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Melbourn, Frank@Waterboards

From: Melbourn, Frank@Waterboards
Sent: Monday, February 02, 2015 2:16 PM
To: Keith Garner (KGarner@sheppardmullin.com)
Cc: Arias, Christina@Waterboards (Christina.Arias@waterboards.ca.gov); Becker, 

Eric@Waterboards (Eric.Becker@waterboards.ca.gov); Gibson, David@Waterboards 
(David.Gibson@waterboards.ca.gov); Hagan, Catherine@Waterboards 
(Catherine.Hagan@waterboards.ca.gov); Kelley, Brian@Waterboards 
(brian.kelley@waterboards.ca.gov); Clemente, Chiara@Waterboards 
(Chiara.Clemente@waterboards.ca.gov)

Subject: Final Signed Settlement Agreement for Casa Mira View Project
Attachments: 2015-02-02 Settlement Transmittal.pdf; 2014-12-12 Tech analysis.pdf; Exhibits 1-16.pdf; 

2015-01-29 Final signed Stip ACL.pdf

Hi Keith, 
Attached is the final signed settlement agreement for the Casa Mira View Project along with its attachments. 
Please email me confirmation that you received this email, and that you were able to open the attached PDF files and 
read them. 
Thanks, 
Frank 
 

Frank Melbourn 
Water Resource Control Engineer 
 
California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
San Diego Region 
2375 Northside Drive, Suite 100 
San Diego, CA 92108 
 
Tele (Direct Line):   619-521-3372 
Tele (Front Desk):  619-516-1990 
 
E-mail:  FMelbourn@waterboards.ca.gov 
Office Web Site:  www.waterboards.ca.gov/sandiego/ 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 

 
HENRY ABARBANEL, CHAIR │ DAVID GIBSON, EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

2375 Northside Drive, Suite 100, San Diego, CA 92108-2700 │ (619) 516-1990 │ www.waterboards.ca.gov/sandiego 
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     California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region 

February 2, 2015                Via Email 
 
 
Mr. Keith Garner, Esq.             In reply refer to:  SM-727439:FMelbourn 
Sheppard Mullin Richter & Hampton LLP 
Four Embarcadero Center, 17th Floor 
San Francisco, California  94111-4109 
kgarner@sheppardmullin.com  
 
 
Final Adopted Stipulated Administrative Civil Liability Order No. R9-2014-0044 
Scripps Mesa Developers, LLC, Casa Mira View Project 
 
Mr. Garner: 
 
Attached find Settlement Agreement and Stipulation for Entry of Administrative Civil Liability 
Order No. R9-2014-0044 (Order), Scripps Mesa Developers, LLC, Casa Mira View Project, 
San Diego County, with attachments.  The Order was adopted on January 29, 2015, by the 
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region (San Diego Water Board) 
by way of Executive Officer approval pursuant to San Diego Water Board Resolution No R9-
2014-0046. 
 
As required by the Order, payment of $286,324 is payable to the California State Water 
Resources Control Board's Cleanup and Abatement Account.  Payment must be submitted to 
the following address within thirty (30) days of adoption: 
 
State Water Resources Control Board 
Accounting Office 
Attn:  ACL Payment 
PO Box 1888 
Sacramento, CA 95812-1888 
 
Additionally, upon payment please email me a Portable Document Format (PDF) file copy of 
the check to both of the email addresses below. 
  



Mr. Keith Garner, Esq. -2- February 2, 2015 
Scripps Mesa Developers, LLC 
Stipulated ACL Order No. R9-2014-0044 

In the subject line of any response, please include the reference number SM-
727439:FMelbourn. Written responses shall be sent via email to 
SanDiego@waterboards.ca.gov. For questions or comments, please contact me by telephone 
at (619) 521-3372, or by email at fmelbourn@waterboards.ca.gov. 

Respectfully, 

;Li? 
FRANK T. MELBOURN 
Water Resource Control Engineer 
Compliance Assurance Unit 

FTM:cmc:ftm 

Enclosure: Final Adopted Stipulated ACL Order No. R9-2014-0044 
Technical Analysis 
Exhibits 

cc: Christina Arias, San Diego Water Board, carias@waterboard.ca.gov 
Eric Becker, San Diego Water Board, ebecker@waterboards.ca.gov 
David Gibson, San Diego Water Board, dgibson@waterboards.ca.gov 
Catherine Hagan, State Water Resources Control Board, chagan@waterboards.ca.gov 
Brian Kelley, San Diego Water Board, bkelley@waterboards.ca.gov 

Technical Staff Information & Use 
Order No. R9-20 14-0044 

WDID 9 37C353628 
SMARTS Enforcement ID 418126 

HENRY ABARBANEL, CHAIR I DAVID GIBSON, EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

2375 Northside Drive, Suite 100, San Diego, CA 92108-2700 I (619) 516-1990 I www.waterboards.ca.gov/sandiego 

0 RECYCLED PAPER 



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 
SAN DIEGO REGION 

 
SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AND STIPULATION FOR ENTRY OF 

ADMINISTRATIVE CIVIL LIABILITY ORDER NO. R9-2014-0044 
IN THE MATTER OF 

SCRIPPS MESA DEVELOPERS, LLC 
 

CASA MIRA VIEW PROJECT 
SAN DIEGO COUNTY 

 
INTRODUCTION 
This Settlement Agreement and Stipulation for Entry of Administrative Civil Liability 
Order (“Stipulated Order'') is entered into by and between the Assistant Executive 
Officer of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region (“San 
Diego Water Board”), on behalf of the San Diego Water Board Prosecution Team 
(“Prosecution Team”), and Scripps Mesa Developers, LLC ("Discharger") (collectively, 
“Parties”) and is presented to the San Diego Water Board, for adoption as an order, by 
settlement, pursuant to Government Code section 11415.60. 
 
RECITALS 
1. Garden Communities is constructing a 2,200 unit apartment community, referred 

to as Casa Mira View (Casa Mira View, Project, or Site) located on 41.31 acres 
within the City of San Diego’s Mira Mesa community at 11241, 11267, and 11285 
Westview Parkway, San Diego, California 92126. 
 

2. The Project developer is Garden Communities.  Scripps Mesa Developers, LLC 
(Phase 2 and 3) and Scripps Mesa Developers II, LLC (Phase 1) own the 
properties that make up the Project, and all three entities are owned by the same 
parent company. 
 

3. On August 19, 1999, the California State Water Resources Control Board (State 
Water Board) adopted Order No. 99-08-DWQ, National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit No. CAS000002, Waste Discharge 
Requirements (WDRs) for Discharges of Storm Water Runoff Associated with 
Construction Activity. 
 

4. On October 1, 2008, Stuart Posnock, acting as the property owners’ and 
developer’s representative, filed a Notice of Intent (NOI) to comply with the waste 
discharge requirements of Order No. 99-08-DWQ for the Project with the State 
Water Board.  The NOI stated that construction activities would begin in 
November 2008. 
 

5. On October 7, 2008, the State Water Board processed the NOI and assigned 
Waste Discharge Identification (WDID) No. 9 37C353628 to the Project. 
 



Settlement Agreement and 
Stipulation for Entry of 
ACL Order No. R9-2014-0044 
Casa Mira View 
 

Page 2 of 14 

6. On September 2, 2009, the State Water Board adopted National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit for Storm Water 
Discharges Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance Activities, Order 
No. 2009-0009-DWQ, NPDES No. CAS000002 (Construction Storm Water 
Permit) and it became effective on July 1, 2010.  The Construction Storm Water 
Permit replaced Order No. 99-08-DWQ.  Furthermore, the Construction Storm 
Water Permit was amended by Order Nos. 2010-0014-DWQ and 2012-0006-
DWQ. 
 

7. Construction Storm Water Permit section V.A.2. requires the implementation of 
best management practices (BMPs), using best available technology 
economically achievable (BAT) and best conventional pollutant control 
technology (BCT) to reduce pollution from storm water runoff from construction 
sites.  Furthermore, Construction Storm Water Permit section VIII requires 
dischargers to calculate the site’s Risk Level based upon “the site’s sediment risk 
and receiving water risk during periods of soil exposure (i.e. grading and site 
stabilization).” 
 

8. On June 30, 2010, Stuart Posnock, the approved signatory of Scripps Mesa 
Developers, LLC, the Legally Responsible Person (LRP) for the Project, certified 
the Project under the Construction Storm Water Permit, and characterized the 
Project as being “Risk Level 3.” 
 

9. The Site lies within the Miramar Reservoir Hydrologic Area (HA) (906.10) of the 
Peñasquitos Hydrologic Unit.  Storm water discharges from the Site drain to an 
unnamed tributary to Los Peñasquitos Creek.  Los Peñasquitos Creek is a 
federal Clean Water Act section 303(d) listed impaired water body for turbidity.  
Los Peñasquitos Creek discharges into Los Peñasquitos Lagoon, which is a 
federal Clean Water Act section 303(d) listed impaired water body for 
sedimentation/silt, and a designated Natural Preserve by the State Park and 
Recreation Commission.  Los Peñasquitos Creek and Los Peñasquitos Lagoon 
are waters of the United States and waters of the State. 
 

10. The Water Quality Control Plan for the San Diego Basin (Basin Plan) designates 
the following beneficial uses for the “unnamed tributary 6.10” to Los Peñasquitos 
Creek: 
 
1. Agricultural Supply (AGR); 
2. Industrial Service Supply (IND); 
3. Contact Water Recreation (REC-1); 
4. Non-contact Water Recreation (REC-2); 
5. Warm Freshwater Habitat (WARM); 
6. Wildlife Habitat (WILD); and 
7. Rare, Threatened, or Endangered Species (RARE). 
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11. The San Diego Water Board inspected the Site on October 25, 2010; November 
22, 2010; January 9, 2014; January 14, 2014; and September 30, 2014. 
 

12. The San Diego Water Board issued to the Discharger Notice of Violation (NOV) 
No. R9-2010-0146 on November 3, 2010; and NOV No. R9-2014-0018 to 
Garden Communities on February 18, 2014. 
 

13. On March 7, 2014, Garden Communities, at the request of the San Diego Water 
Board, submitted their weekly Qualified Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
(SWPPP) Practitioner (QSP) inspection reports from October 2013 through 
January 2014. 
 

14. The San Diego Water Board invested 152.5 staff hours to investigate, prepare 
enforcement documents, and consider this action for a total cost of $10,874. 
 

15. Discharger is alleged to have violated provisions of law for which the San Diego 
Water Board may impose civil liability pursuant to section 13385 of the California 
Water Code (Water Code). 
 

The Prosecution Team alleges the following violations, set forth in full in the attached 
Technical Analysis, by the Discharger: 
 
16. Violation No. 1:  Discharge of Sediment Laden Storm Water:  (1 day) 

Discharger discharged sediment laden storm water from the Site into a Caltrans 
storm drain inlet on October 25, 2010, in violation of Water Code section 13376; 
Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations Parts 122, 123, and 124 as required under 
federal Clean Water Act section 301; Construction Storm Water Permit sections 
III.A., III.B., J.58., and V.A.2; and Basin Plan Prohibition Numbers 1, 3, 7, 8, and 
14.  The Discharger ceased the discharge upon the San Diego Water Board’s 
discovery and direction.  The Caltrans storm drain inlet is connected and 
discharges to an unnamed tributary of Los Peñasquitos Creek.  Discharger’s 
action resulted in one (1) day of violation. 
 

17. Violation No. 2:  Failure to Monitor Storm Water Effluent:  (1 day) 
Discharger discharged sediment laden storm water into the Caltrans storm drain 
inlet without sampling first on October 25, 2010.  Sampling and analysis of 
collected storm water runoff is required to characterize the effluent prior to 
discharge.  Therefore Discharger is in violation for one (1) day of Construction 
Storm Water Permit Attachment E. sections I.5.b. and I.6.b. 
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18. Violation No. 3:  Failure to Implement Erosion Control BMPs:  (2 days) 
On October 25, 2010, the San Diego Water Board inspected the Site and 
observed numerous finished slopes with no erosion control BMPs in violation of 
Construction Storm Water Permit Attachment E. section D.2.  The Discharger 
corrected the violation on October 27, 2010.  Therefore Discharger is in violation 
for two (2) days; October 25, and 26, 2010. 
 

19. Violation No. 4:  Failure to implement Sediment Control BMPs:  (3 days) 
On October 25, 2010, the San Diego Water Board inspected the Site and 
observed sediment in the street and on the sidewalk along the unprotected Site 
perimeter due to the lack of sediment control BMPs (e.g. gravel bags and fiber 
rolls) in violation of Construction Storm Water Permit Attachment E. section E.1.  
Furthermore, sediment was observed to be tracked onto the street at the Site 
construction entrance due to a failure to maintain the entrance gravel.  The 
Discharger corrected the violation on October 28, 2010.  Therefore Discharger is 
in violation for three (3) days; October 25, 26, and 27, 2010. 
 

20. Violation No. 5:  Failure to Implement Erosion Control BMPs:  (11 days) 
The January 2, 2014, QSP Site inspection report documented exterior slopes 
without erosion control.  On January 9, 2014, the San Diego Water Board 
inspected the Site and observed the same exterior slopes without erosion 
control.  The failure to implement erosion control BMPs is a violation of 
Construction Storm Water Permit Attachment E. section D.2.  The Discharger 
corrected the violation on January 13, 2014.  Therefore Discharger is in violation 
for eleven (11) days; January 2 through 12, 2014. 
 

21. Violation No. 6:  Failure to Maintain Sediment Control BMPs:  (14 days) 
Site inspection reports by Discharger’s QSP documented the failure to maintain 
silt fencing, inlet protection, and fiber rolls on October 7 and 24, 2013; November 
5, 12, 19, and 25, 2013; December 3, 9, 18, and 26, 2013; and January 2 and 8, 
2014.  Furthermore, the San Diego Water Board documented the failure to 
maintain silt fencing during a January 9, 2014, inspection; and a lack of entrance 
sediment control BMPs during a January 14, 2014, inspection.  Therefore, 
Discharger was in violation of Construction Storm Water Permit Attachment E. 
sections E.1., E.3., and E.6. for fourteen (14) days. 
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22. Violation No. 7:  Failure to Implement Housekeeping BMPs:  (16 days) 
Site inspection reports by Discharger’s QSP documented uncontrolled debris, 
uncovered waste dumpsters, dirt tracked into the street at construction 
entrances, and leaking concrete washout bins on October 7, 15, 24, and 29, 
2013; November 5, 12, 19, 22, and 25, 2013; December 3, 9, 18, and 26, 2013; 
and January 2 and 8, 2014.  Furthermore, the San Diego Water Board 
documented widespread debris during a January 9, 2014, inspection.  Therefore, 
Discharger was in violation of Construction Storm Water Permit Attachment E. 
sections B.1., B.1.e., B.2.d., and B.2.i. for sixteen (16) days. 
 

23. Violation No. 8:  Failure to Complete Inspection Checklist:  (12 days) 
The submitted QSP inspection reports on the following dates did not include 
“implementation dates:”  October 7, 15, and 24, 2013; November 5, 12, 19, and 
25, 2013; December 3, 9, 18, and 26, 2013; and January 2, 2014.  Therefore it is 
unclear whether the recommended corrective actions for noted “failures or other 
shortcomings” were completed.  Discharger was in violation for twelve (12) days 
of Construction Storm Water Permit Attachment E. sections G.2., G.4. and G.5.g. 
 

24. Pursuant to Water Code section 13385(a), a person that violates Water Code 
section 13376, a waste discharge requirement, or a requirement of section 301 of 
the federal Clean Water Act is subject to administrative civil liability pursuant to 
Water Code section 13385(c) “in an amount not to exceed the sum of both of the 
following:  (1) ten thousand dollars ($10,000) for each day in which the violation 
occurs.  (2) where there is a discharge, any portion of which is not susceptible to 
cleanup or is not cleaned up, and the volume discharged but not cleaned up 
exceeds 1,000 gallons, an additional liability not to exceed ten dollars ($10) 
multiplied by the number of gallons by which the volume discharged but not 
cleaned up exceeds 1,000 gallons.” 
 

25. The alleged violations constitute violations subject to Water Code section 13385.  
Therefore, the maximum liability that the San Diego Water Board may assess 
pursuant to Water Code section 13385(c) is summarized in Table 1, Maximum 
and Minimum Liability Amounts. 
 

26. Water Code section 13385(e) requires that when pursuing civil liability under 
section 13385, "at a minimum, liability shall be assessed at a level that recovers 
the economic benefit, if any, derived from the acts that constitute the violation."  
The Enforcement Policy requires that the adjusted Total Base Liability shall be at 
least ten percent (10%) higher than the economic benefit.  Therefore, the 
minimum liability that the San Diego Water Board shall assess pursuant to Water 
Code section 13385(e) is summarized in Table 1.  Maximum and Minimum 
Liability Amounts. 
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Table 1.  Maximum and Minimum Liability Amounts 

 

Violation Days
Liability 

Maximum Minimum 
1. Discharge of Sediment Laden Storm Water 1 $10,000 $0
2. Failure to Monitor Storm Water Effluent 1 $10,000 $2,676
3. Failure to Implement Erosion Control BMPs 2 $20,000 $204
4. Failure to implement Sediment Control 

BMPs 
3 $30,000 $1,434

5. Failure to Implement Erosion Control BMPs 11 $110,000 $21
6. Failure to implement Sediment Control 

BMPs 
14 $140,000 $10

7. Failure to Implement Housekeeping BMPs 16 $160,000 $484
8. Failure to Complete Inspection Checklist 12 $120,000 $1,362

 
27. To resolve the alleged violations set forth above in this Stipulated Order, without 

formal administrative proceedings, the Parties have agreed to the final imposition 
of two hundred eighty-six thousand three hundred twenty-four dollars 
($286,324) in liability against the Discharger pursuant to Water Code section 
13385 and Government Code section 11415.60.  The liability amount includes 
ten thousand eight hundred seventy-four dollars ($10,874) in San Diego Water 
Board staff costs.  Table 2.  Penalty Summary, provides a breakdown of the 
liabilities.  The Prosecution Team calculated the administrative civil liability 
penalty under Water Code section 13385 in accordance with the Water Quality 
Enforcement Policy.  A full discussion of the penalty calculation factors can be 
found in Attachment A, incorporated herein by reference as if set forth in full. 
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Table 2.  Penalty Summary 
 

Alleged Violation 
Days of 

Violation

Liability 
Per Day of 
Violation 

Liability 
Amount 

1. Discharge of Sediment Laden Water, 
October 25, 2010. 

1 $3,300 $3,300

2. Failure to Monitor Storm Water 
Effluent, October 25, 2010. 

1 $8,250 $8,250

3. Failure to Implement Erosion Control 
BMPs, October 25-26, 2010. 

2 $4,550 $9,100

4. Failure to Implement Sediment 
Control BMPs, October 25-27, 2010. 

3 $4,550 $13,650

5. Failure to Implement Erosion Control 
BMPs, January 2-12, 2014. 

11 $4,550 $50,050

6. Failure to Maintain Sediment Control 
BMPs, October 7, and 24, 2013; 
November 5, 12, 19, and 25, 2013; 
December 3, 9, 18, and 26, 2014; 
January 2, 8, 9, and 14, 2014. 

14 $4,550 $63,700 

7. Failure to Implement Housekeeping 
BMPs, October 7, 15, 24, and 29, 2013; 
November 5, 12, 19, 22, and 25, 2013; 
December 3, 9, 18, and 26, 2014; 
January 2, 8, and 9, 2014. 

16 $4,550 $72,800 

8. Failure to Complete Inspection 
Checklist (12 Weekly Reports), 
October 7, 2013, through January 2, 
2014. 

12 $4,550 $54,600 

Total Base Liability Amount $275,450
Staff Costs $10,874
Total Liability $286,324

 
28. Based on the information in the record, the Prosecution Team determined that 

the above resolution of the alleged violations is fair and reasonable, and fulfills 
the enforcement objectives of Water Code sections 13000 et seq., and the Water 
Quality Enforcement Policy, and satisfies the objectives and requirements of the 
federal Clean Water Act as implemented by the foregoing, and that no further 
action is warranted concerning the alleged violations except as provided in this 
Stipulated Order, and that this Stipulated Order is in the best interest of the 
public. 
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STIPULATIONS 
The Parties stipulate to the following: 
 
29. Party Contact Information: 

 
For the San Diego Water Board: Frank Melbourn 

2375 Northside Drive, Suite 100 
San Diego, CA 92108 
(619) 521-3372 
fmelbourn@waterboards.ca.gov  
 

For the Discharger:   Keith Garner 
     Sheppard Mullin Richter & Hampton LLP 
     Four Embarcadero Center, 17th Floor 
     San Francisco, CA 94111 
     (415) 774-2991 
     kgarner@sheppardmullin.com  
 

30. Administrative Civil Liability:  Discharger hereby agrees to the imposition of an 
administrative civil liability totaling $286,324 as set forth in Paragraph 27 herein. 
 

31. Payment and Costs:  Discharger shall pay the total administrative civil liability 
amount of two hundred thousand eighty-six three hundred twenty-four dollars 
($286,324) within thirty (30) days of adoption of this Stipulated Order executed by 
the San Diego Water Board.  Payment shall be made by check to the "State 
Water Board Cleanup and Abatement Account”.  Discharger shall indicate on the 
check the number of this Stipulated Order (R9-2014-0044) and send it to: 
 
State Water Resources Control Board  
Accounting Office 
Attn:  ACL Payment 
PO Box 1888 
Sacramento, CA  95812-1888 
 
Discharger shall send a copy of the check to the designated San Diego Water 
Board Party Contact. 
 

32. Matters Addressed by Stipulation:  Upon adoption of this Stipulated Order by the 
San Diego Water Board, this Stipulated Order represents a final and binding 
resolution to settle, as set forth herein, all claims, violations, or causes of action 
as alleged.  The provisions of this paragraph are expressly conditioned on the 
payment of the administrative civil liability as provided herein by the deadlines 
specified in this Stipulated Order, and the Discharger’s full satisfaction of the 
obligations described in this Stipulated Order. 
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33. Compliance with Applicable Laws:  Discharger understands that payment of the 
administrative civil liability in accordance with the terms of this Stipulated Order 
and/or compliance with the terms of this Stipulated Order is not a substitute for 
compliance with applicable laws, and that continuing violations of the type 
alleged in this Stipulated Order may subject them to further enforcement, 
including additional administrative civil liability. 
 

34. Attorney's Fees and Costs:  Except as otherwise provided herein, each Party 
shall bear its attorney’s fees and costs arising from the Party's own counsel in 
connection with the matters set forth herein. 
 

35. In consideration of Discharger’s compliance with this Stipulated Order, the 
Prosecution Team and the San Diego Water Board hereby covenant not to bring 
any further administrative or judicial enforcement action against the Discharger, 
whether under California or federal law, concerning the specific violations alleged 
in this Stipulated Order. 
 

36. No Admission of Liability if Stipulated Order Does Not Take Effect:  If this 
Stipulated Order does not take effect because it is not approved by the San 
Diego Water Board, or its delegee, or is vacated in whole or in part by the State 
Water Resources Control Board or a court, Discharger’s signature becomes void 
and the Discharger does not admit or stipulate to any of the findings or 
allegations in this Stipulated Order, or that it has been or is in violation of the 
Water Code, or any other federal, state, or local law or ordinance. 
 

37. Public Notice:  Discharger understands that the San Diego Water Board will 
conduct a thirty (30) day public review and comment period prior to consideration 
and adoption.  If significant new information is received that reasonably affects 
the propriety of presenting this Stipulated Order to the San Diego Water Board, 
or its delegate, for adoption, the Assistant Executive Officer may unilaterally 
declare this Stipulated Order void and decide not to present it to the San Diego 
Water Board.  Discharger agrees that it may not rescind or otherwise withdraw 
their approval of this Stipulated Order. 
 

38. Addressing Objections Raised During Public Comment Period:  The Parties 
agree that the procedures for adopting this Stipulated Order by the San Diego 
Water Board and review of this Stipulated Order by the public are lawful and 
adequate.  In the event procedural objections are raised prior to the adoption of 
this Stipulated Order, the Parties agree to meet and confer concerning any such 
objections and may agree to revise or adjust the procedure as necessary or 
advisable under the circumstances. 
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39. No Waiver of Right to Enforce:  The failure of the Prosecution Team or San 
Diego Water Board to enforce any provision of this Stipulated Order shall in no 
way be deemed a waiver of such provision, or in any way affect the validity of this 
Stipulated Order.  The failure of the Prosecution Team or San Diego Water 
Board to enforce any such provision shall not preclude it from later enforcing the 
same or any other provision of this Stipulated Order. 
 

40. Interpretation:  This Stipulated Order shall be construed as if the Parties 
prepared it jointly.  Any uncertainty or ambiguity shall not be interpreted against 
any one Party. 
 

41. Modification:  This Stipulated Order shall not be modified by any of the Parties by 
oral representation made before or after its execution.  All modifications must be 
in writing, signed by all Parties, and approved by the San Diego Water Board. 
 

42. If Stipulated Order Does Not Take Effect:  In the event that this Stipulated Order 
does not take effect because it is not approved by the San Diego Water Board, or 
its delegate, or is vacated in whole or in part by the State Water Resources 
Control Board or a court, the Parties acknowledge that they expect to proceed to 
a contested evidentiary hearing before the San Diego Water Board and/or a 
hearing panel to determine whether to assess administrative civil liabilities for the 
underlying alleged violations, unless the Parties agree otherwise.  The Parties 
agree that all oral and written statements and agreements made during the 
course of settlement discussions will not be admissible as evidence in the 
hearing pursuant to Evidence Code section 1152.  The Parties agree to waive 
any and all objections based on settlement communications in this matter, other 
than Evidence Code section 1152 evidentiary objections, including, but not 
limited to: 
 
a. Objections related to prejudice or bias of any of the San Diego Water 

Board members or their advisors and any other objections that are 
premised in whole or in part on the fact that the San Diego Water Board 
members or their advisors were exposed to some of the material facts and 
the Parties' settlement positions as a consequence of reviewing the Order, 
and therefore may have formed impressions or conclusions prior to any 
contested evidentiary hearing on the violations alleged in this Stipulated 
Order; or 
 

b. Laches or delay or other equitable defenses based on the time period for 
administrative or judicial review to the extent this period has been 
extended by these settlement proceedings. 
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43. Waiver of Hearing:  Discharger has been informed of the rights provided by 
Water Code section 13323(b), and hereby waives its right to a hearing before the 
San Diego Water Board prior to the adoption of this Stipulated Order by the San 
Diego Water Board, or its delegate. 
 

44. Waiver of Right to Petition:  Discharger hereby waives its right to petition the San 
Diego Water Board's adoption of this Stipulated Order for review by the State 
Water Resources Control Board, and further waives its right, if any, to appeal the 
same to a California Superior Court and/or any California appellate level court. 
 

45. Covenant Not to Sue:  Discharger covenants not to sue or pursue any 
administrative or civil claim(s) against any State Agency or the State of 
California, its officers, Board Members, employees, representatives, agents, or 
attorneys arising out of or relating to any matter addressed herein. 
 

46. San Diego Water Board is Not Liable:  Neither the San Diego Water Board 
members nor the San Diego Water Board staff, attorneys, or representatives 
shall be liable for any injury or damage to persons or property resulting from acts 
or omissions by the Discharger, its directors, officers, employees, agents, 
representatives or contractors in carrying out activities pursuant to this Stipulated 
Order, nor shall the San Diego Water Board, its members or staff be held as 
parties to or guarantors of any contract entered into by the Discharger, its 
directors, officers, employees, agents, representatives or contractors in carrying 
out activities pursuant to this Stipulated Order. 
 

47. Authority to Bind:  Each person executing this Stipulated Order in a 
representative capacity represents and warrants that he or she is authorized to 
execute this Stipulated Order on behalf of, and to bind the entity on whose behalf 
he or she executes this Stipulated Order. 
 

48. Necessity for Written Approvals:  All approvals and decisions of the San Diego 
Water Board under the terms of this Stipulated Order shall be communicated to 
the Discharger in writing.  No oral advice, guidance, suggestions or comments by 
employees or officials of the San Diego Water Board regarding submissions or 
notices shall be construed to relieve the Discharger of its obligation to obtain any 
final written approval required by this Stipulated Order. 
 

49. No Third Party Beneficiaries:  This Stipulated Order is not intended to confer any 
rights or obligations on any third party or parties, and no third party or parties 
shall have any right of action under this Stipulated Order for any cause 
whatsoever. 
 

50. Effective Date:  This Stipulated Order shall be effective and binding on the 
Parties upon the date the San Diego Water Board adopts this Stipulated Order. 
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51. Counterpart Signatures: This Stipulated Order may be executed and delivered in 
any number of counterparts, each of which when executed and delivered shall be 
deemed to be an original, but such counterparts shall together constitute one 
document. 

52. severability: The provisions of this Stipulated Order are severable; should any 
provision be found invalid the remainder shall remain in full force and effect. 

It is so stipulated. 

California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region, Prosecution Team 

By: 
:JASii SMITH 
Assistant Executive Officer 

Date: __ J,_.:Z..._~Q.:;.;;"<J.,!t<::;.......s;;.:l::.::o~/-L.f.~..-______ _ 

Scripps Mesa Developers, LLC 

By: 

Name: ____________________________________ __ 

Manager 

Date: 

Approved as to Form 

By; 

Date: 
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51. Counteroart Signatures: This Stipulated Order may be executed and delivered In 
any number of counterparts, each of which when executed and delivered shall be 
deemed to be an original, but such counterpart~ shall together constitute one 
document. 

52. Severability: The provisions of this Stipulated Order are severable; should any 
provision be found invalid the remainder shall remain In full force and effect. 

It Is so stipulated •. 

California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region, Prosecution Team 

B~ ~~/2 
Assistant Executive Officer 

Date: I? o""~ rib J 'i 

Scripps Mesa Developers, LLC 

By: .Lta V2L 
Name: Sty 'I? ~ ~Nc)e-k:.. 

Manager 

Date: =:t) e '-< rn:h rt?r== J 4 , 2.. D ' tJ. 

Approved as to Form 

By: 

Date: 

KEITH GARNER 
Counsel for Discharger 

-----------------------------------
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FINDINGS OF THE CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD, 
SAN DIEGO REGION 
 
53. The terms of the foregoing Stipulation are fully incorporated herein and made 

part of this Stipulated Order of the San Diego Water Board. 
 

54. The San Diego Water Board finds that the Recitals set forth herein are true. 
 

55. The proposed Stipulated Order was noticed for public comment for a minimum of 
thirty (30) days prior to San Diego Water Board consideration. 
 

56. This Stipulated Order is severable; should any provision be found invalid the 
remainder shall remain in full force and effect. 
 

57. In adopting this Stipulated Order, the San Diego Water Board has considered, 
where applicable, each of the factors prescribed in Water Code sections 13327 
and 13385(e).  The consideration of these factors is based upon information and 
comments obtained by the San Diego Water Board's staff in investigating the 
allegations herein or otherwise provided to the San Diego Water Board or its 
delegate by the Parties and members of the public.  In addition to these factors, 
this Stipulated Order recovers the costs incurred by the staff of the San Diego 
Water Board for this matter. 
 

58. This is an action to enforce the laws and regulations administered by the San 
Diego Water Board.  The San Diego Water Board finds that issuance of this 
Order is exempt from the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act 
(Public Resources Code, sections 21000 et seq.), in accordance with section 
15321 (a)(2), Title 14, of the California Code of Regulations. 
 

59. The San Diego Water Board's Executive Officer is hereby authorized to refer this 
matter directly to the Attorney General for enforcement if the Discharger fails to 
perform any of its obligations under this Stipulated Order. 
 

60. Fulfillment of the Discharger’s obligations under this Stipulated Order constitutes 
full and final satisfaction of any and all liability for each allegation in this 
Stipulated Order in accordance with the terms of this Stipulated Order. 
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Pursuant to Water Code sections 13323 and 13385, and Government Code section 
11415.60, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED by the California Regional Water Quality Control 
Board, San Diego Region. 

I, David W. Gibson, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, 
and correct copy of an Order adopted by the California Regional Water Quality Control 
Board, San Diego Region on ;tct :::i~Vtll''/ ifJ c ~ 

DAVID W. GIBSON 
Executive Officer 

Attachment A: 

Date 

Date 
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Administrative Civil Liability Order 
Scripps Mesa Developers, LLC, 
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State Water Resources Control Board 
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Water Resource Control Engineer 
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A. Introduction 
This technical analysis provides a summary of factual and analytical evidence 
that support the findings in Order No. R9-2014-0044, Settlement Agreement and 
Stipulation for Entry of Order (Stipulated Order) assessing civil liability in the 
amount of $286,324 against Scripps Mesa Developers, LLC (Discharger) for 
violations of California State Water Resources Control Board (State Water 
Board) Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ, [as Amended by Order No. 2010-0014-
DWQ] National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System, General Permit No. 
CAS000002, Waste Discharge Requirements for Discharges of Storm Water 
Runoff Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance Activities 
(Construction Storm Water Permit or CSWP).  See Exhibit 1, Construction Storm 
Water Permit, and federal Clean Water Act section 301. 
 

The Stipulated Order was entered into because the Discharger failed to comply 
with the terms and conditions of the Construction Storm Water Permit during the 
ongoing construction of the 2,200 unit apartment community, referred to as Casa 
Mira View (Casa Mira View or Project or Site) located on 41.31 acres within the 
City of San Diego’s Mira Mesa community.  The Site lies within the Miramar 
Reservoir Hydrologic Area (HA) (906.10) of the Peñasquitos Hydrologic Unit.  
Storm water discharges from the Site drain to an unnamed tributary to Los 
Peñasquitos Creek.  See Figure 1.  Site Location Map. 

 
Figure 1.  Site Location Map.  Location of Casa Mira View Construction site 
(outlined in red) at 11241, 11267, and 11285 Westview Parkway, San Diego, 
California 92126. 

 

N
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The Project developer is Garden Communities.  Scripps Mesa Developers, LLC 
(Phase 2 and 3) and Scripps Mesa Developers II, LLC (Phase 1) own the 
properties that make up the Project, and all three entities are owned by the same 
parent company.  Stuart Posnock is the contact for all three entities.  See Exhibit 
2, March 31, 2014, Sheppard Mullin letter.  On October 1, 2008, Stuart Posnock, 
acting as the property owners’ and developer’s representative, filed a Notice of 
Intent (NOI) to comply with the waste discharge requirements of Order No. 99-
08-DWQ, National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General 
Permit No. CAS000002, Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) for Discharges 
of Storm Water Runoff Associated with Construction Activity (Order No. 99-08-
DWQ) for the Project with the State Water Board.  The NOI stated that 
construction activities would begin in November 2008.  On October 7, 2008, the 
State Water Board processed the NOI and assigned Waste Discharge 
Identification (WDID) No. 9 37C353628 to the Project. 
 
On June 30, 2010, Stuart Posnock, the approved signatory of Scripps Mesa 
Developers, LLC, the Legally Responsible Person (LRP) for the Project, certified 
the Project under the Construction Storm Water Permit.  See Exhibit 3, NOI.  In 
addition, he characterized the Project as being “Risk Level 3.”  Pursuant to 
Construction Storm Water Permit section VIII, dischargers “calculate the site’s 
sediment risk and receiving water risk during periods of soil exposure (i.e. 
grading and site stabilization).”  “Risk Level 3” is assigned to “projects with high 
receiving water risk and high sediment risk.”  (CSWP Rationale § J.1.a.)  Mr. 
Posnock certified his “Yes” response to the NOI question of whether the Site’s 
disturbed areas discharge directly or indirectly into a 303(d) listed water body 
impaired by sediment, or that the Site’s disturbed areas are located within a sub-
watershed draining into a 303(d) listed water body impaired by sediment. 
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B. Construction Storm Water Permit 
The Construction Storm Water Permit authorizes discharges of storm water 
associated with construction activity as long as the best available technology 
economically achievable (BAT) and best conventional pollutant control 
technology (BCT) are implemented to reduce or eliminate pollutants in storm 
water runoff.  BAT/BCT technologies include passive systems such as erosion 
and sediment control best management practices (BMPs1) as well as structural 
controls, as necessary, to achieve compliance with water quality standards.  The 
Construction Storm Water Permit identifies effective erosion control measures 
such as preserving existing vegetation where feasible, limiting disturbance, and 
stabilizing and re-vegetating disturbed areas as soon as possible after grading or 
construction activities. 
 
The Construction Storm Water Permit further identifies erosion control BMPs as 
the primary means of preventing storm water contamination.  The Construction 
Storm Water Permit identifies sediment controls as the secondary means of 
preventing storm water contamination.  The Construction Storm Water Permit 
further states that when erosion control techniques are ineffective, sediment 
control techniques should be used to capture any soil that becomes eroded. 
 

C. Alleged Violations 
The following allegations against the Discharger are the basis for assessing 
administrative civil liability pursuant to Water Code section 13385, and also 
appear in the Stipulated Order: 
 
1. Discharge of sediment laden storm water runoff into storm drain; 
2. Failure to monitor storm water effluent; 
3. Failure to implement erosion control BMPs; 
4. Failure to implement sediment control BMPs; 
5. Failure to implement housekeeping BMPs; and 
6. Failure to complete inspection checklist. 

 
  

                                                            
1 Best management practices (BMPs) “means schedules of activities, prohibitions of practices, 
maintenance procedures, and other management practices to prevent or reduce the pollution of ‘waters of 
the United States.’  BMPs also include treatment requirements, operating procedures, and practices to 
control plant site runoff, spillage or leaks, sludge or waste disposal, or drainage from raw material 
storage.”  (40 CFR § 122.2) 
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D. October 25, 2010, Inspection 
While inspecting the Site with a Garden Communities employee, San Diego 
Water Board inspector Christina Arias observed the pumping of highly turbid 
sediment laden water from the Site into an off-site Caltrans storm drain.  She 
immediately ordered that the discharge be stopped, and she confirmed that it 
was stopped.  She further documented finished slopes without erosion control 
BMPs, and inadequate perimeter and site entrance sediment control BMPs.  The 
later resulted in observed sediment discharges to the street.  On November 3, 
2010, the San Diego Water Board issued Notice of Violation (NOV) No. R9-2010-
0146 to the Discharger.  See Exhibit 4, NOV No. R9-2010-0146.2 
 
On November 16, 2010, Ground Service Technology, Inc., Discharger’s Qualified 
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) Practitioner (QSP) submitted a 
report documenting the actions taken onsite to correct the violations noted in the 
San Diego Water Board’s inspection report and Notice of Violation No. R9-2010-
0146. 
 

E. November 22, 2010, Inspection 
On November 22, 2010, Christina Arias inspected the Site and confirmed the 
corrections.  See Exhibit 5, November 22, 2010, Inspection Entry. 
 

F. January 9 and 14, 2014, Inspections 
Christina Arias inspected the Site on January 9, 2014.  She noted numerous 
violations of the Construction Storm Water Permit; specifically that trash was 
strewn throughout the Site, stockpiles were exposed, slopes were unprotected, 
chemical containers were without secondary containment, and concrete washout 
bins were leaking.  These violations were consistently unaddressed as evidenced 
by unsigned QSP site inspection reports between October 2013 through 
December 2013 (See section G below.) and repetition of the same violations. 
 
A follow-up inspection was conducted by Christina Arias on January 14, 2014.  
She noted that some of the deficiencies had been corrected, but that sediment 
control BMPs were missing at a construction site entrance and that inadequate 
sediment BMPs were observed along a paved roadway. 
 
The noted violations from both inspections were written up in inspection reports 
attached to NOV No. R9-2014-0018 issued to Garden Communities on February 
18, 2014.  See Exhibit 6, NOV No. R9-2014-0018. 
 

  

                                                            
2 The NOV transmittal includes a copy of the October 25, 2010, San Diego Water Board inspection report. 
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G. QSP Site Inspection Reports 
Ground Service Technology, Inc. conducted weekly site inspections for the 
Discharger.  These reports documented the failure of the Discharger to 
implement effective erosion and sediment control BMPs, as well as 
Housekeeping BMPs.  See Exhibit 7, March 7, 2014, Sheppard Mullin letter. 
 

H. September 30, 2014, Inspection 
Christina Arias inspected the Site on September 30, 2014, and she found the 
Site to generally be in compliance with the Construction Storm Water Permit.  
Ms. Arias advised the Discharger to add additional erosion and sediment control 
BMPs to the northwest corner of the Site. 
 

I. Beneficial Uses of Affected Waters 
The Basin Plan designates beneficial uses for all surface and ground waters in 
the San Diego Region.  These beneficial uses "form the cornerstone of water 
quality protection under the Basin Plan" (Basin Plan, Chapter 2).  Beneficial uses 
are defined in the Basin Plan as "the uses of the water necessary for the survival 
or well-being of man, plants and wildlife." 
 
