causing the sediments, oils, grease and gas to run off into the
storm drains.
Steve Horn forwarded the complaint to Jason Uhley/David Garcia. Jason Uhley
forwarded the complaint to Kahlil Amin for further follow up.

Findings:

Other:

Summary

Resolution:

Actions: On 2/13/2014 at 1:15 Kahlil Amin (Watershed Protection Division, RCFCWCD)

contacted code enforcement for the Winchester area and spoke with Nicky Wapner
(951-696-1663). Nicky described that her staff had also received a very similar
complaint for that same address. The code enforcement Report # is 10426.
However, code enforcement staff could not locate the address and closed the
complaint and responded to the complainant that an investigation has not been
initiated because the address could not be found. Kahlil Amin asked Nicky W. to
contact RCFC if she finds out additional information about the complaint.
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3565 Printed 8/20/2014 2:21:07 PM
Complaint No: 3565

Complaint Date: 02/18/2014

Received By: Florence Mowrer

Caller Name: Chiara Clemente

Caller Phone: 619-521-3371

APN: 480250009

gganrglgasi:nt 35028 Corte De Oro Unincorporated CA 92596

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: A report of an illicit discharge to the MS4 came into the San Diego Regional Water

Quality Control Board (SDRWQCB). A resident emailed the SDRWQCB a few photos
along with text describing a possible illicit discharge into the nearby MS4 in their
neighborhood.

Findings: 2/18/14: Florence Mowrer, with Watershed Protection Division of the Riverside
County Flood Control (RCFC) District, received an email today from Chiara
Clemente, with the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board, regarding this
complaint. A resident sent Ms. Clemente an email on 2/11/14 that states: "I am
sending you some pictures of a group that recently rented a home in my
neighborhood (Capistano) here in French Valley. As you can see they have several
very large vans and trailers (slab sided vehicles) to accommodate the motocross
business they operate. They pressure wash the many motorcycles in the street in
front of the house, causing sediments, oil, grease and gas to be washed down our
storm drains, contaminating the lakes and reservoirs they are routed to. Mia Raines
is the owner of the property at 35028 Corte De Oro, Winchester, CA. 92596. I
believe that there are several rules in our CC&R s that is being ignored. Please help
to solve this problem." Ms. Mowrer forwarded a copy of this email today to David
Ortega, also with the RCFC District.

Other: 2/19/14: Steve Horn, with the Riverside County Executive Office, sent an email
today to Chiara Clemente, with the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control
Board, that states: “Our code enforcement staff made contact with the renter last
Friday and informed them via verbal warning and educational brochures to stop
immediately. Code Enforcement will continue to monitor the situation to ensure no
further violations occur.”

Summary
Resolution:

Actions: 2/19/14: David Ortega, with the Watershed Protection Division at the RCFC District,
read the email that Florence Mowrer forwarded to him today regarding this
complaint about an illicit discharge. Mr. Ortega called and spoke to Chiara
Clemente, with the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board about this
complaint. Ms. Clemente stated that she wanted to know which agency will be
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handling the investigation regarding this complaint. Mr. Ortega told Ms. Clemente
that since it appears that a RCFC District facility is nearby this complaint address
(Warm Springs Valley - Corte San Pablo Storm Drain), that he will be going to the
complaint address today to investigate if any mud or dirt has impacted the RCFC
District facility. Mr. Ortega went to the complaint address and first noticed visible
dirt, and possibly some dried up mud along the curb and gutter as well as in the
street in front of the house. Mr. Ortega took a few photos of this possible evidence
of an illicit discharge that may have come from the complaint address. Mr. Ortega
knocked on the front door of the complaint address and spoke to Douglas Kevan,
who stated that he is renting this home. Mr. Ortega stated to Mr. Kevan that he is
on site today to investigate a complaint about someone washing off mud and dirt
from motorcycles at this address. Mr. Ortega gave Mr. Kevan a few Public
Education pamphlets regarding this investigation of a possible illicit discharge: After
the Storm, Stormwater Pollution and Solutions, and Storm drain pollution
prevention regarding outdoor cleaning activities. Mr. Kevan stated that Ms. Wapner,
with County Code Enforcement, visited him recently regarding this matter of an
illicit discharge. Mr. Ortega then followed the curb and gutter in this neighborhood
and determined that any flows from the complaint address will flow to a storm
drain located near the corner of Corte San Pablo and Via Santa Catalina: Warm
Springs Valley - Corte San Pablo Storm Drain (a RCFC District facility). Mr. Ortega
called and spoke briefly to Nicole Wapner, with County Code Enforcement,
regarding this matter. Ms. Wapner stated that she visited the complaint address
and spoke to Mr. Kevan on 2/14/14 regarding the complaint about a possible illicit
discharge of dirt and mud into the street due to washing off motorcycles. Mr.
Ortega requested a copy of Ms. Wapner ' s investigation report regarding this
matter. Ms. Wapner stated to Mr. Ortega that he send her his complaint report
regarding this complaint first. She would like her supervisor to review it first before
they can send the County Code Enforcement investigation report to Mr. Ortega at
the RCFC District.

3/3/14: Mr. Ortega completed this preliminary complaint report today and emailed
a copy of it to Ms. Clemente at the SDRWQCB and to Ms. Wapner at County Code
Enforcement.
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3594

Printed 8/20/2014 2:20:58 PM

Complaint No: 3594

Complaint Date: 07/06/2013

David Ortega

So Cal Edison (SCE)
Caller Phone: -

Received By:

Caller Name:

APN: 966020009

Complaint :

Address: 43904 Brookhaven Court Unincorporated CA 92592

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 3 gallons of mineral oil, non PCB, was released onto the pad and surrounding soil
of a pad mounted transformer that suffered a mechanical failure. It is unknown if
release is contained and cleanup is underway. No waterways have been impacted.

Findings: 7/6/13: SCE called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #13-4179,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was involved from this
release. The OES report also states that this will be cleaned up by a contractor. The
Riverside County Environmental Health Department and CUPA were notified about
this incident. The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located
less than 0.1 mile to the south of the complaint address: Temecula Creek Channel.
0901 hours: A situation update came into the OES regarding this release. Called to
update status and amount: Clean up has been completed. Total release was 1
gallon.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3598

Printed 8/20/2014 2:20:48 PM

Complaint No: 3598

Complaint Date: 07/08/2013

David Ortega

Metropolitan Water Dist. (MWD)
Caller Phone: -

Received By:

Caller Name:

APN: 964060001

Complaint :

Address: 33740 Borel Road Unincorporated CA 92596

Location: Located in the Winchester area of Riverside County

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: Caller (MWD) states that during testing of repairs the temperature test plug failed
resulting in the release. of an unknown amount of chlorine gas. Caller states the
release contained 10 ppm of chlorine. Caller states the scrubbers activated. Caller
states there was no release to the atmosphere. No injuries or evacuations.