The Basin Plan also designates water quality objectives to protect the designated 
beneficial uses.  Water Code section 13350(h) defines "water quality objectives" 
as "the limits or levels of water quality constituents or characteristics which are 
established for the reasonable protection of beneficial uses of water or the 
prevention of nuisance within a specific area." 
 
 
The Basin Plan designates the following beneficial uses for the “unnamed 
tributary 6.10” to Los Peñasquitos Creek: 
 
1. Agricultural Supply (AGR); 
2. Industrial Service Supply (IND); 
3. Contact Water Recreation (REC-1); 
4. Non-contact Water Recreation (REC-2); 
5. Warm Freshwater Habitat (WARM); 
6. Wildlife Habitat (WILD); and 
7. Rare, Threatened, or Endangered Species (RARE). 

 
J. Determination of Administration Civil Liability 

An administrative civil liability may be imposed pursuant to the procedures in 
Water Code section 13323.  The Stipulated Order alleges the act or failure to act 
that constitutes a violation of law, the provision of law authorizing civil liability, 
and the proposed civil liability.  Pursuant to the relevant portions of Water Code 
section 13385(a) 
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Any person who violates any of the following shall be liable 
civilly in accordance with this section: 
1. Section 13375 or 13376. 
2. Any waste discharge requirements or dredged and fill 

material permit. 
3. Any requirements established pursuant to section 

13383. 
 

Furthermore, Water Code section 13385 (c) provides that 
 

Civil liability may be imposed administratively by the state 
board or a regional board pursuant to Article 2.5 
(commencing with section 13323) of Chapter 5 in an amount 
not to exceed the sum of both of the following: 
 
1. Ten thousand dollars ($10,000) for each day in which 

the violation occurs. 
2. Where there is a discharge, any portion of which is 

not susceptible to cleanup or is not cleaned up, and 
the volume discharged but not cleaned up exceeds 
1,000 gallons, an additional liability not to exceed ten 
dollars ($10) multiplied by the number of gallons by 
which the volume discharged but not cleaned up 
exceeds 1,000 gallons. 

 
Water Code section 13385(e) requires the consideration of several factors when 
determining the amount of civil liability to impose.  These factors include: “[T]he 
nature, circumstances, extent, and gravity of the violation or violations, whether 
the discharge is susceptible to cleanup or abatement, the degree of toxicity of the 
discharge, and, with respect to the violator, the ability to pay, the effect on its 
ability to continue its business, any voluntary cleanup efforts undertaken, any 
prior history of violations, the degree of culpability, economic benefit or savings, if 
any, resulting from the violation, and other matters that justice may require.  At a 
minimum, liability shall be assessed at a level that recovers the economic 
benefits, if any, derived from the acts that constitute the violation.” 
 

K. Alleged Violations 
Dischargers are required to ensure that the Project is in compliance with the 
requirements of the Construction Storm Water Permit.  The Stipulated Order 
alleges the following violations: 
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1. Discharge of Sediment Laden Water (1 day) 
All discharges except for storm water and non-storm water discharges 
specifically authorized by the Construction Storm Water Permit are 
prohibited.  (CSWP § III.B.)  Furthermore “Dischargers shall not violate 
any discharge prohibitions contained in applicable Basin Plans or 
statewide water quality control plans.”  (CSWP § III.A)  San Diego Water 
Board Basin Plan Prohibition No. 8 prohibits discharges to the storm water 
conveyance system that are not composed entirely of storm water.  
“Dischargers shall minimize or prevent pollutants in storm water 
discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges through the use of 
controls, structures, and management practices that achieve BAT for toxic 
and non-conventional pollutants and BCT for conventional pollutants.”  
(CSWP §§ J.58. and V.A.2.) 
 
While touring the Site on October 25, 2010, Christina Arias and Garden 
Communities employee Rod Fink observed the pumping of sediment 
laden water from the Site into a Caltrans storm drain inlet.  The Caltrans 
storm drain inlet is connected and discharges to an unnamed tributary of 
Los Peñasquitos Creek.  Upon closer observation, Ms. Arias documented 
that storm water runoff ponded on the Site was being pumped directly into 
the storm water conveyance system via a water pump in the scoop of a 
front loader.  Photographs from the inspection report show the sediment 
laden water covered an area about the size of a football field with a depth 
that covered a three inch diameter hose.  Therefore at the time of the 
photograph there was at least 100,000 gallons of ponded sediment laden 
water.  Ms. Arias did not observe any BMPs being implemented to remove 
or reduce sediment or other pollutants from the ponded storm water.  
Furthermore, the Caltrans storm drain inlet was not identified in the 
SWPPP by the Discharger as a discharge location. 
 
Characterization of the ponded sediment laden storm water runoff was 
required prior to discharge.  (CSWP Att. E. § I.4.d.)  Mr. Fink discontinued 
the discharge at Ms. Arias’ direction.  See Exhibit 4, NOV No. R9-2010-
0146.  Discharger’s action resulted in one (1) day of violation on October 
25, 2010. 
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2. Failure to Monitor Storm Water Effluent (1 day) 
Sampling and analysis of collected storm water runoff is required to 
characterize the effluent prior to discharge.  “Risk Level 3 dischargers 
shall collect effluent samples at all discharge points where storm water is 
discharged off-site.”  (CSWP Att. E. § I.5.b.)  Furthermore, if required 
samples are not collected, an explanation is to be included in the SWPPP 
and Annual Report.  (CSWP Att. E. § I.6.b.)  After a review of the 
Discharger’s submitted materials in the Storm Water Multiple Application 
and Report Tracking System (SMARTS) and Electronic Content 
Management (ECM) databases, San Diego Water Board staff failed to 
locate any sample results related to the October 25, 2010, discharge or to 
locate a written explanation as to why a sample was not collected.  
Therefore Discharger is in violation for one (1) day, October 25, 2010, of 
Construction Storm Water Permit Attachment E. sections I.5.b. and I.6.b. 
 

3. Failure to Implement Erosion Control BMPs (2 days) 
“Risk Level 3 dischargers shall provide effective soil cover for inactive 
areas and all finished slopes, open space, utility backfill, and completed 
lots.”  (CSWP Att. E. § D.2.)  During Ms. Arias’ Site inspection of October 
25, 2010, she observed numerous finished slopes without erosion control 
BMPs (i.e., hydroseeding, soil binders, mulch, or covers, etc.).  See 
Exhibit 4, NOV No. R9-2010-0146.  The Discharger corrected the violation 
on October 27, 2010.  Therefore Discharger is in violation for two (2) days; 
October 25, and 26, 2010. 
 

4. Failure to Implement Sediment Control BMPs (3 days) 
“Risk Level 3 dischargers shall establish and maintain effective perimeter 
controls and stabilize all construction entrances and exits to sufficiently 
control erosion and sediment discharges from the site.”  (CSWP Att. E. § 
E.1.)  During Ms. Arias’ inspection of October 25, 2010, she noted the 
discharge of sediment onto the street and sidewalk as a result of 
inadequate sediment control BMPs.  The Site perimeter was not protected 
with gravel bags and/or fiber rolls, thus allowing sediment to be deposited 
onto the sidewalk and street.  Also, sediment was tracked onto the street 
at the construction entrance because the gravel entrance was not 
maintained.  See Exhibit 4, NOV No. R9-2010-0146.  Discharger corrected 
the violation on October 28, 2010.  Therefore Discharger is in violation for 
three (3) days; October 25, 26, and 27, 2010. 
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5. Failure to Implement Erosion Control BMPs (11 days) 
“Risk Level 3 dischargers shall provide effective soil cover for inactive 
areas and all finished slopes, open space, utility backfill, and completed 
lots.”  (CSWP Att. E. § D.2.)  Discharger’s QSP conducted weekly storm 
water inspection reports.  The San Diego Water Board requested, 
received, and reviewed the October 2013 through January 2014 reports.  
See Exhibit 7, March 7, 2014, Sheppard Mullin letter.  These reports 
documented Site erosion control BMP violations on January 2, 2014 
(exterior slopes without erosion control).  On January 9, 2014, Christina 
Arias inspected the Site and noted that the same finished external graded 
slopes still had no erosion control BMPs.  See Exhibit 6, NOV No. R9-
2014-0018.  The Discharger corrected the violation on January 13, 2014.  
Therefore Discharger is in violation for eleven (11) days; January 2 
through 12, 2014. 
 

6. Failure to Maintain Sediment Control BMPs (14 days) 
“Risk Level 3 dischargers shall establish and maintain effective perimeter 
controls and stabilize all construction entrances and exits to sufficiently 
control erosion and sediment discharges from the site.”  (CSWP Att. E. § 
E.1.)  “Risk Level 3 dischargers shall implement appropriate erosion 
control BMPs (runoff control and soil stabilization) in conjunction with 
sediment control BMPs for areas under active construction.”  (CSWP Att. 
E. § E.3.)  “Risk Level 3 dischargers shall ensure that all storm drain inlets 
and perimeter controls, runoff control BMPs, and pollutant controls at 
entrances and exits (e.g. tire washoff locations) are maintained and 
protected from activities that reduce their effectiveness).”  (CSWP Att. E. § 
E.6.) 
 
The QSP’s weekly storm water reports documented Site sediment control 
BMP violations on October 7 (downed silt fence) and 24 (downed silt 
fence), 2013; November 5 (downed silt fence), 12 (downed silt fence), 19 
(downed silt fence) and 25 (downed silt fence), 2013; December 3 
(downed silt fence), 9 (downed silt fence, maintenance of inlet protection, 
and replacement of fiber rolls), 18 (downed silt fence) and 26 (downed silt 
fence), 2013; January 2 (downed silt fence), and 8, 2014 (maintenance of 
inlet protection).  See Exhibit 7, March 7, 2014, Sheppard Mullin letter.  
Ms. Arias documented broken and failing perimeter silt fences, and dirt 
tracked in the street around the Site entrance on January 9, and 14, 2014.  
See Exhibit 6, NOV No. R9-2014-0018.  Therefore, Discharger was in 
violation of Construction Storm Water Permit Attachment E. sections E.1., 
E.3., and E.6. for fourteen (14) days. 
 

  



Technical Analysis for   December 12, 2014 
Settlement Agreement and Stipulation for 
Entry of ACL Order No. R9-2014-0044 
Casa Mira View 
 

11 

7. Failure to Implement Housekeeping BMPs (16 days) 
“Risk Level 3 dischargers shall implement good site management (i.e., 
‘housekeeping’) measures for construction materials that could potentially 
be a threat to water quality if discharged.”  (CSWP Att. E. § B.1.)  
“Implement BMPs to prevent the off-site tracking of loose construction and 
landscape materials.”  (CSWP Att. E. § B.1.e.)  “Cover waste disposal 
containers at the end of every business day and during a rain event.”  
(CSWP Att. E. § B.2.d.)  “Ensure the containment of concrete washout 
areas and other washout areas that may contain additional pollutants so 
there is no discharge into the underlying soil and onto the surrounding 
areas.”  (CSWP Att. E. § B.2.i.) 
 
The QSP’s weekly storm water reports documented housekeeping BMP 
violations on October 7 (debris, uncovered dumpsters, and street dirt 
tracking), 15 (debris, uncovered dumpsters, and street dirt tracking), 24 
(debris, uncovered dumpsters, and street dirt tracking), and 29 (debris) 
2013; November 5 (debris, uncovered dumpsters, and street dirt tracking), 
12 (debris, uncovered dumpsters, street dirt tracking, and maintain 
concrete washout bins), 19 (debris, uncovered dumpsters, street dirt 
tracking, and maintain concrete washout bins), 22 (debris and street dirt 
tracking), and 25 (debris and street dirt tracking), 2013; December 3 
(debris and street dirt tracking), 9 (debris and street dirt tracking), 18 
(debris, uncovered dumpsters, street dirt tracking, and maintain concrete 
washout bins), and 26 (debris and street dirt tracking), 2013; and January 
2 (debris, uncovered dumpsters, and street dirt tracking) and 8, 2014 
(debris).  See Exhibit 7, March 7, 2014, Sheppard Mullin letter.  Ms. Arias 
documented trash and construction debris strewn throughout the Site on 
January 9, 2014.  See Exhibit 6, NOV No. R9-2014-0018. 
 

8. Failure to Complete Inspection Checklist (12 days) 
The Construction Storm Water Permit requires Risk Level 3 dischargers to 
perform weekly inspections and observations and to record a checklist of 
information.  (CSWP Att. E. § G.2 and 4)  “Risk Level 3 dischargers shall 
ensure that checklists shall remain onsite with the SWPPP and at a 
minimum, shall include: … g.  Any corrective actions required, including 
any necessary changes to the SWPPP and the associated implementation 
dates.”  (CSWP Att. E. § G.5.g.) 
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The submitted inspection reports on the following dates did not include 
“implementation dates:”  October 7, 15, and 24, 2013; November 5, 12, 
19, and 25, 2013; December 3, 9, 18, and 26, 2013; and January 2, 2014.  
Therefore it is unclear whether the recommended corrective actions for 
noted “failures or other shortcomings” were completed.  See Exhibit 7, 
March 7, 2014, Sheppard Mullin letter.  Failure to correct BMP deficiencies 
increases the likelihood of a sediment discharge and decreases the 
pollutant removal effectiveness of the Site’s BMPs. 
 

L. Penalty Calculation 
The State Water Board’s Water Quality Enforcement Policy (Enforcement Policy) 
provides a penalty calculation methodology for the State Water Board and the 
nine Regional Water Quality Control Boards (collectively Water Boards) to use in 
administrative civil liability cases.  The penalty calculation methodology enables 
the Water Boards to fairly and consistently implement liability provisions of the 
Water Code for maximum enforcement impact to address, correct, and deter 
water quality violations.  The penalty calculation methodology provides a 
consistent approach and analysis of factors to determine liability based on the 
applicable Water Code section. 
 
Pursuant to the Enforcement Policy, when there is a discharge, Water Boards 
shall determine an initial liability factor based on the Potential for Harm score and 
the extent of Deviation from Requirements for the violation.  Water Boards shall 
calculate the Potential for Harm by determining the actual or threatened impact to 
beneficial uses caused by the violation using a three-factor scoring system to 
quantify:  (1) the potential for harm to beneficial uses; (2) the degree of toxicity of 
the discharge; and (3) the discharge’s susceptibility to cleanup or abatement.  
These factors will be used to determine a per day factor using the matrix set forth 
in the Enforcement Policy that is multiplied by the maximum per day amount 
allowed under the Water Code.  If applicable, the Water Board shall also 
determine an initial liability amount on a per gallon basis using the Potential for 
Harm score and the extent of Deviation of Requirement of the violation. 
 
For each non-discharge violation, the Water Boards shall calculate an initial 
liability factor, considering the Potential for Harm and extent of Deviation from 
Requirements.  Water Boards shall use the matrix set forth in the Enforcement 
Policy that corresponds to the appropriate Potential for Harm and the Deviation 
from Requirement categories. 
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Pursuant to the Enforcement Policy, Water Boards shall use three adjustment 
factors for modification of the initial liability amount.  These factors include:  
culpability; cleanup and cooperation; and history of violations.  The initial liability 
amount can be increased or decreased based on these adjustment factors.  
Additional adjustments may be used regarding multiple violations resulting from 
the same incident and multiple day violations. 
 
Violation No. 1: Discharge of Sediment Laden Water (1 day) 

October 25, 2010 
 

Step 1 – Potential for Harm for Discharge Violations 
 
Factor 1:  Harm or Potential for Harm to Beneficial Uses 
This factor evaluates direct or indirect harm or potential for harm from the 
violation.  A score between 0 (negligible) and 5 (major) is assigned in accordance 
with the statutory factors of the nature, circumstances, extent and gravity of the 
violation. 
 
The San Diego Water Board Prosecution Team (Prosecution Team) assigns a 
score of 3 (Moderate) out of 5 for Factor 1 of the penalty calculation.  The 
Enforcement Policy defines “Moderate” as “moderate threat to beneficial uses 
(i.e., impacts are observed or reasonably expected and impacts to beneficial 
uses are moderate and likely to attenuate without appreciable acute or chronic 
effects).  A score of 3 (Moderate) is selected because: 
 
1. Sediment was directly discharged during dry weather into the MS4 

connected to the unnamed tributary to Los Peñasquitos Creek, which is 
being considered for federal Clean Water Act section 303(d) listing as an 
impaired water body for turbidity; 
 

2. Impacts to the unnamed tributary were likely, due to the high turbidity and 
large volume of the discharge; resulting in temporary restrictions on 
beneficial uses; 
 

3. Los Peñasquitos Creek discharges into Los Peñasquitos Lagoon, which is 
a federal Clean Water Act section 303(d) listed impaired water body for 
sedimentation/silt, and a designated Natural Preserve by the State Park 
and Recreation Commission. 
 

4. Sediment discharges negatively impact Contact Water Recreation (REC-
1), Warm Freshwater Habitat (WARM), Wildlife Habitat (WILD), and Rare, 
Threatened, or Endangered Species (RARE) beneficial uses. 
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Factor 2: Physical, Chemical, Biological or Thermal Characteristics of the 
Discharge 
A score between 0 and 4 is assigned based on a determination of the risk or 
threat of the discharged material.  “Potential receptors” are those identified 
considering human, environmental and ecosystem health exposure pathways.  In 
this matter, the Prosecution Team assigns the discharge of sediment to receiving 
waters a score of 2.  The Enforcement Policy defines a score of 2 as 
“[d]ischarged material poses a moderate risk or threat to potential receptors (i.e., 
the chemical and/or physical characteristics of the discharged material have 
some level of toxicity or pose a moderate level of concern regarding receptor 
protection.”  A score of 2 is selected because: 
 
1. Sediment discharges diminish the physical quality of in-stream waterways 

by altering or obstructing flows and affecting existing riparian functions. 
 

2. Sediment acts as a binding carrier to other toxic constituents like metals 
and organic contaminants (i.e. pesticides and PCBs). 
 

3. Sediment discharges affect the quality of receiving waters and the ability 
to support habitat related beneficial uses by reducing visibility and 
impacting biotic feeding and reproduction.  Sediment discharges can 
increase receiving water turbidity levels. 
 

4. Sediment discharges cause acute effects on the invertebrate aquatic 
community. 

 
Factor 3:  Susceptibility to Cleanup and Abatement 
Pursuant to the Enforcement Policy a score of 0 is assigned for this factor if 50 
percent or more of the discharge is susceptible to cleanup or abatement.  A 
score of 1 is assigned to this factor if less than 50 percent of the discharge is 
susceptible to cleanup or abatement.  Less than 50 percent of the discharge was 
susceptible to cleanup or abatement.  Accordingly, the Prosecution team assigns 
a score of 1 (one) to the penalty calculation for Factor 3. 
 
Final Score - "Potential for Harm" 
Based on the above determinations, the Potential for Harm final score for this 
discharge violation is 6 (six). 
 
Step 2 - Assessments for Discharge Violations 
 
Water Code section 13385 states that a Regional Water Board may impose civil 
liability on a daily basis, a per gallon basis, or both.  Due to the difficulty in 
accurately determining the volume of sediment discharged during the discharge 
event, civil liability was only calculated on a per day basis for the violation. 



Technical Analysis for   December 12, 2014 
Settlement Agreement and Stipulation for 
Entry of ACL Order No. R9-2014-0044 
Casa Mira View 
 

15 

 
Per Day Assessments for Discharge Violations 
The Water Boards shall calculate an initial liability factor for each discharge 
violation, considering Potential for Harm and the extent of deviation from 
applicable requirements. 
 
Deviation from Requirement 
The Prosecution Team assigns a Deviation from Requirement score of Major 
because Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ prohibits all discharges other than storm 
water from construction sites to waters of the United States unless otherwise 
authorized by an NPDES permit.  Pollutants were discharged to waters of the 
United States from the Project without NPDES Permit authorization.  The 
Enforcement Policy defines major for discharge violations as:  The requirement 
has been rendered ineffective (e.g., discharger disregards the requirement, 
and/or the requirement is rendered ineffective in its essential functions). 
 
Per Day Factor and Per Day Assessment 
Using a "Potential for Harm" factor of 6 and "Deviation from Requirement" factor 
of "Major,” the "Per Day Factor" for discharging sediment from the Project to the 
MS4/unnamed tributary to Los Peñasquitos Creek, Los Peñasquitos Creek and 
Los Peñasquitos Lagoon is 0.220 in Table 2 of the Enforcement Policy.  Pursuant 
to Water Code section 13385 the maximum civil liability for these violations is ten 
thousand dollars ($10,000) per day of violation (per violation).  Calculating the 
Per Day Assessment is achieved by multiplying: 
 
(Per Day Factor) x (Statutory Maximum Liability) = (0.220) x ($10,000) = $2,200 
 
Step 3 - Per Day Assessments for Non-Discharge Violations 
 
Step 3 does not apply to discharge violations. 
 
Step 4 -Adjustment Factors 
 
Culpability 
The Prosecution Team assigns a culpability multiplier of 1.5 out of a range from 
0.5 to 1.5 for these violations for the following reasons: 
 
1. Discharger intentionally discharged sediment laden storm water runoff into 

a Caltrans storm drain inlet connected to a tributary of Los Peñasquitos 
Lagoon, a CWA section 303(d) listed impaired water body for 
sedimentation/silt; 
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2. Discharger failed to implement BMPs to reduce the sediment in the storm 
water runoff; and 
 

3. Discharger failed to report the discharge to the San Diego Water Board. 
 

4. Discharger knew the requirements of the Construction Storm Water Permit 
and agreed to comply with the requirements as evidenced by its certified 
NOI. 

 
Cleanup and Cooperation 
The Prosecution Team assigns a cleanup and cooperation multiplier of 1.0 from 
a range of .75 to 1.5 for this violation because the Discharger’s conduct was 
reasonable.  Discharger ceased discharge upon direction of San Diego Water 
Board staff. 
 
History of Violation 
The Prosecution Team assigns a history of violation multiplier of 1.0 because the 
Discharger does not have a history of construction storm water violations. 
 
Step 5 - Determination of Total Base Liability Amount 
 
The Total Base Liability amount is determined by multiplying the “Per Day 
Assessment” by the “Days of Violation” to determine the “Initial Amount of 
Liability” and then applying the adjustment factors as follows: 
 

Total 
Base 

Liability 
= 

Per Day 
Assessment 

X
No. of 
Days

X Culpability X
Cleanup & 

Cooperation 
X 

History of 
Violations

 
Total 
Base 

Liability 
= ($2,200) X (1) X (1.5) X (1.0) X (1.0) = $3,300 

 
Step 6 -Ability to Pay and Ability to Continue In Business 
 
See Section M.  Ability to Pay and Ability to Continue In Business. 
 
Step 7- Other Factors as Justice May Require 
 
See Section N.  Other Factors as Justice May Require. 
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Step 8 - Economic Benefit 
 
The Discharger derived a negligible economic benefit by not pumping the ponded 
storm water runoff to an onsite sediment basin to settle out the sediment.  The 
benefit was negligible because the Discharger pumped to the storm drain inlet 
when they should have pumped to the sedimentation basin. 

 
Step 9 - Maximum and Minimum Liability Amounts 
 
Pursuant to Water Code section 13385 the maximum civil liability that the San 
Diego Water Board may assess for this violation is (a) ten thousand dollars 
($10,000) per day of violation (per violation); and (b) ten dollars ($10) for every 
gallon discharged, over one thousand (1,000) gallons discharged, that was not 
cleaned up.  In this instance, the Prosecution Team is only proposing the 
assessment of civil liability for the discharge of sediment to waters of the United 
States on a per day basis based on information currently available.  Sediment 
was known to be discharged to waters of the United States on October 25, 2010; 
therefore, the maximum civil liability that could be assessed for this violation is 
ten thousand dollars ($10,000). 
 
Water Code section 13385(e) requires that when pursuing civil liability under 
section 13385, "at a minimum, liability shall be assessed at a level that recovers 
the economic benefit, if any, derived from the acts that constitute the violation."  
The Enforcement Policy requires that the adjusted Total Base Liability shall be at 
least ten percent (10%) higher than the economic benefit.  Therefore there is no 
minimum liability because the economic benefit was negligible. 
 
Step 10 - Proposed Civil Liability for Violation No. 1 
 
Based on the unique facts of this case, and the penalty calculation methodology 
within Section VI of the Enforcement Policy, the proposed civil liability for 
discharging sediment to waters of the United States in violation of the 
Construction Storm Water Permit and the Basin Plan for one day is three 
thousand three hundred dollars ($3,300) plus staff costs.  The proposed liability 
is within the minimum and maximum liability range. 
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Violation No. 2: Failure to Monitor Storm Water Effluent (1 day) 
October 25, 2010 

 
Step 1 & 2 – Not Applicable (Non-Discharge Violation Alleged) 
 
Step 3 – Per Day Assessments for Non-Discharge Violations 
 
The Water Boards shall calculate an initial liability factor for each non-discharge 
violation, considering Potential for Harm and the extent of deviation from 
applicable requirements.  While non-discharge violations may not directly or 
immediately impact beneficial uses, they harm or undermine the regulatory 
program. 
 
Potential for Harm 
The violation poses either a Minor, Moderate, or Major threat to beneficial uses.  
The Potential for Harm for this violation was characterized as Moderate.  The 
Enforcement Policy defines Moderate Potential for Harm as “[t]he characteristics 
of the violation present a substantial threat to beneficial uses, and/or the 
circumstances of the violation indicate a substantial potential for harm.  The 
Prosecution Team selected Moderate because sampling is a necessary tool to 
determine whether a discharge can meet discharge requirements.  See also the 
Potential for Harm analysis for Violation No. 1. 
 
Deviation from Requirement 
The violation is characterized as either a Minor, Moderate, or Major deviation 
from the requirement.  In this case, the Prosecution Team characterized the 
violation as a Major deviation from the requirement.  The Enforcement Policy 
defines a Major “Deviation from Requirement” as “[t]he requirement has been 
rendered ineffective (e.g., discharger disregards the requirement, and/or the 
requirement is rendered ineffective in its essential functions).”  Major was 
selected because the Construction Storm Water Permit requires sampling of the 
discharge and no sampling was done. 
 
Per Day Factor and Per Day Assessment 
Using a "Potential for Harm" factor of "Moderate'' and "Deviation from 
Requirement" factor of "Major," the "Per Day Factor" for failing to monitor storm 
water effluent in Table 3 of the Enforcement Policy is 0.55. 
 

Per Day Assessment = (Per Day Factor) x (Statutory Maximum Liability) 
 

Per Day Assessment = (0.55) x ($10,000) = $5,500 
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Step 4 - Adjustment Factors 
 
Three additional factors are considered and can modify the amount of initial 
liability:  Culpability; Cleanup and Cooperation; and History of Violations. 
 
Culpability 
The culpability multiplier ranges between 0.5 and 1.5.  The Prosecution Team 
assigns a multiplier of 1.5 for this violation because there was no attempt by the 
Discharger to monitor the discharge.  Also the Discharger knew the requirements 
of the Construction Storm Water Permit, and it agreed to comply with the 
requirements as evidenced by its certified NOI. 
 
Cleanup and Cooperation 
This is the extent to which the discharger voluntarily cooperated in returning to 
compliance and correcting environmental damage.  Multiplier ranges between 
0.75 to 1.5 with the lower multiplier applying where there is a high degree of 
cleanup and cooperation, and a higher multiplier where this is absent.  In this 
case, the Prosecution Team assigns a multiplier of 1.0 because the Discharger 
has promised in writing to pump future ponded water to sediment basins, and to 
sample and report results as required by the Construction Storm Water Permit. 
 
History of Violations 
The Prosecution Team assigns a history of violation multiplier of 1.0 because the 
Discharger does not have a history of construction storm water violations. 
 
Step 5 - Determination of Total Base Liability Amount 
 
The Total Base Liability amount is determined by multiplying the “Per Day 
Assessment” by the “Days of Violation” to determine the “Initial Amount of 
Liability” and then applying the adjustment factors as follows: 

 

Total 
Base 

Liability 
= 

Per Day 
Assessment 

X
No. of 
Days

X Culpability X
Cleanup & 

Cooperation 
X 

History of 
Violations

 
Total 
Base 

Liability 
= ($5,500) X (1) X (1.5) X (1.0) X (1.0) = $8,250 

 
Step 6 -Ability to Pay and Ability to Continue In Business 
 
See Section M.  Ability to Pay and Ability to Continue In Business. 
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Step 7- Other Factors as Justice May Require 
 
See Section N.  Other Factors as Justice May Require. 
 
Step 8 - Economic Benefit 
 
Discharger achieved an economic benefit of $2,433 by failing to monitor and 
analyze the storm water discharge.  Sampling and analyzing storm water runoff 
in the San Diego area costs approximately $2,000 per sample.  Using the U.S. 
EPA BEN computer model and the date of violation, results in an economic 
benefit of $2,433.  See Exhibit No. 8, Economic Benefit Calculation Violation No. 
2. 
 
Step 9 - Maximum and Minimum Liability Amounts 
 
Pursuant to Water Code section 13385 the maximum civil liability that the San 
Diego Water Board may assess for this violation is (a) ten thousand dollars 
($10,000) per day of violation (per violation).  Water Code section 13385(d) 
requires that when pursuing civil liability under Water Code section 13385, "[a]t a 
minimum, liability shall be assessed at a level that recovers the economic benefit, 
if any, derived from the acts that constitute the violation." 
 
In this instance, the Prosecution Team is proposing the assessment of civil 
liability for the failure to monitor and analyze the storm water runoff discharge for 
one day.  The maximum civil liability that could be assessed for this violation is 
ten thousand dollars ($10,000). 
 
Water Code section 13385(e) requires that when pursuing civil liability under 
section 13385, "at a minimum, liability shall be assessed at a level that recovers 
the economic benefit, if any, derived from the acts that constitute the violation."  
The Enforcement Policy requires that the adjusted Total Base Liability shall be at 
least ten percent (10%) higher than the economic benefit.  Therefore the 
minimum liability is (1.1) X ($2,433) = $2,676. 
 
Step 10 - Proposed Civil Liability for Violation No. 2 
 
Based on the unique facts of this case, and the penalty calculation methodology 
within Section VI of the Enforcement Policy, the proposed civil liability for failing 
to monitor and analyze the storm water discharge for one day in violation of the 
Construction Storm Water Permit is eight thousand two hundred fifty dollars 
($8,250) plus staff costs.  The proposed liability is within the minimum and 
maximum liability range. 
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Violation No. 3: Failure to Implement Erosion Control BMPs (2 
days) October 25 and 26, 2010 

 
Step 1 & 2 – Not Applicable (Non-Discharge Violation Alleged) 
 
Step 3 – Per Day Assessments for Non-Discharge Violations 
 
The Water Boards shall calculate an initial liability factor for each non-discharge 
violation, considering Potential for Harm and the extent of deviation from 
applicable requirements.  While non-discharge violations may not directly or 
immediately impact beneficial uses, they harm or undermine the regulatory 
program. 
 
Potential for Harm 
The violation poses either a Minor, Moderate, or Major threat to beneficial uses.  
The Potential for Harm for this violation was characterized as Moderate.  The 
Enforcement Policy defines Moderate Potential for Harm as “[t]he characteristics 
of the violation present a substantial threat to beneficial uses, and/or the 
circumstances of the violation indicate a substantial potential for harm.  The 
Prosecution Team selected Moderate for the following reasons: 
 
1. The Site, over 40 acres, characterized as “Risk Level 3,” the highest 

threat, much of which was graded, poses a substantial threat to discharge 
sediment given its large sediment load; 
 

2. The ultimate receiving water is a sensitive water body listed as impaired 
under section 303(d) of the federal Clean Water Act for sedimentation/silt; 
 

3. Sediment is a pollutant that when discharged can be lethal when it 
smothers benthic communities.  Furthermore, sediment can transport toxic 
materials (e.g., metals and synthetic organics) from the Site and into 
receiving waters. 
 

4. Unprotected long running slopes have a great potential for erosion. 
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Deviation from Requirement 
The violation is characterized as either a Minor, Moderate, or Major deviation 
from the requirement.  In this case, the Prosecution Team characterized the 
violation as a Moderate deviation from the requirement.  The Enforcement Policy 
defines a Moderate “Deviation from Requirement” as “[t]he intended 
effectiveness of the requirement has been partially compromised (e.g., the 
requirement was not met, and the effectiveness of the requirement is only 
partially achieved).”  Moderate was selected because numerous, although not all 
interior and exterior slopes throughout the Site were without erosion control 
BMPs.  Erosion control BMPs are the first and most valuable BMPs used at a 
construction site because they prevent erosion from happening in the first place 
(i.e., it prevents storm water runoff from being polluted with sediment).  
Furthermore, track walking slopes3 (a.k.a. roughening) “is not intended to be 
used as a stand-alone BMP.”  (EC-15, California Stormwater Construction BMP 
Handbook) 
 
Per Day Factor and Per Day Assessment 
Using a "Potential for Harm" factor of "Moderate'' and "Deviation from 
Requirement" factor of "Moderate," the "Per Day Factor" for failing to implement 
effective erosion controls in Table 3 of the Enforcement Policy is 0.35. 
 

Per Day Assessment = (Per Day Factor) x (Statutory Maximum Liability) 
 

Per Day Assessment = (0.35) x ($10,000) = $3,500 
 
Step 4 - Adjustment Factors 
 
Three additional factors are considered and can modify the amount of initial 
liability:  Culpability; Cleanup and Cooperation; and History of Violations. 
 
Culpability 
The culpability multiplier ranges between 0.5 and 1.5.  The Prosecution Team 
assigns a multiplier of 1.3 for this violation because the failure to use erosion 
control BMPs on finished interior and exterior slopes throughout the Site during 
the rainy season was at a minimum negligent implementation of the Construction 
Storm Water Permit by the Discharger. 
 

  

                                                            
3 The October 16, 2010, Garden Communities response to NOV No. R9‐2010‐0146, identified “track walking” as the 
soil stabilization BMP used on slopes. 
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Cleanup and Cooperation 
This is the extent to which the discharger voluntarily cooperated in returning to 
compliance and correcting environmental damage.  Multiplier ranges between 
0.75 to 1.5 with the lower multiplier applying where there is a high degree of 
cleanup and cooperation, and a higher multiplier where this is absent.  In this 
case, the Prosecution Team assigns a multiplier of 1.0 because the Discharger 
did not fix the violation until instructed to do so by the San Diego Water Board. 
 
History of Violations 
The Prosecution Team assigns a history of violation multiplier of 1.0 because the 
Discharger does not have a history of construction storm water violations. 
 
Step 5 - Determination of Total Base Liability Amount 
 
The Total Base Liability amount is determined by multiplying the “Per Day 
Assessment” by the “Days of Violation” to determine the “Initial Amount of 
Liability” and then applying the adjustment factors as follows: 
 

Total 
Base 

Liability 
= 

Per Day 
Assessment 

X
No. of 
Days 

X Culpability X
Cleanup & 

Cooperation 
X 

History of 
Violations

 
Total 
Base 

Liability 
= ($3,500) X (2) X (1.3) X (1.0) X (1.0) = $9,100 

 
Step 6 -Ability to Pay and Ability to Continue In Business 
 
See Section M.  Ability to Pay and Ability to Continue In Business. 
 
Step 7- Other Factors as Justice May Require 
 
See Section N.  Other Factors as Justice May Require. 
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Step 8 - Economic Benefit 
 
Discharger achieved an economic benefit of $185 by delaying the application of 
an erosion control BMP (e.g. spraying of bonded fiber matrix) on the finished 
slopes.  The Discharger sprayed bonded fiber matrix on the slopes on October 
27, 2010.  Bonded fiber matrix costs approximately $3,9014 per acre to install.  
Assuming that there were eight acres of exposed slopes the cost would be 
$31,208.  The savings of delaying the spraying from October 1, 2010, to October 
27, 2010, is $185.  See Exhibit No. 9, Economic Benefit Calculation Violation No. 
3. 
 
Step 9 - Maximum and Minimum Liability Amounts 
 
Pursuant to Water Code section 13385 the maximum civil liability that the San 
Diego Water Board may assess for this violation is (a) ten thousand dollars 
($10,000) per day of violation (per violation).  Water Code section 13385(d) 
requires that when pursuing civil liability under Water Code section 13385, "[a]t a 
minimum, liability shall be assessed at a level that recovers the economic benefit, 
if any, derived from the acts that constitute the violation." 
 
In this instance, the Prosecution Team is proposing the assessment of civil 
liability for the failure to implement erosion control BMPs for two days.  The 
maximum civil liability that could be assessed for this violation is twenty thousand 
dollars ($20,000). 
 
Water Code section 13385(e) requires that when pursuing civil liability under 
section 13385, "at a minimum, liability shall be assessed at a level that recovers 
the economic benefit, if any, derived from the acts that constitute the violation."  
The Enforcement Policy requires that the adjusted Total Base Liability shall be at 
least ten percent (10%) higher than the economic benefit.  Therefore the 
minimum liability is (1.1) X ($185) = $204. 
 
Step 10 - Proposed Civil Liability for Violation No. 3 
 
Based on the unique facts of this case, and the penalty calculation methodology 
within Section VI of the Enforcement Policy, the proposed civil liability for failing 
to implement erosion control BMPs for two days in violation of the Construction 
Storm Water Permit is nine thousand one hundred dollars ($9,100) plus staff 
costs.  The proposed liability is within the minimum and maximum liability range. 
 

                                                            
4 Soil Stabilization BMP Research for Erosion and Sediment Controls, Cost Survey Technical Memorandum, July 
2007, Caltrans, Table 3‐1, page 7. 
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Violation No. 4: Failure to Implement Sediment Control BMPs (3 
days) October 25 - 27, 2010 

 
Step 1 & 2 – Not Applicable (Non-Discharge Violation Alleged) 
 
Step 3 – Per Day Assessments for Non-Discharge Violations 
 
The Water Boards shall calculate an initial liability factor for each non-discharge 
violation, considering Potential for Harm and the extent of deviation from 
applicable requirements.  While non-discharge violations may not directly or 
immediately impact beneficial uses, they harm or undermine the regulatory 
program. 
 
Potential for Harm 
The violation poses either a Minor, Moderate, or Major threat to beneficial uses.  
The Potential for Harm for this violation was characterized as Moderate.  The 
Enforcement Policy defines Moderate Potential for Harm as “[t]he characteristics 
of the violation present a substantial threat to beneficial uses, and/or the 
circumstances of the violation indicate a substantial potential for harm.  The 
Prosecution Team selected Moderate because this is a large site (more than 40 
acres), it is a Risk Level 3 site, and it discharges into a sensitive water body. 
 
Deviation from Requirement 
The violation is characterized as either a Minor, Moderate, or Major deviation 
from the requirement.  In this case, the Prosecution Team characterized the 
violation as a Moderate deviation from the requirement.  The Enforcement Policy 
defines a Moderate “Deviation from Requirement” as “[t]he intended 
effectiveness of the requirement has been partially compromised (e.g., the 
requirement was not met, and the effectiveness of the requirement is only 
partially achieved).”  Moderate was selected because although the Discharger 
implemented sediment control BMPs, it failed to maintain or augment some of 
the sediment control BMPs which resulted in the discharge of sediment into 
streets and gutters. 
 
Per Day Factor and Per Day Assessment 
Using a "Potential for Harm" factor of "Moderate'' and "Deviation from 
Requirement" factor of "Moderate," the "Per Day Factor" for failing to implement 
effective sediment controls in Table 3 of the Enforcement Policy is 0.35. 
 

Per Day Assessment = (Per Day Factor) x (Statutory Maximum Liability) 
 

Per Day Assessment = (0.35) x ($10,000) = $3,500 
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Step 4 - Adjustment Factors 
 
Three additional factors are considered and can modify the amount of initial 
liability:  Culpability; Cleanup and Cooperation; and History of Violations. 
 
Culpability 
The culpability multiplier ranges between 0.5 and 1.5.  The Prosecution Team 
assigns a multiplier of 1.3 for this violation because the Discharger was not 
maintaining BMPs and also failed to replace or increase the size of ineffective 
BMPs. 
 
Cleanup and Cooperation 
This is the extent to which the discharger voluntarily cooperated in returning to 
compliance and correcting environmental damage.  Multiplier ranges between 
0.75 to 1.5 with the lower multiplier applying where there is a high degree of 
cleanup and cooperation, and a higher multiplier where this is absent.  In this 
case, the Prosecution Team assigns a multiplier of 1.0 because the Discharger 
did not fix the violation until instructed to do so by the San Diego Water Board. 
 
History of Violations 
The Prosecution Team assigns a history of violation multiplier of 1.0 because the 
Discharger does not have a history of construction storm water violations. 
 
Step 5 - Determination of Total Base Liability Amount 
 
The Total Base Liability amount is determined by multiplying the “Per Day 
Assessment” by the “Days of Violation” to determine the “Initial Amount of 
Liability” and then applying the adjustment factors as follows: 
 

Total 
Base 

Liability 
= 

Per Day 
Assessment 

X
No. of 
Days

X Culpability X
Cleanup & 

Cooperation 
X 

History of 
Violations

 
Total 
Base 

Liability 
= ($3,500) X (3) X (1.3) X (1.0) X (1.0) = $13,650

 
Step 6 -Ability to Pay and Ability to Continue In Business 
 
See Section M.  Ability to Pay and Ability to Continue In Business. 
 
Step 7- Other Factors as Justice May Require 
 
See Section N.  Other Factors as Justice May Require. 
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Step 8 - Economic Benefit 
 
Discharger achieved an economic benefit of $1,304 by delaying the maintenance 
of sediment control BMPs, the replacement of ineffective sediment control BMPs, 
and the installation of sediment control BMPs.  Discharger swept the construction 
entrance after the San Diego Water Board inspection at the end of the work day.  
The graveled construction entrance was lengthened and additional rock was 
added.  Discharger stated that it added 112 cubic yards of gravel.  Gravel of that 
size weighs approximately 1.2 tons per cubic yard and costs $30.50 per ton.  
Therefore, 112 cubic yards costs approximately $4,099.  Using the U.S. EPA 
BEN computer model the economic benefit of delaying compliance was $24.  
Approximately 1,000 feet of slope perimeter was not protected.  A 25 foot long 8 
inch diameter fiber roll costs $25.  Fiber rolls are installed with a one foot overlap 
on each side.  Therefore 48 25 foot long fibers rolls were needed and would have 
cost $1,050.  Using the U.S. EPA BEN computer model, Discharger experienced 
an economic benefit of $1,280.  Combining the two calculated economic benefits 
results in a total economic benefit of $1,304.  See Exhibit No. 10, Economic 
Benefit Calculation Violation No. 4. 
 
Step 9 - Maximum and Minimum Liability Amounts 
 
Pursuant to Water Code section 13385 the maximum civil liability that the San 
Diego Water Board may assess for this violation is (a) ten thousand dollars 
($10,000) per day of violation (per violation).  In this instance, the Prosecution 
Team is proposing the assessment of civil liability for the failure to implement 
sediment control BMPs for three days.  The maximum civil liability that could be 
assessed for this violation is thirty thousand dollars ($30,000). 
 
Water Code section 13385(e) requires that when pursuing civil liability under 
section 13385, "at a minimum, liability shall be assessed at a level that recovers 
the economic benefit, if any, derived from the acts that constitute the violation."  
The Enforcement Policy requires that the adjusted Total Base Liability shall be at 
least ten percent (10%) higher than the economic benefit.  Therefore the 
minimum liability is (1.1) X ($1,304) = $1,434. 
 
Step 10 - Proposed Civil Liability for Violation No. 4 
 
Based on the unique facts of this case, and the penalty calculation methodology 
within Section VI of the Enforcement Policy, the proposed civil liability for failing 
to implement sediment control BMPs for three days in violation of the 
Construction Storm Water Permit is thirteen thousand six hundred fifty dollars 
($13,650) plus staff costs.  The proposed liability is within the minimum and 
maximum liability range. 
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Violation No. 5: Failure to Implement Erosion Control BMPs (11 
days) January 2 - 12, 2014 

 
Step 1 & 2 – Not Applicable (Non-Discharge Violation Alleged) 
 
Step 3 – Per Day Assessments for Non-Discharge Violations 
 
The Water Boards shall calculate an initial liability factor for each non-discharge 
violation, considering Potential for Harm and the extent of deviation from 
applicable requirements.  While non-discharge violations may not directly or 
immediately impact beneficial uses, they harm or undermine the regulatory 
program. 
 
Potential for Harm 
The violation poses either a Minor, Moderate, or Major threat to beneficial uses.  
The Potential for Harm for this violation was characterized as Moderate.  The 
Enforcement Policy defines Moderate Potential for Harm as “[t]he characteristics 
of the violation present a substantial threat to beneficial uses, and/or the 
circumstances of the violation indicate a substantial potential for harm.  The 
Prosecution Team selected Moderate for the following reasons: 
 
1. The Site, over 40 acres, characterized as “Risk Level 3,” the highest 

threat, much of which was graded, poses a substantial threat to discharge 
sediment given its large sediment load; 
 

2. The ultimate receiving water is a sensitive water body listed as impaired 
under section 303(d) of the federal Clean Water Act for sedimentation/silt; 
 

3. Sediment is a pollutant that when discharged can be lethal when it 
smothers benthic communities.  Furthermore, sediment can transport toxic 
materials (e.g., metals and synthetic organics) from the Site and into 
receiving waters; 
 

4. Unprotected long running slopes have a great potential for erosion; 
 

5. Documentation showed two different exterior slopes were exposed without 
erosion control BMPs.  Exterior slopes have the potential to quickly 
contribute large amounts of sediment into the storm water conveyance 
system and ultimately into receiving waters; and 
 

6. January is historically the second wettest month of the year.  Therefore 
the threat of a discharge is great in January. 
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Deviation from Requirement 
The violation is characterized as either a Minor, Moderate, or Major deviation 
from the requirement.  In this case, the Prosecution Team characterized the 
violation as a Moderate deviation from the requirement.  The Enforcement Policy 
defines a Moderate “Deviation from Requirement” as “[t]he intended 
effectiveness of the requirement has been partially compromised (e.g., the 
requirement was not met, and the effectiveness of the requirement is only 
partially achieved).”  The Discharger implemented erosion control BMPs, 
however some types of BMPs were not being addressed appropriately.  Many of 
the violation notations were for stockpiles.  Although stockpiles can be uncovered 
when actively used during the workday, they should be covered nightly and when 
not in use to protect from precipitation and wind.  It is clear from the January 9, 
2014, inspection photograph that stockpiles did not have plastic sheeting nearby 
to cover them when not in use or for nightly covering, nor did they have berms 
around them.  As to the exterior slopes, they should be sprayed with an erosion 
control BMP as soon as they are finished. 
 
Per Day Factor and Per Day Assessment 
Using a "Potential for Harm" factor of "Moderate'' and "Deviation from 
Requirement" factor of "Moderate," the "Per Day Factor" for failing to implement 
effective erosion controls in Table 3 of the Enforcement Policy is 0.35. 
 

Per Day Assessment = (Per Day Factor) x (Statutory Maximum Liability) 
 

Per Day Assessment = (0.35) x ($10,000) = $3,500 
 
Step 4 - Adjustment Factors 
 
Three additional factors are considered and can modify the amount of initial 
liability:  Culpability; Cleanup and Cooperation; and History of Violations. 
 
Culpability 
The culpability multiplier ranges between 0.5 and 1.5.  The Prosecution Team 
assigns a multiplier of 1.3 for this violation because these are common 
construction activities that could have been easily addressed.  Also the 
Discharger failed to correct the deficiencies after repeated notifications by its 
QSP. 
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Cleanup and Cooperation 
This is the extent to which the discharger voluntarily cooperated in returning to 
compliance and correcting environmental damage.  Multiplier ranges between 
0.75 to 1.5 with the lower multiplier applying where there is a high degree of 
cleanup and cooperation, and a higher multiplier where this is absent.  In this 
case, the Prosecution Team assigns a multiplier of 1.0 because the Discharger 
corrected the violations upon San Diego Water Board notification. 
 
History of Violations 
The Prosecution Team assigns a history of violation multiplier of 1.0 because the 
Discharger does not have a history of construction storm water violations. 
 
Step 5 - Determination of Total Base Liability Amount 
 
The Total Base Liability amount is determined by multiplying the “Per Day 
Assessment” by the “Days of Violation” to determine the “Initial Amount of 
Liability” and then applying the adjustment factors as follows: 
 

Total 
Base 

Liability 
= 

Per Day 
Assessment 

X 
No. 
of 

Days
X Culpability X 

Cleanup & 
Cooperation 

X 
History of 
Violations

 
Total 
Base 

Liability 
= ($3,500) X (11) X (1.3) X (1.0) X (1.0) = $50,050

 
Step 6 -Ability to Pay and Ability to Continue In Business 
 
See Section M.  Ability to Pay and Ability to Continue In Business. 
 
Step 7- Other Factors as Justice May Require 
 
See Section N.  Other Factors as Justice May Require. 
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Step 8 - Economic Benefit 
 
Discharger achieved an economic benefit of $19 by delaying the application of 
erosion control BMPs (e.g. spraying bonded fiber matrix) by eleven days 
(January 2, 2014 to January 12, 2014).  It is estimated that 2.3 acres of slopes 
were exposed, and that the estimated cost to spray bonded fiber matrix is 
$3,9015 per acre.  Therefore the cost to spray the exposed slopes is estimated to 
be $9,200.  See Exhibit No. 11, Economic Benefit Calculation Violation No. 5. 
 
Step 9 - Maximum and Minimum Liability Amounts 
 
Pursuant to Water Code section 13385 the maximum civil liability that the San 
Diego Water Board may assess for this violation is (a) ten thousand dollars 
($10,000) per day of violation (per violation).  Water Code section 13385(d) 
requires that when pursuing civil liability under Water Code section 13385, "[a]t a 
minimum, liability shall be assessed at a level that recovers the economic benefit, 
if any, derived from the acts that constitute the violation." 
 
In this instance, the Prosecution Team is proposing the assessment of civil 
liability for the failure to implement erosion control BMPs for eleven days.  The 
maximum civil liability that could be assessed for this violation is one hundred ten 
thousand dollars ($110,000). 
 
Water Code section 13385(e) requires that when pursuing civil liability under 
section 13385, "at a minimum, liability shall be assessed at a level that recovers 
the economic benefit, if any, derived from the acts that constitute the violation."  
The Enforcement Policy requires that the adjusted Total Base Liability shall be at 
least ten percent (10%) higher than the economic benefit.  Therefore the 
minimum liability is (1.1) X ($19) = $21. 
 
Step 10 - Proposed Civil Liability for Violation No. 5 
 
Based on the unique facts of this case, and the penalty calculation methodology 
within Section VI of the Enforcement Policy, the proposed civil liability for failing 
to implement erosion control BMPs for eleven (11) days in violation of the 
Construction Storm Water Permit is fifty thousand fifty dollars ($50,050) plus staff 
costs.  The proposed liability is within the minimum and maximum liability range. 
 

  

                                                            
5 Soil Stabilization BMP Research for Erosion and Sediment Controls, Cost Survey Technical Memorandum, July 
2007, Caltrans, Table 3‐1, page 7. 
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Violation No. 6: Failure to Maintain Sediment Control BMPs (14 
days) October 7, and 24, 2013; November 5, 12, 
19, and 25; December 3, 9, 18, and 26, 2013; 
January 2, 8, 9, and 14, 2014. 

 
Step 1 & 2 – Not Applicable (Non-Discharge Violation Alleged) 
 
Step 3 – Per Day Assessments for Non-Discharge Violations 
 
The Water Boards shall calculate an initial liability factor for each non-discharge 
violation, considering Potential for Harm and the extent of deviation from 
applicable requirements.  While non-discharge violations may not directly or 
immediately impact beneficial uses, they harm or undermine the regulatory 
program. 
 
Potential for Harm 
The violation poses either a Minor, Moderate, or Major threat to beneficial uses.  
The Potential for Harm for this violation was characterized as Moderate.  The 
Enforcement Policy defines Moderate Potential for Harm as “[t]he characteristics 
of the violation present a substantial threat to beneficial uses, and/or the 
circumstances of the violation indicate a substantial potential for harm.  The 
Prosecution Team selected Moderate because this is a large site (more than 40 
acres), it is a Risk Level 3 site, and it discharges into a sensitive water body. 
 
Deviation from Requirement 
The violation is characterized as either a Minor, Moderate, or Major deviation 
from the requirement.  In this case, the Prosecution Team characterized the 
violation as a Moderate deviation from the requirement.  The Enforcement Policy 
defines a Moderate “Deviation from Requirement” as “[t]he intended 
effectiveness of the requirement has been partially compromised (e.g., the 
requirement was not met, and the effectiveness of the requirement is only 
partially achieved).”  Although the Discharger implemented sediment control 
BMPs, there was a consistent theme amongst the violations; failure to 
maintain/repair damaged sediment control BMPs.  The majority of the noted 
violations were for failure to maintain/repair downed silt fencing.  There were also 
notations for failure to maintain fiber rolls and storm drain inlet protection at the 
Site. 
 
Silt fences are designed to slow down storm water runoff and retain sediment 
behind the fence.  If the fence is lying down it is ineffective.  There were eleven 
notations of a downed silt fence in need of repair.  From the submitted 
photographs it was clear that it took several weeks for a down silt fence to be 
repaired and often the condition continued from one week to the next. 
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Fiber rolls operate in the same manner as silt fencing.  If the fiber rolls are not in 
contact with the slope surface or are no longer running along slope contours, 
they will not be effective.  Furthermore failure to maintain storm drain inlet 
protection can result in sediment discharges into the storm water conveyance 
system and ultimately receiving waters. 
 
Per Day Factor and Per Day Assessment 
Using a "Potential for Harm" factor of "Moderate'' and "Deviation from 
Requirement" factor of "Moderate," the "Per Day Factor" for failing to maintain 
effective erosion and sediment controls in Table 3 of the Enforcement Policy is 
0.35. 
 

Per Day Assessment = (Per Day Factor) x (Statutory Maximum Liability) 
 

Per Day Assessment = (0.35) x ($10,000) = $3,500 
 

Step 4 - Adjustment Factors 
 
Three additional factors are considered and can modify the amount of initial 
liability:  Culpability; Cleanup and Cooperation; and History of Violations. 
 
Culpability 
The culpability multiplier ranges between 0.5 and 1.5.  The Prosecution Team 
assigns a multiplier of 1.3 for this violation because these are common 
construction activities that could have been easily addressed.  Also the 
Discharger failed to correct the deficiencies after repeated notifications by its 
QSP. 
 
Cleanup and Cooperation 
This is the extent to which the discharger voluntarily cooperated in returning to 
compliance and correcting environmental damage.  Multiplier ranges between 
0.75 to 1.5 with the lower multiplier applying where there is a high degree of 
cleanup and cooperation, and a higher multiplier where this is absent.  In this 
case, the Prosecution Team assigns a multiplier of 1.0 because the Discharger 
corrected the violations upon San Diego Water Board notification. 
 
History of Violations 
The Prosecution Team assigns a history of violation multiplier of 1.0 because the 
Discharger does not have a history of construction storm water violations. 
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Step 5 - Determination of Total Base Liability Amount 
 
The Total Base Liability amount is determined by multiplying the “Per Day 
Assessment” by the “Days of Violation” to determine the “Initial Amount of 
Liability” and then applying the adjustment factors as follows: 
 

Total 
Base 

Liability 
= 

Per Day 
Assessment 

X 
No. 
of 

Days
X Culpability X 

Cleanup & 
Cooperation 

X 
History of 
Violations

 
Total 
Base 

Liability 
= ($3,500) X (14) X (1.3) X (1.0) X (1.0) = $63,700

 
Step 6 -Ability to Pay and Ability to Continue In Business 
 
See Section M.  Ability to Pay and Ability to Continue In Business. 
 
Step 7- Other Factors as Justice May Require 
 
See Section N.  Other Factors as Justice May Require. 
 
Step 8 - Economic Benefit 
 
Discharger achieved an economic benefit of $9 by failing to maintain sediment 
control BMPs (e.g. restaking downed silt fence, restaking fiber rolls, replacing the 
inlet protection, and installing entrance BMPs).  See Exhibit No. 12, Economic 
Benefit Calculation Violation No. 6. 
 
Step 9 - Maximum and Minimum Liability Amounts 
 
Pursuant to Water Code section 13385 the maximum civil liability that the San 
Diego Water Board may assess for this violation is (a) ten thousand dollars 
($10,000) per day of violation (per violation).  Water Code section 13385(d) 
requires that when pursuing civil liability under Water Code section 13385, "[a]t a 
minimum, liability shall be assessed at a level that recovers the economic benefit, 
if any, derived from the acts that constitute the violation." 
 
In this instance, the Prosecution Team is proposing the assessment of civil 
liability for the failure to maintain erosion control BMPs for fourteen (14) days.  
The maximum civil liability that could be assessed for this violation is one 
hundred and twenty thousand dollars ($140,000). 
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Water Code section 13385(e) requires that when pursuing civil liability under 
section 13385, "at a minimum, liability shall be assessed at a level that recovers 
the economic benefit, if any, derived from the acts that constitute the violation."  
The Enforcement Policy requires that the adjusted Total Base Liability shall be at 
least ten percent (10%) higher than the economic benefit.  Therefore the 
minimum liability is (1.1) X ($9) = $10. 
 
Step 10 - Proposed Civil Liability for Violation No. 6 
 
Based on the unique facts of this case, and the penalty calculation methodology 
within Section VI of the Enforcement Policy, the proposed civil liability for failing 
to maintain sediment control BMPs for fourteen (14) days in violation of the 
Construction Storm Water Permit is sixty-three thousand seven hundred dollars 
($63,700) plus staff costs.  The proposed liability is within the minimum and 
maximum liability range. 
 
Violation No. 7: Failure to Implement Housekeeping BMPs (16 

days) October 7, 15, 24, and 29, 2013; November 
5, 12, 19, 22, and 25, 2013; December 3, 9, 18, 
and 26, 2013; January 2, 8, and 9, 2014. 

 
Step 1 & 2 – Not Applicable (Non-Discharge Violation Alleged) 
 
Step 3 – Per Day Assessments for Non-Discharge Violations 
 
The Water Boards shall calculate an initial liability factor for each non-discharge 
violation, considering Potential for Harm and the extent of deviation from 
applicable requirements.  While non-discharge violations may not directly or 
immediately impact beneficial uses, they harm or undermine the regulatory 
program. 
 
Potential for Harm 
The violation poses either a Minor, Moderate, or Major threat to beneficial uses.  
The Potential for Harm for this violation was characterized as Moderate.  The 
Enforcement Policy defines Moderate Potential for Harm as “[t]he characteristics 
of the violation present a substantial threat to beneficial uses, and/or the 
circumstances of the violation indicate a substantial potential for harm.  The 
Prosecution Team selected Moderate for the following reasons: 
 
1. The great majority (88 percent) of the QSP’s noted housekeeping 

violations were for the existence of debris and waste throughout the Site.  
There were also notations for failure to cover waste dumpsters and 
improper use of concrete washouts. 
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2. The failure to manage the debris and waste created a threatened 
discharge from the Site during storm events, and daily due to wind; 
 

3. Construction trash and debris can destroy habitat, harm wildlife, spread 
contagion, create obstructions and pose swimming hazards for humans 
and wildlife; and 
 

4. Construction trash and debris interferes with the aesthetic enjoyment of 
hiking and picnicking along the tributary. 
 

Deviation from Requirement 
The violation is characterized as either a Minor, Moderate, or Major deviation 
from the requirement.  In this case, the Prosecution Team characterized the 
violation as a Moderate deviation from the requirement.  The Enforcement Policy 
defines a Moderate “Deviation from Requirement” as “[t]he intended 
effectiveness of the requirement has been partially compromised (e.g., the 
requirement was not met, and the effectiveness of the requirement is only 
partially achieved).”  Although the Discharger implemented housekeeping BMPS, 
there was a consistent theme amongst the violations; failure to collect 
trash/debris and keep the construction Site clean.  There was a clear failure to 
have enough waste receptacles throughout the Site. Furthermore, there was a 
failure to educate subcontractors on the proper disposal of trash/debris and the 
Discharger’s expectation that the Site would remain clean and orderly. 
 
Per Day Factor and Per Day Assessment 
Using a "Potential for Harm" factor of "Moderate'' and "Deviation from 
Requirement" factor of "Moderate," the "Per Day Factor" for failing to maintain 
effective erosion and sediment controls in Table 3 of the Enforcement Policy is 
0.35. 
 

Per Day Assessment = (Per Day Factor) x (Statutory Maximum Liability) 
 

Per Day Assessment = (0.35) x ($10,000) = $3,500 
 
Step 4 - Adjustment Factors 
 
Three additional factors are considered and can modify the amount of initial 
liability:  Culpability; Cleanup and Cooperation; and History of Violations. 
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Culpability 
The culpability multiplier ranges between 0.5 and 1.5.  The Prosecution Team 
assigns a multiplier of 1.3 for this violation because these are common 
construction activities that could have been easily addressed.  Also the 
Discharger failed to correct the deficiencies after repeated notifications by its 
QSP. 
 
Cleanup and Cooperation 
This is the extent to which the discharger voluntarily cooperated in returning to 
compliance and correcting environmental damage.  Multiplier ranges between 
0.75 to 1.5 with the lower multiplier applying where there is a high degree of 
cleanup and cooperation, and a higher multiplier where this is absent.  In this 
case, the Prosecution Team assigns a multiplier of 1.0 because the Discharger 
corrected the violations upon San Diego Water Board notification. 
 
History of Violations 
The Prosecution Team assigns a history of violation multiplier of 1.0 because the 
Discharger does not have a history of construction storm water violations. 
 
Step 5 - Determination of Total Base Liability Amount 
 
The Total Base Liability amount is determined by multiplying the “Per Day 
Assessment” by the “Days of Violation” to determine the “Initial Amount of 
Liability” and then applying the adjustment factors as follows: 
 

Total 
Base 

Liability 
= 

Per Day 
Assessment 

X 
No. 
of 

Days
X Culpability X 

Cleanup & 
Cooperation 

X 
History of 
Violations

 
Total 
Base 

Liability 
= ($3,500) X (16) X (1.3) X (1.0) X (1.0) = $72,800

 
Step 6 -Ability to Pay and Ability to Continue In Business 
 
See Section M.  Ability to Pay and Ability to Continue In Business. 
 
Step 7- Other Factors as Justice May Require 
 
See Section N.  Other Factors as Justice May Require. 
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Step 8 - Economic Benefit 
 
Discharger achieved an economic benefit of $440 by delaying the collection of 
trash and debris, street sweeping, and concrete washout bins.  See Exhibit No. 
13, Economic Benefit Calculation Violation No. 7. 
 
Step 9 - Maximum and Minimum Liability Amounts 
 
Pursuant to Water Code section 13385 the maximum civil liability that the San 
Diego Water Board may assess for this violation is (a) ten thousand dollars 
($10,000) per day of violation (per violation).  Water Code section 13385(d) 
requires that when pursuing civil liability under Water Code section 13385, "[a]t a 
minimum, liability shall be assessed at a level that recovers the economic benefit, 
if any, derived from the acts that constitute the violation." 
 
In this instance, the Prosecution Team is proposing the assessment of civil 
liability for the failure to implement housekeeping BMPs for sixteen (16) days.  
The maximum civil liability that could be assessed for this violation is one 
hundred sixty thousand dollars ($160,000). 
 
Water Code section 13385(e) requires that when pursuing civil liability under 
section 13385, "at a minimum, liability shall be assessed at a level that recovers 
the economic benefit, if any, derived from the acts that constitute the violation."  
The Enforcement Policy requires that the adjusted Total Base Liability shall be at 
least ten percent (10%) higher than the economic benefit.  Therefore the 
minimum liability is (1.1) X ($440) = $484. 
 
Step 10 - Proposed Civil Liability for Violation No. 7 
 
Based on the unique facts of this case, and the penalty calculation methodology 
within Section VI of the Enforcement Policy, the proposed civil liability for failing 
to implement housekeeping BMPs for sixteen (16) days in violation of the 
Construction Storm Water Permit is seventy-two thousand eight hundred dollars 
($72,800) plus staff costs.  The proposed liability is within the minimum and 
maximum liability range. 
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Violation No. 8: Failure to Complete Inspection Checklist (12 
Weekly Reports) October 7 and 24, 2013; 
November 5, 12, 19, and 25, 2013; December 3, 
9, 18, and 26, 2013; and January 2 and 8, 2014. 

 
Step 1 & 2 – Not Applicable (Non-Discharge Violation Alleged) 
 
Step 3 – Per Day Assessments for Non-Discharge Violations 
 
The Water Boards shall calculate an initial liability factor for each non-discharge 
violation, considering Potential for Harm and the extent of deviation from 
applicable requirements.  While non-discharge violations may not directly or 
immediately impact beneficial uses, they harm or undermine the regulatory 
program. 
 
Potential for Harm 
The violation poses either a Minor, Moderate, or Major threat to beneficial uses.  
The Potential for Harm for this violation was characterized as Moderate.  The 
Enforcement Policy defines Moderate Potential for Harm as “[t]he characteristics 
of the violation present a substantial threat to beneficial uses, and/or the 
circumstances of the violation indicate a substantial potential for harm.  The 
Prosecution Team selected Moderate because failing to complete the inspection 
checklist allowed problem areas to remain unaddressed and therefore to threaten 
beneficial uses. 
 
Deviation from Requirement 
The violation is characterized as either a Minor, Moderate, or Major deviation 
from the requirement.  In this case, the Prosecution Team characterized the 
violation as a Moderate deviation from the requirement.  The Enforcement Policy 
defines a Moderate “Deviation from Requirement” as “[t]he intended 
effectiveness of the requirement has been partially compromised (e.g., the 
requirement was not met, and the effectiveness of the requirement is only 
partially achieved).”  The Discharger employed a QSP that weekly inspected the 
Site and forwarded a checklist indicating what BMPs were acceptable, missing, 
or required repair.  The Discharger received the checklist; however it failed to fill 
in the following critical components of the checklist to demonstrate that problem 
areas had been addressed: 
 
1. Assign the corrective work to someone; 
2. Indicate the date that the corrective work was completed; 
3. Sign the checklist to indicate the chain of custody/responsibility for the 

corrective work; and 
4. Indicate the date the checklist was received. 
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Based upon the checklist there is no record whether the deficient and missing 
BMPs were rectified.  Here the Discharger failed to act on a key component of 
the Construction Storm Water Permit.  Weekly inspections can identify vulnerable 
areas of the site, provide feedback as to the effectiveness of the BMPs, and 
indicate where use of a different BMP may be called for. 
 
Per Day Factor and Per Day Assessment 
Using a "Potential for Harm" factor of "Moderate'' and "Deviation from 
Requirement" factor of "Moderate," the "Per Day Factor" for failing to maintain 
effective erosion and sediment controls in Table 3 of the Enforcement Policy is 
0.35. 
 

Per Day Assessment = (Per Day Factor) x (Statutory Maximum Liability) 
 

Per Day Assessment = (0.35) x ($10,000) = $3,500 
 
Step 4 - Adjustment Factors 
 
Three additional factors are considered and can modify the amount of initial 
liability:  Culpability; Cleanup and Cooperation; and History of Violations. 
 
Culpability 
The culpability multiplier ranges between 0.5 and 1.5.  The Prosecution Team 
assigns a multiplier of 1.3 for this violation because the QSP identified problems 
during the weekly inspections and the Discharger did not document or follow-up.  
Based upon the QSP’s photographs, some BMP problems occurred over several 
weeks, or that the same type of pollution problem (e.g., debris) occurred over 
several weeks. 
 
Cleanup and Cooperation 
This is the extent to which the discharger voluntarily cooperated in returning to 
compliance and correcting environmental damage.  Multiplier ranges between 
0.75 to 1.5 with the lower multiplier applying where there is a high degree of 
cleanup and cooperation, and a higher multiplier where this is absent.  In this 
case, the Prosecution Team assigns a multiplier of 1.0 because the Discharger’s 
conduct was reasonable.  Discharger hired a new QSP, and is now implementing 
the form. 
 
History of Violations 
The Prosecution Team assigns a history of violation multiplier of 1.0 because the 
Discharger does not have a history of construction storm water violations. 
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Step 5 - Determination of Total Base Liability Amount 
 
The Total Base Liability amount is determined by multiplying the “Per Day 
Assessment” by the “Days of Violation” to determine the “Initial Amount of 
Liability” and then applying the adjustment factors as follows: 
 

Total 
Base 

Liability 
= 

Per Day 
Assessment 

X 
No. 
of 

Days
X Culpability X 

Cleanup & 
Cooperation 

X 
History of 
Violations

 
Total 
Base 

Liability 
= ($3,500) X (12) X (1.3) X (1.0) X (1.0) = $54,600

 
Step 6 -Ability to Pay and Ability to Continue In Business 
 
See Section M.  Ability to Pay and Ability to Continue In Business. 
 
Step 7- Other Factors as Justice May Require 
 
See Section N.  Other Factors as Justice May Require. 
 
Step 8 - Economic Benefit 
 
Discharger achieved an economic benefit of $1,238 by failing to implement the 
checklist.  See Exhibit No. 14, Economic Benefit Calculation Violation No. 8. 
 
Step 9 - Maximum and Minimum Liability Amounts 
 
Pursuant to Water Code section 13385 the maximum civil liability that the San 
Diego Water Board may assess for this violation is (a) ten thousand dollars 
($10,000) per day of violation (per violation).  Water Code section 13385(d) 
requires that when pursuing civil liability under Water Code section 13385, "[a]t a 
minimum, liability shall be assessed at a level that recovers the economic benefit, 
if any, derived from the acts that constitute the violation." 
 
In this instance, the Prosecution Team is proposing the assessment of civil 
liability for the failure to implement housekeeping BMPs for twelve (12) days.  
The maximum civil liability that could be assessed for this violation is one 
hundred twenty thousand dollars ($120,000). 
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Water Code section 13385(e) requires that when pursuing civil liability under 
section 13385, "at a minimum, liability shall be assessed at a level that recovers 
the economic benefit, if any, derived from the acts that constitute the violation."  
The Enforcement Policy requires that the adjusted Total Base Liability shall be at 
least ten percent (10%) higher than the economic benefit.  Therefore the 
minimum liability is (1.1 X $1,238) = $1,362. 
 
Step 10 - Proposed Civil Liability for Violation No. 8 
 
Based on the unique facts of this case, and the penalty calculation methodology 
within Section VI of the Enforcement Policy, the proposed civil liability for failing 
to complete inspection checklists for twelve (12) days in violation of the 
Construction Storm Water Permit is fifty-four thousand six hundred dollars 
($54,600) plus staff costs.  The proposed liability is within the minimum and 
maximum liability range. 
 

M. Ability to Pay and Ability to Continue In Business 
The Total Base Liability Amount may be adjusted to address the violator’s ability 
to pay or continue in business.  To do so, however, the San Diego Water Board 
must have sufficient financial information necessary to assess the violator’s 
ability to pay the Total Base Liability Amount or to assess the effect of the Total 
Base Liability Amount on the violator’s ability to continue in business.  In this 
matter the San Diego Water Board has no information that the Discharger is 
unable to pay the proposed liability amount. 

 
N. Other Factors as Justice May Require 

The Enforcement Policy provides that if the San Diego Water Board believes that 
the amount determined using the above factors is inappropriate, the liability 
amount may be adjusted under the provision for “other factors as justice may 
require,”  if express finding are made.  Examples of circumstances warranting an 
adjustment under this step are: 
 
1. The discharger has provided, or Water Board staff has identified, other 

pertinent information not previously considered that indicates a higher or 
lower amount is justified. 

 
2. A consideration of issues of environmental justice indicates that the 

amount would have a disproportionate impact on a particular 
disadvantaged group. 

 
3. The calculated amount is entirely disproportionate to assessments for 

similar conduct made in the recent past using the Enforcement Policy. 
 
The circumstances in this matter do not warrant an adjustment under this step. 
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The Enforcement Policy also provides under the “Other Factors as Justice May 
Require” that the cost of investigation and enforcement should be added to the 
liability amount.  Over the course of trying to resolve this matter with the 
Discharger, the San Diego Water Board invested 152.5 hours to investigate, 
prepare enforcement documents, and consider this action.  The total investment 
of the San Diego Water Board to date is $10,874.  A summary of the staff costs 
incurred to date is provided in Exhibit No. 15, Staff Cost Summary. 
 

O. Total Proposed Liability Amount 
The total proposed liability amount for the violations in ACL Complaint No. R9-
2014-0044 is $275,450 plus staff costs of $10,874 for a total of $286,324.  A 
summary of the methodology used by the Prosecution Team to calculate the 
proposed civil liability is provided in Exhibit No.16, Penalty Methodology 
Summary.  Below is a tabular summary of the total proposed liability, Table No. 
1.  Penalty Summary. 
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Table 1.  Penalty Summary 
 

Alleged Violation 
Days of 

Violation

Liability 
Per Day of 
Violation 

Liability 
Amount 

1. Discharge of Sediment Laden Water, 
October 25, 2010 

1 $3,300 $3,300

2. Failure to Monitor Storm Water 
Effluent, October 25, 2010 

1 $8,250 $8,250

3. Failure to Implement Erosion Control 
BMPs, October 25 and 26, 2010 

2 $4,550 $9,100

4. Failure to Implement Sediment 
Control BMPs, October 25, 26, and 27, 
2010 

3 $4,550 $13,650

5. Failure to Implement Erosion Control 
BMPs, October 24, 2013; November 5, 
and 19, 2013; January 2 - 12, 2014. 

11 $4,550 $50,050

6. Failure to Maintain Sediment Control 
BMPs, October 7, and 24, 2013; 
November 5, 12, 19, and 25, 2013; 
December 3, 9, 18, and 26, 2013; 
January 2, 8, 9, and 14, 2014. 

14 $4,550 $63,700 

7. Failure to Implement Housekeeping 
BMPs, October 7, 15, 24, and 29, 2013; 
November 5, 12, 19, 22, and 25, 2013; 
December 3, 9, 18, and 26, 2013; 
January 2, 8, and 9, 2014. 

16 $4,550 $72,800 

8. Failure to Complete Inspection 
Checklist (12 Weekly Reports), 
October 7, 2013, through January 2, 
2014. 

12 $4,550 $54,600 

Total Base Liability Amount $275,450
Staff Costs to Date $10,874
Total Proposed Liability $286,324
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I. BACKGROUND 

A. History 

In 1972, the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (also referred to as the Clean Water Act [CWA]) was 
amended to provide that the discharge of pollutants to waters of the United States from any point source 
is unlawful unless the discharge is in compliance with a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) permit.  The 1987 amendments to the CWA added Section 402(p), which establishes a 
framework for regulating municipal and industrial storm water discharges under the NPDES Program.  On 
November 16, 1990, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) published final regulations that 
established storm water permit application requirements for specified categories of industries.  The 
regulations provide that discharges of storm water to waters of the United States from construction 
projects that encompass five or more acres of soil disturbance are effectively prohibited unless the 
discharge is in compliance with an NPDES Permit. Regulations (Phase II Rule) that became final on 
December 8, 1999 lowered the permitting threshold from five acres to one acre.  
 
While federal regulations allow two permitting options for storm water discharges (Individual Permits and 
General Permits), the State Water Board has elected to adopt only one statewide General Permit at this 
time that will apply to most storm water discharges associated with construction activity.   
 
On August 19, 1999, the State Water Board reissued the General Construction Storm Water Permit 
(Water Quality Order 99-08-DWQ).  On December 8, 1999 the State Water Board amended Order 99-08-
DWQ to apply to sites as small as one acre. 
 
The General Permit accompanying this fact sheet regulates storm water runoff from construction sites.  
Regulating many storm water discharges under one permit will greatly reduce the administrative burden 
associated with permitting individual storm water discharges.  To obtain coverage under this General 
Permit, dischargers shall electronically file the Permit Registration Documents (PRDs), which includes a 
Notice of Intent (NOI), Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), and other compliance related 
documents required by this General Permit and mail the appropriate permit fee to the State Water Board.  
It is expected that as the storm water program develops, the Regional Water Quality Control Boards 
(Regional Water Boards) may issue General Permits or Individual Permits containing more specific permit 
provisions.  When this occurs, this General Permit will no longer regulate those dischargers. 
 

B. Legal Challenges and Court Decisions 

1. Early Court Decisions 

Shortly after the passage of the CWA, the USEPA promulgated regulations exempting most storm water 
discharges from the NPDES permit requirements. (See 40 C.F.R. § 125.4 (1975); see also Natural 
Resources Defense Council v. Costle (D.C. Cir. 1977) 568 F.2d 1369, 1372 (Costle); Defenders of 
Wildlife v. Browner (9th Cir. 1999) 191 F.3d 1159, 1163 (Defenders of Wildlife).)  When environmental 
groups challenged this exemption in federal court, the District of Columbia Court of Appeals invalidated 
the regulation, holding that the USEPA “does not have authority to exempt categories of point sources 
from the permit requirements of [CWA] § 402.”  (Costle,  568 F.2d at 1377.)  The Costle court rejected the 
USEPA's argument that effluent-based storm sewer regulation was administratively infeasible because of 
the variable nature of storm water pollution and the number of affected storm sewers throughout the 
country. (Id. at 1377-82.)  Although the court acknowledged the practical problems relating to storm sewer 
regulation, the court found the USEPA had the flexibility under the CWA to design regulations that would 
overcome these problems. (Id. at 1379-83.)  In particular, the court pointed to general permits and permits 
based on requiring best management practices (BMPs). 
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During the next 15 years, the USEPA made numerous attempts to reconcile the statutory requirement of 
point source regulation with the practical problem of regulating possibly millions of diverse point source 
discharges of storm water. (See Defenders of Wildlife, 191 F.3d at 1163; see also Gallagher, Clean Water 
Act in Environmental Law Handbook (Sullivan, edit., 2003) 
p. 300 (Environmental Law Handbook); Eisen, Toward a Sustainable Urbanism:  Lessons from Federal 
Regulation of Urban Storm Water Runoff (1995) 48 Wash. U.J. Urb. & Contemp. L.1, 40-41 [Regulation of 
Urban Storm Water Runoff].) 
 
In 1987, Congress amended the CWA to require NPDES permits for storm water discharges. (See CWA 
§  402(p), 33 U.S.C. § 1342(p); Defenders of Wildlife,  191 F.3d at 1163;  Natural Resources Defense 
Council v. USEPA (9th Cir. 1992) 966 F.2d 1292, 1296.)  In these amendments, enacted as part of the 
Water Quality Act of 1987, Congress distinguished between industrial and municipal storm water 
discharges.  With respect to industrial storm water discharges, Congress provided that NPDES permits 
"shall meet all applicable provisions of this section and section 1311 [requiring the USEPA to establish 
effluent limitations under specific timetables]." (CWA § 402(p)(3)(A), 33 U.S.C. §  1342(p)(3)(A);  see also 
Defenders of Wildlife, 191 F.3d at 1163-64.)  
 
In 1990, USEPA adopted regulations specifying what activities were considered “industrial” and thus 
required discharges of storm water associated with those activities to obtain coverage under NPDES 
permits. (55 Fed. Reg. 47,990 (1990); 40 C.F.R. § 122.26(b)(14).)  Construction activities, deemed a 
subset of the industrial activities category, must also be regulated by an NPDES permit. (40 C.F.R. § 
122.26(b)(14)(x)).  In 1999, USEPA issued regulations for “Phase II” of storm water regulation, which 
required most small construction sites (1-5 acres) to be regulated under the NPDES program. (64 Fed. 
Reg. 68,722; 40 C.F.R. § 122.26(b)(15)(i).) 
 

2. Court Decisions on Public Participation 

Two recent federal court opinions have vacated USEPA rules that denied meaningful public review of 
NPDES permit conditions.  On January 14, 2003, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals held that certain 
aspects of USEPA’s Phase II regulations governing MS4s were invalid primarily because the general 
permit did not contain express requirements for public participation. (Environmental Defense Center v. 
USEPA (9th Cir. 2003) 344 F.3d 832.)  Specifically, the court determined that applications for general 
permit coverage (including the Notice of Intent (NOI) and Storm Water Management Program (SWMP)) 
must be made available to the public, the applications must be reviewed and determined to meet the 
applicable standard by the permitting authority before coverage commences, and there must be a 
process to accommodate public hearings.  (Id. at 852-54.)  Similarly, on February 28, 2005, the Second 
Circuit Court of Appeals held that the USEPA's confined animal feeding operation (CAFO) rule violated 
the CWA because it allowed dischargers to write their own nutrient management plans without public 
review. (Waterkeeper Alliance v. USEPA (2d Cir. 2005) 399 F.3d 486.)  Although neither decision 
involved the issuance of construction storm water permits, the State Water Board’s Office of Chief 
Counsel has recommended that the new General Permit address the courts’ rulings where feasible1.   