Findings: 7/8/13: MWD called the Governor s Office Emergency Services to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #13-4226,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was involved from this
release. The OES report also states that the substance was contained. The
Riverside County Environmental Health Department was notified about this incident.
The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located about 0.6 mile
to the west of the complaint APN: Warm Springs Valley - Maddalena Road Storm
Drain. NOTE: The complaint APN listed is a reference APN only.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3601

Printed 8/20/2014 2:20:38 PM

Complaint No: 3601

Complaint Date: 07/11/2013
Received By: David Ortega
Caller Name: International Rectifier

Caller Phone: -

APN: 921020043

Complaint . .

Address: 41915 Business Park Drive Temecula CA 92590

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 15 gallons of solvent waste mixture was released due to a storage tank that was
over filled.

Findings: 7/11/13: International Rectifier called the Governor s Office Emergency Services
(OES) to report this release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report,
Control #13-4283, regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was
involved from this release. The OES report also states that the substance was
contained and cleaned up by the responsible party. The Riverside County
Environmental Health was notified about this incident. The nearest Riverside County
Flood Control District facility is located about 0.6 mile to the southeast of the
complaint address: Murrieta Creek Channel.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3626

Printed 8/20/2014 2:20:31 PM

Complaint No: 3626

Complaint Date: 07/29/2013

David Ortega

So Cal Edison (SCE)
Caller Phone: -

Received By:

Caller Name:

APN: 908020003

Complaint : :

Address: 29130 Wrangler Drive Murrieta CA 92563

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 5 gallons of mineral oil, non PCB, was released onto soil and concrete due to a pad
mount transformer that suffered a mechanical failure. The release is contained and
cleanup is scheduled for tomorrow. No waterways have been impacted.

Findings: 7/29/13: SCE called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #13-4668,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was involved from this
release. The OES report also states that the substance was contained and cleaned
up by a contractor. The Riverside County Environmental Health Department and
Riverside Co CUPA were notified about this incident. The nearest Riverside County
Flood Control District facility is located about 0.5 mile to the southeast of the
complaint address: Warm Springs Valley - Hunter Road Storm Drain.

7/30/13, 0744 hours: A situation update came into the OES regarding this release.
Total amount released was 45 gallons and clean up was completed.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3630

Printed 8/20/2014 2:20:22 PM

Complaint No: 3630

Complaint Date: 07/31/2013

David Ortega

Southern California Edison (SCE)
Caller Phone: -

Received By:

Caller Name:

APN: 921371013

Complaint :

Address: 42051 Orange Blossom Drive Temecula CA 92591

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 20 gallons of non-PCB mineral oil was released onto soil, concrete, and gravel due
to an equipment failure on a pad-mount transformer. An outside contractor is en
route for clean up.

Findings: 7/31/13: SCE called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #13-4728,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was involved from this
release. The OES report also states that the substance was contained and cleaned
up by Double Barrel Contractor. The Riverside County Environmental Health
Department was notified about this incident. The nearest Riverside County Flood
Control District facility is located about 0.2 mile to the south of the complaint APN:
Long Valley Wash Channel. NOTE: The complaint APN listed in this report is a
reference APN only.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3643

Printed 8/20/2014 2:20:04 PM

Complaint No: 3643
Complaint Date: 08/13/2013

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: NRC

Caller Phone: -

APN: 910290008

Complaint :

Address: 40635 Winchester Road Temecula CA 92591

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 16 ounces of gasoline was released. Per NRC Report #1057027: The caller(
Chevron) reported that gasoline discharged from the dispenser due to the
automatic shut-off not engaging. Cleanup completed.

Findings: 8/13/13: Chevron called the NRC regarding this incident. NRC called the Governors
Office Emergency Services (OES) to report this release. The OES issued a
Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #13-5004, regarding this incident. The
OES report states that no water was involved from this release. The OES report
also states that the substance was contained and cleaned up by the reporting
party. The Riverside County Environmental Health Department was notified about
this incident. The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located
less than 0.1 mile to the west, northwest of the complaint address: Santa Gertrudis
Creek Channel. 1836 hours: A situation update came into the OES regarding this
release. Reporting party called in to report spill with no new information.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3644

Printed 8/20/2014 2:19:56 PM

Complaint No: 3644

Complaint Date: 08/13/2013
Received By: David Ortega
Caller Name: Rancho California Water District

Caller Phone: -

APN: 949100027

Complaint :

Address: Murrieta CA 92562

Location: Intersection of California Oaks Road and Interstate 15 Freeway, along easement
parallel to the freeway.

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 2,000 gallons of raw sewage was released. Caller (Rancho California Water District)
states a debris blockage (rock in the line due to vandalism) on a sewer main line
resulted in the release of substance out of a man hole. An estimated 1,500 gallons
of the release is in the process of being returned into the sewer system and the
remaining 500 gallons went into an unknown creek.

Findings: 8/13/13: Rancho California Water District called the Governors Office Emergency
Services (OES) to report this release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill
Report, Control #13-5006, regarding this incident. The OES report states that no
drinking water was impacted from this release, however water was involved in an
unknown creek. The Riverside County Environmental Health Department was
notified about this incident. The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District
facility is located less than 0.1 mile to the southeast of the complaint APN: Murrieta
Creek Master Drainage Plan - Line E-1. NOTE: The complaint APN listed in this
report is a reference APN only.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3662 Printed 8/20/2014 2:19:49 PM
Complaint No: 3662

Complaint Date: 08/28/2013

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: Metropolitan Water Dist (MWD)

Caller Phone: -

APN: 964060001

gg[j“rggf‘t 33740 Borel Road Unincorporated CA 92596

Location: Lake Skinner Water Treatment Plant

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: An unknown amount of chlorine vapor was released. RP (MWD) states that a small

amount of chlorine vapor released into the chlorine containment room from a fitting
while mechanics were performing a chlorine tank activation. Caller states that the
level of chlorine in the air was 3 ppm and the levels dissipated 15 minutes after
scrubbers were activated. No waterways have been impacted.

Findings: 8/28/13: MWD called the Governor s Office Emergency Services to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #13-5370,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was involved from this
release. The OES report also states that the substance was contained and is
considered unrecoverable. The Riverside County Environmental Health Department
and the Riverside Co CUPA were notified about this incident. The nearest Riverside
County Flood Control District facility is located about 0.6 mile to the west of the
complaint APN: Warm Springs Valley - Maddalena Road Storm Drain. NOTE: The
complaint APN listed is a reference APN only.

Other: No other actions needed.
Summary Not an RCFC District response.
Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3664

Printed 8/20/2014 2:19:42 PM

Complaint No: 3664

Complaint Date: 08/29/2013

David Ortega

Southern California Edison (SCE)
Caller Phone: -

Received By:

Caller Name:

APN: 904701003

Complaint : .