                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1 In Texas Independent Producers and Royalty Owners Assn. v. USEPA (7th Cir. 2005) 410 F.3d 964, the Seventh 
Circuit Court of Appeals held that the USEPA’s construction general permit was not required to provide the public 
with the opportunity for a public hearing on the Notice of Intent or Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan.  The 
Seventh Circuit briefly discussed why it agreed with the Ninth Circuit’s dissent in Environmental Defense Center, but 
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The CWA and the USEPA’s regulations provide states with the discretion to formulate permit terms, 
including specifying best management practices (BMPs), to achieve strict compliance with federal 
technology-based and water quality-based standards.  (Natural Resources Defense Council v. USEPA 
(9th Cir. 1992) 966 F.2d 1292, 1308.) Accordingly, this General Permit has developed specific BMPs as 
well as numeric action levels (NALs) in order to achieve these minimum federal standards.   In addition, 
the General Permit requires a SWPPP and REAP (another dynamic, site-specific plan) to be developed 
but has removed all language requiring the discharger to implement these plans – instead, the discharger 
is required to comply with specific requirements.  By requiring the dischargers to implement these specific 
BMPs and NALs,  this General Permit ensures that the dischargers do not “write their own permits.”   As a 
result this General Permit does not require each discharger’s SWPPP and REAP to be reviewed and 
approved by the Regional Water Boards. 
 
This General Permit also requires dischargers to electronically file all permit-related compliance 
documents.  These documents include, but are not limited to, NOIs, SWPPPs, annual reports, Notice of 
Terminations (NOTs), and numeric action level (NAL) exceedance reports.  Electronically submitted 
compliance information is immediately available to the public, as well as the Regional Water Quality 
Control Board (Regional Water Board) offices, via the Internet.  In addition, this General Permit enables 
public review and hearings on permit applications when appropriate. Under this General Permit, the 
public clearly has a meaningful opportunity to participate in the permitting process.    

                                                                                                                                                                           
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
generally did not discuss the substantive holdings in Environmental Defense Center and Waterkeeper Alliance, 
because neither court addressed the initial question of whether the plaintiffs had standing to challenge the permits at 
issue.  However, notwithstanding the Seventh Circuit’s decision, it is not binding or controlling on the State Water 
Board because California is located within the Ninth Circuit. 
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C. Blue Ribbon Panel of Experts and Feasibility of Numeric Effluent 
Limitations 

In 2005 and 2006, the State Water Board convened an expert panel (panel) to address the feasibility of 
numeric effluent limitations (NELs) in California’s storm water permits.  Specifically, the panel was asked 
to address: 
  
“Is it technically feasible to establish numeric effluent limitations, or some other quantifiable limit, for 
inclusion in storm water permits?  How would such limitations or criteria be established, and what 
information and data would be required?” 
 
“The answers should address industrial general permits, construction general permits, and area-wide 
municipal permits.  The answers should also address both technology-based limitations or criteria and 
water quality-based limitations or criteria.  In evaluating establishment of any objective criteria, the panel 
should address all of the following: 
 
The ability of the State Water Board to establish appropriate objective limitations or criteria; 
 
How compliance determinations would be made; 
 
The ability of dischargers and inspectors to monitor for compliance; and 
 
The technical and financial ability of dischargers to comply with the limitations or criteria.” 
  
Through a series of public participation processes (State Water Board meetings, State Water Board 
workshops, and the solicitation of written comments), a number of water quality, public process and 
overall program effectiveness problems were identified. Some of these problems are addressed through 
this General Permit.   
 

D. Summary of Panel Findings on Construction Activities 

The panel’s final report can be downloaded and viewed through links at www.waterboards.ca.gov or by 
clicking here2.   
 
The panel made the following observations: 
 
“Limited field studies indicate that traditional erosion and sediment controls are highly variable in 
performance, resulting in highly variable turbidity levels in the site discharge.” 
 
“Site-to-site variability in runoff turbidity from undeveloped sites can also be quite large in many areas of 
California, particularly in more arid regions with less natural vegetative cover and steep slopes.” 
                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2 http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/stormwtr/docs/numeric/swpanel_final_report.pdf 
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“Active treatment technologies involving the use of polymers with relatively large storage systems now 
exist that can provide much more consistent and very low discharge turbidity.  However, these 
technologies have as yet only been applied to larger construction sites, generally five acres or greater.  
Furthermore, toxicity has been observed at some locations, although at the vast majority of sites, toxicity 
has not occurred.  There is also the potential for an accidental large release of such chemicals with their 
use.” 
 
“To date most of the construction permits have focused on TSS and turbidity, but have not addressed 
other, potentially significant pollutants such as phosphorus and an assortment of chemicals used at 
construction sites.” 
 
“Currently, there is no required training or certification program for contractors, preparers of soil erosion 
and sediment control Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans, or field inspectors.” 
 
“The quality of storm water discharges from construction sites that effectively employ BMPs likely varies 
due to site conditions such as climate, soil, and topography.”  
 
“The States of Oregon and Washington have recently adopted similar concepts to the Action Levels 
described earlier.” 
 
In addition, the panel made the following conclusions: 
 
“It is the consensus of the Panel that active treatment technologies make Numeric Limits technically 
feasible for pollutants commonly associated with storm water discharges from construction sites (e.g. TSS 
and turbidity) for larger construction sites.  Technical practicalities and cost-effectiveness may make these 
technologies less feasible for smaller sites, including small drainages within a larger site, as these 
technologies have seen limited use at small construction sites.  If chemical addition is not permitted, then 
Numeric Limits are not likely feasible.” 
 
“The Board should consider Numeric Limits or Action Levels for other pollutants of relevance to 
construction sites, but in particular pH.  It is of particular concern where fresh concrete or wash water from 
cement mixers/equipment is exposed to storm water.”    
 
“The Board should consider the phased implementation of Numeric Limits and Action Levels, 
commensurate with the capacity of the dischargers and support industry to respond.”  
 

E. How the Panel’s Findings are Used in this General Permit 

The State Water Board carefully considered the findings of the panel and related public comments.  The 
State Water Board also reviewed and considered the comments regarding statewide storm water policy 
and the reissuance of the Industrial General Permit.  From the input received the State Water Board 
identified some permit and program performance gaps that are addressed in this General Permit.  The 
Summary of Significant Changes (below) in this General Permit are a direct result of this process. 

F. Summary of Significant Changes in This General Permit 

The State Water Board has significant changes to Order 99-08-DWQ.  This General Permit differs from 
Order 99-08-DWQ in the following significant ways:  
 
Rainfall Erosivity Waiver: this General Permit includes the option allowing a small construction site (>1 
and <5 acres) to self-certify if the rainfall erosivity value (R value) for their site's given location and time 
frame compute to be less than or equal to 5. 
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Technology-Based Numeric Action Levels: this General Permit includes NALs for pH and turbidity. 
 
Risk-Based Permitting Approach:  this General Permit establishes three levels of risk possible for a 
construction site.  Risk is calculated in two parts: 1) Project Sediment Risk, and 2) Receiving Water Risk.     
   
Minimum Requirements Specified: this General Permit imposes more minimum BMPs and 
requirements that were previously only required as elements of the SWPPP or were suggested by 
guidance. 
 
Project Site Soil Characteristics Monitoring and Reporting:  this General Permit provides the option 
for dischargers to monitor and report the soil characteristics at their project location.  The primary purpose 
of this requirement is to provide better risk determination and eventually better program evaluation. 
 
Effluent Monitoring and Reporting: this General Permit requires effluent monitoring and reporting for 
pH and turbidity in storm water discharges.  The purpose of this monitoring is to evaluate whether NALs 
and NELs for Active Treatment Systems included in this General Permit are exceeded.   
 
Receiving Water Monitoring and Reporting: this General Permit requires some Risk Level 3 and LUP 
Type 3 dischargers to monitor receiving waters and conduct bioassessments.  
 
Post-Construction Storm Water Performance Standards:  this General Permit specifies runoff 
reduction requirements for all sites not covered by a Phase I or Phase II MS4 NPDES permit, to avoid, 
minimize and/or mitigate post-construction storm water runoff impacts.  
 
Rain Event Action Plan: this General Permit requires certain sites to develop and implement a Rain 
Event Action Plan (REAP) that must be designed to protect all exposed portions of the site within 48 
hours prior to any likely precipitation event. 
 
Annual Reporting: this General Permit requires all projects that are enrolled for more than one 
continuous three-month period to submit information and annually certify that their site is in compliance 
with these requirements.  The primary purpose of this requirement is to provide information needed for 
overall program evaluation and pubic information. 
 
Certification/Training Requirements for Key Project Personnel: this General Permit requires that key 
personnel (e.g., SWPPP preparers, inspectors, etc.) have specific training or certifications to ensure their 
level of knowledge and skills are adequate to ensure their ability to design and evaluate project 
specifications that will comply with General Permit requirements. 
 
Linear Underground/Overhead Projects: this General Permit includes requirements for all Linear 
Underground/Overhead Projects (LUPs). 
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II. RATIONALE 

A. General Permit Approach 

A general permit for construction activities is an appropriate permitting approach for the following 
reasons:  

1. A general permit is an efficient method to establish the essential regulatory requirements for 
a broad range of construction activities under differing site conditions;  

2. A general permit is the most efficient method to handle the large number of construction 
storm water permit applications;  

3. The application process for coverage under a general permit is far less onerous than that for 
individual permit and hence more cost effective; 

4. A general permit is consistent with USEPA's four-tier permitting strategy, the purpose of 
which is to use the flexibility provided by the CWA in designing a workable and efficient 
permitting system; and 

5. A general permit is designed to provide coverage for a group of related facilities or operations 
of a specific industry type or group of industries. It is appropriate when the discharge 
characteristics are sufficiently similar, and a standard set of permit requirements can 
effectively provide environmental protection and comply with water quality standards for 
discharges. In most cases, the general permit will provide sufficient and appropriate 
management requirements to protect the quality of receiving waters from discharges of storm 
water from construction sites.   

There may be instances where a general permit is not appropriate for a specific construction project.  A 
Regional Water Board may require any discharger otherwise covered under the General Permit to apply 
for and obtain an Individual Permit or apply for coverage under a more specific General Permit.  The 
Regional Water Board must determine that this General Permit does not provide adequate assurance that 
water quality will be protected, or that there is a site-specific reason why an individual permit should be 
required.  

B. Construction Activities Covered 

1. Construction activity subject to this General Permit: 

Any construction or demolition activity, including, but not limited to, clearing, grading, grubbing, or 
excavation, or any other activity that results in a land disturbance of equal to or greater than one acre.  
 
Construction activity that results in land surface disturbances of less than one acre if the construction 
activity is part of a larger common plan of development or sale of one or more acres of disturbed land 
surface. 
 
Construction activity related to residential, commercial, or industrial development on lands currently used 
for agriculture including, but not limited to, the construction of buildings related to agriculture that are 
considered industrial pursuant to USEPA regulations, such as dairy barns or food processing facilities.  
 
Construction activity associated with LUPs including, but not limited to, those activities necessary for the 
installation of underground and overhead linear facilities (e.g., conduits, substructures, pipelines, towers, 
poles, cables, wires, connectors, switching, regulating and transforming equipment and associated 
ancillary facilities) and include, but are not limited to, underground utility mark-out, potholing, concrete 
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and asphalt cutting and removal, trenching, excavation, boring and drilling, access road and pole/tower 
pad and cable/wire pull station, substation construction, substructure installation, construction of tower 
footings and/or foundations, pole and tower installations, pipeline installations, welding,  concrete and/or 
pavement repair or replacement, and stockpile/borrow locations.   
 
Discharges of sediment from construction activities associated with oil and gas exploration, production, 
processing, or treatment operations or transmission facilities.3 
 
Storm water discharges from dredge spoil placement that occur outside of U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
jurisdiction4 (upland sites) and that disturb one or more acres of land surface from construction activity are 
covered by this General Permit.  Construction projects that intend to disturb one or more acres of land 
within the jurisdictional boundaries of a CWA § 404 permit should contact the appropriate Regional Water 
Board to determine whether this permit applies to the project.   
 

2. Linear Underground/Overhead Projects (LUPs) subject to this General Permit: 

Underground/overhead facilities typically constructed as LUPs include, but are not limited to, any 
conveyance, pipe, or pipeline for the transportation of any gaseous, liquid (including water, wastewater for 
domestic municipal services), liquescent, or slurry substance; any cable line or wire for the transmission 
of electrical energy; any cable line or wire for communications (e.g., telephone, telegraph, radio or 
television messages); and associated ancillary facilities.  Construction activities associated with LUPs 
include, but are not limited to, those activities necessary for the installation of underground and overhead 
linear facilities (e.g., conduits, substructures, pipelines, towers, poles, cables, wires, connectors, 
switching, regulating and transforming equipment and associated ancillary facilities) and include, but are 
not limited to, underground utility mark-out, potholing, concrete and asphalt cutting and removal, 
trenching, excavation, boring and drilling, access road and pole/tower pad and cable/wire pull station, 
substation construction, substructure installation, construction of tower footings and/or foundations, pole 
and tower installations, pipeline installations, welding,  concrete and/or pavement repair or replacement, 
and stockpile/borrow locations. 

 
Water Quality Order 2003-0007-DWQ regulated construction activities associated with small LUPs that 
resulted in land disturbances greater than one acre, but less than five acres.  These projects were 
considered non-traditional construction projects.  Attachment A of this Order now regulates all 
construction activities from LUPs resulting in land disturbances greater than one acre. 

 

3. Common Plan of Development or Sale 

USEPA regulations include the term “common plan of development or sale” to ensure that acreage within 
a common project does not artificially escape the permit requirements because construction activities are 
phased, split among smaller parcels, or completed by different owners/developers.  In the absence of an 

                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3 Pursuant to the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals’ decision in NRDC v. EPA (9th Cir. 2008) 526 F.3d 591, and 
subsequent denial of the USEPA’s petition for reconsideration in November 2008, oil and gas construction activities 
discharging storm water contaminated only with sediment are no longer exempt from the NPDES program.   
4  A construction site that includes a dredge and/or fill discharge to any water of the United States (e.g., wetland, 
channel, pond, or marine water) requires a CWA Section 404 permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and a 
CWA Section 401 Water Quality Certification from the Regional Water Board or State Water Board. 
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exact definition of “common plan of development or sale,” the State Water Board is required to exercise 
its regulatory discretion in providing a common sense interpretation of the term as it applies to 
construction projects and permit coverage. An overbroad interpretation of the term would render 
meaningless the clear “one acre” federal permitting threshold and would potentially trigger permitting of 
almost any construction activity that occurs within an area that had previously received area-wide utility or 
road improvements.  
 
Construction projects generally receive grading and/or building permits (Local Permits) from local 
authorities prior to initiating construction activity.  These Local Permits spell out the scope of the project, 
the parcels involved, the type of construction approved, etc.  Referring to the Local Permit helps define 
“common plan of development or sale.”  In cases such as tract home development, a Local Permit will 
include all phases of the construction project including rough grading, utility and road installation, and 
vertical construction.  All construction activities approved in the Local Permit are part of the common plan 
and must remain under the General Permit until construction is completed. For custom home 
construction, Local Permits typically only approve vertical construction as the rough grading, utilities, and 
road improvements were already independently completed under the a previous Local Permit.  In the 
case of a custom home site, the homeowner must submit plans and obtain a distinct and separate Local 
Permit from the local authority in order to proceed.  It is not the intent of the State Water Board to require 
permitting for an individual homeowner building a custom home on a private lot of less than one acre if it 
is subject to a separate Local Permit. Similarly, the installation of a swimming pool, deck, or landscaping 
that disturbs less than one acre that was not part of any previous Local Permit are not required to be 
permitted.  
 
The following are several examples of construction activity of less than one acre that would require permit 
coverage: 
 

a. A landowner receives a building permit(s) to build tract homes on a 100-acre site split into 
200 one-third acre parcels, (the remaining acreage consists of streets and parkways) 
which are sold to individual homeowners as they are completed.  The landowner 
completes and sells all the parcels except for two.  Although the remaining two parcels 
combined are less than one acre, the landowner must continue permit coverage for the 
two parcels. 

b. One of the parcels discussed above is sold to another owner who intends to complete the 
construction as already approved in the Local Permit. The new landowner must file 
Permit Registration Documents (PRDs) to complete the construction even if the new 
landowner is required to obtain a separate Local Permit. 

c. Landowner in (1) above purchases 50 additional one half-acre parcels adjacent to the 
original 200-acre project. The landowner seeks a Local Permit (or amendment to existing 
Local permit) to build on 20 parcels while leaving the remaining 30 parcels for future 
development. The landowner must amend PRDs to include the 20 parcels 14 days prior 
to commencement of construction activity on those parcels.         

 

C. Construction Activities Not Covered 

1. Traditional Construction Projects Not Covered 

This General Permit does not apply to the following construction activity:  

a. Routine maintenance to maintain original line and grade, hydraulic capacity, or original 
purpose of the facility.   
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b. Disturbances to land surfaces solely related to agricultural operations such as disking, 
harrowing, terracing and leveling, and soil preparation.  

c. Discharges of storm water from areas on tribal lands; construction on tribal lands is 
regulated by a federal permit. 

d. Discharges of storm water within the Lake Tahoe Hydrologic Unit. The Lahontan 
Regional Water Board has adopted its own permit to regulate storm water discharges 
from construction activity in the Lake Tahoe Hydrologic Unit (Regional Water Board 
6SLT).  Owners of construction projects in this watershed must apply for the Lahontan 
Regional Water Board permit rather than the statewide Construction General Permit.  
Construction projects within the Lahontan region must also comply with the Lahontan 
Region Project Guideline for Erosion Control (R6T-2005-0007 Section), which can be 
found at 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan/Adopted_Orders/2005/r6t_2005_0007.pdf  

e. Construction activity that disturbs less than one acre of land surface, unless part of a 
larger common plan of development or the sale of one or more acres of disturbed land 
surface.  

f. Construction activity covered by an individual NPDES Permit for storm water discharges.  

g. Landfill construction activity that is subject to the Industrial General Permit.  

h. Construction activity that discharges to Combined Sewer Systems.  

i. Conveyances that discharge storm water runoff combined with municipal sewage. 

j. Discharges of storm water identified in CWA § 402(l)(2), 33 U.S.C. § 1342(l)(2). 

2. Linear Projects Not Covered  

a. LUP construction activity does not include linear routine maintenance projects.  Routine 
maintenance projects are projects associated with operations and maintenance activities 
that are conducted on existing lines and facilities and within existing right-of-way, 
easements, franchise agreements, or other legally binding agreements of the discharger.  
Routine maintenance projects include, but are not limited to projects that are conducted 
to: 

i. Maintain the original purpose of the facility or hydraulic capacity. 

ii. Update existing lines5 and facilities to comply with applicable codes, standards, and 
regulations regardless if such projects result in increased capacity. 

iii. Repairing leaks.  

                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5Update existing lines includes replacing existing lines with new materials or pipes. 
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Routine maintenance does not include construction of new6 lines or facilities resulting from compliance 
with applicable codes, standards, and regulations. 
 
Routine maintenance projects do not include those areas of maintenance projects that are outside of an 
existing right-of-way, franchise, easements, or agreements.  When a project must secure new areas, 
those areas may be subject to this General Permit based on the area of disturbed land outside the 
original right-of-way, easement, or agreement. 
 

b. LUP construction activity does not include field activities associated with the planning and 
design of a project (e.g., activities associated with route selection). 

c. Tie-ins conducted immediately adjacent to “energized” or “pressurized” facilities by the 
discharger are not considered construction activities where all other LUP construction 
activities associated with the tie-in are covered by an NOI and SWPPP of a third party or 
municipal agency.  

3. EPA’s Small Construction Rainfall Erosivity Waiver 

EPA’s Storm Water Phase II Final Rule provides the option for a Small Construction Rainfall Erosivity 
Waiver.  This waiver applies to small construction sites between 1 and 5 acres, and allows permitting 
authorities to waive those sites that do not have adverse water quality impacts. 
 
Dischargers eligible for this waiver are exempt from Construction General Permit Coverage.  In order to 
obtain the waiver, the discharger must certify to the State Water Board that small construction activity will 
occur only when the rainfall erosivity factor is less than 5 (“R” in the Revised Universal Soil Loss 
Equation).  The period of construction activity begins at initial earth disturbance and ends with final 
stabilization.  Where vegetation will be used for final stabilization, the date of installation of a practice that 
provides interim non-vegetative stabilization can be used for the end of the construction period.  The 
operator must agree (as a condition waiver eligibility) to periodically inspect and properly maintain the 
area until the criteria for final stabilization as defined in the General Permit have been met.  If use of this 
interim stabilization eligibility condition was relied on to qualify for the waiver, signature on the waiver with 
a certification statement constitutes acceptance of and commitment to complete the final stabilization 
process.  The discharger must submit a waiver certification to the State Board prior to commencing 
construction activities. 
 
USEPA funded a cooperative agreement with Texas A&M University to develop an online rainfall erosivity 
calculator.  Dischargers can access the calculator from EPA’s website at: www.epa.gov/npdes/storm 
water/cgp.  Use of the calculator allows the discharger to determine potential eligibility for the rainfall 
erosivity waiver.  It may also be useful in determining the time periods during which construction activity 
could be waived from permit coverage. 
 

                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6New lines are those that are not associated with existing facilities and are not part of a project to update or replace 
existing lines. 
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D. Obtaining and Terminating Permit Coverage 

The appropriate Legally Responsible Person (LRP) must obtain coverage under this General Permit. To 
obtain coverage, the LRP or the LRP’s Approved Signatory must file Permit Registration Documents 
(PRDs) prior to the commencement of construction activity.  Failure to obtain coverage under this General 
Permit for storm water discharges to waters of the United States is a violation of the CWA and the 
California Water Code.  
 
To obtain coverage under this General Permit, LRPs must electronically file the PRDs, which include a 
Notice of Intent (NOI), Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), and other documents required 
by this General Permit, and mail the appropriate permit fee to the State Water Board.  It is expected that 
as the storm water program develops, the Regional Water Boards may issue General Permits or 
Individual Permits that contain more specific permit provisions.  When this occurs, this General Permit will 
no longer regulate those dischargers that obtain coverage under Individual Permits. 
 
Any information provided to the Regional Water Board shall comply with the Homeland Security Act and 
any other federal law that concerns security in the United States; any information that does not comply 
should not be submitted. 
 
The application requirements of the General Permit establish a mechanism to clearly identify the 
responsible parties, locations, and scope of operations of dischargers covered by the General Permit and 
to document the discharger’s knowledge of the General Permit’s requirements. 
 
This General Permit provides a grandfathering exception to existing dischargers subject to Water Quality 
Order No. 99-08-DWQ.   Construction projects covered under Water Quality Order No. 99-08-DWQ shall 
obtain permit coverage at Risk Level 1.  LUP projects covered under Water Quality Order No. 2003-0007-
DWQ shall obtain permit coverage at LUP Type 1.  The Regional Water Boards have the authority to 
require Risk Determination to be performed on projects currently covered under Water Quality Order No. 
99-08-DWQ and 2003-0007-DWQ where they deem necessary.   
 
LRPs must file a Notice of Termination (NOT) with the Regional Water Board when construction is 
complete and final stabilization has been reached or ownership has been transferred.  The discharger 
must certify that all State and local requirements have been met in accordance with this General Permit.  
In order for construction to be found complete, the discharger must install post-construction storm water 
management measures and establish a long-term maintenance plan.  This requirement is intended to 
ensure that the post-construction conditions at the project site do not cause or contribute to direct or 
indirect water quality impacts (i.e., pollution and/or hydromodification) upstream and downstream.  
Specifically, the discharger must demonstrate compliance with the post-construction standards set forth in 
this General Permit (Section XIII).  The discharger is responsible for all compliance issues including all 
annual fees until the NOT has been filed and approved by the local Regional Water Board. 
 

E. Discharge Prohibitions 

This General Permit authorizes the discharge of storm water to surface waters from construction activities 
that result in the disturbance of one or more acres of land, provided that the discharger satisfies all permit 
conditions set forth in the Order.  This General Permit prohibits the discharge of pollutants other than 
storm water and non-storm water discharges authorized by this General Permit or another NPDES permit. 
This General Permit also prohibits all discharges which contain a hazardous substance in excess of 
reportable quantities established in 40 C.F.R. §§ 117.3 and 302.4, unless a separate NPDES Permit has 
been issued to regulate those discharges.  In addition, this General Permit incorporates discharge 
prohibitions contained in water quality control plans, as implemented by the nine Regional Water Boards.  
Discharges to Areas of Special Biological Significance (ASBS) are prohibited unless covered by an 
exception that the State Water Board has approved. 
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Non-storm water discharges include a wide variety of sources, including improper dumping, spills, or 
leakage from storage tanks or transfer areas.  Non-storm water discharges may contribute significant 
pollutant loads to receiving waters.  Measures to control spills, leakage, and dumping, and to prevent illicit 
connections during construction must be addressed through structural as well as non-structural BMPs.  
The State Water Board recognizes, however, that certain non-storm water discharges may be necessary 
for the completion of construction projects.  Authorized non-storm water discharges may include those 
from de-chlorinated potable water sources such as: fire hydrant flushing, irrigation of vegetative erosion 
control measures, pipe flushing and testing, water to control dust, uncontaminated ground water 
dewatering, and other discharges not subject to a separate general NPDES permit adopted by a region. 
Therefore this General Permit authorizes such discharges provided they meet the following conditions.   

 
These authorized non-storm water discharges must: 
 

1. be infeasible to eliminate; 

2. comply with BMPs as described in the SWPPP; 

3. filter or treat, using appropriate technology, all dewatering discharges from sedimentation 
basins; 

4. meet the NALs for pH and turbidity; and 

5. not cause or contribute to a violation of water quality standards.   

 
Additionally, authorized non-storm water discharges must not be used to clean up failed or inadequate 
construction or post-construction BMPs designed to keep materials onsite.  Authorized non-storm water 
dewatering discharges may require a permit because some Regional Water Boards have adopted 
General Permits for dewatering discharges.   
 
This General Permit prohibits the discharge of storm water that causes or threatens to cause pollution, 
contamination, or nuisance.  
 

F. Effluent Standards for All Types of Discharges 

1. Technology-Based Effluent Limitations 

Permits for storm water discharges associated with construction activity must meet all applicable 
provisions of Sections 301 and 402 of the CWA.  These provisions require controls of pollutant 
discharges that utilize best available technology economically achievable (BAT) for toxic pollutants and 
non conventional pollutants and best conventional pollutant control technology (BCT) for conventional 
pollutants.  Additionally, these provisions require controls of pollutant discharges to reduce pollutants and 
any more stringent controls necessary to meet water quality standards.  The USEPA has already 
established such limitations, known as effluent limitation guidelines (ELGs), for some industrial 
categories. This is not the case with construction discharges.  In instances where there are no ELGs the 
permit writer is to use best professional judgment (BPJ) to establish requirements that the discharger 
must meet using BAT/BCT technology.  This General Permit contains only narrative effluent limitations 
and does not contain numeric effluent limitations, except for Active Treatment Systems (ATS). 
 
Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ, as originally adopted by the State Water Board on September 2, 2009, 
contained numeric effluent limitations for pH (within the range of 6.0 and 9.0 pH units) and turbidity (500 
NTU) that applied only to Risk Level 3 and LUP Type 3 construction sites.  The State Water Board 
adopted the numeric effluent limitations as technology-based effluent limitations based upon its best 
professional judgment.  The California Building Industry Association, the Building Industry Legal Defense 
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Foundation, and the California Business Properties Association (petitioners) challenged Order No. 2009-
0009-DWQ in California Building Industry Association et al. v. State Water Resources Control Board.   On 
December 27, 2011, the Superior Court issued a judgment and writ of mandamus.  The Superior Court 
ruled in favor of the State Water Board on almost all of the issues the petitioners raised, but the Superior 
Court invalidated the numeric effluent limitations for pH and turbidity for Risk Level 3 and LUP Type 3 
sites because it determined that the State Water Board did not have sufficient BMP performance data to 
support those numeric effluent limitations.  Therefore, the Superior Court concluded that the State Water 
Board did not comply with the federal regulations that apply to the use of best professional judgment.  In 
invalidating the numeric effluent limitations, the Superior Court also suspended two ancillary requirements 
(a compliance storm event provision and receiving water monitoring at Risk Level 3 and LUP Type 3 sites 
that violated the numeric effluent limitations) that related solely to the invalidated numeric effluent 
limitations. 
 
As a result of the Superior Court’s writ of mandamus, this Order no longer contains numeric effluent 
limitations for pH and turbidity, except for ATS.  In addition, as a result of the Superior Court’s writ of 
mandamus, the receiving water monitoring requirements for Risk Level 3 and LUP Type 3 sites were 
suspended until the State Water Board amended this Order to restore the receiving water monitoring 
requirements.  As amended, this Order now requires Risk Level 3 and LUP Type 3 Dischargers with 
direct discharges to surface waters to conduct receiving water monitoring whenever their effluent exceeds 
specified receiving water monitoring triggers.  The receiving water monitoring triggers were established at 
the same levels as the previous numeric effluent limitations (effluent pH outside the range of 6.0 and 9.0 
pH units or turbidity exceeding 500 NTU).  In restoring the receiving water monitoring requirements, the 
State Water Board determined that it was appropriate to require receiving water monitoring for these 
types of sites with direct discharges to surface waters that exceeded the receiving water monitoring 
triggers under any storm event scenarios, because these sites represent the highest threat to receiving 
water quality.  An exceedance of a receiving water monitoring trigger does not constitute a violation of this 
General Permit.  These receiving water monitoring requirements take effect on the effective date of the 
amendment to this Order.   
 
BAT/BCT technologies not only include passive systems such as conventional runoff and sediment 
control, but also treatment systems such as coagulation/flocculation using sand filtration, when 
appropriate.  Such technologies allow for effective treatment of soil particles less 0.02 mm (medium silt) in 
diameter.  The discharger must install structural controls, as necessary, such as erosion and sediment 
controls that meet BAT and BCT to achieve compliance with water quality standards.  The narrative 
effluent limitations constitute compliance with the requirements of the CWA.  
 
Because the permit is an NPDES permit, there is no legal requirement to address the factors set forth in 
Water Code sections 13241 and 13263, unless the permit is more stringent than what federal law 
requires.  (See City of Burbank v. State Water Resources Control Bd. (2005) 35 Cal.4th 613, 618, 627.)  
None of the requirements in this permit are more stringent than the minimum federal requirements, which 
include technology-based requirements achieving BAT/BCT and strict compliance with water quality 
standards. The inclusion of numeric effluent limitations (NELs) in the permit for Active Treatment Systems 
does not cause the permit to be more stringent than current federal law.  NELs and best management 
practices are simply two different methods of achieving the same federal requirement:  strict compliance 
with state water quality standards.  Federal law authorizes both narrative and numeric effluent limitations 
to meet state water quality standards. The use of NELs to achieve compliance with water quality 
standards is not a more stringent requirement than the use of BMPs.  (State Water Board Order No. WQ 
2006-0012 (Boeing).) Accordingly, the State Water Board does not need to take into account the factors 
in Water Code sections 13241 and 13263. 
 
The State Water Board has concluded that the establishment of BAT/BCT will not create or aggravate 
other environmental problems through increases in air pollution, solid waste generation, or energy 
consumption.  While there may be a slight increase in non-water quality impacts due to the 
implementation of additional monitoring or the construction of additional BMPs, these impacts will be 
negligible in comparison with the construction activities taking place on site and would be justified by the 
water quality benefits associated with compliance. 
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pH Receiving Water Monitoring Trigger 
 
Given the potential contaminants, the minimum standard method for control of pH in runoff requires the 
use of preventive measures such as avoiding concrete pours during rainy weather, covering concrete and 
directing flow away from fresh concrete if a pour occurs during rain, covering scrap drywall and stucco 
materials when stored outside and potentially exposed to rain, and other housekeeping measures. If 
necessary, pH-impaired storm water from construction sites can be treated in a filter or settling pond or 
basin, with additional natural or chemical treatment required to meet pH limits set forth in this permit.  The 
basin or pond acts as a collection point and holds storm water for a sufficient period for the contaminants 
to be settled out, either naturally or artificially, and allows any additional treatment to take place.  The 
State Water Board considers these techniques to be equivalent to BCT.   In determining the pH 
concentration trigger for discharges, the State Water Board used BPJ to set these limitations.   
 
The chosen trigger was established by calculating three standard deviations above and below the mean 
pH of runoff from highway construction sites7 in California.   Proper implementation of BMPs should result 
in discharges that are within the range of 6.0 to 9.0 pH Units. 
 
Turbidity Receiving Water Monitoring Trigger 
 
The Turbidity receiving water monitoring trigger of 500 NTU is a technology-based trigger and was 
developed using three different analyses aimed at finding the appropriate threshold to set the technology-
based limit to ensure environmental protection, effluent quality and cost-effectiveness.  The analyses fell 
into three, main types: (1) an ecoregion-specific dataset developed by Simon et. al. (2004) 8; (2) 
Statewide Regional Water Quality Control Board enforcement data; and (3) published, peer-reviewed 
studies and reports on in-situ performance of best management practices in terms of erosion and 
sediment control on active construction sites.   
 
A 1:3 relationship between turbidity (expressed as NTU) and suspended sediment concentration 
(expressed as mg/L) is assumed based on a review of suspended sediment and turbidity data from three 
gages used in the USGS National Water Quality Assessment Program:  
 
USGS 11074000 SANTA ANA R BL PRADO DAM CA 
USGS 11447650 SACRAMENTO R A FREEPORT CA 
USGS 11303500 SAN JOAQUIN R NR VERNALIS CA 
 
The receiving water monitoring trigger represents staff determination that the trigger value is the most 
practicable based on available data. The turbidity receiving water monitoring trigger represents a bridge 
between the narrative effluent limitations and receiving water limitations.  To support this receiving water 
monitoring trigger, State Water Board staff analyzed construction site discharge information (monitoring 
data, estimates) and receiving water monitoring information. 
 
Since the turbidity receiving water monitoring trigger represents an appropriate threshold level expected 
at a site, compliance with this value does not necessarily represent compliance with either the narrative 
effluent limitations (as enforced through the BAT/BCT standard) or the receiving water limitations.  In the 
San Diego region, some inland surface waters have a receiving water objective for turbidity equal to 20 
NTU.  Obviously a discharge up to, but not exceeding, the turbidity receiving water monitoring trigger of 

                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7 Caltrans Construction Sites Runoff Characterization Study, 2002.  Available at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/env/storm 
water/pdf/CTSW-RT-02-055.pdf. 
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500 NTU may still cause or contribute to the exceedance of the 20 NTU standard.  Most of the waters of 
the State are protected by turbidity objectives based on background conditions. 
 
Table 1 - Regional Water Board Basin Plans, Water Quality Objectives for Turbidity 

REGIONAL 
WATER BOARD 

WQ Objective Background/Natural 
Turbidity 

Maximum 
Increase 

1 Based on 
background 

All levels 20% 

2 Based on 
background 

> 50 NTU 10% 

3 Based on 
background 

0-50 JTU 
50-100 JTU 
> 100 JTU 

20% 
10 NTU 
10% 

4 Based on 
background 

0-50 NTU 
> 50 NTU 

20% 
10% 

5 Based on 
background 

0-5 NTU 
5-50 NTU 
50-100 NTU 
>100 NTU 

1 NTU 
20% 
10 NTU 
10% 

6 Based on 
background 

All levels 10% 

7 Based on 
background 

N/A N/A 

8 Based on 
background 

0-50 NTU 
50-100 NTU 
>100 NTU 

20% 
10 NTU 
10% 

9 Inland Surface 
Waters, 20 NTU 
 
All others, based 
on background 

 
 
 
 
0-50 NTU 
50-100 NTU 
>100 NTU 

 
 
 
 
20% 
10 NTU 
10% 

 
 
Table 2 shows the suspended sediment concentrations at the 1.5 year flow recurrence interval for the 12 
ecoregions in California from Simon et. al (2004).   
 
Table 2 - Results of Ecoregion Analysis 

Ecoregion Percent of California Land 
Area 

Median Suspended Sediment 
Concentration (mg/L) 

1 9.1 874 
4 0.2 120 
5 8.8 35.6 
6 20.7 1530 
7 7.7 122 
8 3.0 47.4 
9 9.4 284 
13 5.2 143 
14 21.7 5150 
78 8.1 581 
80 2.4 199 
81 3.7 503 
Area-weighted average 1633 
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If a 1:3 relationship between turbidity and suspended sediment is assumed, the median turbidity is 544 
NTU.   
 
The following table is composed of turbidity readings measured in NTUs from administrative civil liability 
(ACL) actions for construction sites from 2003 - 2009.   This data was derived from the complete listing of 
construction-related ACLs for the six year period.  All ACLs were reviewed and those that included 
turbidimeter readings at the point of storm water discharge were selected for this dataset. 
Table 3 – ACL Sampling Data taken by Regional Water Board Staff 

WDID# Region Discharger Turbidity (NTU) 

5S34C331884 
 

5S Bradshaw 
Interceptor 
Section 6B 

1800  

5S05C325110  
 

5S Bridalwood 
Subdivision 

1670  

5S48C336297 
 

5S Cheyenne at 
Browns Valley 

1629  

5R32C314271 
 

5R Grizzly Ranch 
Construction  

1400  

6A090406008 6T El Dorado County 
Department of 
Transportation, 
Angora Creek 

97.4  

5S03C346861  5S TML 
Development, 
LLC  

1600  

6A31C325917 6T Northstar Village See Subdata  
Set 

 
Subdata Set - Turbidity for point of storm water runoff discharge at Northstar Village 
Date Turbidity 

(NTU) 
Location 
 

10/5/2006 900 Middle Martis Creek 

11/2/2006 190 Middle Martis Creek 
01/04/2007 36 West Fork, West Martis Creek 
02/08/2007 180 Middle Martis Creek 
02/09/2007 130 Middle Martis Creek 
02/09/2007 290 Middle Martis Creek 
02/09/2007 100 West Fork, West Martis Creek 
02/10/2007 28 Middle Martis Creek 
02/10/2007 23 Middle Martis Creek 
02/10/2007 32 Middle Martis Creek 
02/10/2007 12 Middle Martis Creek 

02/10/2007 60 West Fork, West Martis Creek 

02/10/2007 34 West Fork, West Martis Creek 

 
A 95% confidence interval for mean turbidity in an ACL order was constructed.  The data set used was a 
small sample size, so the 500 NTU (the value derived as the receiving water monitoring trigger for this 
General Permit) needed to be verified as a possible population mean.  In this case, the population refers 
to a hypothetical population of turbidity measurements of which our sample of 20 represents.  A t-
distribution was assumed due to the small sample size: 
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Mean: 512.23 NTU 
Standard Deviation: 686.85 
Margin of Error: 321.45 
Confidence Interval: 190.78 NTU (Low)  
                                    833.68 NTU (High) 
 
 
Based on a constructed 95% confidence interval, an ACL order turbidity measurement will be between 
190.78 – 833.68 NTU.  500 NTU falls within this range.  Using the same data set, a small-sample 
hypothesis test was also performed to test if the ACL turbidity data set contains enough information to 
cast doubt on choosing a 500 NTU as a mean.  500 NTU was again chosen due to its proposed use as 
an acceptable value.  The test was carried out using a 95% confidence interval.  Results indicated that 
the ACL turbidity data set does not contain significant sample evidence to reject the claim of 500 NTU as 
an acceptable mean for the ACL turbidity population.   
 
There are not many published, peer-reviewed studies and reports on in-situ performance of best 
management practices in terms of erosion and sediment control on active construction sites.  The most 
often cited study is a report titled, “Improving the Cost Effectiveness of Highway Construction Site Erosion 
and Pollution Control” (Horner, Guedry, and Kortenhof 1990, 
http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/Research/Reports/200/200.1.htm).  In a comment letter summarizing this report 
sent to the State Water Board, the primary author, Dr. Horner, states: 
 
“The most effective erosion control product was wood fiber mulch applied at two different rates along with 
a bonding agent and grass seed in sufficient time before the tests to achieve germination. Plots treated in 
this way reduced influent turbidity by more than 97 percent and discharged effluent exhibiting mean and 
maximum turbidity values of 21 and 73 NTU, respectively. Some other mulch and blanket materials 
performed nearly as well. These tests demonstrated the control ability of widely available BMPs over a 
very broad range of erosion potential.”   
 
Other technologies studied in this report produced effluent quality at or near 100 NTU.  It is the BPJ of the 
State Water Board staff that erosion control, while preferred, is not always an option on construction sites 
and that technology performance in a controlled study showing effluent quality directly leaving a BMP is 
always easier and cheaper to control than effluent being discharged from the project (edge of property, 
etc.).  As a result, it is the BPJ of the State Water Board staff that it is not cost effective or feasible, at this 
time, for all risk level and type 3 sites in California to achieve effluent discharges with turbidity values that 
are less than 100 NTU.    
 