Address: 38318 Pine Creek Place Murrieta CA 92562

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 10 gallons of non PCB mineral oil was released onto a residential lawn and concrete
due to an equipment failure on a pad-mount transformer (2000). An outside
contractor is en route for clean up.

Findings: 8/29/13: SCE called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #13-5414,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was involved from this
release. The OES report also states that the substance was contained and cleaned
up by Patriot Environmental Contractor. The Riverside County Environmental Health
Department was notified about this incident. The nearest Riverside County Flood
Control District facility is located about 0.55 mile to the northeast of the complaint
address: Murrieta Creek Master Drainage Plan - Line G.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3666

Printed 8/20/2014 2:19:34 PM

Complaint No: 3666
Complaint Date: 09/01/2013

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: So Cal Edison (SCE)

Caller Phone: 0-

APN: 959270003

Complaint :

Address: 43736 Alcoba Drive Temecula CA 92592

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 30 gallons of mineral oil, non PCB, was released from a pad mount (2000)
transformer that failed due to a mechanical failure. The release was onto the
ground and the release is contained and cleanup is in progress by a contractor,
Double Barrel. No waterway s and/or drains effected.

Findings: 9/1/14: SCE called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #13-5473.
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was involved from this
release. The OES report also states that the substance was contained and cleaned
up by a contractor. The Riverside County Environmental Health Department was
notified about this incident. The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District
facility is located less than 0.1 mile to the east of the complaint address: Temecula
Creek Channel - Alcoba Drive Storm Drain.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3667

Printed 8/20/2014 2:19:27 PM

Complaint No: 3667

Complaint Date: 09/01/2013

David Ortega

So Cal Edison (SCE)
Caller Phone: -

Received By:

Caller Name:

APN: 959252036

Complaint

Address: 32961 Valence Court Temecula CA 92592

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 40 gallons of mineral oil, non PCB, was released from a pad mount (2000)
transformer that failed due to a mechanical failure. The release was onto the
ground and the release is contained and cleanup will be done by a contractor,
Double Barrel. No waterway s and/or drains effected.

Findings: 9/1/13: SCE called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #13-5474,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was involved from this
release. The OES report also states that the substance was contained and cleaned
up by a contractor. The Riverside County Environmental Health Department was
notified about this incident. The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District
facility is located about 0.15 mile to the east of the complaint address: Temecula
Creek Channel - Alcoba Drive Storm Drain.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrieta/NPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCID=3667[8/20/2014 2:19:31 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000508

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3680 Printed 8/20/2014 2:19:11 PM

Complaint No: 3680

Complaint Date: 09/10/2013

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: Eastern Municipal Water Dist (EMWD)

Caller Phone: -

APN: 922053035

Complaint Temecula CA 92592

Location: Pujol Street and 6th Street

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 1,000 gallons of sewage was released to a soil area and then into Murrieta Creek.
Caller (EMWD) states that the substance is releasing from an air-vac.

Findings: 9/10/13: EMWD called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report

this release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #13-5678,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no drinking water was impacted
from this release, however water was involved in Murrieta Creek. The OES report
also states that the substance was not contained and will be cleaned up by the
reporting party (EMWD). A collections crew was on scene concerning this incident.
The Riverside County Environmental Health Department was notified about this
release. The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located about
0.1 mile to the northeast of the complaint location: Murrieta Creek Channel. NOTE:
The complaint APN listed in this report is a reference APN only.

Other: No other actions needed.
Summary Not an RCFC District response.
Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrieta/NPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3680[8/20/2014 2:19:17 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000509

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3695 Printed 8/20/2014 2:18:54 PM
Complaint No: 3695

Complaint Date: 09/20/2013

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: Eastern Water Municipal District

Caller Phone: -

APN: 921020001

Complaint :

Address: 42565 Avenida Alvarado Temecula CA 92590

Location: Temecula Valley Regional Water Reclamation Facility

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 100 gallons of sodium hydroxide, 25% was released. RP states that a tank is

leaking at a cracked shut off valve flange resulting in the release of approximately
100 gallons of sodium hydroxide into secondary containment. Caller states the
release is still flowing at the time of this report at approximately 4 to 5 gallons per
minute. Caller states that the released substance is actively being pumped into a
second tank for containment. No waterways have been impacted.

Findings: 9/20/13: Eastern Water Municipal District called the Governors Office Emergency
Services (OES) to report this release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill
Report, Control #13-5927, regarding this incident. The OES report states that no
water was involved from this release. The OES report also states that the substance
was 50% contained. Clean up will be performed by the reporting party (Eastern
Water Municipal District). The Riverside County Environmental Health Department
and Riverside Co CUPA were notified about this incident. The nearest Riverside
County Flood Control District facility is located about 0.5 mile to the northeast of
the complaint APN: Murrieta Creek Channel. NOTE: The complaint APN listed in this
report is a reference APN only. 1416 hours: A situation update came into the OES
regarding this release. Per NRC Report# 1060793: Caller is reporting a release of
20 percent strength caustic soda into a concrete containment area from a storage
tank at a wastewater treatment plant. The caustic soda starting leaking this
morning and this didn"t reach the RQ but they are pumping it into a tank that is
not leaking. The storage tank is leaking at the valve; it won't shut off. Remedial
Actions: Pumping into another tank. When tank is emptied it will be repaired.

Other: No other actions needed.
Summary Not an RCFC District response.
Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrietalNPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3695[8/20/2014 2:18:57 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000510

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3719

Printed 8/20/2014 2:18:46 PM

Complaint No: 3719
Complaint Date: 10/21/2013

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: NRC

Caller Phone: -

APN: 955141034

Complaint

Address: 43225 Corte Almonte Temecula CA 92592

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: Per NRC Report# 1063550: Caller stated that a drunk driver ran into a garage and
struck a meter which ignited and caused the garage to catch fire and this released
an unknown amount of natural gas into the atmosphere. Remedial Actions per
NRC: Shut the meter off.

Findings: 10/21/13: So Cal Gas Co. called the MRC to report this incident. The NRC called the
Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report this release. The OES issued
a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #13-6536, regarding this incident. The
OES report states that no water was involved from this release. The OES report
also states that the substance was contained and is considered unrecoverable. The
Fire Department was on scene concerning this incident. The Riverside County
Environmental Health Department and NRC were notified about this release. The
nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located about 0.3 mile to
the east, northeast of the complaint address: Murrieta Valley - Paloma Del Sol
Storm Drains. 1009 hours: A situation update came into the OES regarding this
incident. Per the RP, the eight people evacuated earlier were allowed to return to
their homes at approximately 0730 hours.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrietalNPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3719[8/20/2014 2:18:50 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000511

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3723

Printed 8/20/2014 2:18:32 PM

Complaint No: 3723

Complaint Date: 10/25/2013
Received By: David Ortega
Caller Name: Circle K Env Group

Caller Phone: -

APN: 948500003

Complaint :

Address: 39850 Los Alamos Road Murrieta CA 92562

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 5 gallons of gasoline was released onto the ground due to a customer that did not
realize that there was a hole in the vehicle gas tank. Cleanup completed by store
personnel with local Fire Department. No waterways/drains effected.

Findings: 10/25/13: Circle K Env Group called the Governors Office Emergency Services
(OES) to report this release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report,
Control #13-6638, regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was
involved from this release. The OES report also states that the substance was
contained and cleaned up by the reporting party (Circle K Env Group). The Fire
Department was on scene concerning this incident. The Riverside County
Environmental Health Department was notified about this release. The nearest
Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located about 0.4 mile to the
south, southeast of the complaint APN: Murrieta Valley - I-215 Retention Basin.
NOTE: The complaint APN listed in this report is a reference APN only.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrietalNPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3723[8/20/2014 2:18:42 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000512

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3731

Printed 8/20/2014 2:18:23 PM

Complaint No: 3731

Complaint Date: 11/04/2013

David Ortega

Metropolitan Water District of So. CA (MWD)
Caller Phone: -

Received By:

Caller Name:

APN: 964060001

Complaint :

Address: 33740 Borel Road Unincorporated CA 92596

Location: Chlorine Containment Building at the Lake Skinner Treatment Plant

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: An unknown amount of chlorine gas (10 ppm) was released during a repair on a
ruptured disc.

Findings: 11/4/13: MWD called the Governor s Office Emergency Services to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #13-6824,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was involved from this
release. The OES report also states that the substance was contained. The
Riverside County Environmental Health Department and the Riverside Co Hazmat
were notified about this incident. The nearest Riverside County Flood Control
District facility is located about 0.6 mile to the west of the complaint APN: Warm
Springs Valley - Maddalena Road Storm Drain. NOTE: The complaint APN listed is a
reference APN only.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrietalNPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3731[8/20/2014 2:18:27 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000513

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3740

Printed 8/20/2014 2:18:08 PM

Complaint No: 3740
Complaint Date: 11/12/2013

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: EMWD

Caller Phone: -

APN: 944335039

Complaint

Address: Temecula CA 92592

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 475 gallons of sewage was released due to a sewer backup that was caused from
a secondary bulkhead not being removed.

Findings: 11/12/13: EMWD called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report
this release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #13-6979,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water and no drinking water
was involved and/or impacted from this release. The OES report also states that
the substance was contained and cleaned up by the reporting party (EMWD). The
Riverside County Environmental Health Department was notified about this incident.
The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located about 0.45
mile to the southwest of the complaint APN: Murrieta Creek Channel. NOTE: The
complaint APN listed in this report is a reference APN only.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrieta/NPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3740[8/20/2014 2:18:13 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000514

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3749

Printed 8/20/2014 2:18:02 PM

Complaint No: 3749

Complaint Date: 11/19/2013
Received By: David Ortega
Caller Name: International Rectifier

Caller Phone: -

APN: 921020043

Complaint : :

Address: 41915 Business Park Drive Temecula CA 92590

Location: FAB 1 basement.

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 30 gallons of mixed solvent waste was released. RP (International Rectifier) states
that a waste lift station tank overflowed due to unknown reasons resulting in the
release of 30 gallons of mixed solvent waste into secondary containment. The
release is contained and cleanup is complete. No waterways have been impacted.

Findings: 11/19/13: International Rectifier called the Governors Office Emergency Services
(OES) to report this release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report,
Control #13-7136, regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was
involved from this release. The OES report also states that the substance was
contained and cleaned up by the reporting party (International Rectifier). The
Riverside County Environmental Health Department was notified about this incident.
The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located about 0.6 mile
to the southeast of the complaint address: Murrieta Creek Channel.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrieta/NPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3749[8/20/2014 2:18:04 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000515

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3750

Printed 8/20/2014 2:17:54 PM

Complaint No: 3750

Complaint Date: 11/19/2013
Received By: David Ortega
Caller Name: International Rectifier

Caller Phone: -

APN: 921020043

Complaint : :

Address: 41915 Business Park Drive Temecula CA 92590

Location: FAB 1 basement

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: RP (International Rectifier) states that a solvent waste lift station tank overflowed
due to a faulty tank level sensor resulting in the release of 40 gallons of mixed
solvent waste into secondary containment. The release is contained and cleanup is
complete. No waterways have been impacted.

Findings: 11/19/13: International Rectifier called the Governors Office Emergency Services
(OES) to report this release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report,
Control #13-7138, regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was
involved from this release. The OES report also states that the substance was
contained and cleaned up by the reporting party (International Rectifier). The
Riverside County Environmental Health Department was notified about this incident.
The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located about 0.6 mile
to the southeast of the complaint address: Murrieta Creek Channel.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrieta/NPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3750[8/20/2014 2:17:57 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000516

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3763

Printed 8/20/2014 2:17:45 PM

Complaint No: 3763

Complaint Date: 12/06/2013

David Ortega

S CA Edison (SCE)
Caller Phone: -

Received By:

Caller Name:

APN: 367040038

Complaint :

Address: Wildomar CA 92595

Location: Bundy Canyon Road at Orange Street

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 95 Ibs. of sulfur hexafluoride, SF6 was released due to a switch that failed. The
material vented directly into the atmosphere inside a vault. A contractor is handling
containment and clean up.

Findings: 12/6/13: SCE called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #13-7477,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was involved from this
release. The OES report also states that the substance was contained and cleaned
up by a contractor. The Riverside County Environmental Health Department was
notified about this incident. The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District
facility is located about 0.3 mile to the east of the complaint location: Sedco Master
Drainage Plan - Sedco Basin. NOTE: The complaint APN listed in this report is a
reference APN only.

12/9/13, 0838 hours: A situation update came into the OES regarding this release.
Caller is correcting the amount released to 9.5 Ibs., not 95 Ibs.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrietalNPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3763[8/20/2014 2:17:49 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000517

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3766

Printed 8/20/2014 2:17:35 PM

Complaint No: 3766
Complaint Date: 12/06/2013

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: NRC

Caller Phone: -

APN: 906681021

Complaint :

Address: Murrieta CA 92562

Location: Karen Place

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: Per NRC Report #1067781: The caller stated that a large military style truck is
leaking an unknown material directly into the storm drain. The caller stated that
this has been ongoing for 1 week.

Findings: 12/6/13: The NRC called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report
this release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #13-7490,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that it is unknown if any drinking
water was impacted from this release, however water was involved in a storm drain
that leads to Murrieta Creek. The OES report also states that it is unknown is the
substance was contained or cleaned up. The Riverside City Fire Department and the
Riverside County Environmental Health Department were notified about this
incident. The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located about
0.4 mile to the southeast of the complaint APN: Murrieta Creek Master Drainage
Plan - Line G. NOTE: The complaint APN listed in this report is a reference APN
only.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrietalNPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3766[8/20/2014 2:17:39 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000518

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3782

Printed 8/20/2014 2:17:21 PM

Complaint No: 3782
Complaint Date: 12/21/2013

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: NRC

Caller Phone: 0-

APN: 922100034

Complaint

Address: Temecula CA 92592

Location: On Pujol Street at cross of 1st Street

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: Caller (NRC) is reporting a discharge of 20 gallon of diesel fuel from a fitting on a
diesel stand by power generator. The cause is unknown.