To summarize, the analysis showed that: (1) results of the Simon et. al dataset reveals turbidity values in 
background receiving water in California’s ecoregions range from 16 NTU to 1716 NTU (with a mean of 
544 NTU); (2) based on a constructed 95% confidence interval, construction sites will be subject to  
administrative civil liability (ACL) when their turbidity measurement falls between 190.78 – 833.68 NTU; 
and (3) sites with highly controlled discharges employing and maintaining good erosion control practices 
can discharge effluent from the BMP with turbidity values less than 100 NTU.  State Water Board staff 
has determined, using its BPJ, that it is most cost effective to set the receiving water monitoring trigger for 
turbidity at 500 NTU. 

i. Compliance Storm Event 

While this General Permit no longer contains “compliance storm event” exceptions from technology-based 
NELs, the “compliance storm event” exception from the ATS NELs remain in effect.  See Section K of this 
Fact Sheet, and Attachment F of this General Permit for more information. 

a. TMDLs and Waste Load Allocations 

Dischargers located within the watershed of a CWA § 303(d) impaired water body, for which a TMDL for 
sediment has been adopted by the Regional Water Board or USEPA, must comply with the approved 
TMDL if it identifies “construction activity” or land disturbance as a source of sediment.  If it does, the 
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TMDL should include a specific waste load allocation for this activity/source.  The discharger, in this case, 
may be required by a separate Regional Water Board order to implement additional BMPs, conduct 
additional monitoring activities, and/or comply with an applicable waste load allocation and 
implementation schedule.  If a specific waste load allocation has been established that would apply to a 
specific discharge, the Regional Water Board may adopt an order requiring specific implementation 
actions necessary to meet that allocation.  In the instance where an approved TMDL has specified a 
general waste load allocation to construction storm water discharges, but no specific requirements for 
construction sites have been identified in the TMDL, dischargers must consult with the state TMDL 
authority9 to confirm that adherence to a SWPPP that meets the requirements of the General Permit will 
be consistent with the approved TMDL. 
 

2. Determining Compliance with Effluent Standards  

a. Technology-Based Numeric Action Levels (NALs) 

This General Permit contains technology-based NALs for pH and turbidity, and requirements for effluent 
monitoring at all Risk level 2 & 3, and LUP Type 2 & 3 sites.  Numeric action levels are essentially 
numeric benchmark values for certain parameters that, if exceeded in effluent sampling, trigger the 
discharger to take actions.  Exceedance of an NAL does not itself constitute a violation of the General 
Permit.  If the discharger fails to take the corrective action required by the General Permit, though, that 
may consititute a violation. 
 
The primary purpose of NALs is to assist dischargers in evaluating the effectiveness of their on-site 
measures.  Construction sites need to employ many different systems that must work together to achieve 
compliance with the permit's requirements.  The NALs chosen should indicate whether the systems are 
working as intended.   
 
Another purpose of NALs is to provide information regarding construction activities and water quality 
impacts.  This data will provide the State and Regional Water Boards and the rest of the storm water 
community with more information about levels and types of pollutants present in runoff and how effective 
the dischargers BMPs are at reducing pollutants in effluent.  The State Water Board also hopes to learn 
more about the linkage between effluent and receiving water quality.  In addition, these requirements will 
provide information on the mechanics needed to establish compliance monitoring programs at 
construction sites in future permit deliberations.   
 

i. pH  

The chosen limits were established by calculating one standard deviation above and below the mean pH 
of runoff from highway construction sites10 in California.   Proper implementation of BMPs should result in 
discharges that are within the range of 6.5 to 8.5 pH Units. 
 

                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
9 http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/tmdl/tmdl.html. 
10 Caltrans Construction Sites Runoff Characterization Study, 2002. Available at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/env/storm 
water/pdf/CTSW-RT-02-055.pdf. 
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The Caltrans study included 33 highway construction sites throughout California over a period of four 
years, which included 120 storm events.  All of these sites had BMPs in place that would be generally 
implemented at all types of construction sites in California. 

ii. Turbidity  

BPJ was used to develop an NAL that can be used as a learning tool to help dischargers improve their 
site controls, and to provide meaningful information on the effectiveness of storm water controls.  A 
statewide turbidity NAL has been set at 250 NTU.  
 

G. Receiving Water Limitations 

Construction-related activities that cause or contribute to an exceedance of water quality standards must 
be addressed.  The dynamic nature of construction activity gives the discharger the ability to quickly 
identify and monitor the source of the exceedances. This is because when storm water mobilizes 
sediment, it provides visual cues as to where corrective actions should take place and how effective they 
are once implemented.  
 
This General Permit requires that storm water discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges 
must not contain pollutants that cause or contribute to an exceedance of any applicable water quality 
objective or water quality standards.  The monitoring requirements in this General Permit for sampling 
and analysis procedures will help determine whether BMPs installed and maintained are preventing 
pollutants in discharges from the construction site that may cause or contribute to an exceedance of 
water quality standards.   
 
Water quality standards consist of designated beneficial uses of surface waters and the adoption of 
ambient criteria necessary to protect those uses.  When adopted by the State Water Board or a Regional 
Water Board, the ambient criteria are termed “water quality objectives.” If storm water runoff from 
construction sites contains pollutants, there is a risk that those pollutants could enter surface waters and 
cause or contribute to an exceedance of water quality standards.  For that reason, dischargers should be 
aware of the applicable water quality standards in their receiving waters. (The best method to ensure 
compliance with receiving water limitations is to implement BMPs that prevent pollutants from contact with 
storm water or from leaving the construction site in runoff.)  
 
In California, water quality standards are published in the Basin Plans adopted by each Regional Water 
Board, the California Toxics Rule (CTR), the National Toxics Rule (NTR), and the Ocean Plan.   
 
Dischargers can determine the applicable water quality standards by contacting Regional Water Board 
staff or by consulting one of the following sources.  The actual Basin Plans that contain the water quality 
standards can be viewed at the website of the appropriate Regional Water Board. 
(http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/regions.html), the State Water Board site for statewide plans 
(http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/plnspols/index.html), or the USEPA regulations for the NTR and CTR (40 
C.F.R. §§ 131.36-38).  Basin Plans and statewide plans are also available by mail from the appropriate 
Regional Water Board or the State Water Board.  The USEPA regulations are available at 
http://www.epa.gov/. Additional information concerning water quality standards can be accessed through 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/stormwtr/gen_const.html. 
 

H. Training Qualifications and Requirements 

The Blue Ribbon Panel (BRP) made the following observation about the lack of industry-specific training 
requirements: 
 
“Currently, there is no required training or certification program for contractors, preparers of soil erosion 
and sediment control Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans, or field inspectors.” 
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Order 99-08-DWQ required that all dischargers train their employees on how to comply with the permit,  
but it did not specificy a curriculum or certification program.  This has resulted in inconsistent 
implementation by all affected parties - the dischargers, the local governments where the construction 
activity occurs, and the regulators required to enforce 99-08-DWQ.  This General Permit requires 
Qualified SWPPP Developers and practitioners to obtain appropriate training, and makes this curriculum 
mandatory two years after adoption, to allow time for course completion.  The State and Regional Water 
Board are working with many stakeholders to develop the curriculum and mechanisms needed to develop 
and deliver the courses.  
 
To ensure that the preparation, implementation, and oversight of the SWPPP is sufficient for effective 
pollution prevention, the Qualified SWPPP Developer and Qualified SWPPP Practitioners responsible for 
creating, revising, overseeing, and implementing the SWPPP must attend a State Water Board-
sponsored or approved Qualified SWPPP Developer and Qualified SWPPP Practitioner training course. 

I. Sampling, Monitoring, Reporting and Record Keeping 

1. Traditional Construction Monitoring Requirements  

This General Permit requires visual monitoring at all sites, and effluent water quality at all Risk Level 2 & 
3 sites.  It requires receiving water monitoring at some Risk Level 3 sites.  All sites are required to submit 
annual reports, which contain various types of information, depending on the site characteristics and 
events.  A summary of the monitoring and reporting requirements is found in Table 4. 
 

Table 4 - Required Monitoring Elements for Risk Levels 

 Visual  Non-visible 
Pollutant 

Effluent  Receiving Water 

Risk Level 1 

three types required 
for all Risk Levels: 
non-storm water, 
pre-rain and post-
rain 

As needed for all 
Risk Levels (see 
below) 
 

where applicable not required 
Risk Level 2 pH, turbidity not required 
Risk Level 3 pH, turbidity  (if Receiving Water 

Monitoring Trigger 
exceeded) pH, turbidity 
and SSC.  Bioassessment 
for sites 30 acres or 
larger. 

a. Visual 

All dischargers are required to conduct quarterly, non-storm water visual inspections.  For these 
inspections, the discharger must visually observe each drainage area for the presence of (or indications 
of prior) unauthorized and authorized non-storm water discharges and their sources.  For storm-related 
inspections, dischargers must visually observe storm water discharges at all discharge locations within 
two business days after a qualifying event.  For this requirement, a qualifying rain event is one producing 
precipitation of ½ inch or more of discharge.   Dischargers must conduct a post-storm event inspection to 
(1) identify whether BMPs were adequately designed, implemented, and effective, and (2) identify any 
additional BMPs necessary and revise the SWPPP accordingly. Dischargers must maintain on-site 
records of all visual observations, personnel performing the observations, observation dates, weather 
conditions, locations observed, and corrective actions taken in response to the observations.   
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b. Non-Visible Pollutant Monitoring 

This General Permit requires that all dischargers develop a sampling and analysis strategy for monitoring 
pollutants that are not visually detectable in storm water.  Monitoring for non-visible pollutants must be 
required at any construction site when the exposure of construction materials occurs and where a 
discharge can cause or contribute to an exceedance of a water quality objective. 
 
Of significant concern for construction discharges are the pollutants found in materials used in large 
quantities at construction sites throughout California and exposed throughout the rainy season, such as 
cement, flyash, and other recycled materials or by-products of combustion.  The water quality standards 
that apply to these materials will depend on their composition.  Some of the more common storm water 
pollutants from construction activity are not CTR pollutants.  Examples of non-visible pollutants include 
glyphosate (herbicides), diazinon and chlorpyrifos (pesticides), nutrients (fertilizers), and molybdenum 
(lubricants).  The use of diazinon and chlorpyrifos is a common practice among landscaping professionals 
and may trigger sampling and analysis requirements if these materials come into contact with storm 
water.  High pH values from cement and gypsum, high pH and SSC from wash waters, and 
chemical/fecal contamination from portable toilets, also are not CTR pollutants.  Although some of these 
constituents do have numeric water quality objectives in individual Basin Plans, many do not and are 
subject only to narrative water quality standards (i.e. not causing toxicity).  Dischargers are encouraged to 
discuss these issues with Regional Water Board staff and other storm water quality professionals. 
 
The most effective way to avoid the sampling and analysis requirements, and to ensure permit 
compliance, is to avoid the exposure of construction materials to precipitation and storm water runoff.  
Materials that are not exposed do not have the potential to enter storm water runoff, and therefore 
receiving waters sampling is not required.  Preventing contact between storm water and construction 
materials is one of the most important BMPs at any construction site.   
 
Preventing or eliminating the exposure of pollutants at construction sites is not always possible.  Some 
materials, such as soil amendments, are designed to be used in a manner that will result in exposure to 
storm water.  In these cases, it is important to make sure that these materials are applied according to the 
manufacturer’s instructions and at a time when they are unlikely to be washed away.  Other construction 
materials can be exposed when storage, waste disposal or the application of the material is done in a 
manner not protective of water quality.  For these situations, sampling is required unless there is capture 
and containment of all storm water that has been exposed.  In cases where construction materials may 
be exposed to storm water, but the storm water is contained and is not allowed to run off the site, 
sampling will only be required when inspections show that the containment failed or is breached, resulting 
in potential exposure or discharge to receiving waters. 
 
The discharger must develop a list of potential pollutants based on a review of potential sources, which 
will include construction materials soil amendments, soil treatments, and historic contamination at the site.  
The discharger must review existing environmental and real estate documentation to determine the 
potential for pollutants that could be present on the construction site as a result of past land use activities.   
 
Good sources of information on previously existing pollution and past land uses include:  
 

i. Environmental Assessments; 

ii. Initial Studies; 

iii. Phase 1 Assessments prepared for property transfers; and 

iv. Environmental Impact Reports or Environmental Impact Statements prepared under 
the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act or the California 
Environmental Quality Act.   

 
In some instances, the results of soil chemical analyses may be available and can provide additional 
information on potential contamination.   
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The potential pollutant list must include all non-visible pollutants that are known or should be known to 
occur on the construction site including, but not limited to, materials that: 
 

i. are being used in construction activities; 

ii. are stored on the construction site; 

iii. were spilled during construction operations and not cleaned up; 

iv. were stored (or used) in a manner that created the potential for a release of the 
materials during past land use activities; 

v. were spilled during previous land use activities and not cleaned up; or 

vi. were applied to the soil as part of past land use activities. 

c. Effluent Monitoring 

Federal regulations11 require effluent monitoring for discharges subject to NALs.  Subsequently, all Risk 
Level 2 and 3 dischargers must perform sampling and analysis of effluent discharges to characterize 
discharges associated with construction activity from the entire area disturbed by the project.  Dischargers 
must collect samples of stored or contained storm water that is discharged subsequent to a storm event 
producing precipitation of ½ inch or more at the time of discharge.   

 

Table 5 - Storm Water Effluent Monitoring Requirements by Risk Level 

 Frequency Effluent Monitoring  
(Section E, below) 

Risk Level 1  when applicable non-visible pollutant parameters (if 
applicable) 

Risk Level 2  Minimum of 3 samples per day during qualifying 
rain event characterizing discharges associated 
with construction activity from the entire project 
disturbed area.  

pH, turbidity, and non-visible pollutant 
parameters (if applicable) 

Risk Level 3  Minimum of 3 samples per day during qualifying 
rain event characterizing discharges associated 
with construction activity from the entire project 
disturbed area.  
 

pH, turbidity, and non-visible pollutant 
parameters if applicable 

 
 
Risk Level 1 dischargers must analyze samples for:  
 

i. any parameters indicating the presence of pollutants identified in the pollutant source 
assessment required in Attachment C contained in the General Permit. 

                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
11 40 C.F.R. § 122.44. 
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Risk Level 2 dischargers must analyze samples for: 
 

i. pH and turbidity; 

ii. any parameters indicating the presence of pollutants identified in the pollutant source 
assessment required in Attachment D contained in the General Permit, and 

iii. any additional parameters for which monitoring is required by the Regional Water 
Board.   

 
Risk Level 3 dischargers must analyze samples for: 
 

i. pH, turbidity; 

ii. any parameters indicating the presence of pollutants identified in the pollutant source 
assessment required in Attachment E contained in the General Permit, and 

iii. any additional parameters for which monitoring is required by the Regional Water 
Board.   

2. Linear Monitoring and Sampling Requirements 

Attachment A, establishes minimum monitoring and reporting requirements for all LUPs.  It establishes 
different monitoring requirements depending on project complexity and risk to water quality.  The 
monitoring requirements for Type 1 LUPs are less than Type 2 & 3 projects because Type 1 projects 
have a lower potential to impact water quality. 
 
A discharger shall prepare a monitoring program prior to the start of construction and immediately 
implement the program at the start of construction for LUPs.  The monitoring program must be 
implemented at the appropriate level to protect water quality at all times throughout the life of the project.   

a. Type 1 LUP Monitoring Requirements 

A discharger must conduct daily visual inspections of Type 1 LUPs during working hours while 
construction activities are occurring.  Inspections are to be conducted by qualified personnel and can be 
conducted in conjunction with other daily activities.  Inspections will be conducted to ensure the BMPs are 
adequate, maintained, and in place at the end of the construction day. The discharger will revise the 
SWPPP, as appropriate, based on the results of the daily inspections.  Inspections can be discontinued in 
non-active construction areas where soil disturbing activities have been completed and final stabilization 
has been achieved (e.g., trench has been paved, substructures have been installed, and successful final 
vegetative cover or other stabilization criteria have been met).  
 
A discharger shall implement the monitoring program for inspecting Type 1 LUPs.  This program requires 
temporary and permanent stabilization BMPs after active construction is completed. Inspection activities 
will continue until adequate permanent stabilization has been established and will continue in areas 
where re-vegetation is chosen until minimum vegetative coverage has been established.   Photographs 
shall be taken during site inspections and submitted to the State Water Board. 

b. Type 2 & 3 LUP Monitoring Requirements 

A discharger must conduct daily visual inspections of Type 2 & 3 LUPs during working hours while 
construction activities are occurring. Inspections are to be conducted by qualified personnel and can be in 
conjunction with other daily activities.   
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All dischargers of Type 2 & 3 LUPs are required to conduct inspections by qualified personnel of the 
construction site during normal working hours prior to all anticipated storm events and after actual storm 
events.  During extended storm events, the discharger shall conduct inspections during normal working 
hours for each 24-hour period.  Inspections can be discontinued in non-active construction areas where 
soil disturbing activities have been completed and final stabilization has been achieved (e.g., trench has 
been paved, substructures installed, and successful vegetative cover or other stabilization criteria have 
been met).   
 
The goals of these inspections are (1) to identify areas contributing to a storm water discharge; (2) to 
evaluate whether measures to reduce pollutant loadings identified in the SWPPP are adequate and 
properly installed and functioning in accordance with the terms of the General Permit; and (3) to 
determine whether additional control practices or corrective maintenance activities are needed.  
Equipment, materials, and workers must be available for rapid response to failures and emergencies.  All 
corrective maintenance to BMPs shall be performed as soon as possible, depending upon worker safety.  
 
All dischargers shall develop and implement a monitoring program for inspecting Type 2 & 3 LUPs that 
require temporary and permanent stabilization BMPs after active construction is completed.  Inspections 
will be conducted to ensure the BMPs are adequate and maintained.  Inspection activities will continue 
until adequate permanent stabilization has been established and will continue in areas where 
revegetation is chosen until minimum vegetative coverage has been established. 
 
A log of inspections conducted before, during, and after the storm events must be maintained in the 
SWPPP.  The log will provide the date and time of the inspection and who conducted the inspection.  
Photographs must be taken during site inspections and submitted to the State Water Board. 

c. Sampling Requirements for all LUP Project Types 

LUPs are also subject to sampling and analysis requirements for visible pollutants (i.e., 
sedimentation/siltation, turbidity) and for non-visible pollutants.   
 
Sampling for visible pollutants is required for Type 2 & 3 LUPs. 
 
Non-visible pollutant monitoring is required for pollutants associated with construction sites and activities 
that (1) are not visually detectable in storm water discharges, and (2) are known or should be known to 
occur on the construction site, and (3) could cause or contribute to an exceedance of water quality 
objectives in the receiving waters.  Sample collection for non-visible pollutants must only be required (1) 
during a storm event when pollutants associated with construction activities may be discharged with 
storm water runoff due to a spill, or in the event there was a breach, malfunction, failure, and/or leak of 
any BMP, and (2) when the discharger has failed to adequately clean the area of material and pollutants.  
Failure to implement appropriate BMPs will trigger the same sampling requirements as those required for 
a breach, malfunction and/or leak, or when the discharger has failed to implement appropriate BMPs prior 
to the next storm event.  
 
Additional monitoring parameters may be required by the Regional Water Boards. 
 
It is not anticipated that many LUPs will be required to collect samples for pollutants not visually detected 
in runoff due to the nature and character of the construction site and activities as previously described in 
this fact sheet.  Most LUPs are constructed in urban areas with public access (e.g., existing roadways, 
road shoulders, parking areas, etc.).  This raises a concern regarding the potential contribution of 
pollutants from vehicle use and/or from normal activities of the public (e.g., vehicle washing, landscape 
fertilization, pest spraying, etc.) in runoff from the project site.  Since the dischargers are not the land 
owners of the project area and are not able to control the presence of these pollutants in the storm water 
that runs through their projects, it is not the intent of this General Permit to require dischargers to sample 
for these pollutants.  This General Permit does not require the discharger to sample for these types of 
pollutants except where the discharger has brought materials onsite that contain these pollutants and 
when a condition (e.g., breach, failure, etc.) described above occurs.   
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3. Receiving Water Monitoring 

In order to ensure that receiving water limitations are met, discharges subject to receiving water 
monitoring triggers (i.e., Risk Level 3 and LUP Type 3 sites) or numeric effluent limitations  (i.e., Risk 
Level 3 and LUP Type 3 sites utilizing ATS with direct discharges into receiving waters) must also monitor 
the downstream receiving water(s) for turbidity, SSC, and pH (if applicable) when a receiving water 
monitoring trigger or NEL is exceeded.  

a. Bioassessment Monitoring 

This General Permit requires a bioassessment of receiving waters for dischargers of Risk Level 3 or LUP 
Type 3 construction projects equal to or larger than 30 acres with direct discharges into receiving waters.  
Benthic macroinvertebrate samples will be taken upstream and downstream of the site’s discharge point 
in the receiving water. Bioassessments measure the quality of the stream by analyzing the aquatic life 
present. Higher levels of appropriate aquatic species tend to indicate a healthy stream; whereas low 
levels of organisms can indicate stream degradation. Active construction sites have the potential to 
discharge large amounts of sediment and pollutants into receiving waters. Requiring a bioassessment for 
large project sites, with the most potential to impact water quality, provides a snapshot of the health of the 
receiving water prior to initiation of construction activities.  This snapshot can be used in comparison to 
the health of the receiving water after construction has commenced. 
 
Each ecoregion (biologically and geographically related area) in the State has a specific yearly peak time 
where stream biota is in a stable and abundant state. This time of year is called an Index Period. The 
bioassessment requirements in this General Permit, requires benthic macroinvertebrate sampling within a 
sites index period. The State Water Board has developed a map designating index periods for the 
ecoregions in the State (see State Water Board Website).   
   
This General Permit requires the bioassessment methods to be in accordance with the Surface Water 
Ambient Monitoring Program (SWAMP) in order to provide data consistency within the state as well as 
generate useable biological stream data.     

 

Table 6 - Receiving Water Monitoring Requirements  

 Receiving Water Monitoring Parameters 
Risk Level 1 /LUP Type 1 not required 
Risk Level 2 / LUP Type 2 not required 
Risk Level 3 / LUP Type 3 If Receiving Water Monitoring Trigger 

exceeded: pH (if applicable), turbidity, and 
SSC.  
Bioassessment for sites 30 acres or larger. 

 

4. Reporting Requirements 

a. NAL Exceedance Report 

All Risk Level 3 and LUP Type 3 dischargers must electronically submit all storm event sampling results 
to the State And Regional Boards, via the electronic data system, no later than 10 days after the 
conclusion of the storm event. 
 

b. Annual Report 

All dischargers must prepare and electronically submit an annual report no later than September 1 of 
each year using the Storm water Multi-Application Reporting and Tracking System (SMARTS).  The 
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Annual Report must include a summary and evaluation of all sampling and analysis results, original 
laboratory reports, chain of custody forms, a summary of all corrective actions taken during the 
compliance year, and identification of any compliance activities or corrective actions that were not 
implemented. 

5. Record Keeping 

According to 40 C.F.R. Parts 122.21(p) and 122.41(j), the discharger is required to retain paper or 
electronic copies of all records required by this General Permit for a period of at least three years from the 
date generated or the date submitted to the State Water Board or Regional Water Boards. A discharger 
must retain records for a period beyond three years as directed by Regional Water Board.  

J. Risk Determination 

1. Traditional Projects 

a. Overall Risk Determination 

There are two major requirements related to site planning and risk determination in this General Permit.  
The project’s overall risk is broken up into two elements – (1) project sediment risk (the relative amount of 
sediment that can be discharged, given the project and location details) and (2) receiving water risk (the 
risk sediment discharges pose to the receiving waters).  
 
Project Sediment Risk: 
Project Sediment Risk is determined by multiplying the R, K, and LS factors from the Revised Universal 
Soil Loss Equation (RUSLE) to obtain an estimate of project-related bare ground soil loss expressed in 
tons/acre.  The RUSLE equation is as follows: 
 
A = (R)(K)(LS)(C)(P) 
 
Where:  A = the rate of sheet and rill erosion  
R = rainfall-runoff erosivity factor 
K = soil erodibility factor 
LS = length-slope factor 
C = cover factor (erosion controls) 
P = management operations and support practices (sediment controls) 
 
The C and P factors are given values of 1.0 to simulate bare ground conditions.   
 
There is a map option and a manual calculation option for determining soil loss.  For the map option, the 
R factor for the project is calculated using the online calculator at 
http://cfpub.epa.gov/npdes/stormwater/LEW/lewCalculator.cfm.  The product of K and LS are shown on 
Figure 1.  To determine soil loss in tons per acre, the discharger multiplies the R factor times the value for 
K times LS from the map.   
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Figure 1 -Statewide Map of K * LS 

 
 
For the manual calculation option, the R factor for the project is calculated using the online calculator at 
http://cfpub.epa.gov/npdes/stormwater/LEW/lewCalculator.cfm.  The K and LS factors are determined 
using Appendix 1. 
 
Soil loss of less than 15 tons/acre is considered low sediment risk.   
Soil loss between 15 and 75 tons/acre is medium sediment risk. 
Soil loss over 75 tons/acre is considered high sediment risk. 



 

2009-0009-DWQ amended by 2010-0014-DWQ & 2012-0006-DWQ  
29   

 
The soil loss values and risk categories were obtained from mean and standard deviation RKLS values 
from the USEPA EMAP program.  High risk is the mean RKLS value plus two standard deviations.  Low 
risk is the mean RKLS value minus two standard deviations. 
 
Receiving Water Risk: 
Receiving water risk is based on whether a project drains to a sediment-sensitive waterbody.  A 
sediment-sensitive waterbody is either 
 
on the most recent 303d list for waterbodies impaired for sediment; 
has a USEPA-approved Total Maximum Daily Load implementation plan for sediment; or 
has the beneficial uses of COLD, SPAWN, and MIGRATORY.   
 
A project that meets at least one of the three criteria has a high receiving water risk.   A list of sediment-
sensitive waterbodies will be posted on the State Water Board’s website.  It is anticipated that an 
interactive map of sediment sensitive water bodies in California will be available in the future.   
 
The Risk Levels have been altered by eliminating the possibility of a Risk Level 4, and expanding the 
constraints for Risk Levels 1, 2, and 3.  Therefore, projects with high receiving water risk and high 
sediment risk will be considered a Risk Level 3 risk to water quality. 
 
In response to public comments, the Risk Level requirements have also been changed such that Risk 
Level 1 projects will be subject to minimum BMP and visual monitoring requirements, Risk Level 2 
projects will be subject to NALs and some additional monitoring requirements, and Risk Level 3 projects 
will be subject to NALs, and more rigorous monitoring requirements such as receiving water monitoring 
and in some cases bioassessment.  
 

Table 7 - Combined Risk Level Matrix 

Combined Risk Level Matrix 
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 Sediment Risk 
Low Medium High 

Low Level 1 Level 2 

High Level 2 Level 3 

 

b. Effluent Standards 

All dischargers are subject to the narrative effluent limitations specified in the General Permit.  The 
narrative effluent limitations require storm water discharges associated with construction activity to meet 
all applicable provisions of Sections 301 and 402 of the CWA.  These provisions require controls of 
pollutant discharges that utilize BAT and BCT to reduce pollutants and any more stringent controls 
necessary to meet water quality standards. 
 
Risk Level 2 dischargers that pose a medium risk to water quality are subject to technology-based NALs 
for pH and turbidity.  Risk Level 3 dischargers that pose a high risk to water quality are also subject to 
technology-based NALs for pH and turbidity. 
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c. Good Housekeeping 

Proper handling and managing of construction materials can help minimize threats to water quality.  The 
discharger must consider good housekeeping measures for:  construction materials, waste management, 
vehicle storage & maintenance, landscape materials, and potential pollutant sources.  Examples include; 
conducting an inventory of products used, implementing proper storage & containment, and properly 
cleaning all leaks from equipment and vehicles. 

d. Non-Storm Water Management 

Non-storm water discharges directly connected to receiving waters or the storm drain system have the 
potential to negatively impact water quality.  The discharger must implement measures to control all non-
storm water discharges during construction, and from dewatering activities associated with construction.    
Examples include; properly washing vehicles in contained areas, cleaning streets, and minimizing 
irrigation runoff.  

e. Erosion Control 

The best way to minimize the risk of creating erosion and sedimentation problems during construction is 
to disturb as little of the land surface as possible by fitting the development to the terrain.  When 
development is tailored to the natural contours of the land, little grading is necessary and, consequently, 
erosion potential is lower.14  Other effective erosion control measures include: preserving existing 
vegetation where feasible, limiting disturbance, and stabilizing and re-vegetating disturbed areas as soon 
as possible after grading or construction activities.  Particular attention must be paid to large, mass-
graded sites where the potential for soil exposure to the erosive effects of rainfall and wind is great and 
where there is potential for significant sediment discharge from the site to surface waters.  Until 
permanent vegetation is established, soil cover is the most cost-effective and expeditious method to 
protect soil particles from detachment and transport by rainfall.  Temporary soil stabilization can be the 
single most important factor in reducing erosion at construction sites.  The discharger is required to 
consider measures such as: covering disturbed areas with mulch, temporary seeding, soil stabilizers, 
binders, fiber rolls or blankets, temporary vegetation, and permanent seeding.  These erosion control 
measures are only examples of what should be considered and should not preclude new or innovative 
approaches currently available or being developed.  Erosion control BMPs should be the primary means 
of preventing storm water contamination, and sediment control techniques should be used to capture any 
soil that becomes eroded.12 
 
Risk Level 3 dischargers pose a higher risk to water quality and are therefore additionally required to 
ensure that post-construction soil loss is equivalent to or less than the pre-construction levels. 

f. Sediment Control 

Sediment control BMPs should be the secondary means of preventing storm water contamination.   When 
erosion control techniques are ineffective, sediment control techniques should be used to capture any soil 
that becomes eroded.  The discharger is required to consider perimeter control measures such as: 
installing silt fences or placing straw wattles below slopes.  These sediment control measures are only 

                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
12 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.  2007.  Developing Your Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan: A Guide 
for Construction Sites. 
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examples of what should be considered and should not preclude new or innovative approaches currently 
available or being developed.   
 
Because Risk Level 2 and 3 dischargers pose a higher risk to water quality, additional requirements for 
the application of sediment controls are imposed on these projects.  This General Permit also authorizes 
the Regional Water Boards to require Risk Level 3 dischargers to implement additional site-specific 
sediment control requirements if the implementation of other erosion or sediment controls are not 
adequately protecting the receiving waters. 

g. Run-on and Runoff Control 

Inappropriate management of run-on and runoff can result in excessive physical impacts to receiving 
waters from sediment and increased flows.  The discharger is required to manage all run-on and runoff 
from a project site.  Examples include: installing berms and other temporary run-on and runoff diversions. 
 
Risk Level 1 dischargers with lower risks to impact water quality are not subject to the run-on and runoff 
control requirements unless an evaluation deems them necessary or visual inspections show that such 
controls are required. 

h. Inspection, Maintenance and Repair 

All measures must be periodically inspected, maintained and repaired to ensure that receiving water 
quality is protected.  Frequent inspections coupled with thorough documentation and timely repair is 
necessary to ensure that all measures are functioning as intended. 

i. Rain Event Action Plan (REAP)  

A Rain Event Action Plan (REAP) is a written document, specific for each rain event.  A REAP should be 
designed that when implemented it protects all exposed portions of the site within 48 hours of any likely 
precipitation event forecast of 50% or greater probability. 
 
This General Permit requires Risk Level 2 and 3 dischargers to develop and implement a REAP designed 
to protect all exposed portions of their sites within 48 hours prior to any likely precipitation event.  The 
REAP requirement is designed to ensure that the discharger has adequate materials, staff, and time to 
implement erosion and sediment control measures that are intended to reduce the amount of sediment 
and other pollutants generated from the active site.  A REAP must be developed when there is likely a 
forecast of 50% or greater probability of precipitation in the project area.  (The National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) defines a chance of precipitation as a probability of precipitation of 
30% to 50% chance of producing precipitation in the project area.13 NOAA defines the probability of 
precipitation (PoP) as the likelihood of occurrence (expressed as a percent) of a measurable amount 
(0.01 inch or more) of liquid precipitation (or the water equivalent of frozen precipitation) during a 
specified period of time at any given point in the forecast area.)  Forecasts are normally issued for 12-
hour time periods.  Descriptive terms for uncertainty and aerial coverage are used as follows:   
 

Table 8 -National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Definition of Probability of 
Precipitation (PoP) 

                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
13 http://www.crh.noaa.gov/lot/severe/wxterms.php. 
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PoP  
Expressions of 
Uncertainty  

Aerial  
Coverage 

0%  none used  none used

10%  none used  isolated 

20%  slight chance  isolated 

30-50%  chance  scattered 

60-70%  likely  numerous

80-100% none used  none used

 
The discharger must obtain the precipitation forecast information from the National Weather Service 
Forecast Office (http://www.srh.noaa.gov/). 
 

2. Linear Projects 

a. Linear Risk Determination 

LUPs vary in complexity and water quality concerns based on the type of project. This General Permit 
has varying application requirements based on the project’s risk to water quality.  Factors that lead to the 
characterization of the project include location, sediment risk, and receiving water risk.  

 
 Based on the location and complexity of a project area or project section area, LUPs are separated into 
project types.  As described below, LUPs have been categorized into three project types.    

i. Type 1 LUPs  

Type 1 LUPs are those construction projects where: 
 

(1) 70 percent or more of the construction activity occurs on a paved surface and 
where areas disturbed during construction will be returned to preconstruction 
conditions or equivalent protection established at the end of the construction 
activities for the day, or 

 
(2) greater than 30 percent of construction activities occur within the non-paved 

shoulders or land immediately adjacent to paved surfaces, or where construction 
occurs on unpaved improved roads, including their shoulders or land immediately 
adjacent to them where: 

 
Areas disturbed during construction will be returned to pre-construction conditions or equivalent 
protection established at the end of the construction activities for the day to minimize the potential for 
erosion and sediment deposition, and 



 

2009-0009-DWQ amended by 2010-0014-DWQ & 2012-0006-DWQ  
33   

  
Areas where established vegetation was disturbed during construction will be stabilized and re-vegetated 
by the end of project.  When required, adequate temporary stabilization Best Management Practices 
(BMPs) will be installed and maintained until vegetation is established to meet minimum cover 
requirements established in this General Permit for final stabilization. 
 
Type 1 LUPs typically do not have a high potential to impact storm water quality because (1) these 
construction activities are not typically conducted during a rain event, (2) these projects are normally 
constructed over a short period of time14, minimizing the duration that pollutants could potentially be 
exposed to rainfall; and (3) disturbed soils such as those from trench excavation are required to be 
hauled away, backfilled into the trench, and/or covered (e.g., metal plates, pavement, plastic covers over 
spoil piles) at the end of the construction day.   
 
Type 1 LUPs are determined during the risk assessment found in Attachment A.1 to be 1) low sediment 
risk and low receiving water risk; 2) low sediment risk and medium receiving water risk; and 3) medium 
sediment risk and low receiving water risk. 
 
 
This General Permit requires the discharger to ensure a SWPPP is developed for these construction 
activities that is specific to project type, location and characteristics. 

ii. Type 2 LUPs: 

Type 2 projects are determined to have a combination of High, Medium, and Low project sediment risk 
along with High, Medium, and Low receiving water risk.   Like Type 1 projects, Type 2 projects are 
typically constructed over a short period of time.  However, these projects have a higher potential to 
impact water quality because they:  
 

(1) typically occur outside the more urban/developed areas;  
 

(2) have larger areas of soil disturbance that are not closed or restored at the end of 
the day;  

 
(3) may have onsite stockpiles of soil, spoil and other materials;  

 
(4) cross or occur in close proximity to a wide variety of sensitive resources that may 

include, but are not limited to, steep topography and/or water bodies; and  
 

(5) have larger areas of disturbed soils that may be exposed for a longer  time 
interval  before final stabilization, cleanup and/or reclamation occurs.  

 
 This General Permit requires the discharger to develop and implement a SWPPP for these construction 
activities that are specific for project type, location and characteristics.  

iii. Type 3 LUPs: 

                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
14 Short period of time refers to a project duration of weeks to months, but typically less than one year in duration. 
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Type 3 projects are determined to have a combination of High and Medium project sediment risk along 
with High and Medium receiving water risk.  Similar to Type 2 projects, Type 3 projects have a higher 
potential to impact water quality because they:  
 

(1) typically occur outside of the more urban/developed areas;  
 

(2) have larger areas of soil disturbance that are not closed or restored at the end of 
the day;  

 
(3) may have onsite stockpiles of soil, spoil and other materials;  

 
(4) cross or occur in close proximity to a wide variety of sensitive resources that may 

include, but are not limited to, steep topography and/or water bodies; and  
 

(5) have larger areas of disturbed soils that may be exposed for a longer  time 
interval  before final stabilization, cleanup and/or reclamation occurs.   

 
This General Permit requires the discharger to develop and implement a SWPPP for these construction 
activities that are specific for project type, location, and characteristics. 
 

b. Linear Effluent Standards 

All LUPs are subject to the narrative effluent limitations specified in the General Permit. 
 
Type 2 and Type 3 projects are subject to technology-based NALs for pH and turbidity. 

c. Linear Good Housekeeping 

Improper use and handling of construction materials could potentially cause a threat to water quality.  In 
order to ensure proper site management of these construction materials, all LUP dischargers must 
comply with a minimum set of Good Housekeeping measures specified in Attachment A of this General 
Permit.   

d. Linear Non-Storm Water Management 

In order to ensure control of all non-storm water discharges during construction, all LUP dischargers must 
comply with the Non-Storm Water Management measures specified in Attachment A of this General 
Permit.   

e. Linear Erosion Control 

This General Permit requires all LUP dischargers to implement effective wind erosion control measures, 
and soil cover for inactive areas.  Type 3 LUPs posing a higher risk to water quality are additionally 
required to ensure the post-construction soil loss is equivalent to or less than the pre-construction levels. 

f. Linear Sediment Control 

In order to ensure control and containment of all sediment discharges, all LUP dischargers must comply 
with the general Sediment Control measures specified in Attachment A or this General Permit.  Additional 
requirements for sediment controls are imposed on Type 2 & 3 LUPs due to their higher risk to water 
quality. 
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g. Linear Run-on and Runoff Control 

Discharges originating outside of a project’s perimeter and flowing onto the property can adversely affect 
the quantity and quality of discharges originating from a project site.  In order to ensure proper 
management of run-on and runoff, all LUPs must comply with the run-on and runoff control measures 
specified in Attachment A of this General Permit.  Due to the lower risk of impacting water quality, Type 1 
LUPs are not required to implement run-on and runoff controls unless deemed necessary by the 
discharger. 

h. Linear Inspection, Maintenance and Repair 

Proper inspection, maintenance, and repair activities are important to ensure the effectiveness of on-site 
measures to control water quality.  In order to ensure that inspection, maintenance, and repair activities 
are adequately performed, the all LUP dischargers a re required to comply with the Inspection, 
Maintenance, and Repair requirements specified in Attachment A of this General Permit.   

K. ATS15 Requirements 

There are instances on construction sites where traditional erosion and sediment controls do not 
effectively control accelerated erosion.  Under such circumstances, or under circumstances where storm 
water discharges leaving the site may cause or contribute to an exceedance of a water quality standard, 
the use of an Active Treatment System (ATS) may be necessary.  Additionally, it may be appropriate to 
use an ATS when site constraints inhibit the ability to construct a correctly sized sediment basin, when 
clay and/or highly erosive soils are present, or when the site has very steep or long slope lengths.16   
 
Although treatment systems have been in use in some form since the mid-1990s, the ATS industry in 
California is relatively young, and detailed regulatory standards have not yet been developed.  Many 
developers are using these systems to treat storm water discharges from their construction sites.  The 
new ATS requirements set forth in this General Permit are based on those in place for small wastewater 
treatment systems, ATS regulations from the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(September 2005 memorandum “2005/2006 Rainy Season – Monitoring Requirements for Storm Water 
Treatment Systems that Utilize Chemical Additives to Enhance Sedimentation”), the Construction Storm 
Water Program at the State of Washington’s Department of Ecology, as well as recent advances in 
technology and knowledge of coagulant performance and aquatic safety. 
 
The effective design of an ATS requires a detailed survey and analysis of site conditions.  With proper 
planning, ATS performance can provide exceptional water quality discharge and prevent significant 
impacts to surface water quality, even under extreme environmental conditions. 
 