Findings: 12/21/13: Eastern Municipal Water District (EMWD) called the NRC to report this
incident. The NRC called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report
this release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #13-7824,
regarding this incident. NRC Report #1069196. The OES report states that no water
was involved from this release. The OES report also states also states that the
substance was contained and cleaned up by the responsible party. The Riverside
County Environmental Health Department and NRC were notified about this
incident. The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located less
than 0.1 mile to the east, northeast of the complaint location: Murrieta Creek
Channel. NOTE: The complaint APN listed in this report is a reference APN only.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrietalNPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3782[8/20/2014 2:17:25 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000519

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3784

Printed 8/20/2014 2:17:12 PM

Complaint No: 3784
Complaint Date: 12/26/2013

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: NRC

Caller Phone: -

APN: 949550018

Complaint . . .

Address: 40500 California Oaks Road Murrieta CA 92562

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: This is a Historical Report; the incident date occurred on 12/20/13. Per NRC Report
#1069450: The caller reported that 5 to 6 gallons of gasoline discharged from a
passenger vehicle during fueling (overfill).
Remedial Actions: Cleanup was completed by crews onsite.
Additional Info: The caller will notify CA-OES.

Findings: 12/26/13: Chevron called the NRC to report this incident. The NRC called the
Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report this release. The OES issued
a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #13-7873, regarding this incident. The
OES report states that no water was involved from this release. The OES report
also states that the substance was contained and cleaned up by onsite personnel.
The Riverside County Environmental Health Department was notified about this
incident. The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located just
south of, and adjacent to, the complaint address: California Oaks - Line A.
12/26/13, 0739 hours: A situation update came into the OES regarding this release.
Called wanted to ensure the report had been called in.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrietalNPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3784[8/20/2014 2:17:17 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000520

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3790

Printed 8/20/2014 2:17:04 PM

Complaint No: 3790
Complaint Date: 01/10/2014

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: NRC

Caller Phone: -

APN: 944283009

Complaint

Address: 42351 Agena Street Temecula CA 92592

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: Per NRC Report #1070767: Caller is reporting that the SRP was pouring fuel into a
mobil home and spilled some onto the ground. Caller stated there was no clean-up
and there is stains in the street from the fuel.

Findings: 1/10/14: NRC called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #14-0183,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was involved from this
release. The OES report also states that it is unknown if the substance was
contained. It is also unknown if any impact occurred due to this incident. The
Riverside County Environmental Health Department and NRC were notified about
this release. The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located
about 0.4 mile to the northeast of the complaint address: Temecula Valley -
Margarita Road Storm Drains.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrieta/NPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3790[8/20/2014 2:17:07 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000521

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3800

Printed 8/20/2014 2:16:53 PM

Complaint No: 3800

Complaint Date: 01/19/2014

David Ortega
SoCal Edison (SCE)
Caller Phone: -

Received By:

Caller Name:

APN: 922093003

Complaint

Address: 28822 Old Town Front Street Temecula CA 92590

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 2 gallons of mineral oil, non PCB, was released. Per the caller (SCE) a mechanical
equipment failure of a pad mounted transformer caused the spill.

Findings: 1/19/14: SCE called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #14-0337,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water and no drinking water
was involved and/or impacted from this release. The OES report also states that
the substance was contained and cleaned up by a contractor. The Riverside County
Environmental Health Department and CUPA were notified about this incident. The
nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located less than 0.1 mile
to the west of the complaint address: Murrieta Creek Channel.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrietalNPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3800[8/20/2014 2:17:00 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000522

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3801

Printed 8/20/2014 2:16:12 PM

Complaint No: 3801
Complaint Date: 01/20/2014

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: NRC

Caller Phone: -

APN: 949600034

Complaint : :

Address: 24625 Madison Avenue Murrieta CA 92562

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: Per NRC Report #1071621: Caller (Chevron) is reporting that a staff member
discovered a gas spill from a customer overfill incident with a spill of about 16
ounces on the ground. The customer was already gone. Remedial Actions:
Contained and cleaned with a spill response kit.

Findings: 1/20/14: Chevron called the NRC to report this incident. The NRC called the
Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report this release. The OES issued
a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #14-0340, regarding this incident. The
OES report states that no water and no drinking water was involved and/or
impacted from this release. The OES report also states that the substance was
contained and cleaned up by the reporting party. The Riverside County
Environmental Health Department and the NRC were notified about this incident.
The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located along the
eastern end of this property: Murrieta Creek Master Drainage Plan - Line E-1.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrietalNPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3801[8/20/2014 2:16:15 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000523

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3812

Printed 8/20/2014 2:16:02 PM

Complaint No: 3812

Complaint Date: 01/29/2014

David Ortega

Metro Water Dist of S CA (MWD)
Caller Phone: -

Received By:

Caller Name:

APN: 964060001

Complaint :

Address: 33740 Borel Road Unincorporated CA 92596

Location: Lake Skinner Water Treatment Plant

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: An unknown amount of chlorine, 10 ppm, was released. This release occurred
during maintenance and pipe replacement. Residual material in the pipe released
into the vent box inside the chlorine containment building. RP handled
containment; no clean up required.

Findings: 1/29/14: MWD called the Governor s Office Emergency Services to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #14-0550,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was involved from this
release. The OES report also states that the substance was contained. The
Riverside County Environmental Health Department was notified about this incident.
The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located about 0.6 mile
to the west of the complaint APN: Warm Springs Valley - Maddalena Road Storm
Drain. NOTE: The complaint APN listed in this report is a reference APN only.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrieta/NPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3812[8/20/2014 2:16:06 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000524

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3813

Printed 8/20/2014 2:15:52 PM

Complaint No: 3813
Complaint Date: 01/29/2014
Received By: David Ortega
Caller Name: Citizen

Caller Phone: -

APN:

Complaint
Address:

Location:

Watershed:

Complaint:

Findings:

Other:

Summary

Resolution:

Actions:

921330033
41770 Margarita Road Temecula CA 92591

Sycamore Terrace apartment complex.
Santa Margarita River

An unknown amount of yellowish, orangish, and brownish substance was released.
RP (citizen) states that a yellowish, orangish, and brownish discharged from water
outlets. RP also states that within apartment complex, Sycamore Terrace that she
has been informed it is throughout the area. Caller states that Rancho California
Water District explained that it may be due to earth movement. Caller is vague on
actual terminology.