These systems can be very effective in reducing the sediment in storm water runoff, but the systems that 
use additives/polymers to enhance sedimentation also pose a potential risk to water quality (e.g., 
operational failure, equipment failure, additive/polymer release, etc.).  The State Water Board is 
concerned about the potential acute and chronic impacts that the polymers and other chemical additives 
may have on fish and aquatic organisms if released in sufficient quantities or concentrations.  In addition 

                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
15 An ATS is a treatment system that employs chemical coagulation, chemical flocculation, or electrocoagulation in 
order to reduce turbidity caused by fine suspended sediment. 
16 Pitt, R., S. Clark, and D. Lake.  2006.  Construction Site Erosion and Sediment Controls: Planning, Design, and 
Performance.  DEStech Publications.  Lancaster, PA.  370pp. 
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to anecdotal evidence of polymer releases causing aquatic toxicity in California, the literature supports 
this concern.17  For example, cationic polymers have been shown to bind with the negatively charged gills 
of fish, resulting in mechanical suffocation.18  Due to the potential toxicity impacts, which may be caused 
by the release of additives/polymers into receiving waters, this General Permit establishes residual 
polymer monitoring and toxicity testing requirements have been established in this General Permit for 
discharges from construction sites that utilize an ATS in order to protect receiving water quality and 
beneficial uses. 
 
The primary treatment process in an ATS is coagulation/flocculation.  ATS’s operate on the principle that 
the added coagulant is bound to suspended sediment, forming floc, which is gravitationally settled in 
tanks or a basin, or removed by sand filters.  A typical installation utilizes an injection pump upstream 
from the clarifier tank, basin, or sand filters, which is electronically metered to both flow rate and 
suspended solids level of the influent, assuring a constant dose.  The coagulant mixes and reacts with the 
influent, forming a dense floc.  The floc may be removed by gravitational setting in a clarifier tank or 
basin, or by filtration.  Water from the clarifier tank, basin, or sand filters may be routed through 
cartridge(s) and/or bag filters for final polishing.  Vendor-specific systems use various methods of dose 
control, sediment/floc removal, filtration, etc., that are detailed in project-specific documentation.  The 
particular coagulant/flocculant to be used for a given project is determined based on the water chemistry 
of the site because the coagulants are specific in their reactions with various types of sediments.  
Appropriate selection of dosage must be carefully matched to the characteristics of each site. 
 
ATS’s are operated in two differing modes, either Batch or Flow-Through.  Batch treatment can be 
defined as Pump-Treat-Hold-Test-Release.  In Batch treatment, water is held in a basin or tank, and is 
not discharged until treatment is complete.  Batch treatment involves holding or recirculating the treated 
water in a holding basin or tank(s) until treatment is complete or the basin or storage tank(s) is full.  In 
Flow-Through treatment, water is pumped into the ATS directly from the runoff collection system or storm 
water holding pond, where it is treated and filtered as it flows through the system, and is then directly 
discharged.  “Flow-Through Treatment” is also referred to as “Continuous Treatment.” 

1. Effluent Standards 

This General Permit establishes NELs for discharges from construction sites that utilize an ATS.  These 
systems lend themselves to NELs for turbidity and pH because of their known reliable treatment.  
Advanced systems have been in use in some form since the mid-1990s.  An ATS is considered reliable, 
can consistently produce a discharge of less than 10 NTU, and has been used successfully at many sites 
in several states since 1995 to reduce turbidity to very low levels.19   
 
This General Permit contains “compliance storm event” exceptions from the technology-based NELs for 
ATS discharges.  The rationale is that technology-based requirements are developed assuming a certain 
design storm.  In the case of ATS the industry-standard design storm is 10-year, 24-hour (as stated in 

                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
17 RomØen, K., B. Thu, and Ø. Evensen.  2002.  Immersion delivery of plasmid DNA II.  A study of the potentials of a 
chitosan based delivery system in rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) fry.  Journal of Controlled Release 85: 215-
225. 
18 Bullock, G., V. Blazer, S. Tsukuda, and S. Summerfelt.  2000.  Toxicity of acidified chitosan for cultured rainbow 
trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss).  Aquaculture 185:273-280. 
19 Currier, B., G. Minton, R. Pitt, L. Roesner, K. Schiff, M. Stenstrom, E. Strassler, and E. Strecker.  2006.  The 
Feasibility of Numeric Effluent Limits Applicable to Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Municipal, Industrial 
and Construction Activities.   
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Attachment F of this General Permit), so the compliance storm event has been established as the 10-year 
24-hour event as well to provide consistency. 

2. Training 

Operator training is critical to the safe and efficient operation and maintenance of the ATS, and to ensure 
that all State Water Board monitoring and sampling requirements are met.  The General Permit requires 
that all ATS operators have training specific to using ATS’s liquid coagulants. 
 

L. Post-Construction Requirements 

Under past practices, new and redevelopment construction activities have resulted in modified natural 
watershed and stream processes.  This is caused by altering the terrain, modifying the vegetation and soil 
characteristics, introducing impervious surfaces such as pavement and buildings, increasing drainage 
density through pipes and channels, and altering the condition of stream channels through straightening, 
deepening, and armoring.  These changes result in a drainage system where sediment transport capacity 
is increased and sediment supply is decreased.  A receiving channel’s response is dependent on 
dominant channel materials and its stage of adjustment.   
 
Construction activity can lead to impairment of beneficial uses in two main ways.  First, during the actual 
construction process, storm water discharges can negatively affect the chemical, biological, and physical 
properties of downstream receiving waters.  Due to the disturbance of the landscape, the most likely 
pollutant is sediment, however pH and other non-visible pollutants are also of great concern. Second, 
after most construction activities are completed at a construction site, the finished project may result in 
significant modification of the site’s response to precipitation.  New development and redevelopment 
projects have almost always resulted in permanent post-construction water quality impacts because more 
precipitation ends up as runoff and less precipitation is intercepted, evapotranspired, and infiltrated.   
 
General Permit 99-08-DWQ required the SWPPP to include a description of all post-construction BMPs 
on a site and a maintenance schedule.  An effective storm water management strategy must address the 
full suite of storm events (water quality, channel protection, overbank flood protection, extreme flood 
protection) (Figure 2). 
 

 

Figure 2 - Suite of Storm Events 
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The post-construction storm water performance standards in this General Permit specifically address 
water quality and channel protection events.  Overbank flood protection and extreme flood protection 
events are traditionally dealt with in local drainage and flood protection ordinances.  However, measures 
in this General Permit to address water quality and channel protection also reduce overbank and extreme 
flooding impacts.  This General Permit aims to match post-construction runoff to pre-construction runoff 
for the 85th percentile storm event, which not only reduces the risk of impact to the receiving water’s 
channel morphology but also provides some protection of water quality.   
 
This General Permit clarifies that its runoff reduction requirements only apply to projects that lie outside of 
jurisdictions covered by a Standard Urban Storm water Management Plan (SUSMP) (or other more 
protective) post-construction requirements in either Phase I or Phase II permits. 
 
Figures 3 and 4, below, show the General Permit enrollees (to Order 99-08-DWQ, as of March 10, 2008) 
overlaid upon a map with SUSMP (or more protective) areas in blue and purple.  Areas without blue or 
purple indicate where the General Permit’s runoff reduction requirements would actually apply. 
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Figure 3 - Northern CA (2009) Counties / Cities With SUSMP-Plus Coverage 
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Figure 4 - Southern CA (2009) Counties / Cities With SUSMP-Plus Coverage 

 
 
 



 

2009-0009-DWQ amended by 2010-0014-DWQ & 2012-0006-DWQ  
41   

Water Quality:  
This General Permit requires dischargers to replicate the pre-project runoff water balance (defined as the 
amount of rainfall that ends up as runoff) for the smallest storms up to the 85th percentile storm event, or 
the smallest storm event that generates runoff, whichever is larger.  Contemporary storm water 
management generally routes these flows directly to the drainage system, increasing pollutant loads and 
potentially causing adverse effects on receiving waters.  These smaller water quality events happen much 
more frequently than larger events and generate much higher pollutant loads on an annual basis.  There 
are other adverse hydrological impacts that result from not designing according to the site’s pre-
construction water balance.  In Maryland, Klein20 noted that baseflow decreases as the extent of 
urbanization increases.  Ferguson and Suckling21 noted a similar relation in watersheds in Georgia.  On 
Long Island, Spinello and Simmons22 noted substantial decreases in base flow in intensely urbanized 
watersheds.  
 
The permit emphasizes runoff reduction through on-site storm water reuse, interception, evapo-
transpiration and infiltration through non-structural controls and conservation design measures (e.g., 
downspout disconnection, soil quality preservation/enhancement, interceptor trees).  Employing these 
measures close to the source of runoff generation is the easiest and most cost-effective way to comply 
with the pre-construction water balance standard.  Using low-tech runoff reduction techniques close to the 
source is consistent with a number of recommendations in the literature.23  In many cases, BMPs 
implemented close to the source of runoff generation cost less than end-of the pipe measures.24  
Dischargers are given the option of using Appendix 2 to calculate the required runoff volume or a 
watershed process-based, continuous simulation model such as the EPA’s Storm Water Management 
Model (SWMMM) or Hydrologic Simulation Program Fortran (HSPF). Such methods used by the 
discharger will be reviewed by the Regional Water Board upon NOT application.  
 
Channel Protection: 
In order to address channel protection, a basic understanding of fluvial geomorphic concepts is 
necessary.  A dominant paradigm in fluvial geomorphology holds that streams adjust their channel 
dimensions (width and depth) in response to long-term changes in sediment supply and bankfull 
discharge (1.5 to 2 year recurrence interval).  The bankfull stage corresponds to the discharge at which 
channel maintenance is the most effective, that is, the discharge at which the moving sediment, forming 
or removing bars, forming or changing bends and meanders, and generally doing work that results in the 
average morphologic characteristics of channels. 25  Lane (1955 as cited in Rosgen 199626) showed the 
generalized relationship between sediment load, sediment size, stream discharge and stream slope in 

                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
20 Klein 1979 as cited in Delaware Department of Natural Resources (DDNR).  2004.  Green Technology:  The 
Delaware Urban Runoff Management Approach.  Dover, DE.  117 pp. 
21 Ferguson and Suckling 1990 as cited Delaware Department of Natural Resources (DDNR).  2004.  Green 
Technology:  The Delaware Urban Runoff Management Approach.  Dover, DE.  117 pp.   
22 Center for Watershed Protection (CWP).  2000.  The Practice of Watershed Protection: Techniques for protecting 
our nation’s streams, lakes, rivers, and estuaries.  Ellicott City, MD.  741 pp.   
23 Bay Area Storm Water Management Agencies Association (BASMAA).  1997.  Start at the Source: Residential Site 
Planning and Design Guidance Manual for Storm Water Quality Protection.  Palo Alto, CA; 
McCuen, R.H. 2003 Smart Growth: hydrologic perspective. Journal of Professional Issues in Engineering Education 
and Practice. Vol (129), pp.151-154; 
Moglen, G.E. and S. Kim. 2007. Impervious imperviousness-are threshold based policies a good idea? Journal of the 
American Planning Association, Vol 73 No. 2. pp 161-171. 
24 Delaware Department of natural Resources (DDNR). 2004. Green technology: The Delaware urban Runoff 
Management Approcah. Dover, DE. 117 pp. 
25 Dunne, T and L.B. Leopold. 1978.  Water in Environmental Planning.  San Francisco W.H. Freeman and Company 
26 Rosgen. D.L.  1996.  Applied River Morphology.  Pagosa Springs.  Wildland Hydrology 
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Figure 5.  A change in any one of these variables sets up a series of mutual adjustments in the 
companion variables with a resulting direct change in the physical characteristics of the stream channel.   
 

 

Figure 5 - Schematic of the Lane Relationship 

After Lane (1955) as cited in Rosgen (1996) 

 

 
Stream slope multiplied by stream discharge (the right side of the scale) is essentially an approximation of 
stream power, a unifying concept in fluvial geomorphology (Bledsoe 1999).  Urbanization generally 
increases stream power and affects the resisting forces in a channel (sediment load and sediment size 
represented on the left side of the scale).   
 
During construction, sediment loads can increase from 2 to 40,000 times over pre-construction levels.27  
Most of this sediment is delivered to stream channels during large, episodic rain events.28  This increased 
sediment load leads to an initial aggradation phase where stream depths may decrease as sediment fills 
the channel, leading to a decrease in channel capacity and increase in flooding and overbank deposition.  
A degradation phase initiates after construction is completed.  
 
Schumm et. al (1984) developed a channel evolution model that describes the series of adjustments from 
initial downcutting, to widening, to establishing new floodplains at lower elevations (Figure 6).   

 

 
                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
27 Goldman S.J., K. Jackson, and T.A. Bursztynsky.  1986.  Erosion and Sediment Control Handbook.  McGraw Hill.  
San Francisco. 
28 Wolman 1967 as cited in Paul, M.P. and J.L. Meyer.  2001.  Streams in the Urban Landscape.  Annu. Rev.Ecol. 
Syst.  32: 333-365. 



 

2009-0009-DWQ amended by 2010-0014-DWQ & 2012-0006-DWQ  
43   

 

 

 

Figure 6 - Channel Changes Associated with Urbanization 

After Incised Channel Evolution Sequence in Schumm et. al 1984 
 
 
Channel incision (Stage II) and widening (Stages III and to a lesser degree, Stage IV) are due to a 
number of fundamental changes on the landscape.  Connected impervious area and compaction of 
pervious surfaces increase the frequency and volume of bankfull discharges.29  Increased drainage 
density (miles of stream length per square mile of watershed) also negatively impacts receiving stream 
channels.30  Increased drainage density and hydraulic efficiency leads to an increase in the frequency 
and volume of bankfull discharges because the time of concentration is shortened.  Flows from 
engineered pipes and channels are also often “sediment starved” and seek to replenish their sediment 
supply from the channel.   
 
Encroachment of stream channels can also lead to an increase in stream slope, which leads to an 
increase in stream power.  In addition, watershed sediment loads and sediment size (with size generally 
represented as the median bed and bank particle size, or d50) decrease during urbanization.31 This means 

                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
29 Booth, D. B. and C. R. Jackson. 1997. Urbanization of Aquatic Systems: Degradation Thresholds, 
Storm Water Detection, and the Limits of Mitigation. Journal of the American Water Resources 
Association Vol. 33, No.5, pp. 1077-1089. 
30 May, C.W.  1998.  Cumulative effects of urbanization on small streams in the Puget Sound Lowland ecoregion.  
Conference proceedings from Puget Sound Research '98 held March 12, 13 1998 in Seattle, WA; 
  Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention Program.  2002.  Hydromodification Management Plan 
Literature Review.  80 pp. 
31 Finkenbine, J.K., D.S. Atwater, and D.S. Mavinic.  2000.  Stream health after urbanization.  J. Am. Water Resour. 
Assoc.  36:1149-60; 
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that even if pre- and post-development stream power are the same, more erosion will occur in the post-
development stage because the smaller particles are less resistant (provided they are non-cohesive).   
 
As shown in Stages II and III, the channel deepens and widens to accommodate the increased stream 
power 32and decrease in sediment load and sediment size.  Channels may actually narrow as entrained 
sediment from incision is deposited laterally in the channel.  After incised channels begin to migrate 
laterally (Stage III), bank erosion begins, which leads to general channel widening.33  At this point, a 
majority of the sediment that leaves a drainage area comes from within the channel, as opposed to the 
background and construction related hillslope contribution.  Stage IV is characterized by more aggradation 
and localized bank instability.  Stage V represents a new quasi-equilibrium channel morphology in 
balance with the new flow and sediment supply regime.  In other words, stream power is in balance with 
sediment load and sediment size.   
 
The magnitude of the channel morphology changes discussed above varies along a stream network as 
well as with the age of development, slope, geology (sand-bedded channels may cycle through the 
evolution sequence in a matter of decades whereas clay-dominated channels may take much longer), 
watershed sediment load and size, type of urbanization, and land use history.  It is also dependent on a 
channel’s stage in the channel evolution sequence when urbanization occurs.  Management strategies 

                                                                                                                                                                           
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Pizzuto, J.E. W.S. Hession, and M. McBride.  2000.  Comparing gravel-bed rivers in paired urban and rural 
catchments of southeastern Pennsylvania.  Geology  28:79-82.   
32 Hammer 1973 as cited in Delaware Department of Natural Resources (DDNR).  2004.  Green Technology:  The 
Delaware Urban Runoff Management Approach.  Dover, DE.  117 pp; 
Booth, D.B.  1990.  Stream Channel Incision Following Drainage Basin Urbanization.  Water Resour. Bull.  26:407-
417.   
33 Trimble, S.W. 1997. Contribution of Stream Channel Erosion to Sediment Yield from an Urbanizing Watershed. 
Science: Vol. 278 (21), pp. 1442-1444. 
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must take into account a channel’s stage of adjustment and account for future changes in the evolution of 
channel form (Stein and Zaleski 2005). 34   
 
Traditional structural water quality BMPs (e.g. detention basins and other devices used to store volumes 
of runoff) unless they are highly engineered to provide adequate flow duration control, do not adequately 
protect receiving waters from accelerated channel bed and bank erosion, do not address post-
development increases in runoff volume, and do not mitigate the decline in benthic macroinvertebrate 
communities in the receiving waters35 suggest that structural BMPs are not as effective in protecting 
aquatic communities as a continuous riparian buffer of native vegetation.  This is supported by the 
findings of Zucker and White36, where instream biological metrics were correlated with the extent of 
forested buffers.   
 
This General Permit requires dischargers to maintain pre-development drainage densities and times of 
concentration in order to protect channels and encourages dischargers to implement setbacks to reduce 
channel slope and velocity changes that can lead to aquatic habitat degradation.   
 
There are a number of other approaches for modeling fluvial systems, including statistical and physical 
models and simpler stream power models.37  The use of these models in California is described in Stein 
and Zaleski (2005).38  Rather than prescribe a specific one-size-fits-all modeling method in this permit, the 
State Water Board intends to develop a stream power and channel evolution model-based framework to 
assess channels and develop a hierarchy of suitable analysis methods and management strategies. In 
time, this framework may become a State Water Board water quality control policy.   
 
Permit Linkage to Overbank and Extreme Flood Protection 
Site design BMPs (e.g. rooftop and impervious disconnection, vegetated swales, setbacks and buffers) 
filter and settle out pollutants and provide for more infiltration than is possible for traditional centralized 
structural BMPs placed at the lowest point in a site.  They provide source control for runoff and lead to a 
reduction in pollutant loads.  When implemented, they also help reduce the magnitude and volume of 
larger, less frequent storm events (e.g., 10-yr, 24-hour storm and larger), thereby reducing the need for 
expensive flood control infrastructure.  Nonstructural BMPs can also be a landscape amenity, instead of a 
large isolated structure requiring substantial area for ancillary access, buffering, screening and 
maintenance facilities.25 The multiple benefits of using non-structural benefits will be critically important as 
the state’s population increases and imposes strains upon our existing water resources.  
 
Maintaining predevelopment drainage densities and times of concentration will help reduce post-
development peak flows and volumes in areas not covered under a municipal permit.  The most effective 
way to preserve drainage areas and maximize time of concentration is to implement landform grading, 

                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
34 Stein, E.S. and S. Zaleski.  2005.Managing runoff to protect natural stream: the latest developments on 
investigation and management of hydromodification in California.  Southern California Coastal Water Research 
Project Technical Report 475.  26 pp.    
35 Horner, R.R.  2006.  Investigation of the Feasibility and Benefits of Low-Impact Site Design Practices (LID) for the 
San Diego Region.  Available at: http://www.projectcleanwater.org/pdf/permit/case-study_lid.pdf. 
36 Delaware Department of Natural Resources (DDNR).  2004.  Green Technology:  The Delaware Urban Runoff 
Management Approach.  Dover, DE.  117 pp.   
37 Finlayson, D.P. and D.R. Montgomery.  2003.  Modeling large-scale fluvial erosion in geographic information 
systems.  Geomorphology (53), pp. 147-164).   
38 Stein, E.S. and S. Zaleski.  2005.Managing runoff to protect natural stream: the latest developments on 
investigation and management of hydromodification in California.  Southern California Coastal Water Research 
Project Technical Report 475.  26 pp.    
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incorporate site design BMPs and implement distributed structural BMPs (e.g., bioretention cells, rain 
gardens, rain cisterns).   
 

M. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans 

USEPA’s Construction General Permit requires that qualified personnel conduct inspections.  USEPA 
defines qualified personnel as “a person knowledgeable in the principles and practice of erosion and 
sediment controls who possesses the skills to assess conditions at the construction site that could impact 
storm water quality and to assess the effectiveness of any sediment and erosion control measures 
selected to control the quality of storm water discharges from the construction activity.”39  USEPA also 
suggests that qualified personnel prepare SWPPPs and points to numerous states that require certified 
professionals to be on construction sites at all times.  States that currently have certification programs are 
Washington, Georgia, Florida, Delaware, Maryland, and New Jersey.  The Permit 99-08-DWQ did not 
require that qualified personnel prepare SWPPPs or conduct inspections.  However, to ensure that water 
quality is being protected, this General Permit requires that all SWPPPs be written, amended, and 
certified by a Qualified SWPPP Developer.  A Qualified SWPPP Developer must possess one of the eight 
certifications and or registrations specified in this General Permit and effective two years after the 
adoption date of this General Permit, must have attended a State Water Board-sponsored or approved 
Qualified SWPPP Developer training course.  Table 9 provides an overview of the criteria used in 
determining qualified certification titles for a QSD and QSP. 

                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
39 US Environmental Protection Agency. Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plans for Construction Activities. 
<http://cfpub.epa.gov/npdes/stormwater/swppp.cfm> and <http://www.epa.gov/npdes/pubs/sw_swppp_guide.pdf>. 
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Table 9 - Qualified SWPPP Developer/ Qualified SWPPP Practitioner Certification Criteria 

Certification/ Title Registered By QSD/QSP Certification Criteria 

Professional Civil 
Engineer 

California 

Both 

1. Approval Process           
2. Code of Ethics             
3. Accountability              
4.  Pre-requisites 

Professional 
Geologist or 
Engineering 
Geologist 

California 

Both 

1. Approval Process           
2. Code of Ethics              
3. Accountability             
4.  Pre-requisites 

Landscape 
Architect 

California 

Both 

1. Approval Process           
2. Code of Ethics              
3. Accountability             
4.  Pre-requisites 

Professional 
Hydrologist 

American Institute of 
Hydrology 

Both 

1. Approval Process 
2. Code of Ethics 
3. Accountability 
4.  Pre-requisites 

Certified 
Professional in 
Erosion and 
Sediment 
Control™ 
(CPESC) 

Enviro Cert International 
Inc. 

Both 

1. Approval Process 
2. Code of Ethics 
3. Accountability 
4.  Pre-requisites 
5. Continuing Education 

Certified Inspector 
of Sediment and 
Erosion ControlTM 

(CISEC) 

Certified Inspector of 
Sediment and Erosion 
Control, Inc. 

QSP 

1. Approval Process          
2. Code of Ethics              
3. Accountability             
4.  Pre-requisites              
5. Continuing Education 

Certified Erosion, 
Sediment and 
Storm Water 
Inspector™ 
(CESSWI) 

Enviro Cert International 
Inc. 

QSP 

1. Approval Process           
2. Code of Ethics              
3. Accountability             
4.  Pre-requisites              
5. Continuing Education 

Certified 
Professional in 
Storm Water 
Quality™ 
(CPSWQ) 

Enviro Cert International 
Inc. 

Both 

1. Approval Process           
2. Code of Ethics              
3. Accountability             
4.  Pre-requisites              
5. Continuing Education 
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The previous versions of the General Permit required development and implementation of a SWPPP as 
the primary compliance mechanism.  The SWPPP has two major objectives: (1) to help identify the 
sources of sediment and other pollutants that affect the quality of storm water discharges; and (2) to 
describe and ensure the implementation of BMPs to reduce or eliminate sediment and other pollutants in 
storm water and non-storm water discharges.  The SWPPP must include BMPs that address source 
control, BMPs that address pollutant control, and BMPs that address treatment control.  
 
This General Permit shifts some of the measures that were covered by this general requirement to 
specific permit requirements, each individually enforceable as a permit term.  This General Permit 
emphasizes the use of appropriately selected, correctly installed and maintained pollution reduction 
BMPs.  This approach provides the flexibility necessary to establish BMPs that can effectively address 
source control of pollutants during changing construction activities.  These specific requirements also 
improve both the clarity and the enforceability of the General Permit so that the dischargers understand, 
and the public can determine whether the discharges are in compliance with, permit requirements. 
 
The SWPPP must be implemented at the appropriate level to protect water quality at all times throughout 
the life of the project.   The SWPPP must remain on the site during construction activities, commencing 
with the initial mobilization and ending with the termination of coverage under the General Permit.  For 
LUPs the discharger shall make the SWPPP available at the construction site during working hours while 
construction is occurring and shall be made available upon request by a State or Municipal inspector.  
When the original SWPPP is retained by a crewmember in a construction vehicle and is not currently at 
the construction site, current copies of the BMPs and map/drawing will be left with the field crew and the 
original SWPPP shall be made available via a request by radio or telephone.  Once construction activities 
are complete, until stabilization is achieved, the SWPPP shall be available from the SWPPP contact listed 
in the PRDs 
  
A SWPPP must be appropriate for the type and complexity of a project and will be developed and 
implemented to address project specific conditions.  Some projects may have similarities or complexities, 
yet each project is unique in its progressive state that requires specific description and selection of BMPs 
needed to address all possible generated pollutants 
 

N. Regional Water Board Authorities 

Because this General Permit will be issued to thousands of construction sites across the State, the 
Regional Water Boards retain discretionary authority over certain issues that may arise from the 
discharges in their respective regions. This General Permit does not grant the Regional Water Boards 
any authority they do not otherwise have; rather, it merely emphasizes that the Regional Water Boards 
can take specific actions related to this General Permit. For example, the Regional Water Boards will be 
enforcing this General Permit and may need to adjust some requirements for a discharger based on the 
discharger’s compliance history.   
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 
ORDER NO. 2009-0009-DWQ  

[AS AMENDED BY ORDER NO. 2010-0014-DWQ] 
NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM 

GENERAL PERMIT NO. CAS000002 
 

WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS 
FOR 

DISCHARGES OF STORM WATER RUNOFF ASSOCIATED WITH 
CONSTRUCTION AND LAND DISTURBANCE ACTIVITIES 

 
I. FINDINGS 
 

A. General Findings 
  
 The State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board) finds that: 

 
1. The federal Clean Water Act (CWA) prohibits certain discharges of 

storm water containing pollutants except in compliance with a National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit (Title 33 
United States Code (U.S.C.) §§ 1311 and 1342(p); also referred to as 
Clean Water Act (CWA) §§ 301 and 402(p)).  The U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) promulgates federal regulations to 
implement the CWA’s mandate to control pollutants in storm water 
runoff discharges.  (Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) 
Parts 122, 123, and 124).  The federal statutes and regulations require 
discharges to surface waters comprised of storm water associated with 
construction activity, including demolition, clearing, grading, and 
excavation, and other land disturbance activities (except operations 
that result in disturbance of less than one acre of total land area and 
which are not part of a larger common plan of development or sale), to 
obtain coverage under an NPDES permit.  The NPDES permit must 
require implementation of Best Available Technology Economically 
Achievable (BAT) and Best Conventional Pollutant Control Technology 
(BCT) to reduce or eliminate pollutants in storm water runoff.  The 
NPDES permit must also include additional requirements necessary to 
implement applicable water quality standards.  

  
2. This General Permit authorizes discharges of storm water associated 

with construction activity so long as the dischargers comply with all 
requirements, provisions, limitations and prohibitions in the permit.  In 
addition, this General Permit regulates the discharges of storm water 
associated with construction activities from all Linear 
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Underground/Overhead Projects resulting in the disturbance of greater 
than or equal to one acre (Attachment A). 

 
3. This General Permit regulates discharges of pollutants in storm water 

associated with construction activity (storm water discharges) to waters 
of the United States from construction sites that disturb one or more 
acres of land surface, or that are part of a common plan of 
development or sale that disturbs more than one acre of land surface.   

 
4. This General Permit does not preempt or supersede the authority of 

local storm water management agencies to prohibit, restrict, or control 
storm water discharges to municipal separate storm sewer systems or 
other watercourses within their jurisdictions. 

 
5. This action to adopt a general NPDES permit is exempt from the 

provisions of Chapter 3 of the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) (Public Resources Code Section 21100, et seq.), pursuant to 
Section 13389 of the California Water Code. 

 
6. Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 131.12 and State Water Board Resolution No. 

68-16,1 which incorporates the requirements of § 131.12 where 
applicable, the State Water Board finds that discharges in compliance 
with this General Permit will not result in the lowering of water quality 
standards, and are therefore consistent with those provisions. 
Compliance with this General Permit will result in improvements in 
water quality. 

 
7. This General Permit serves as an NPDES permit in compliance with 

CWA § 402 and will take effect on July 1, 2010 by the State Water 
Board provided the Regional Administrator of the U.S. EPA has no 
objection.  If the U.S. EPA Regional Administrator objects to its 
issuance, the General Permit will not become effective until such 
objection is withdrawn. 

 
8. Following adoption and upon the effective date of this General Permit, 

the Regional Water Quality Control Boards (Regional Water Boards) 
shall enforce the provisions herein. 

 
9. Regional Water Boards establish water quality standards in Basin 

Plans.  The State Water Board establishes water quality standards in 
various statewide plans, including the California Ocean Plan.  U.S. 
EPA establishes water quality standards in the National Toxic Rule 
(NTR) and the California Toxic Rule (CTR).   

                                            
1 Resolution No. 68-16 generally requires that existing water quality be maintained unless degradation is 
justified based on specific findings. 
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10. This General Permit does not authorize discharges of fill or dredged 

material regulated by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers under CWA § 
404 and does not constitute a waiver of water quality certification under 
CWA § 401. 

 
11. The primary storm water pollutant at construction sites is excess 

sediment.  Excess sediment can cloud the water, which reduces the 
amount of sunlight reaching aquatic plants, clog fish gills, smother 
aquatic habitat and spawning areas, and impede navigation in our 
waterways.  Sediment also transports other pollutants such as 
nutrients, metals, and oils and greases.   

 
12. Construction activities can impact a construction site’s runoff sediment 

supply and transport characteristics.  These modifications, which can 
occur both during and after the construction phase, are a significant 
cause of degradation of the beneficial uses established for water 
bodies in California.  Dischargers can avoid these effects through 
better construction site design and activity practices. 

 
13. This General Permit recognizes four distinct phases of construction 

activities.  The phases are Grading and Land Development Phase, 
Streets and Utilities Phase, Vertical Construction Phase, and Final 
Landscaping and Site Stabilization Phase.  Each phase has activities 
that can result in different water quality effects from different water 
quality pollutants.  This General Permit also recognizes inactive 
construction as a category of construction site type. 

 
14. Compliance with any specific limits or requirements contained in this 

General Permit does not constitute compliance with any other 
applicable requirements. 

 
15. Following public notice in accordance with State and Federal laws and 

regulations, the State Water Board heard and considered all comments 
and testimony in a public hearing on 06/03/2009.  The State Water 
Board has prepared written responses to all significant comments. 

 
16. Construction activities obtaining coverage under the General Permit 

may have multiple discharges subject to requirements that are specific 
to general, linear, and/or active treatment system discharge types. 

 
17. The State Water Board may reopen the permit if the U.S. EPA adopts 

a final effluent limitation guideline for construction activities. 
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B. Activities Covered Under the General Permit 

 
18. Any construction or demolition activity, including, but not limited to, 

clearing, grading, grubbing, or excavation, or any other activity that 
results in a land disturbance of equal to or greater than one acre. 

 
19. Construction activity that results in land surface disturbances of less 

than one acre if the construction activity is part of a larger common 
plan of development or the sale of one or more acres of disturbed land 
surface. 

 
20. Construction activity related to residential, commercial, or industrial 

development on lands currently used for agriculture including, but not 
limited to, the construction of buildings related to agriculture that are 
considered industrial pursuant to U.S. EPA regulations, such as dairy 
barns or food processing facilities. 

 
21. Construction activity associated with Linear Underground/Overhead 

Utility Projects (LUPs) including, but not limited to, those activities 
necessary for the installation of underground and overhead linear 
facilities (e.g., conduits, substructures, pipelines, towers, poles, cables, 
wires, connectors, switching, regulating and transforming equipment 
and associated ancillary facilities) and include, but are not limited to, 
underground utility mark-out, potholing, concrete and asphalt cutting 
and removal, trenching, excavation, boring and drilling, access road 
and pole/tower pad and cable/wire pull station, substation construction, 
substructure installation, construction of tower footings and/or 
foundations, pole and tower installations, pipeline installations, 
welding, concrete and/or pavement repair or replacement, and 
stockpile/borrow locations. 

 
22. Discharges of sediment from construction activities associated with oil 

and gas exploration, production, processing, or treatment operations or 
transmission facilities.2 

 
23. Storm water discharges from dredge spoil placement that occur 

outside of U.S. Army Corps of Engineers jurisdiction (upland sites) and 
that disturb one or more acres of land surface from construction activity 
are covered by this General Permit.  Construction sites that intend to 
disturb one or more acres of land within the jurisdictional boundaries of 

                                            
2 Pursuant to the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals’ decision in NRDC v. EPA (9th Cir. 2008) 526 F.3d 591, and 
subsequent denial of the U.S. EPA’s petition for reconsideration in November 2008, oil and gas construction 
activities discharging storm water contaminated only with sediment are no longer exempt from the NPDES 
program. 
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a CWA § 404 permit should contact the appropriate Regional Water 
Board to determine whether this permit applies to the site. 

 
C. Activities Not Covered Under the General Permit 

 
24. Routine maintenance to maintain original line and grade, hydraulic 

capacity, or original purpose of the facility.  
 

25. Disturbances to land surfaces solely related to agricultural operations 
such as disking, harrowing, terracing and leveling, and soil preparation.  

 
26. Discharges of storm water from areas on tribal lands; construction on 

tribal lands is regulated by a federal permit. 
 

27. Construction activity and land disturbance involving discharges of 
storm water within the Lake Tahoe Hydrologic Unit.  The Lahontan 
Regional Water Board has adopted its own permit to regulate storm 
water discharges from construction activity in the Lake Tahoe 
Hydrologic Unit (Regional Water Board 6SLT).  Owners of construction 
sites in this watershed must apply for the Lahontan Regional Water 
Board permit rather than the statewide Construction General Permit.   

 
28. Construction activity that disturbs less than one acre of land surface, 

and that is not part of a larger common plan of development or the sale 
of one or more acres of disturbed land surface.  

 
29. Construction activity covered by an individual NPDES Permit for storm 

water discharges.  
 

30. Discharges from small (1 to 5 acre) construction activities with an 
approved Rainfall Erosivity Waiver authorized by U.S. EPA Phase II 
regulations certifying to the State Board that small construction activity 
will occur only when the Rainfall Erosivity Factor is less than 5 (“R” in 
the Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation). 

 
31. Landfill construction activity that is subject to the Industrial General 

Permit. 
 

32. Construction activity that discharges to Combined Sewer Systems. 
 

33. Conveyances that discharge storm water runoff combined with 
municipal sewage. 

 
34. Discharges of storm water identified in CWA § 402(l)(2), 33 U.S.C. § 

1342(l)(2). 
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35. Discharges occurring in basins that are not tributary or hydrologically 
connected to waters of the United States (for more information contact 
your Regional Water Board). 

 
D. Obtaining and Modifying General Permit Coverage 

 
36. This General Permit requires all dischargers to electronically file all 

Permit Registration Documents (PRDs), Notices of Termination (NOT), 
changes of information, annual reporting, and other compliance 
documents required by this General Permit through the State Water 
Board’s Storm water Multi-Application and Report Tracking System 
(SMARTS) website. 

 
37. Any information provided to the Regional Water Board shall comply 

with the Homeland Security Act and any other federal law that 
concerns security in the United States; any information that does not 
comply should not be submitted. 

 
38. This General Permit grants an exception from the Risk Determination 

requirements for existing sites covered under Water Quality Orders No. 
99-08-DWQ, and No. 2003-0007-DWQ.  For certain sites, adding 
additional requirements may not be cost effective.  Construction sites 
covered under Water Quality Order No. 99-08-DWQ shall obtain permit 
coverage at the Risk Level 1.  LUPs covered under Water Quality 
Order No. 2003-0007-DWQ shall obtain permit coverage as a Type 1 
LUP.  The Regional Water Boards have the authority to require Risk 
Determination to be performed on sites currently covered under Water 
Quality Orders No. 99-08-DWQ and No. 2003-0007-DWQ where they 
deem it necessary.  The State Water Board finds that there are two 
circumstances when it may be appropriate for the Regional Water 
Boards to require a discharger that had filed an NOI under State Water 
Board Order No. 99-08-DWQ to recalculate the site’s risk level.  These 
circumstances are: (1) when the discharger has a demonstrated 
history of noncompliance with State Water Board Order No. 99-08-
DWQ or; (2) when the discharger’s site poses a significant risk of 
causing or contributing to an exceedance of a water quality standard 
without the implementation of the additional Risk Level 2 or 3 
requirements. 

 
E. Prohibitions 

 
39. All discharges are prohibited except for the storm water and non-storm 

water discharges specifically authorized by this General Permit or 
another NPDES permit. Non-storm water discharges include a wide 
variety of sources, including improper dumping, spills, or leakage from 
storage tanks or transfer areas.  Non-storm water discharges may 
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contribute significant pollutant loads to receiving waters.  Measures to 
control spills, leakage, and dumping, and to prevent illicit connections 
during construction must be addressed through structural as well as 
non-structural Best Management Practices (BMPs)3.  The State Water 
Board recognizes, however, that certain non-storm water discharges 
may be necessary for the completion of construction.   

 
40.  This General Permit prohibits all discharges which contain a 

hazardous substance in excess of reportable quantities established in 
40 C.F.R. §§ 117.3 and 302.4, unless a separate NPDES Permit has 
been issued to regulate those discharges.   

 
41. This General Permit incorporates discharge prohibitions contained in 

water quality control plans, as implemented by the State Water Board 
and the nine Regional Water Boards.   

 
42. Pursuant to the Ocean Plan, discharges to Areas of Special Biological 

Significance (ASBS) are prohibited unless covered by an exception 
that the State Water Board has approved. 

 
43. This General Permit prohibits the discharge of any debris4 from 

construction sites.  Plastic and other trash materials can cause 
negative impacts to receiving water beneficial uses.  The State Water 
Board encourages the use of more environmentally safe, 
biodegradable materials on construction sites to minimize the potential 
risk to water quality. 

 
F. Training 

 
44. In order to improve compliance with and to maintain consistent 

enforcement of this General Permit, all dischargers are required to 
appoint two positions - the Qualified SWPPP Developer (QSD) and the 
Qualified SWPPP Practitioner (QSP) - who must obtain appropriate 
training.  Together with the key stakeholders, the State and Regional 
Water Boards are leading the development of this curriculum through a 
collaborative organization called The Construction General Permit 
(CGP) Training Team.   

 
45. The Professional Engineers Act (Bus. & Prof. Code section 6700, et 

seq.) requires that all engineering work must be performed by a 
California licensed engineer. 

                                            
3 BMPs are scheduling of activities, prohibitions of practices, maintenance procedures, and other 
management practices to prevent or reduce the discharge of pollutants to waters of the United States. BMPs 
also include treatment requirements, operating procedures, and practice to control site runoff, spillage or 
leaks, sludge or waste disposal, or drainage from raw material storage. 
 
4 Litter, rubble, discarded refuse, and remains of destroyed inorganic anthropogenic waste. 
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G. Determining and Reducing Risk 
 
46. The risk of accelerated erosion and sedimentation from wind and water 

depends on a number of factors, including proximity to receiving water 
bodies, climate, topography, and soil type.   

 
47. This General Permit requires dischargers to assess the risk level of a 

site based on both sediment transport and receiving water risk.  This 
General Permit contains requirements for Risk Levels 1, 2 and 3, and 
LUP Risk Type 1, 2, and 3 (Attachment A). Risk levels are established 
by determining two factors:  first, calculating the site's sediment risk; 
and second, receiving water risk during periods of soil exposure (i.e. 
grading and site stabilization).  Both factors are used to determine the 
site-specific Risk Level(s).  LUPs can be determined to be Type 1 
based on the flowchart in Attachment A.1. 

 
48. Although this General Permit does not mandate specific setback 

distances, dischargers are encouraged to set back their construction 
activities from streams and wetlands whenever feasible to reduce the 
risk of impacting water quality (e.g., natural stream stability and habitat 
function).  Because there is a reduced risk to receiving waters when 
setbacks are used, this General Permit gives credit to setbacks in the 
risk determination and post-construction storm water performance 
standards.  The risk calculation and runoff reduction mechanisms in 
this General Permit are expected to facilitate compliance with any 
Regional Water Board and local agency setback requirements, and to 
encourage voluntary setbacks wherever practicable. 

 
49. Rain events can occur at any time of the year in California.  Therefore, 

a Rain Event Action Plan (REAP) is necessary for Risk Level 2 and 3 
traditional construction projects (LUPs exempt) to ensure that active 
construction sites have adequate erosion and sediment controls 
implemented prior to the onset of a storm event, even if construction is 
planned only during the dry season.    

 
50. Soil particles smaller than 0.02 millimeters (mm) (i.e., finer than 

medium silt) do not settle easily using conventional measures for 
sediment control (i.e., sediment basins).  Given their long settling time, 
dislodging these soils results in a significant risk that fine particles will 
be released into surface waters and cause unacceptable downstream 
impacts.  If operated correctly, an Active Treatment System (ATS5) can 
prevent or reduce the release of fine particles from construction sites.  

                                            
5 An ATS is a treatment system that employs chemical coagulation, chemical flocculation, or electro 
coagulation in order to reduce turbidity caused by fine suspended sediment. 
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Use of an ATS can effectively reduce a site's risk of impacting 
receiving waters. 

 
51. Dischargers located in a watershed area where a Total Maximum Daily 

Load (TMDL) has been adopted or approved by the Regional Water 
Board or U.S. EPA may be required by a separate Regional Water 
Board action to implement additional BMPs, conduct additional 
monitoring activities, and/or comply with an applicable waste load 
allocation and implementation schedule.  Such dischargers may also 
be required to obtain an individual Regional Water Board permit 
specific to the area.  

 
H. Effluent Standards 

 
52. The State Water Board convened a blue ribbon panel of storm water 

experts that submitted a report entitled, “The Feasibility of Numeric 
Effluent Limits Applicable to Discharges of Storm Water Associated 
with Municipal, Industrial and Construction Activities,” dated  
June 19, 2006.  The panel concluded that numeric limits or action 
levels are technically feasible to control construction storm water 
discharges, provided that certain conditions are considered.  The panel 
also concluded that numeric effluent limitations (NELs) are feasible for 
discharges from construction sites that utilize an ATS.  The State 
Water Board has incorporated the expert panel’s suggestions into this 
General Permit, which includes numeric action levels (NALs) for pH 
and turbidity, and special numeric limits for ATS discharges.   

 
 

Determining Compliance with Numeric Limitations 
53. This General Permit sets a pH NAL of 6.5 to 8.5, and a turbidity NAL of 

250 NTU.  The purpose of the NAL and its associated monitoring 
requirement is to provide operational information regarding the 
performance of the measures used at the site to minimize the 
discharge of pollutants and to protect beneficial uses and receiving 
waters from the adverse effects of construction-related storm water 
discharges.  An exceedance of a NAL does not constitute a violation of 
this General Permit. 

 
54. This General Permit requires dischargers with NAL exceedances to 

immediately implement additional BMPs and revise their Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plans (SWPPPs) accordingly to either prevent 
pollutants and authorized non-storm water discharges from 
contaminating storm water, or to substantially reduce the pollutants to 
levels consistently below the NALs.  NAL exceedances are reported in 
the State Water Boards SMARTS system, and the discharger is 
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required to provide an NAL Exceedance Report when requested by a 
Regional Water Board. 

 
 

I. Receiving Water Limitations 
 

55. This General Permit requires all enrolled dischargers to determine the 
receiving waters potentially affected by their discharges and to comply 
with all applicable water quality standards, including any more stringent 
standards applicable to a water body.  

 
J. Sampling, Monitoring, Reporting and Record Keeping 
 

56. Visual monitoring of storm water and non-storm water discharges is 
required for all sites subject to this General Permit. 

 
57.  Records of all visual monitoring inspections are required to remain on-

site during the construction period and for a minimum of three years.  
 

58. For all Risk Level 3/LUP Type 3 and Risk Level 2/LUP Type 2 sites, 
this General Permit requires effluent monitoring for pH and turbidity.  
Sampling, analysis and monitoring requirements for effluent monitoring 
for pH and turbidity are contained in this General Permit. 

 
59. Risk Level 3 and LUP Type 3 sites with effluent that exceeds the 

Receiving Water Monitoring Triggers contained in this General Permit 
and with direct discharges to receiving water are required to conduct 
receiving water monitoring.  An exceedance of a Receiving Water 
Monitoring Trigger does not constitute a violation of this General 
Permit. 

 
60. This General Permit establishes a 5 year, 24 hour (expressed in inches 

of rainfall) as an exemptions to the receiving water monitoring 
requirements for Risk Level 3 and LUP Type 3 dischargers. 

 
61. If run-on is caused by a forest fire or any other natural disaster, then 

receiving water monitoring triggers do not apply. 
 

62. For Risk Level 3 and LUP Type 3 sites larger than 30 acres and with 
direct discharges to receiving waters, this General Permit requires 
bioassessment sampling before and after site completion to determine 
if significant degradation to the receiving water’s biota has occurred. 
Bioassessment sampling guidelines are contained in this General 
Permit. 
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63. A summary and evaluation of the sampling and analysis results will be 
submitted in the Annual Reports.   

 
64. This General Permit contains sampling, analysis and monitoring 

requirements for non-visible pollutants at all sites subject to this 
General Permit. 

 
65. Compliance with the General Permit relies upon dischargers to 

electronically self-report any discharge violations and to comply with 
any Regional Water Board enforcement actions.   

 
66. This General Permit requires that all dischargers maintain a paper or 

electronic copy of all required records for three years from the date 
generated or date submitted, whichever is last.  These records must be 
available at the construction site until construction is completed.  For 
LUPs, these documents may be retained in a crew member’s vehicle 
and made available upon request. 

 
K. Active Treatment System (ATS) Requirements 

 
67. Active treatment systems add chemicals to facilitate flocculation, 

coagulation and filtration of suspended sediment particles. The 
uncontrolled release of these chemicals to the environment can 
negatively affect the beneficial uses of receiving waters and/or degrade 
water quality (e.g., acute and chronic toxicity).  Additionally, the batch 
storage and treatment of storm water through an ATS' can potentially 
cause physical impacts on receiving waters if storage volume is 
inadequate or due to sudden releases of the ATS batches and 
improperly designed outfalls.   

 
68. If designed, operated and maintained properly an ATS can achieve 

very high removal rates of suspended sediment (measured as 
turbidity), albeit at sometimes significantly higher costs than traditional 
erosion/sediment control practices.  As a result, this General Permit 
establishes NELs consistent with the expected level of typical ATS 
performance. 

 
69. This General Permit requires discharges of storm water associated 

with construction activity that undergo active treatment to comply with 
special operational and effluent limitations to ensure that these 
discharges do not adversely affect the beneficial uses of the receiving 
waters or cause degradation of their water quality.   

 
70. For ATS discharges, this General Permit establishes technology-based 

NELs for turbidity.  
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71. This General Permit establishes a 10 year, 24 hour (expressed in 
inches of rainfall) Compliance Storm Event exemption from the 
technology-based numeric effluent limitations for ATS discharges. 
Exceedances of the ATS turbidity NEL constitutes a violation of this 
General Permit.  

 
L. Post-Construction Requirements 

 
72. This General Permit includes performance standards for post-

construction that are consistent with State Water Board Resolution No. 
2005-0006, "Resolution Adopting the Concept of Sustainability as a 
Core Value for State Water Board Programs and Directing Its 
Incorporation," and 2008-0030, “Requiring Sustainable Water 
Resources Management.“  The requirement for all construction sites to 
match pre-project hydrology will help ensure that the physical and 
biological integrity of aquatic ecosystems are sustained.  This “runoff 
reduction” approach is analogous in principle to Low Impact 
Development (LID) and will serve to protect related watersheds and 
waterbodies from both hydrologic-based and pollution impacts 
associated with the post-construction landscape. 

 
73. LUP projects are not subject to post-construction requirements due to 

the nature of their construction to return project sites to pre-
construction conditions. 

 
M. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan Requirements 

 
74. This General Permit requires the development of a site-specific 

SWPPP.  The SWPPP must include the information needed to 
demonstrate compliance with all requirements of this General Permit, 
and must be kept on the construction site and be available for review.  
The discharger shall ensure that a QSD develops the SWPPP.  

 
75. To ensure proper site oversight, this General Permit requires a 

Qualified SWPPP Practitioner to oversee implementation of the BMPs 
required to comply with this General Permit. 

 
N. Regional Water Board Authorities 

 
76. Regional Water Boards are responsible for implementation and 

enforcement of this General Permit.  A general approach to permitting 
is not always suitable for every construction site and environmental 
circumstances.  Therefore, this General Permit recognizes that 
Regional Water Boards must have some flexibility and authority to 
alter, approve, exempt, or rescind permit authority granted under this 
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General Permit in order to protect the beneficial uses of our receiving 
waters and prevent degradation of water quality. 
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that all dischargers subject to this General Permit 
shall comply with the following conditions and requirements (including all 
conditions and requirements as set forth in Attachments A, B, C, D, E and F)6: 
 
II. CONDITIONS FOR PERMIT COVERAGE 
 

A. Linear Underground/Overhead Projects (LUPs) 
 

1. Linear Underground/Overhead Projects (LUPs) include, but are not 
limited to, any conveyance, pipe, or pipeline for the transportation of 
any gaseous, liquid (including water and wastewater for domestic 
municipal services), liquescent, or slurry substance; any cable line or 
wire for the transmission of electrical energy; any cable line or wire for 
communications (e.g. telephone, telegraph, radio or television 
messages); and associated ancillary facilities.  Construction activities 
associated with LUPs include, but are not limited to, (a) those activities 
necessary for the installation of underground and overhead linear 
facilities (e.g., conduits, substructures, pipelines, towers, poles, cables, 
wires, connectors, switching, regulating and transforming equipment, 
and associated ancillary facilities); and include, but are not limited to, 
(b) underground utility mark-out, potholing, concrete and asphalt 
cutting and removal, trenching, excavation, boring and drilling, access 
road and pole/tower pad and cable/wire pull station, substation 
construction, substructure installation, construction of tower footings 
and/or foundations, pole and tower installations, pipeline installations, 
welding, concrete and/ or pavement repair or replacement, and 
stockpile/borrow locations. 

 
2. The Legally Responsible Person is responsible for obtaining coverage 

under the General Permit where the construction of pipelines, utility 
lines, fiber-optic cables, or other linear underground/overhead projects 
will occur across several properties unless the LUP construction 
activities are covered under another construction storm water permit. 

 
3. Only LUPs shall comply with the conditions and requirements in 

Attachment A, A.1 & A.2 of this Order.  The balance of this Order is not 
applicable to LUPs except as indicated in Attachment A.    

 
 
 
 
 

                                            
6 These attachments are part of the General Permit itself and are not separate documents that are capable 
of being updated independently by the State Water Board. 
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B. Obtaining Permit Coverage Traditional Construction Sites 
 

1. The Legally Responsible Person (LRP) (see Special Provisions, 
Electronic Signature and Certification Requirements, Section IV.I.1) 
must obtain coverage under this General Permit. 

  
2. To obtain coverage, the LRP must electronically file Permit 

Registration Documents (PRDs) prior to the commencement of 
construction activity.  Failure to obtain coverage under this General 
Permit for storm water discharges to waters of the United States is a 
violation of the CWA and the California Water Code.   

 
3. PRDs shall consist of: 

 
a. Notice of Intent (NOI) 
b. Risk Assessment (Section VIII) 
c. Site Map 
d. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (Section XIV) 
e. Annual Fee 
f. Signed Certification Statement 
 
Any information provided to the Regional Water Board shall comply 
with the Homeland Security Act and any other federal law that 
concerns security in the United States; any information that does not 
comply should not be submitted. 
 
Attachment B contains additional PRD information.  Dischargers must 
electronically file the PRDs, and mail the appropriate annual fee to the 
State Water Board.   

 
4. This permit is effective on July 1, 2010. 
 

a. Dischargers Obtaining Coverage On or After July 1, 2010:  All 
dischargers requiring coverage on or after July 1, 2010, shall 
electronically file their PRDs prior to the commencement of 
construction activities, and mail the appropriate annual fee no later 
than seven days prior to the commencement of construction 
activities.  Permit coverage shall not commence until the PRDs and 
the annual fee are received by the State Water Board, and a WDID 
number is assigned and sent by SMARTS. 

 
b. Dischargers Covered Under 99-08-DWQ and 2003-0007-DWQ:  

Existing dischargers subject to State Water Board Order No. 99-08-
DWQ (existing dischargers) will continue coverage under 99-08-
DWQ until July 1, 2010.  After July 1, 2010, all NOIs subject to 
State Water Board Order No. 99-08-DWQ will be terminated.  
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Existing dischargers shall electronically file their PRDs no later than 
July 1, 2010.  If an existing discharger’s site acreage subject to the 
annual fee has changed, it shall mail a revised annual fee no less 
than seven days after receiving the revised annual fee notification, 
or else lose permit coverage.  All existing dischargers shall be 
exempt from the risk determination requirements in Section VIII of 
this General Permit until two years after permit adoption.  All 
existing dischargers are therefore subject to Risk Level 1 
requirements regardless of their site’s sediment and receiving water 
risks.  However, a Regional Board retains the authority to require 
an existing discharger to comply with the Section VIII risk 
determination requirements.  

 
5. The discharger is only considered covered by this General Permit upon 

receipt of a Waste Discharger Identification (WDID) number assigned 
and sent by the State Water Board Storm water Multi-Application and 
Report Tracking System (SMARTS).  In order to demonstrate 
compliance with this General Permit, the discharger must obtain a 
WDID number and must present documentation of a valid WDID upon 
demand. 

 
6. During the period this permit is subject to review by the U.S. EPA, the 

prior permit (State Water Board Order No. 99-08-DWQ) remains in 
effect.  Existing dischargers under the prior permit will continue to have 
coverage under State Water Board Order No. 99-08-DWQ until this 
General Permit takes effect on July 1, 2010.  Dischargers who 
complete their projects and electronically file an NOT prior to July 1, 
2010, are not required to obtain coverage under this General Permit. 

 
7. Small Construction Rainfall Erosivity Waiver 

 
EPA’s Small Construction Erosivity Waiver applies to sites between 
one and five acres demonstrating that there are no adverse water 
quality impacts. 
 
Dischargers eligible for a Rainfall Erosivity Waiver based on low 
erosivity potential shall complete the electronic Notice of Intent (NOI) 
and Sediment Risk form through the State Water Board’s SMARTS 
system, certifying that the construction activity will take place during a 
period when the value of the rainfall erosivity factor is less than five.  
Where the LRP changes or another LRP is added during construction, 
the new LRP must also submit a waiver certification through the 
SMARTS system. 
 
If a small construction site continues beyond the projected completion 
date given on the waiver certification, the LRP shall recalculate the 
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rainfall erosivity factor for the new project duration and submit this 
information through the SMARTS system.  If the new R factor is below 
five (5), the discharger shall update through SMARTS all applicable 
information on the waiver certification and retain a copy of the revised 
waiver onsite.  The LRP shall submit the new waiver certification 30 
days prior to the projected completion date listed on the original waiver 
form to assure exemption from permitting requirements is 
uninterrupted.  If the new R factor is five (5) or above, the LRP shall be 
required to apply for coverage under this Order. 
 

8. In the case of a public emergency that requires immediate construction 
activities, a discharger shall submit a brief description of the 
emergency construction activity within five days of the onset of 
construction, and then shall submit all PRDs within thirty days. 

 
C. Revising Permit Coverage for Change of Acreage or New Ownership 

 
1. The discharger may reduce or increase the total acreage covered 

under this General Permit when a portion of the site is complete and/or 
conditions for termination of coverage have been met (See Section II.D 
Conditions for Termination of Coverage); when ownership of a portion 
of the site is sold to a different entity; or when new acreage, subject to 
this General Permit, is added to the site. 
 

2. Within 30 days of a reduction or increase in total disturbed acreage, 
the discharger shall electronically file revisions to the PRDs that 
include: 

 
a. A revised NOI indicating the new project size; 

 
b. A revised site map showing the acreage of the site completed, 

acreage currently under construction, acreage sold/transferred or 
added, and acreage currently stabilized in accordance with the 
Conditions for Termination of Coverage in Section II.D below. 

 
c. SWPPP revisions, as appropriate; and 

 
d. Certification that any new landowners have been notified of 

applicable requirements to obtain General Permit coverage.  The 
certification shall include the name, address, telephone number, 
and e-mail address of the new landowner. 

 
e. If the project acreage has increased, dischargers shall mail 

payment of revised annual fees within 14 days of receiving the 
revised annual fee notification. 
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3. The discharger shall continue coverage under the General Permit for 
any parcel that has not achieved “Final Stabilization” as defined in 
Section II.D. 

 
4. When an LRP with active General Permit coverage transfers its LRP 

status to another person or entity that qualifies as an LRP, the existing 
LRP shall inform the new LRP of the General Permit’s requirements.  
In order for the new LRP to continue the construction activity on its 
parcel of property, the new LRP, or the new LRP’s approved signatory, 
must submit PRDs in accordance with this General Permit’s 
requirements. 

 
D. Conditions for Termination of Coverage 

 
1. Within 90 days of when construction is complete or ownership has 

been transferred, the discharger shall electronically file a Notice of 
Termination (NOT), a final site map, and photos through the State 
Water Boards SMARTS system.  Filing a NOT certifies that all General 
Permit requirements have been met.  The Regional Water Board will 
consider a construction site complete only when all portions of the site 
have been transferred to a new owner, or all of the following conditions 
have been met: 

 
a. For purposes of “final stabilization,” the site will not pose any 

additional sediment discharge risk than it did prior to the 
commencement of construction activity; 
 

b. There is no potential for construction-related storm water pollutants 
to be discharged into site runoff; 
 

c. Final stabilization has been reached; 
 

d. Construction materials and wastes have been disposed of properly; 
 

e. Compliance with the Post-Construction Standards in Section XIII of 
this General Permit has been demonstrated; 
 

f. Post-construction storm water management measures have been 
installed and a long-term maintenance plan7 has been established; 
and  
 

g. All construction-related equipment, materials and any temporary 
BMPs no longer needed are removed from the site. 

                                            
7 For the purposes of this requirement a long-term maintenance plan will be designed for a minimum of five 
years, and will describe the procedures to ensure that the post-construction storm water management 
measures are adequately maintained. 
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2. The discharger shall certify that final stabilization conditions are 

satisfied in their NOT.  Failure to certify shall result in continuation of 
permit coverage and annual billing. 
 

3. The NOT must demonstrate through photos, RUSLE or RUSLE2, or 
results of testing and analysis that the site meets all of the conditions 
above (Section II.D.1) and the final stabilization condition (Section 
II.D.1.a) is attained by one of the following methods: 

 
a. “70% final cover method,” no computational proof required 

 
OR: 

 
b. “RUSLE or RUSLE2 method,” computational proof required  

 
OR: 

 
c. “Custom method”, the discharger shall demonstrate in some other 

manner than a or b, above, that the site complies with the “final 
stabilization” requirement in Section II.D.1.a. 
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III. DISCHARGE PROHIBITIONS 

 
A. Dischargers shall not violate any discharge prohibitions contained in 

applicable Basin Plans or statewide water quality control plans.  Waste 
discharges to Areas of Special Biological Significance (ASBS) are 
prohibited by the California Ocean Plan, unless granted an exception 
issued by the State Water Board. 
 

B. All discharges are prohibited except for the storm water and non-storm 
water discharges specifically authorized by this General Permit or another 
NPDES permit. 

 
C. Authorized non-storm water discharges may include those from de-

chlorinated potable water sources such as: fire hydrant flushing, irrigation 
of vegetative erosion control measures, pipe flushing and testing, water to 
control dust, uncontaminated ground water from dewatering, and other 
discharges not subject to a separate general NPDES permit adopted by a 
Regional Water Board.  The discharge of non-storm water is authorized 
under the following conditions: 

 
1. The discharge does not cause or contribute to a violation of any water 

quality standard; 
 

2. The discharge does not violate any other provision of this General 
Permit; 
 

3. The discharge is not prohibited by the applicable Basin Plan; 
 

4. The discharger has included and implemented specific BMPs required 
by this General Permit to prevent or reduce the contact of the non-
storm water discharge with construction materials or equipment. 
 

5. The discharge does not contain toxic constituents in toxic amounts or 
(other) significant quantities of pollutants; 
 

6. The discharge is monitored and meets the applicable NALs; and 
 

7. The discharger reports the sampling information in the Annual Report.  
 
If any of the above conditions are not satisfied, the discharge is not 
authorized by this General Permit.  The discharger shall notify the 
Regional Water Board of any anticipated non-storm water discharges not 
already authorized by this General Permit or another NPDES permit, to 
determine whether a separate NPDES permit is necessary. 
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D. Debris resulting from construction activities are prohibited from being 
discharged from construction sites. 

 
E. When soil contamination is found or suspected and a responsible party is 

not identified, or the responsible party fails to promptly take the 
appropriate action, the discharger shall have those soils sampled and 
tested to ensure proper handling and public safety measures are 
implemented.  The discharger shall notify the appropriate local, State, and 
federal agency(ies) when contaminated soil is found at a construction site, 
and will notify the appropriate Regional Water Board. 
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IV. SPECIAL PROVISIONS 

 
A. Duty to Comply 

 
1. The discharger shall comply with all of the conditions of this General 

Permit.  Any permit noncompliance constitutes a violation of the Clean 
Water Act (CWA) and the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act 
and is grounds for enforcement action and/or removal from General 
Permit coverage. 

 
2. The discharger shall comply with effluent standards or prohibitions 

established under Section 307(a) of the CWA for toxic pollutants within 
the time provided in the regulations that establish these standards or 
prohibitions, even if this General Permit has not yet been modified to 
incorporate the requirement. 

 
B. General Permit Actions 

 
1. This General Permit may be modified, revoked and reissued, or 

terminated for cause.  The filing of a request by the discharger for a 
General Permit modification, revocation and reissuance, or 
termination, or a notification of planned changes or anticipated 
noncompliance does not annul any General Permit condition. 

 
2. If any toxic effluent standard or prohibition (including any schedule of 

compliance specified in such effluent standard or prohibition) is 
promulgated under Section 307(a) of the CWA for a toxic pollutant 
which is present in the discharge and that standard or prohibition is 
more stringent than any limitation on the pollutant in this General 
Permit, this General Permit shall be modified or revoked and reissued 
to conform to the toxic effluent standard or prohibition and the 
dischargers so notified. 

 

C. Need to Halt or Reduce Activity Not a Defense 
 

It shall not be a defense for a discharger in an enforcement action that it 
would have been necessary to halt or reduce the permitted activity in 
order to maintain compliance with the conditions of this General Permit. 

 
D. Duty to Mitigate 

 
The discharger shall take all responsible steps to minimize or prevent any 
discharge in violation of this General Permit, which has a reasonable 
likelihood of adversely affecting human health or the environment. 
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E. Proper Operation and Maintenance 

 
The discharger shall at all times properly operate and maintain any 
facilities and systems of treatment and control (and related 
appurtenances) which are installed or used by the discharger to achieve 
compliance with the conditions of this General Permit.  Proper operation 
and maintenance also includes adequate laboratory controls and 
appropriate quality assurance procedures.  Proper operation and 
maintenance may require the operation of backup or auxiliary facilities or 
similar systems installed by a discharger when necessary to achieve 
compliance with the conditions of this General Permit. 

 
F. Property Rights 

 
This General Permit does not convey any property rights of any sort or 
any exclusive privileges, nor does it authorize any injury to private 
property or any invasion of personal rights, nor does it authorize any 
infringement of Federal, State, or local laws or regulations. 

 
G. Duty to Maintain Records and Provide Information 

 
1. The discharger shall maintain a paper or electronic copy of all required 

records, including a copy of this General Permit, for three years from 
the date generated or date submitted, whichever is last.  These 
records shall be available at the construction site until construction is 
completed. 

 
2. The discharger shall furnish the Regional Water Board, State Water 

Board, or U.S. EPA, within a reasonable time, any requested 
information to determine compliance with this General Permit.  The 
discharger shall also furnish, upon request, copies of records that are 
required to be kept by this General Permit. 

 
H. Inspection and Entry 

 
The discharger shall allow the Regional Water Board, State Water Board, 
U.S. EPA, and/or, in the case of construction sites which discharge 
through a municipal separate storm sewer, an authorized representative of 
the municipal operator of the separate storm sewer system receiving the 
discharge, upon the presentation of credentials and other documents as 
may be required by law, to: 

 

1. Enter upon the discharger’s premises at reasonable times where a 
regulated construction activity is being conducted or where records 
must be kept under the conditions of this General Permit; 
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2. Access and copy at reasonable times any records that must be kept 
under the conditions of this General Permit; 

 
3. Inspect at reasonable times the complete construction site, including 

any off-site staging areas or material storage areas, and the 
erosion/sediment controls; and 

 
4. Sample or monitor at reasonable times for the purpose of ensuring 

General Permit compliance. 
 

I. Electronic Signature and Certification Requirements 
 

1. All Permit Registration Documents (PRDs) and Notices of Termination 
(NOTs) shall be electronically signed, certified, and submitted via 
SMARTS to the State Water Board.   Either the Legally Responsible 
Person (LRP), as defined in Appendix 5 – Glossary, or a person legally 
authorized to sign and certify PRDs and NOTs on behalf of the LRP 
(the LRP’s Approved Signatory, as defined in Appendix 5 - Glossary) 
must submit all information electronically via SMARTS.   

 
2. Changes to Authorization.  If an Approved Signatory’s authorization is 

no longer accurate, a new authorization satisfying the requirements of 
paragraph (a) of this section must be submitted via SMARTS prior to or 
together with any reports, information or applications to be signed by 
an Approved Signatory. 
 

3. All Annual Reports, or other information required by the General Permit 
(other than PRDs and NOTs) or requested by the Regional Water 
Board, State Water Board, U.S. EPA, or local storm water 
management agency shall be certified and submitted by the LRP or the 
LRP’s Approved Signatory.  

 
J. Certification 

 
Any person signing documents under Section IV.I above, shall make the 
following certification: 

 
"I 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, to the best of my knowledge and belief, the 
information submitted is, 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." 
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K. Anticipated Noncompliance 

 
The discharger shall give advance notice to the Regional Water Board and 
local storm water management agency of any planned changes in the 
construction activity, which may result in noncompliance with General 
Permit requirements. 
 

L. Bypass 
 

Bypass8 is prohibited.  The Regional Water Board may take enforcement 
action against the discharger for bypass unless: 
 
1. Bypass was unavoidable to prevent loss of life, personal injury or 

severe property damage;9   
 

2. There were no feasible alternatives to bypass, such as the use of 
auxiliary treatment facilities, retention of untreated waste, or 
maintenance during normal periods of equipment downtime.  This 
condition is not satisfied if adequate back-up equipment should have 
been installed in the exercise of reasonable engineering judgment to 
prevent a bypass that could occur during normal periods of equipment 
downtime or preventative maintenance; 
 

3. The discharger submitted a notice at least ten days in advance of the 
need for a bypass to the Regional Water Board; or 
 

4. The discharger may allow a bypass to occur that does not cause 
effluent limitations to be exceeded, but only if it is for essential 
maintenance to assure efficient operation.  In such a case, the above 
bypass conditions are not applicable.  The discharger shall submit 
notice of an unanticipated bypass as required. 

 
M. Upset 
 

1. A discharger that wishes to establish the affirmative defense of an 
upset10 in an action brought for noncompliance shall demonstrate, 

                                            
8 The intentional diversion of waste streams from any portion of a treatment facility 
9 Severe property damage means substantial physical damage to property, damage to the treatment 
facilities that causes them to become inoperable, or substantial and permanent loss of natural resources that 
can reasonably be expected to occur in the absence of a bypass.  Severe property damage does not mean 
economic loss caused by delays in production. 
 
10 An exceptional incident in which there is unintentional and temporary noncompliance the technology 
based numeric effluent limitations because of factors beyond the reasonable control of the discharger.  An 
upset does not include noncompliance to the extent caused by operational error, improperly designed 
treatment facilities, inadequate treatment facilities, lack of preventative maintenance, or careless or improper 
operation. 
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through properly signed, contemporaneous operating logs, or other 
relevant evidence that: 

 
a. An upset occurred and that the discharger can identify the cause(s) 

of the upset 
 

b. The treatment facility was being properly operated by the time of 
the upset 

 
c. The discharger submitted notice of the upset as required; and 

 
d. The discharger complied with any remedial measures required 

 
2. No determination made before an action of noncompliance occurs, 

such as during administrative review of claims that noncompliance was 
caused by an upset, is final administrative action subject to judicial 
review. 

 
3. In any enforcement proceeding, the discharger seeking to establish the 

occurrence of an upset has the burden of proof 
 

N. Penalties for Falsification of Reports 
 

Section 309(c)(4) of the CWA provides that any person who knowingly 
makes any false material statement, representation, or certification in any 
record or other document submitted or required to be maintained under 
this General Permit, including reports of compliance or noncompliance 
shall upon conviction, be punished by a fine of not more than $10,000 or 
by imprisonment for not more than two years or by both. 

 

O. Oil and Hazardous Substance Liability 
 

Nothing in this General Permit shall be construed to preclude the 
institution of any legal action or relieve the discharger from any 
responsibilities, liabilities, or penalties to which the discharger is or may be 
subject to under Section 311 of the CWA. 

 
P. Severability 

 
The provisions of this General Permit are severable; and, if any provision 
of this General Permit or the application of any provision of this General 
Permit to any circumstance is held invalid, the application of such 
provision to other circumstances and the remainder of this General Permit 
shall not be affected thereby. 

 
Q. Reopener Clause 
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This General Permit may be modified, revoked and reissued, or 
terminated for cause due to promulgation of amended regulations, receipt 
of U.S. EPA guidance concerning regulated activities, judicial decision, or 
in accordance with 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 122.62, 122.63, 
122.64, and 124.5. 

 
R. Penalties for Violations of Permit Conditions 

 
1. Section 309 of the CWA provides significant penalties for any person 

who violates a permit condition implementing Sections 301, 302, 306, 
307, 308, 318, or 405 of the CWA or any permit condition or limitation 
implementing any such section in a permit issued under Section 402. 
Any person who violates any permit condition of this General Permit is 
subject to a civil penalty not to exceed $37,50011 per calendar day of 
such violation, as well as any other appropriate sanction provided by 
Section 309 of the CWA. 

 
2. The Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act also provides for civil 

and criminal penalties, which in some cases are greater than those 
under the CWA. 

 
S. Transfers 

 
This General Permit is not transferable.  

 
T. Continuation of Expired Permit 

 
This General Permit continues in force and effect until a new General 
Permit is issued or the SWRCB rescinds this General Permit.  Only those 
dischargers authorized to discharge under the expiring General Permit are 
covered by the continued General Permit. 

                                            
11 May be further adjusted in accordance with the Federal Civil Penalties Inflation Adjustment Act. 
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V. EFFLUENT STANDARDS & RECEIVING WATER MONITORING 

 
A. Narrative Effluent Limitations 

 
1. Storm water discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges 

regulated by this General Permit shall not contain a hazardous 
substance equal to or in excess of reportable quantities established in 
40 C.F.R. §§ 117.3 and 302.4, unless a separate NPDES Permit has 
been issued to regulate those discharges. 

 
2. Dischargers shall minimize or prevent pollutants in storm water 

discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges through the 
use of controls, structures, and management practices that achieve 
BAT for toxic and non-conventional pollutants and BCT for 
conventional pollutants.   

 
 

Table 1- Numeric Action Levels, Test Methods, Detection Limits, and Reporting 
Units 

Parameter Test 
Method 

Discharge 
Type 

Min. 
Detection 

Limit 

Units Numeric 
Action 
Level 

pH 

Field test 
with 

calibrated 
portable 

instrument 

Risk Level 2 

0.2 
pH 

units 

lower NAL = 
6.5 

upper NAL = 
8.5 

Risk Level 3 

lower NAL = 
6.5 

upper NAL = 
8.5 

Turbidity EPA 
0180.1 

and/or field 
test with 

calibrated 
portable 

instrument 

Risk Level 2 

1 NTU 

250 NTU 

Risk Level 3 250 NTU 

 
 

 
B. Numeric Action Levels (NALs) 

 
1. For Risk Level 2 and 3 dischargers, the lower storm event average 

NAL for pH is 6.5 pH units and the upper storm event average NAL for 
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pH is 8.5 pH units.  The discharger shall take actions as described 
below if the discharge is outside of this range of pH values. 
 

2. For Risk Level 2 and 3 dischargers, the NAL storm event daily average 
for turbidity is 250 NTU.  The discharger shall take actions as 
described below if the discharge is outside of this range of turbidity 
values.  

 
3. Whenever the results from a storm event daily average indicate that 

the discharge is below the lower NAL for pH, exceeds the upper NAL 
for pH, or exceeds the turbidity NAL (as listed in Table 1), the 
discharger shall conduct a construction site and run-on evaluation to 
determine whether pollutant source(s) associated with the site’s 
construction activity may have caused or contributed to the NAL 
exceedance and shall immediately implement corrective actions if they 
are needed. 

 
4. The site evaluation shall be documented in the SWPPP and 

specifically address whether the source(s) of the pollutants causing the 
exceedance of the NAL: 

 
a. Are related to the construction activities and whether additional 

BMPs are required to (1) meet BAT/BCT requirements; (2) reduce 
or prevent pollutants in storm water discharges from causing 
exceedances of receiving water objectives; and (3) determine what 
corrective action(s) were taken or will be taken and with a 
description of the schedule for completion.   
 

AND/OR: 
 

b. Are related to the run-on associated with the construction site 
location and whether additional BMPs measures are required to (1) 
meet BAT/BCT requirements; (2) reduce or prevent pollutants in 
storm water discharges from causing exceedances of receiving 
water objectives; and (3) what corrective action(s) were taken or 
will be taken with a description of the schedule for completion.   

 
C. Receiving Water Monitoring Triggers 

 
1. The receiving water monitoring triggers for Risk Level 3 dischargers 

with direct discharges to surface waters are triggered when the daily 
average effluent pH values during any site phase when there is a high 
risk of pH discharge12  fall outside of the range of 6.0 and 9.0 pH units, 
or when the daily average effluent turbidity exceeds 500 NTU. 

                                            
 



  Order 

2009-0009-DWQ amended by 2010-0014-DWQ & 2012-0006-DWQ   
 30  

  
2. Risk Level 3 dischargers with with direct discharges to surface waters 

shall conduct receiving water monitoring whenever their effluent 
monitoring results exceed the receiving water monitoring triggers.  If 
the pH trigger is exceeded, the receiving water shall be monitored for 
pH for the duration of coverage under this General Permit.  If the 
turbidity trigger is exceeded, the receiving water shall be monitored for 
turbidity and SSC for the duration of coverage under this general 
permit. 

 
3. Risk Level 3 dischargers with direct discharges to surfaces waters 

shall initiate receiving water monitoring when the triggers are exceeded 
unless the storm event causing the exceedance is determined after the 
fact to equal to or greater than the 5-year 24-hour storm (expressed in 
inches of rainfall) as determined by using these maps: 

 
http://www.wrcc.dri.edu/pcpnfreq/nca5y24.gif  
http://www.wrcc.dri.edu/pcpnfreq/sca5y24.gif 

 
Verification of the 5-year 24-hour storm event shall be done by 
reporting on-site rain gauge readings as well as nearby governmental 
rain gauge readings. 

 
4. If run-on is caused by a forest fire or any other natural disaster, then 

receiving water monitoring triggers do not apply. 

                                                                                                                                  
12 A period of high risk of pH discharge is defined as a project's complete utilities phase, complete vertical 
build phase, and any portion of any phase where significant amounts of materials are placed directly on the 
land at the site in a manner that could result in significant alterations of the background pH of the 
discharges. 
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VI. RECEIVING WATER LIMITATIONS 
 

A. The discharger shall ensure that storm water discharges and authorized 
non-storm water discharges to any surface or ground water will not 
adversely affect human health or the environment. 
  

B. The discharger shall ensure that storm water discharges and authorized 
non-storm water discharges will not contain pollutants in quantities that 
threaten to cause pollution or a public nuisance. 
 

C. The discharger shall ensure that storm water discharges and authorized 
non-storm water discharges will not contain pollutants that cause or 
contribute to an exceedance of any applicable water quality objectives or 
water quality standards (collectively, WQS) contained in a Statewide 
Water Quality Control Plan, the California Toxics Rule, the National Toxics 
Rule, or the applicable Regional Water Board’s Water Quality Control Plan 
(Basin Plan).  

 
D. Dischargers located within the watershed of a CWA § 303(d) impaired 

water body, for which a TMDL has been approved by the U.S. EPA, shall 
comply with the approved TMDL if it identifies “construction activity” or 
land disturbance as a source of the pollution.  
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VII. TRAINING QUALIFICATIONS AND CERTIFICATION 

REQUIREMENTS 
 

A. General 
The discharger shall ensure that all persons responsible for implementing 
requirements of this General Permit shall be appropriately trained in 
accordance with this Section.  Training should be both formal and 
informal, occur on an ongoing basis, and should include training offered by 
recognized governmental agencies or professional organizations.  Those 
responsible for preparing and amending SWPPPs shall comply with the 
requirements in this Section VII.   
 
The discharger shall provide documentation of all training for persons 
responsible for implementing the requirements of this General Permit in 
the Annual Reports. 

 
B. SWPPP Certification Requirements 

 
1. Qualified SWPPP Developer: The discharger shall ensure that 

SWPPPs are written, amended and certified by a Qualified SWPPP 
Developer (QSD).  A QSD shall have one of the following registrations 
or certifications, and appropriate experience, as required for: 
 
a. A California registered professional civil engineer; 

 
b. A California registered professional geologist or engineering 

geologist; 
 

c. A California registered landscape architect; 
 

d. A professional hydrologist registered through the American Institute 
of Hydrology; 

 
e. A Certified Professional in Erosion and Sediment Control (CPESC) 

TM registered through Enviro Cert International, Inc.; 
 

f. A Certified Professional in Storm Water Quality (CPSWQ) TM 
registered through Enviro Cert International, Inc.; or 
 

g. A professional in erosion and sediment control registered through 
the National Institute for Certification in Engineering Technologies 
(NICET).   
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Effective two years after the adoption date of this General Permit, a 
QSD shall have attended a State Water Board-sponsored or approved 
QSD training course.   

 
2. The discharger shall list the name and telephone number of the 

currently designated Qualified SWPPP Developer(s) in the SWPPP.   
 

3. Qualified SWPPP Practitioner:  The discharger shall ensure that all 
BMPs required by this General Permit are implemented by a Qualified 
SWPPP Practitioner (QSP).  A QSP is a person responsible for non-
storm water and storm water visual observations, sampling and 
analysis.  Effective two years from the date of adoption of this General 
Permit, a QSP shall be either a QSD or have one of the following 
certifications: 

 
a. A certified erosion, sediment and storm water inspector registered 

through Enviro Cert International, Inc.; or 
 

b. A certified inspector of sediment and erosion control registered 
through Certified Inspector of Sediment and Erosion Control, Inc. 
 

Effective two years after the adoption date of this General Permit, a 
QSP shall have attended a State Water Board-sponsored or approved 
QSP training course.   

 
4. The LRP shall list in the SWPPP, the name of any Approved Signatory, 

and provide a copy of the written agreement or other mechanism that 
provides this authority from the LRP in the SWPPP. 

  
5. The discharger shall include, in the SWPPP, a list of names of all 

contractors, subcontractors, and individuals who will be directed by the 
Qualified SWPPP Practitioner.  This list shall include telephone 
numbers and work addresses.  Specific areas of responsibility of each 
subcontractor and emergency contact numbers shall also be included. 

 
6. The discharger shall ensure that the SWPPP and each amendment will 

be signed by the Qualified SWPPP Developer.  The discharger shall 
include a listing of the date of initial preparation and the date of each 
amendment in the SWPPP. 

 
VIII. RISK DETERMINATION 
 

The discharger shall calculate the site's sediment risk and receiving water risk 
during periods of soil exposure (i.e. grading and site stabilization) and use the 
calculated risks to determine a Risk Level(s) using the methodology in 



  Order 

2009-0009-DWQ amended by 2010-0014-DWQ & 2012-0006-DWQ   
 34  

Appendix 1.  For any site that spans two or more planning watersheds,13 the 
discharger shall calculate a separate Risk Level for each planning watershed.  
The discharger shall notify the State Water Board of the site’s Risk Level 
determination(s) and shall include this determination as a part of submitting 
the PRDs.  If a discharger ends up with more than one Risk Level 
determination, the Regional Water Board may choose to break the project 
into separate levels of implementation.   
 

 
IX. RISK LEVEL 1 REQUIREMENTS 
 
Risk Level 1 Dischargers shall comply with the requirements included in 
Attachment C of this General Permit. 
 
 
X. RISK LEVEL 2 REQUIREMENTS 

 
Risk Level 2 Dischargers shall comply with the requirements included in 
Attachment D of this General Permit. 

 
 

XI. RISK LEVEL 3 REQUIREMENTS 
 

Risk Level 3 Dischargers shall comply with the requirements included in 
Attachment E of this General Permit. 
 