1/29/14: A citizen called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report
this release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #14-0558,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no drinking water was impacted
from this release, however water was involved. The Riverside County Environmental
Health Department, Rancho California Water District, Metro Water District, and
Temecula Fire Department were notified about this incident. The nearest Riverside
County Flood Control District facility is located about 0.2 mile to the east, northeast
of the complaint address: Temecula Valley - Avenida Vista Storm Drain. 2000
hours: A situation update came into the OES regarding this release. Riverside Co.
Env Health has verified that a water main break has caused the sediment in the
water lines. Release is non-hazardous. Rancho California Water District is on-scene
to facilitate repairs.

No other actions needed.
Not an RCFC District response.

Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrietalNPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3813[8/20/2014 2:15:56 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000525

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3817

Printed 8/20/2014 2:15:42 PM

Complaint No: 3817

Complaint Date: 02/05/2014

David Ortega

Metropolitan Water District of Southern CA. (MWD)
Caller Phone: -

Received By:

Caller Name:

APN: 964060001

Complaint :

Address: 33740 Borel Road Unincorporated CA 92596

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: RP (MWD) states that while performing maintenance there was a release of
chlorine gas which hit the sensor causing a reading of 3.6 ppm. The release was
only for a few seconds.

Findings: 2/5/14: MWD called the Governor s Office Emergency Services to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #14-0684,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was involved from this
release. The OES report also states that the substance was contained. The
Riverside County Environmental Health Department was notified about this incident.
The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located about 0.6 mile
to the west of the complaint APN: Warm Springs Valley - Maddalena Road Storm
Drain. NOTE: The complaint APN listed in this report is a reference APN only.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrieta/NPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3817[8/20/2014 2:15:46 PM]
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3818

Printed 8/20/2014 2:15:33 PM

Complaint No: 3818
Complaint Date: 02/05/2014

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: NRC

Caller Phone: -

APN: 944283011

Complaint

Address: 42321 Agena Street Temecula CA 92592

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: An unknown amount of motor oil was released. Per NRC Report #1073134: Caller is
reporting a private citizen that is pouring oil on the grass at a private residence.
Caller stated that this person is working on a vehicle.

Findings: 2/5/14: NRC called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #14-0687,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water and no drinking water
was involved and/or impacted from this release. The Riverside County
Environmental Health Department and NRC were notified about this incident. The
nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located about 0.4 mile to
the northeast of the complaint address: Temecula Valley - Margarita Road Storm
Drains.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrieta/NPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3818[8/20/2014 2:15:37 PM]
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3824

Printed 8/20/2014 2:15:25 PM

Complaint No: 3824
Complaint Date: 02/15/2014

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: NRC

Caller Phone: -

APN: 944281007

Complaint

Address: 42360 Agena Street Temecula CA 92592

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: Per NRC Report #1074114: Caller reported that a neighbor is changing fluids in the
car and is letting the materials spill down the street. Vehicle type is a passenger
car.

Findings: 2/15/14: NRC called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #14-0939,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water and no drinking water
was involved and/or impacted from this release. The OES report also states that it
is unknown if the substance(s) were contained or cleaned up. The Riverside County
Environmental Health Department was notified about this incident. The nearest
Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located about 0.35 mile to the
north, northeast of the complaint address: Temecula Valley - Margarita Road Storm
Drains.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrietal NPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3824[8/20/2014 2:15:28 PM]
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3831

Printed 8/20/2014 2:15:13 PM

Complaint No: 3831

Complaint Date: 02/20/2014

David Ortega

So Cal Edison (SCE)
Caller Phone: -

Received By:

Caller Name:

APN: 476192018

Complaint :

Address: 32143 Fern Street Unincorporated CA 92596

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 45 gallons of mineral oil was released from a pad mounted transformer due to rust.
Caller states that the substance released to a soil and gravel area. Caller also states
that a contractor conducted the cleanup.

Findings: 2/20/14: SCE called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #14-1050,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was involved from this
release. The OES report also states that the substance was contained and cleaned
up by a contractor. The Riverside County Environmental Health Department was
notified about this incident. The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District
facility is located less than 0.1 mile to the south of the complaint address: Warm
Springs Valley - Cherokee Rose Storm Drain.

2/21/14, 1052 hours: A situation update came into the OES regarding this release.
Caller states the amount released is actually only 1 gallon and the damage was to
the red eye gauge.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrieta/NPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3831[8/20/2014 2:15:18 PM]
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3841

Printed 8/20/2014 2:15:05 PM

Complaint No: 3841

Complaint Date: 03/05/2014

David Ortega

So Cal Edison (SCE)
Caller Phone: -

Received By:

Caller Name:

APN: 913172002

Complaint . . .

Address: 28239 Via Princesa Murrieta CA 92563

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: Caller (SCE) states that an underground residential distribution transformer had a
mechanical failure resulting in the release of 30 gallons of mineral oil onto dirt. A
contractor is on scene doing the clean up. No waterways were impacted.

Findings: 3/5/14: SCE called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #14-1362,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was involved from this
release. The OES report also states that the substance was contained and cleaned
up by a contractor. The Riverside County Environmental Health Department was
notified about this incident. The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District
facility is located about 0.5 mile to the southwest of the complaint address: Warm
Springs Valley - Torrey Pines Road.
3/13/14, 1306 hours: A situation update came into the OES regarding this release.
Lab results indicate non-detect for PCB content.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrieta/NPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3841[8/20/2014 2:15:08 PM]
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3848

Printed 8/20/2014 2:14:52 PM

Complaint No: 3848
Complaint Date: 03/13/2014

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: SoCal Edison (SCE)

Caller Phone: 0-

APN: 944220003

Complaint : :

Address: 30660 Milky Way Drive Temecula CA 92590

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 62 gallons of mineral oil was released due to a transformer that malfunctioned.

Findings: 3/13/14: SCE called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report this
release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #14-1538,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was involved from this
release. The OES report also states that the substance was contained and cleaned
up by a contractor. The Riverside County Environmental Health Department and
CUPA were notified about this incident. The nearest Riverside County Flood Control
District facility is located about 0.25 mile to the northeast of the complaint address:
Temecula Valley - Margarita Road Storm Drains.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrietalNPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3848[8/20/2014 2:14:58 PM]



Administrative Record Page No. 000531

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3852

Printed 8/20/2014 2:14:44 PM

Complaint No: 3852
Complaint Date: 03/21/2014
Received By: David Ortega
Caller Name: Solve One

Caller Phone: -

APN: 957330047

Complaint : :

Address: 38995 Sky Canyon Drive Murrieta CA 92563

Location: Safeway #2660

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 7 gallons of gasoline was released. RP (Solve One) states that a customer fueled a
vehicle with a hole in the fuel tank causing the release. The release was onto the
concrete pad. Cleanup was completed by station personnel using kitty litter booms
and absorbent pads.

Findings: 3/21/14: Solve One called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report
this release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #14-1706,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was involved from this
release. The OES report also states that the substance was contained and cleaned
up by the reporting party. The Fire Department was on scene concerning this
incident. The Riverside County Environmental Health Department was notified about
this release. The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located
about 0.2 mile to the south, southwest of the complaint address: Winchester Road
Storm Drain.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrieta/NPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3852[8/20/2014 2:14:47 PM]
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3858

Printed 8/20/2014 2:14:32 PM

Complaint No: 3858

Complaint Date: 04/02/2014
Received By: David Ortega
Caller Name: International Rectifier

Caller Phone: -

APN: 921020043

Complaint : :

Address: 41915 Business Park Drive Temecula CA 92590

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 8 gallons of Hydro Flouric Acid was released as a leak from a gauge guard.

Findings: 4/2/14: International Rectifier called the Governors Office Emergency Services
(OES) to report this release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report,
Control #14-1961, regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water was
involved from this release. The OES report also states that the substance was
contained and cleaned up by the responsible party. The Riverside County
Environmental Health Department was notified about this incident. The nearest
Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located about 0.6 mile to the
southeast of the complaint address: Murrieta Creek Channel.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrietalNPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3858[8/20/2014 2:14:36 PM]
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3874

Printed 8/20/2014 2:14:22 PM

Complaint No: 3874
Complaint Date: 04/19/2014

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: Eastern Municipal Water District (EMWD)

Caller Phone: 0-

APN: 921020001

Complaint :

Address: 42565 Avenida Alvarado Temecula CA 92590

Location:

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: RP (EMWD) states that a mechanical failure to a pipe resulted in the release of
approximately 5,924 gallons of sludge (a sewage byproduct) onto the ground. The
release is contained and cleanup is in progress and no waterways have been
impacted.

Findings: 4/19/14: EMWD called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report
this release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #14-2281,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no water and no drinking water
was involved and/or impacted from this release. The OES report also states that
the substance was contained and cleaned up by the responsible party. The
Riverside County Environmental Health Department was notified about this incident.
The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is located about 0.5 mile
to the northeast of the complaint APN: Murrieta Creek Channel. NOTE: The
complaint APN listed in this report is a reference APN only.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrieta/NPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3874[8/20/2014 2:14:26 PM]
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3875 Printed 8/20/2014 2:14:09 PM
Complaint No: 3875

Complaint Date: 04/21/2014

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: Citizen

Caller Phone: -

APN: 936310014

Complaint :

Address: Unincorporated CA 92590

Location: Between Avenida Del Oro and Thomasito Street

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: An unknown amount of fertilizer was released. Caller (Citizen) states a tanker had a

broken valve which released a fertilizer to the roadway. Caller also states CHP was
on scene and advised the caller that the released substance was a fertilizer. Caller
states CHP had the driver continue onto the West Pac Packing plant. Caller states
substance released to the road and along Sandia Creek. Caller feels that if cleanup
is not done soon it will reach the creek. Caller stated that the substance is in a
drainage that goes to the creek and a pond.

Findings: 4/21/14: A citizen called the Governors Office Emergency Services (OES) to report
this release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #14-2316,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no drinking water was impacted
from this release. It is unknown if any water was involved in Sandia Creek. The
CHP was on scene concerning this incident. The Riverside County Environmental
Health Department was notified about this release. There are no Riverside County
Flood Control District facilities in the area of the complaint APN that could have
been impacted from this incident. NOTE: The complaint APN listed in this report is
a reference APN only.

4/22/14, 0933 hours: A situation update came into the OES regarding this release.
Called to update material, status, and responsible party: Material is described as
CAN-17, 17% Nitrate solution. Deluz Community Services District is handling clean
up. Responsible party information is listed in confidential section.

Other: No other actions needed.
Summary Not an RCFC District response.
Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrietalNPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3875[8/20/2014 2:14:16 PM]
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3882

Printed 8/20/2014 2:13:56 PM

Complaint No: 3882
Complaint Date: 08/28/2013
Received By: Steve Clark

Caller Name:

Caller Phone: -

APN: 380040021

Complaint :

Address: Wildomar CA 92595

Location: Along RCFC District right-of-way of Wildomar Channel, just upstream of McVicar
Street.

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 1 gallon of possible waste oil was illegally placed on the right-of-way of the RCFC
District” s Wildomar Channel. Some of the material has impacted the dirt around the
container.

Findings: 8/28/13: Steve Clark, with the Watershed Protection Division of the Riverside
County Flood Control (RCFC) District, received a call today about this possible IC/ID
incident. Mr. Clark contacted Robert Twineham, with Industrial Waste Utilization
(IWU), a Riverside County approved hazardous waste cleanup contractor, to come
to the site to cleanup this possible waste oil. Mr. Twineham stated that he can have
a person from his company come to the site tomorrow to pick up the container and
shovel out any other area along the right-of-way area that has been impacted.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary 1 gallon of waste oil and some contaminated soil were picked up by Industrial

Resolution: Waste Utilization (contractor) on 8/29/13.

Actions: 8/29/13: Steve Clark went to the RCFC District”s Wildomar Channel today to meet

up with Eddie Powell, with Industrial Waste Utilization (IWU). Mr. Powell placed a
one gallon container of waste oil into a 20 gallon drum. Mr. Powell also used a
shovel to pick up some of the dirt along the access road of Wildomar Channel that
was impacted with the waste oil. This material left the site on a Uniform Hazardous
Waste Manifest Number: 005586851 FLE as Non RCRA Hazardous Waste Solid (soil
with oil). No other actions needed.

http://newmurrieta/NPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3882[8/20/2014 2:14:02 PM]
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3909

Printed 8/20/2014 2:13:35 PM

Complaint No: 3909

Complaint Date: 05/06/2014
Received By: David Ortega
Caller Name: Private Citizen

Caller Phone: -

APN: 957170037

Complaint

Address: Temecula CA 92591

Location: Next to and goes behind 40495 Calle Medusa.

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 3 gallons of herbicide "Round Up type" was released. Caller is reporting people
sprayed weed killer into the creek turning the water blue, and then drained their
hoses in the creek. Caller is concerned for the wildlife” s safety in the area. Name of
the creek is unknown.

Findings: 5/6/14: A private citizen called the Governor' s Office Emergency Services (OES) to
report this release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control
#14-2612. regarding this incident. The OES report states that it is unknown if any
drinking water was impacted from this release, however water was involved in a
waterway with an unknown name. The OES report also states that the substance
was not contained. The Riverside County Environmental Health Department and the
City of Temecula were notified about this incident. The nearest Riverside County
Flood Control District facilities are located less than 0.1 mile to the northeast of the
complaint location: Temecula Valley - Golden Lion Drive Storm Drain and Temecula
Valley - Leigh Court Storm Drain. NOTE: The complaint APN listed in this report is a
reference APN only.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrieta/NPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3909[8/20/2014 2:13:44 PM]
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3910 Printed 8/20/2014 2:13:18 PM
Complaint No: 3910

Complaint Date: 05/24/2014

Received By: David Ortega

Caller Name: Eastern Municipal Water District (EMWD)

Caller Phone: -

APN: 922100031

Complaint Temecula CA 92590

Location: 1st Street and Old Town Front Street.

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: RP (EMWD) states that a mechanical failure at a force main resulted in the release

of approximately 12,000 gallons sewage into the Temecula Wash. The release is
contained and cleanup is in progress. Caller states that he expects at least 70% of
the release to be recoverable.

Findings: 5/24/14: EMWD called the Governor' s Office Emergency Services (OES) to report
this release. The OES issued a Hazardous Materials Spill Report, Control #14-2963,
regarding this incident. The OES report states that no drinking water was involved
from this release, however water was involved in Temecula Wash. The OES report
also states that the substance was contained and cleaned up by the reporting party
(EMWD). The Riverside County Environmental Health Department was notified
about this incident. The nearest Riverside County Flood Control District facility is
located less than 0.1 mile to the southwest of the complaint location: Murrieta
Creek Channel. NOTE: The complaint APN listed in this report is a reference APN
only.

Other: 8/11/14: David Ortega, with the Riverside County Flood Control (RCFC) District,
spoke to Al Javier, with Eastern Municipal Water District (EMWD), today about this
release. Mr. Ortega requested any written information that EMWD may have
regarding this incident. Mr. Javier sent an email today to Mr. Ortega referring him
to the California Integrated Water Quality System (CIWQS) database. Mr. Ortega
reviewed the report for SSO Event ID: 806442 regarding this release. The spill
location actually started on APN: 922210011 from the Pala Force Main. From this
location, it does not appear that any RCFC District facilities and/or properties have
been impacted from this sewage release. This report also states that the name of
the impacted surface water is Murrieta Creek. Contact Al Javier, with EMWD, (951)
928-3777 extension 6327 for more information about remediation activities of this

incident.
Summary Not an RCFC District response.
Resolution:
Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrieta/NPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3910[8/20/2014 2:13:23 PM]
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Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

NPDES Complaint No. 3911

Printed 8/20/2014 2:11:32 PM

Complaint No: 3911

Complaint Date: 06/24/2014
Received By: David Ortega
Caller Name: Riverside Co Env Health Hazmat

Caller Phone: -

APN: 963030002

Complaint :

Address: Unincorporated CA 92563

Location: Borel Road with a cross street of Sky Canyon Drive in unincorporated Riverside
County area of French Valley.

Watershed: Santa Margarita River

Complaint: 30 Ibs. of an unidentified compressed gas cylinder. Caller states an unknown
quantity of an unknown substance, possibly refrigerant from a 30 Ib. cylinder, was
released to the atmosphere. No waterways impacted. Substance was
unrecoverable. The cylinder was found on the side of the road.

Findings: 6/24/14: The Riverside Co Env Health Hazmat called the Governors Office
Emergency Services (OES) to report this release. The OES issued a Hazardous
Materials Spill Report, Control #14-3559, regarding this incident. The OES report
states that no water and no drinking water was involved and/or impacted from this
release. The OES report also states that the substance was not contained and is
considered as unrecoverable. The Fire Department and the Police Department were
on scene concerning this incident. The Riverside County Environmental Health
Department, Calfire, and SO were notified about this release. The nearest Riverside
County Flood Control District facility is located about 0.4 mile to the northwest of
the complaint location: Warm Springs Valley - Hunter Road Storm Drain. NOTE:
The complaint APN listed in this report is a reference APN only.

Other: No other actions needed.

Summary Not an RCFC District response.

Resolution:

Actions: Not an RCFC District response.

http://newmurrieta/NPDESNCC/PrintComplaint.aspx?CCI D=3911[8/20/2014 2:12:58 PM]
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY WASTE MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT
HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE COLLECTION PROGRAM
FY 2013/2014 PROGRAM DATA
SANTA MARGARITA WATERSHED

Location Service Number of Total Contractor Batteries, NiCd/ Alkaline Used Oil Antifreeze Oil Filters | Latex Paint [Mercury (Ibs)| PBC's (Ibs) | Non-PBC's |Compressed Paint Fluorescent | Flammable Sharps Poison Acid (Ibs) | Base (Ibs)| Oxidizer
Dates Service Days| Vehicles Cost Lead Acid Lithium Batteries (Ibs) (Ibs) (Ibs) (Ibs) (Ibs) Cylinders |Related (Ibs)| Tubes [0.2 | Solid/Liquid (Ibs) (Ibs) (Ibs)
in FY (Ibs) Batteries (Ibs) (Ibs) Ibs/linear (Ibs)
2013/2014 (Ibs) foot] (Ibs)
Murrieta Regional ABOP HHW Collection Facility
All non-
holiday
TOTAL PHHWCF Saturdays 45 1,972 $ 8,939.32 4,120 389 2,527 25,840 5,865 635 44,082 0 0 0 0 2,780 0 1,011 0 220 0 0 0
Temporary HHW Collection Facility (THHWCF) Events
Anza 10/12/2013 1 68 $ 4,410.48 91 38 150 1,913 128 50 1,362 4 0 122 45 1,358 124 1,856 59 481 6 48 67
Anza 4/12/2014 1 89 $ 5,618.00 350 31 214 2,975 170 34 1,736 16 25 21 156 1,298 54 1,326 20 739 38 151 14
Subtotal 2 157 $  10,028.48 441 69 364 4,888 298 84 3,098 20 25 143 201 2,656 1/8 3,182 79 1,220 44 199 81
Murrieta 9/7/2013 1 426 $  25425.12 1,357 140 726 2,295 425 52 10,776 5 37 0 342 2,113 230 4,052 253 1,660 248 233 117
Murrieta 3/22/2014 1 356 $  15,991.40 400 47 438 1,998 425 85 8,838 6 0 11 177 1,104 179 2,859 358 1,227 210 120 6
Subtotal 2 782 $  41,416.52 1,757 187 1,164 4,293 850 137 19,614 11 37 11 519 3,217 409 6,911 611 2,887 458 353 123
Pinyon Pines 11/23/2013 1 39 680 15 58 680 0 24 0 0 0 0 58 1,400 12 383 32 121 12 6 0
Pinyon Pines 5/31/2014 1 33 20 13 66 680 0 21 400 0 0 0 4 200 22 244 13 114 58 18 2
Subtotal 2 72 $ - 700 28 124 1,360 0 45 400 0 0 0 62 1,600 34 627 45 235 70 24 2
Temecula 1 156 $ 9,402.45 360 172 331 340 213 5 3,239 4 10 10 195 748 135 2,280 193 1,129 145 140 72
TOTAL THHWCF FY 13/14 7 1,167 $ 60,847.45 3,258 456 1,983 10,880 1,360 271 26,351 35 72 164 977 8,221 756 13,000 928 5,471 717 716 278
TOTAL LOADCHECK FY 13/14 0 0 <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>