 
XII. ACTIVE TREATMENT SYSTEMS (ATS) 

 
Dischargers choosing to implement an ATS on their site shall comply with all of 
the requirements in Attachment F of this General Permit. 
 

                                            
13 Planning watershed: defined by the Calwater Watershed documents as a watershed that ranges in size 
from approximately 3,000 to 10,000 acres http://cain.ice.ucdavis.edu/calwater/calwfaq.html,  
http://gis.ca.gov/catalog/BrowseRecord.epl?id=22175 . 
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XIII. POST-CONSTRUCTION STANDARDS 
 

A. All dischargers shall comply with the following runoff reduction 
requirements unless they are located within an area subject to post-
construction standards of an active Phase I or II municipal separate storm 
sewer system (MS4) permit that has an approved Storm Water 
Management Plan.      

 
1. This provision shall take effect three years from the adoption date of 

this permit, or later at the discretion of the Executive Officer of the 
Regional Board. 

 
2. The discharger shall demonstrate compliance with the requirements of 

this section by submitting with their NOI a map and worksheets in 
accordance with the instructions in Appendix 2.  The discharger shall 
use non-structural controls unless the discharger demonstrates that 
non-structural controls are infeasible or that structural controls will 
produce greater reduction in water quality impacts. 

 
3. The discharger shall, through the use of non-structural and structural 

measures as described in Appendix 2, replicate the pre-project water 
balance (for this permit, defined as the volume of rainfall that ends up 
as runoff) for the smallest storms up to the 85th percentile storm event 
(or the smallest storm event that generates runoff, whichever is larger).  
Dischargers shall inform Regional Water Board staff at least 30 days 
prior to the use of any structural control measure used to comply with 
this requirement.  Volume that cannot be addressed using non-
structural practices shall be captured in structural practices and 
approved by the Regional Water Board.  When seeking Regional 
Board approval for the use of structural practices, dischargers shall 
document the infeasibility of using non-structural practices on the 
project site, or document that there will be fewer water quality impacts 
through the use of structural practices. 

 
4. For sites whose disturbed area exceeds two acres, the discharger shall 

preserve the pre-construction drainage density (miles of stream length 
per square mile of drainage area) for all drainage areas within the area 
serving a first order stream14 or larger stream and ensure that post-
project time of runoff concentration is equal or greater than pre-project 
time of concentration.   

 

                                            
14 A first order stream is defined as a stream with no tributaries. 
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B. All dischargers shall implement BMPs to reduce pollutants in storm water 
discharges that are reasonably foreseeable after all construction phases 
have been completed at the site (Post-construction BMPs).   
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XIV. SWPPP REQUIREMENTS  
 

A. The discharger shall ensure that the Storm Water Pollution Prevention 
Plans (SWPPPs) for all traditional project sites are developed and 
amended or revised by a QSD.  The SWPPP shall be designed to address 
the following objectives: 

 
1. All pollutants and their sources, including sources of sediment 

associated with construction, construction site erosion and all other 
activities associated with construction activity are controlled; 

 
2. Where not otherwise required to be under a Regional Water Board 

permit, all non-storm water discharges are identified and either 
eliminated, controlled, or treated;  

 
3. Site BMPs are effective and result in the reduction or elimination of 

pollutants in storm water discharges and authorized non-storm water 
discharges from construction activity to the BAT/BCT standard;  

 
4. Calculations and design details as well as BMP controls for site run-on 

are complete and correct, and 
 

5. Stabilization BMPs installed to reduce or eliminate pollutants after 
construction are completed. 

 
B. To demonstrate compliance with requirements of this General Permit, the 

QSD shall include information in the SWPPP that supports the 
conclusions, selections, use, and maintenance of BMPs. 

   
C. The discharger shall make the SWPPP available at the construction site 

during working hours while construction is occurring and shall be made 
available upon request by a State or Municipal inspector.  When the 
original SWPPP is retained by a crewmember in a construction vehicle 
and is not currently at the construction site, current copies of the BMPs 
and map/drawing will be left with the field crew and the original SWPPP 
shall be made available via a request by radio/telephone. 
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XV. REGIONAL WATER BOARD AUTHORITIES 
 

A. In the case where the Regional Water Board does not agree with the 
discharger’s self-reported risk level (e.g., they determine themselves to be 
a Level 1 Risk when they are actually a Level 2 Risk site), Regional Water 
Boards may either direct the discharger to reevaluate the Risk Level(s) for 
their site or terminate coverage under this General Permit.   

 
B. Regional Water Boards may terminate coverage under this General 

Permit for dischargers who fail to comply with its requirements or where 
they determine that an individual NPDES permit is appropriate.   

 
C. Regional Water Boards may require dischargers to submit a Report of 

Waste Discharge / NPDES permit application for Regional Water Board 
consideration of individual requirements. 

 
D. Regional Water Boards may require additional Monitoring and Reporting 

Program Requirements, including sampling and analysis of discharges to 
sediment-impaired water bodies.   

 
E. Regional Water Boards may require dischargers to retain records for more 

than the three years required by this General Permit. 
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XVI. ANNUAL REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 
 

A. All dischargers shall prepare and electronically submit an Annual Report 
no later than September 1 of each year.     

 
B. The discharger shall certify each Annual Report in accordance with the 

Special Provisions.  
 

C. The discharger shall retain an electronic or paper copy of each Annual 
Report for a minimum of three years after the date the annual report is 
filed.   

 
D. The discharger shall include storm water monitoring information in the 

Annual Report consisting of: 
 

1. a summary and evaluation of all sampling and analysis results, 
including copies of laboratory reports;  

 
2. the analytical method(s), method reporting unit(s), and method 

detection limit(s) of each analytical parameter (analytical results that 
are less than the method detection limit shall be reported as "less than 
the method detection limit");  

 
3. a summary of all corrective actions taken during the compliance year; 

 
4. identification of any compliance activities or corrective actions that 

were not implemented; 
 
5. a summary of all violations of the General Permit;  
 
6. the names of individual(s) who performed the facility inspections, 

sampling, visual observation (inspections), and/or measurements;  
 
7. the date, place, time of facility inspections, sampling, visual 

observation (inspections), and/or measurements, including 
precipitation (rain gauge); and 

 
8. the visual observation and sample collection exception records and 

reports specified in Attachments C, D, and E. 
 

E. The discharger shall provide training information in the Annual Report 
consisting of: 

 
1. documentation of all training for individuals responsible for all activities 

associated with compliance with this General Permit; 



  Order 

2009-0009-DWQ amended by 2010-0014-DWQ & 2012-0006-DWQ   
 40  

 
2. documentation of all training for individuals responsible for BMP 

installation, inspection, maintenance, and repair; and 
 

3. documentation of all training for individuals responsible for overseeing, 
revising, and amending the SWPPP. 
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All Linear Underground/Overhead project dischargers who submit permit 
registration documents (PRDs) indicating their intention to be regulated under the 
provisions of this General Permit shall comply with the following:  
 
 
A. DEFINITION OF LINEAR UNDERGROUND/OVERHEAD PROJECTS 
 

1. Linear Underground/Overhead Projects (LUPs) include, but are not limited 
to, any conveyance, pipe, or pipeline for the transportation of any 
gaseous, liquid (including water and wastewater for domestic municipal 
services), liquiescent, or slurry substance; any cable line or wire for the 
transmission of electrical energy; any cable line or wire for 
communications (e.g., telephone, telegraph, radio, or television 
messages); and associated ancillary facilities.  Construction activities 
associated with LUPs include, but are not limited to, (a) those activities 
necessary for the installation of underground and overhead linear facilities 
(e.g., conduits, substructures, pipelines, towers, poles, cables, wires, 
connectors, switching, regulating and transforming equipment, and 
associated ancillary facilities); and include, but are not limited to, (b) 
underground utility mark-out, potholing, concrete and asphalt cutting and 
removal, trenching, excavation, boring and drilling, access road and 
pole/tower pad and cable/wire pull station, substation construction, 
substructure installation, construction of tower footings and/or foundations, 
pole and tower installations, pipeline installations, welding, concrete and/ 
or pavement repair or replacement, and stockpile/borrow locations. 

 
2. LUP evaluation shall consist of two tasks: 
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a. Confirm that the project or project section(s) qualifies as an LUP.  The 
State Water Board website contains a project determination guidance 
flowchart.   
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/con
stpermits.shtml 

 
b. Identify which Type(s) (1, 2 or 3 described in Section I below) are 

applicable to the project or project sections based on project sediment 
and receiving water risk. (See Attachment A.1) 
 

3. A Legally Responsible Person (LRP) for a Linear Underground/Overhead 
project is required to obtain CGP coverage under one or more permit 
registration document (PRD) electronic submittals to the State Water 
Board’s Storm Water Multi-Application and Report Tracking (SMARTs) 
system.  Attachment A.1 contains a flow chart to be used when 
determining if a linear project qualifies for coverage and to determine LUP 
Types.  Since a LUP may be constructed within both developed and 
undeveloped locations and portions of LUPs may be constructed by 
different contractors, LUPs may be broken into logical permit sections.  
Sections may be determined based on portions of a project conducted by 
one contractor.  Other situations may also occur, such as the time period 
in which the sections of a project will be constructed (e.g. project phases), 
for which separate permit coverage is possible.  For projects that are 
broken into separate sections, a description of how each section relates to 
the overall project and the definition of the boundaries between sections 
shall be clearly stated.  

 
4. Where construction activities transverse or enter into different Regional 

Water Board jurisdictions, LRPs shall obtain permit coverage for each 
Regional Water Board area involved prior to the commencement of 
construction activities.  

 
5. Small Construction Rainfall Erosivity Waiver 

 
EPA’s Small Construction Erosivity Waiver applies to sites between one 
and five acres demonstrating that there are no adverse water quality 
impacts. 

 
Dischargers eligible for a Rainfall Erosivity Waiver based on low erosivity 
potential shall complete the electronic Notice of Intent (NOI) and Sediment 
Risk form through the State Water Board’s SMARTS system, certifying 
that the construction activity will take place during a period when the value 
of the rainfall erosivity factor is less than five.  Where the LRP changes or 
another LRP is added during construction, the new LRP must also submit 
a waiver certification through the SMARTS system. 
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If a small linear construction site continues beyond the projected 
completion date given on the waiver certification, the LRP shall recalculate 
the rainfall erosivity factor for the new project duration and submit this 
information through the SMARTS system.  If the new R factor is below five 
(5), the discharger shall update through SMARTS all applicable 
information on the waiver certification and retain a copy of the revised 
waiver onsite.  The LRP shall submit the new waiver certification 30 days 
prior to the projected completion date listed on the original waiver form to 
assure exemption from permitting requirements is uninterrupted.  If the 
new R factor is five (5) or above, the LRP shall be required to apply for 
coverage under this Order. 

 
 
B. LINEAR PROJECT PERMIT REGISTRATION DOCUMENTS (PRDs) 
 

Any information provided to the Regional Water Board shall comply with the 
Homeland Security Act and any other federal law that concerns security in the 
United States; any information that does not comply should not be submitted. 
PRDs shall consist of the following: 

 
1. Notice of Intent (NOI) 

 
Prior to construction activities, the LRP of a proposed linear 
underground/overhead project shall utilize the processes and methods 
provided in Attachment A.2, Permit Registration Documents (PRDs) – 
General Instructions for Linear Underground/Overhead Projects to comply 
with the Construction General Permit. 

 
2. Site Maps  

 
LRPs submitting PRDs shall include at least 3 maps.  The first map will be 
a zoomed1 1000-1500 ft vicinity map that shows the starting point of the 
project.  The second will be a zoomed map of 1000-1500 ft showing the 
ending location of the project.   The third will be a larger view vicinity map, 
1000 ft to 2000 ft, displaying the entire project location depending on the 
project size, and indicating the LUP type (1, 2 or 3) areas within the total 
project footprint. 

 
3. Drawings 

 
LRPs submitting PRDs shall include a construction drawing(s) or other 
appropriate drawing(s) or map(s) that shows the locations of storm drain 

                                            
1  An image with a close-up/enhanced detailed view of site features that show minute details such as streets 
and neighboring structures.   
Or: An image with a close-up/enhanced detailed view of the site’s surrounding infrastructure.  
Or: An image with a close up detailed view of the project and its surroundings.   
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inlets and waterbodies2 that may receive discharges from the construction 
activities and that shows the locations of BMPs to be installed for all those 
BMPs that can be illustrated on the revisable drawing(s) or map(s).  If 
storm drain inlets, waterbodies, and/or BMPs cannot be adequately shown 
on the drawing(s) or map(s) they should be described in detail within the 
SWPPP. 

 
4. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) 

 
LUP dischargers shall comply with the SWPPP Preparation, 
Implementation, and Oversight requirements in Section K of this 
Attachment. 
 

5. Contact information  
 
LUP dischargers shall include contact information for all contractors (or 
subcontractors) responsible for each area of an LUP project.  This should 
include the names, telephone numbers, and addresses of contact 
personnel.  Specific areas of responsibility of each contact, and 
emergency contact numbers should also be included. 

 
6. In the case of a public emergency that requires immediate construction 

activities, a discharger shall submit a brief description of the emergency 
construction activity within five days of the onset of construction, and then 
shall submit all PRDs within thirty days. 

 
 
C. LINEAR PROJECT TERMINATION OF COVERAGE REQUIREMENTS 
 

The LRP may terminate coverage of an LUP when construction activities are 
completed by submitting an electronic notice of termination (NOT) through the 
State Water Board’s SMARTS system.  Termination requirements are 
different depending on the complexity of the LUP.  An LUP is considered 
complete when: (a) there is no potential for construction-related storm water 
pollution; (b) all elements of the SWPPP have been completed; 
(c) construction materials and waste have been disposed of properly; (d) the 
site is in compliance with all local storm water management requirements; 
and (e) the LRP submits a notice of termination (NOT) and has received 
approval for termination from the appropriate Regional Water Board office. 
 
1. LUP Stabilization Requirements 

 
The LUP discharger shall ensure that all disturbed areas of the 
construction site are stabilized prior to termination of coverage under this 
General Permit.  Final stabilization for the purposes of submitting an NOT 

                                            
2 Includes basin(s) that the MS4 storm sewer systems may drain to for Hydromodification or Hydrological 
Conditional of Concerns under the MS4 permits. 



ATTACHMENT A 

2009-0009-DWQ amended by 2010-0014-DWQ & 2012–0006-DWQ   
5 

is satisfied when all soil disturbing activities are completed and one of the 
following criteria is met: 

 
a. In disturbed areas that were vegetated prior to construction activities of 

the LUP, the area disturbed must be re-established to a uniform 
vegetative cover equivalent to 70 percent coverage of the 
preconstruction vegetative conditions.  Where preconstruction 
vegetation covers less than 100 percent of the surface, such as in arid 
areas, the 70 percent coverage criteria is adjusted as follows:  if the 
preconstruction vegetation covers 50 percent of the ground surface, 70 
percent of 50 percent (.70 X .50=.35) would require 35 percent total 
uniform surface coverage; or  

 
b. Where no vegetation is present prior to construction, the site is 

returned to its original line and grade and/or compacted to achieve 
stabilization; or 

 
c. Equivalent stabilization measures have been employed.  These 

measures include, but are not limited to, the use of such BMPs as 
blankets, reinforced channel liners, soil cement, fiber matrices, 
geotextiles, or other erosion resistant soil coverings or treatments. 

 
2. LUP Termination of Coverage Requirements  

 
The LRP shall file an NOT through the State Water Board’s SMARTS 
system.  By submitting an NOT, the LRP is certifying that construction 
activities for an LUP are complete and that the project is in full compliance 
with requirements of this General Permit and that it is now compliant with 
soil stabilization requirements where appropriate.  Upon approval by the 
appropriate Regional Water Board office, permit coverage will be 
terminated. 

 
3. Revising Coverage for Change of Acreage  

 
When the LRP of a portion of an LUP construction project changes, or 
when a phase within a multi-phase project is completed, the LRP may 
reduce the total acreage covered by this General Permit.  In reducing the 
acreage covered by this General Permit, the LRP shall electronically file 
revisions to the PRDs that include: 
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a. a revised NOI indicating the new project size; 
 
b. a revised site map showing the acreage of the project completed, 

acreage currently under construction, acreage sold, transferred or 
added, and acreage currently stabilized. 

 
c. SWPPP revisions, as appropriate; and 
 
d. certification that any new LRPs have been notified of applicable 

requirements to obtain General Permit coverage.  The certification 
shall include the name, address, telephone number, and e-mail 
address (if known) of the new LRP. 

 
If the project acreage has increased, dischargers shall mail payment of 
revised annual fees within 14 days of receiving the revised annual fee 
notification. 

 
 
D. DISCHARGE PROHIBITIONS 
 

1. LUP dischargers shall not violate any discharge prohibitions contained in 
applicable Basin Plans or statewide water quality control plans.  Waste 
discharges to Areas of Special Biological Significance (ASBS) are 
prohibited by the California Ocean Plan, unless granted an exception 
issued by the State Water Board. 
 

2. LUP dischargers are prohibited from discharging non-storm water that is 
not otherwise authorized by this General Permit.  Non-storm water 
discharges authorized by this General Permit3 may include, fire hydrant 
flushing, irrigation of vegetative erosion control measures, pipe flushing 
and testing, water to control dust, street cleaning, dewatering,4 
uncontaminated groundwater from dewatering, and other discharges not 
subject to a separate general NPDES permit adopted by a Regional Water 
Board.  Such discharges are allowed by this General Permit provided they 
are not relied upon to clean up failed or inadequate construction or post-
construction BMPs designed to keep materials on site.  These authorized 
non-storm water discharges: 

 

                                            
3 Dischargers must identify all authorized non-storm water discharges in the LUP’s SWPPP and identify 
BMPs that will be implemented to either eliminate or reduce pollutants in non-storm water discharges.  
Regional Water Boards may direct the discharger to discontinue discharging such non-storm water 
discharges if determined that such discharges discharge significant pollutants or threaten water quality. 
4Dewatering activities may be prohibited or need coverage under a separate permit issued by the Regional 
Water Boards.  Dischargers shall check with the appropriate Regional Water Boards for any required permit 
or basin plan conditions prior to initial dewatering activities to land, storm drains, or waterbodies. 
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a. Shall not cause or contribute to a violation of any water quality 
standard; 

 
b. Shall not violate any other provision of this General Permit; 
 
c. Shall not violate any applicable Basin Plan; 
 
d. Shall comply with BMPs as described in the SWPPP; 

 
e. Shall not contain toxic constituents in toxic amounts or (other) 

significant quantities of pollutants; 
 
f. Shall be monitored and meets the applicable NALs; and 
 
g. Shall be reported by the discharger in the Annual Report.  
      
If any of the above conditions are not satisfied, the discharge is not 
authorized by this General Permit.  The discharger shall notify the 
Regional Water Board of any anticipated non-storm water discharges not 
authorized by this General Permit to determine the need for a separate 
NPDES permit. 
 
Additionally, some LUP dischargers may be required to obtain a separate 
permit if the applicable Regional Water Board has adopted a General 
Permit for dewatering discharges.  Wherever feasible, alternatives, that do 
not result in the discharge of non-storm water, shall be implemented in 
accordance with this Attachment’s Section K.2 - SWPPP Implementation 
Schedule. 
 

3. LUP dischargers shall ensure that trench spoils or any other soils 
disturbed during construction activities that are contaminated5 are not 
discharged with storm water or non-storm water discharges into any storm 
drain or water body except pursuant to an NPDES permit. 

 
When soil contamination is found or suspected and a responsible party is 
not identified, or the responsible party fails to promptly take the 
appropriate action, the LUP discharger shall have those soils sampled and 
tested to ensure that proper handling and public safety measures are 

                                            
5 Contaminated soil contains pollutants in concentrations that exceed the appropriate thresholds that various 
regulatory agencies set for those substances.  Preliminary testing of potentially contaminated soils will be 
based on odor, soil discoloration, or prior history of the site's chemical use and storage and other similar 
factors.  When soil contamination is found or suspected and a responsible party is not identified, or the 
responsible party fails to promptly take the appropriate action,  the discharger shall have those soils 
sampled and tested to ensure proper handling and public safety measures are implemented. The legally 
responsible person will notify the appropriate local, State, or federal agency(ies) when contaminated soil is 
found at a construction site, and will notify the Regional Water Board by submitting an NOT at the 
completion of the project. 
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implemented. The LUP discharger shall notify the appropriate local, State, 
and federal agency(ies) when contaminated soil is found at a construction 
site, and will notify the appropriate Regional Water Board. 

 
4. Discharging any pollutant-laden water that will cause or contribute to an 

exceedance of the applicable Regional Water Board’s Basin Plan from a 
dewatering site or sediment basin into any receiving water or storm drain 
is prohibited. 

 
5. Debris6 resulting from construction activities are prohibited from being 

discharged from construction project sites. 
 
 
E. SPECIAL PROVISIONS 
 

1. Duty to Comply 
 

a. The LUP discharger must comply with all of the conditions of this 
General Permit.  Any permit noncompliance constitutes a violation of 
the Clean Water Act (CWA) and the Porter-Cologne Water Quality 
Control Act and is grounds for enforcement action and/or removal from 
General Permit coverage. 

 
b. The LUP discharger shall comply with effluent standards or 

prohibitions established under Section 307(a) of the CWA for toxic 
pollutants within the time provided in the regulations that establish 
these standards or prohibitions, even if this General Permit has not yet 
been modified to incorporate the requirement. 

 
2. General Permit Actions 

 
a. This General Permit may be modified, revoked and reissued, or 

terminated for cause.  The filing of a request by the discharger for a 
General Permit modification, revocation and reissuance, or 
termination, or a notification of planned changes or anticipated 
noncompliance does not annul any General Permit condition. 

 

                                            
6 Litter, rubble, discarded refuse, and remains of something destroyed. 



ATTACHMENT A 

2009-0009-DWQ amended by 2010-0014-DWQ & 2012–0006-DWQ   
9 

b. If any toxic effluent standard or prohibition (including any schedule of 
compliance specified in such effluent standard or prohibition) is 
promulgated under Section 307(a) of the CWA for a toxic pollutant 
which is present in the discharge and that standard or prohibition is 
more stringent than any limitation on the pollutant in this General 
Permit, this General Permit shall be modified or revoked and reissued 
to conform to the toxic effluent standard or prohibition and the 
dischargers so notified. 

 

3. Need to Halt or Reduce Activity Not a Defense 
 

It shall not be a defense for an LUP discharger in an enforcement action 
that it would have been necessary to halt or reduce the permitted activity 
in order to maintain compliance with the conditions of this General Permit. 

 
4. Duty to Mitigate 

 
The LUP discharger shall take all responsible steps to minimize or prevent 
any discharge in violation of this General Permit, which has a reasonable 
likelihood of adversely affecting human health or the environment. 

 
5. Proper Operation and Maintenance 

 
The LUP discharger shall at all times properly operate and maintain any 
facilities and systems of treatment and control (and related 
appurtenances) which are installed or used by the discharger to achieve 
compliance with the conditions of this General Permit and with the 
requirements of the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).  
Proper operation and maintenance also includes adequate laboratory 
controls and appropriate quality assurance procedures.  Proper operation 
and maintenance may require the operation of backup or auxiliary facilities 
or similar systems installed by a discharger when necessary to achieve 
compliance with the conditions of this General Permit. 

 
6. Property Rights 

 
This General Permit does not convey any property rights of any sort or 
any exclusive privileges, nor does it authorize any injury to private 
property or any invasion of personal rights, nor does it authorize any 
infringement of Federal, State, or local laws or regulations. 

 
7. Duty to Maintain Records and Provide Information 

 
a. The LUP discharger shall maintain a paper or electronic copy of all 

required records, including a copy of this General Permit, for three 
years from the date generated or date submitted, whichever is last.  
These records shall be kept at the construction site or in a crew 
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member’s vehicle until construction is completed, and shall be made 
available upon request. 

 
b. The LUP discharger shall furnish the Regional Water Board, State 

Water Board, or USEPA, within a reasonable time, any requested 
information to determine compliance with this General Permit.  The 
LUP discharger shall also furnish, upon request, copies of records that 
are required to be kept by this General Permit. 

 
8. Inspection and Entry 

 
The LUP discharger shall allow the Regional Water Board, State Water 
Board, USEPA, and/or, in the case of construction sites which discharge 
through a municipal separate storm sewer, an authorized representative of 
the municipal operator of the separate storm sewer system receiving the 
discharge, upon the presentation of credentials and other documents as 
may be required by law, to: 

 

a. Enter upon the discharger’s premises at reasonable times where a 
regulated construction activity is being conducted or where records 
must be kept under the conditions of this General Permit; 

 
b. Access and copy at reasonable times any records that must be kept 

under the conditions of this General Permit; 
 

c. Inspect at reasonable times the complete construction site, including 
any off-site staging areas or material storage areas, and the 
erosion/sediment controls; and 

 
d. Sample or monitor at reasonable times for the purpose of ensuring 

General Permit compliance. 
 

9. Electronic Signature and Certification Requirements 
 

a. All Permit Registration Documents (PRDs) and Notices of Termination 
(NOTs) shall be electronically signed, certified, and submitted via 
SMARTS to the State Water Board.  Either the Legally Responsible 
Person (LRP), as defined in Appendix 5 – Glossary, or a person legally 
authorized to sign and certify PRDs and NOTs on behalf of the LRP 
(the LRP’s Approved Signatory, as defined in Appendix 5 - Glossary) 
must submit all information electronically via SMARTS.   
 

 
b. Changes to Authorization.  If an Approved Signatory’s authorization is 

no longer accurate, a new authorization satisfying the requirements of 
paragraph (a) of this section must be submitted via SMARTS prior to or 
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together with any reports, information or applications to be signed by 
an Approved Signatory. 

 
c. All SWPPP revisions, annual reports, or other information required by 

the General Permit (other than PRDs and NOTs) or requested by the 
Regional Water Board, State Water Board, USEPA, or local storm 
water management agency shall be certified and submitted by the LRP 
or the LRP’s Approved Signatory. 

 
10. Certification 

 
Any person signing documents under Section E.9 above, shall make the 
following certification: 

 
"I 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, to the best of my knowledge and belief, the 
information submitted is, 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." 

 
11. Anticipated Noncompliance 

 
The LUP discharger shall give advance notice to the Regional Water 
Board and local storm water management agency of any planned changes 
in the construction activity, which may result in noncompliance with 
General Permit requirements. 

 
12. Penalties for Falsification of Reports 

 
Section 309(c)(4) of the CWA provides that any person who knowingly 
makes any false material statement, representation, or certification in any 
record or other document submitted or required to be maintained under 
this General Permit, including reports of compliance or noncompliance 
shall upon conviction, be punished by a fine of not more than $10,000 or 
by imprisonment for not more than two years or by both. 

 

13. Oil and Hazardous Substance Liability 
 

Nothing in this General Permit shall be construed to preclude the 
institution of any legal action or relieve the discharger from any 
responsibilities, liabilities, or penalties to which the LUP discharger is or 
may be subject to under Section 311 of the CWA. 
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14. Severability 
 

The provisions of this General Permit are severable; and, if any provision 
of this General Permit or the application of any provision of this General 
Permit to any circumstance is held invalid, the application of such 
provision to other circumstances and the remainder of this General Permit 
shall not be affected thereby. 

 
15. Reopener Clause 

 
This General Permit may be modified, revoked and reissued, or 
terminated for cause due to promulgation of amended regulations, receipt 
of USEPA guidance concerning regulated activities, judicial decision, or in 
accordance with 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 122.62, 122.63, 
122.64, and 124.5. 

 
16. Penalties for Violations of Permit Conditions 

 
a. Section 309 of the CWA provides significant penalties for any person 

who violates a permit condition implementing Sections 301, 302, 306, 
307, 308, 318, or 405 of the CWA or any permit condition or limitation 
implementing any such section in a permit issued under Section 402. 
Any person who violates any permit condition of this General Permit is 
subject to a civil penalty not to exceed $37,5007 per calendar day of 
such violation, as well as any other appropriate sanction provided by 
Section 309 of the CWA. 

 
b. The Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act also provides for civil 

and criminal penalties, which in some cases are greater than those 
under the CWA. 

 
17. Transfers 

 
This General Permit is not transferable. A new LRP of an ongoing 
construction activity must submit PRDs in accordance with the 
requirements of this General Permit to be authorized to discharge under 
this General Permit.  An LRP who is a property owner with active General 
Permit coverage who sells a fraction or all the land shall inform the new 
property owner(s) of the requirements of this General Permit. 

 
18. Continuation of Expired Permit 

 
This General Permit continues in force and effect until a new General 
Permit is issued or the SWRCB rescinds this General Permit.  Only those 

                                            
7 May be further adjusted in accordance with the Federal Civil Penalties Inflation Adjustment Act 
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dischargers authorized to discharge under the expiring General Permit are 
covered by the continued General Permit. 

 
 
F. EFFLUENT STANDARDS & RECEIVING WATER MONITORING 
 

1. Narrative Effluent Limitations 
 
a. LUP dischargers shall ensure that storm water discharges and 

authorized non-storm water discharges regulated by this General 
Permit do not contain a hazardous substance equal to or in excess of 
reportable quantities established in 40 C.F.R. §§ 117.3 and 302.4, 
unless a separate NPDES Permit has been issued to regulate those 
discharges. 

 
b. LUP dischargers shall minimize or prevent pollutants in storm water 

discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges through the 
use of structural or non-structural controls, structures, and 
management practices that achieve BAT for toxic and non-
conventional pollutants and BCT for conventional pollutants.   
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Table 1.  Numeric Action Levels, Test Methods, Detection Limits, and Reporting Units 

Parameter Test 
Method 

Discharge 
Type 

Min. 
Detection 

Limit 

Units Numeric 
Action 
Level 

pH 

Field test 
with 

calibrated 
portable 

instrument 

LUP Type 2 

0.2 
pH 

units 

lower NAL = 
6.5 

upper NAL = 
8.5 

LUP Type 3 

lower NAL = 
6.5 

upper NAL = 
8.5 

Turbidity EPA 
0180.1 

and/or field 
test with 

calibrated 
portable 

instrument 

LUP Type 2 

1 NTU 

250 NTU 

LUP Type 3 250 NTU 
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2. Numeric Action Levels (NALs) 
 
a. For LUP Type 2 and 3 dischargers, the lower storm event daily 

average NAL for pH is 6.5 pH units and the upper storm event daily 
average NAL for pH is 8.5 pH units.  The LUP discharger shall take 
actions as described below if the storm event daily average discharge 
is outside of this range of pH values. 

 
b. For LUP Type 2 and 3 dischargers, the storm event daily average NAL 

for turbidity is 250 NTU.  The discharger shall take actions as 
described below if the storm event daily average discharge is outside 
of this range of turbidity values.  

 
c. Whenever daily average analytical effluent monitoring results indicate 

that the discharge is below the lower NAL for pH, exceeds the upper 
NAL for pH, or exceeds the turbidity NAL (as listed in Table 1), the 
LUP discharger shall conduct a construction site and run-on evaluation 
to determine whether pollutant source(s) associated with the site’s 
construction activity may have caused or contributed to the NAL 
exceedance and shall immediately implement corrective actions if they 
are needed. 

 
d. The site evaluation will be documented in the SWPPP and specifically 

address whether the source(s) of the pollutants causing the 
exceedance of the NAL: 

 
i Are related to the construction activities and whether additional 

BMPs or SWPPP implementation measures are required to (1) 
meet BAT/BCT requirements; (2) reduce or prevent pollutants in 
storm water discharges from causing exceedances of receiving 
water objectives; and (3) determine what corrective action(s) were 
taken or will be taken and with a description of the schedule for 
completion.   
 

AND/OR: 
 

ii Are related to the run-on associated with the construction site 
location and whether additional BMPs or SWPPP implementation 
measures are required to (1) meet BAT/BCT requirements; (2) 
reduce or prevent pollutants in storm water discharges from 
causing exceedances of receiving water objectives; and (3) decide 
what corrective action(s) were taken or will be taken, including a 
description of the schedule for completion.   

 
3. Receiving Water Monitoring Triggers 
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a. The receiving water monitoring triggers for LUP Type 3 dischargers 
with direct discharges to surface waters are triggered when the daily 
average effluent pH values during any site phase when there is a high 
risk of pH discharge8 fall outside of the range of 6.0 and 9.0 pH units, 
or when the daily average effluent turbidity exceeds 500 NTU. 

  
b. LUP Type 3 dischargers with direct discharges to surface waters shall 

conduct receiving water monitoring whenever their effluent monitoring 
results exceed the receiving water monitoring triggers.  If the pH trigger 
is exceeded, the receiving water shall be monitored for pH for the 
duration of coverage under this General Permit.  If the turbidity trigger 
is exceeded, the receiving water shall be monitored for turbidity and 
SSC for the duration of coverage under this General Permit. 

 
c. LUP Type 3 dischargers with direct discharges to surfaces waters shall 

initiate receiving water monitoring when the triggers are exceeded 
unless the storm event causing the exceedance is determined after the 
fact to equal to or greater than the 5-year 24-hour storm (expressed in 
inches of rainfall) as determined by using these maps: 

 
http://www.wrcc.dri.edu/pcpnfreq/nca5y24.gif  
http://www.wrcc.dri.edu/pcpnfreq/sca5y24.gif 

 
Verification of the 5-year 24-hour storm event shall be done by 
reporting on-site rain gauge readings as well as nearby governmental 
rain gauge readings. 

 
d. If run-on is caused by a forest fire or any other natural disaster, then 

receiving water monitoring triggers do not apply. 
 
G. RECEIVING WATER LIMITATIONS 

 
1. LUP dischargers shall ensure that storm water discharges and authorized 

non-storm water discharges to any surface or ground water will not 
adversely affect human health or the environment. 
  

2. LUP dischargers shall ensure that storm water discharges and authorized 
non-storm water discharges will not contain pollutants in quantities that 
threaten to cause pollution or a public nuisance. 
 

3. LUP dischargers shall ensure that storm water discharges and authorized 
non-storm water discharges will not contain pollutants that cause or 

                                            
8 A period of high risk of pH discharge is defined as a project's complete utilities phase, complete vertical 
build phase, and any portion of any phase where significant amounts of materials are placed directly on the 
land at the site in a manner that could result in significant alterations of the background pH of the 
discharges. 
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contribute to an exceedance of any applicable water quality objectives or 
water quality standards (collectively, WQS) contained in a Statewide 
Water Quality Control Plan, the California Toxics Rule, the National Toxics 
Rule, or the applicable Regional Water Board’s Water Quality Control Plan 
(Basin Plan).  

 
 
H. TRAINING QUALIFICATIONS 
 

1. General 
 
All persons responsible for implementing requirements of this General 
Permit shall be appropriately trained.  Training should be both formal and 
informal, occur on an ongoing basis, and should include training offered by 
recognized governmental agencies or professional organizations.  
Persons responsible for preparing, amending and certifying SWPPPs shall 
comply with the requirements in this Section H. 

 
2. SWPPP Certification Requirements 

 
a. Qualified SWPPP Developer: The LUP discharger shall ensure that 

all SWPPPs be written, amended and certified by a Qualified SWPPP 
Developer (QSD).  A QSD shall have one of the following registrations 
or certifications, and appropriate experience, as required for: 
 
i A California registered professional civil engineer; 

 
ii A California registered professional geologist or engineering 

geologist; 
 

iii A California registered landscape architect; 
 

iv A professional hydrologist registered through the American Institute 
of Hydrology; 

 
v A certified professional in erosion and sediment control (CPESC) TM 

registered through Enviro Cert International, Inc; 
 

vi A certified professional in storm water quality (CPSWQ)TM 
registered through Enviro Cert International, Inc.; or 
 

vii A certified professional in erosion and sediment control registered 
through the National Institute for Certification in Engineering 
Technologies (NICET).    
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Effective two years after the adoption date of this General Permit, a 
QSD shall have attended a State Water Board-sponsored or 
approved QSD training course.   

 
b. The LUP discharger shall ensure that the SWPPP is written and 

amended, as needed, to address the specific circumstances for each 
construction site covered by this General Permit prior to 
commencement of construction activity for any stage. 

 
c. The LUP discharger shall list the name and telephone number of the 

currently designated Qualified SWPPP Developer(s) in the SWPPP.   
 
d. Qualified SWPPP Practitioner:  The LUP discharger shall ensure that 

all elements of any SWPPP for each project will be implemented by a 
Qualified SWPPP Practitioner (QSP).  A QSP is a person responsible 
for non-storm water and storm water visual observations, sampling and 
analysis, and for ensuring full compliance with the permit and 
implementation of all elements of the SWPPP.  Effective two years 
from the date of adoption of this General Permit, a QSP shall be either 
a QSD or have one of the following certifications: 

 
i A certified erosion, sediment and storm water inspector registered 

through Certified Professional in Erosion and Sediment Control, 
Inc.; or 
 

ii A certified inspector of sediment and erosion control registered 
through Certified Inspector of Sediment and Erosion Control, Inc. 
 
Effective two years after the adoption date of this General Permit, a 
QSP shall have attended a State Water Board-sponsored or 
approved QSP training course.   

 
e. The LUP discharger shall ensure that the SWPPP include a list of 

names of all contractors, subcontractors, and individuals who will be 
directed by the Qualified SWPPP Practitioner, and who is ultimately 
responsible for implementation of the SWPPP.  This list shall include 
telephone numbers and work addresses.  Specific areas of 
responsibility of each subcontractor and emergency contact numbers 
shall also be included. 

 
f. The LUP discharger shall ensure that the SWPPP and each 

amendment be signed by the Qualified SWPPP Developer.  The LUP 
discharger shall include a listing of the date of initial preparation and 
the dates of each amendment in the SWPPP. 
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I. TYPES OF LINEAR PROJECTS 
 

This attachment establishes three types (Type 1, 2 & 3) of complexity for 
areas within an LUP or project section based on threat to water quality.  
Project area Types are determined through Attachment A.1. 
 
The Type 1 requirements below establish the baseline requirements for all 
LUPs subject to this General Permit.  Additional requirements for Type 2 and 
Type 3 LUPs are labeled. 

 
1. Type 1 LUPs: 

 
LUP dischargers with areas of a LUP designated as Type 1 shall comply 
with the requirements in this Attachment.  Type 1 LUPs are: 

 
a. Those construction areas where 70 percent or more of the construction 

activity occurs on a paved surface and where areas disturbed during 
construction will be returned to preconstruction conditions or equivalent 
protection established at the end of the construction activities for the 
day; or 

 
b. Where greater than 30 percent of construction activities occur within 

the non-paved shoulders or land immediately adjacent to paved 
surfaces, or where construction occurs on unpaved improved roads, 
including their shoulders or land immediately adjacent to them where: 

 
i Areas disturbed during construction will be returned to 

preconstruction conditions or equivalent protection is established at 
the end of the construction activities for the day to minimize the 
potential for erosion and sediment deposition, and  

 
ii Areas where established vegetation was disturbed during 

construction will be stabilized and re-vegetated by the end of 
project.  When required, adequate temporary stabilization BMPs 
will be installed and maintained until vegetation is established to 
meet minimum cover requirements established in this General 
Permit for final stabilization. 

 
c. Where the risk determination is as follows: 

 
i Low sediment risk, low receiving water risk, or 

 
ii Low sediment risk, medium receiving water risk, or 

 
iii Medium sediment risk, low receiving water risk 
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2. Type 2 LUPs: 
 

Type 2 LUPs are determined by the Combined Risk Matrix in Attachment 
A.1.  Type 2 LUPs have the specified combination of risk:     

 
d. High sediment risk, low receiving water risk, or 

 
e. Medium sediment risk, medium receiving water risk, or 

 
f. Low sediment risk, high receiving water risk 
 
Receiving water risk is either considered “Low” for those areas of the 
project that are not in close proximity to a sensitive receiving watershed, 
“Medium” for those areas of the project within a sensitive receiving 
watershed yet outside of the flood plain of a sensitive receiving water 
body, and “High” where the soil disturbance is within close proximity to a 
sensitive receiving water body.  Project sediment risk is calculated based 
on the Risk Factor Worksheet in Attachment C of this General Permit.  

 
3. Type 3 LUPs: 

 
Type 3 LUPs are determined by the Combined Risk Matrix in Attachment 
A.1.  Type 3 LUPs have the specified combination of risk: 

 
a. High sediment risk, high receiving water risk, or 

 
b. High sediment risk, medium receiving water risk, or 

 
c. Medium sediment risk, high receiving water risk 

 
Receiving water risk is either considered “Medium” for those areas of the 
project within a sensitive receiving watershed yet outside of the flood plain 
of a sensitive receiving water body, or “High” where the soil disturbance is 
within close proximity to a sensitive receiving water body.  Project 
sediment risk is calculated based on the Risk Factor Worksheet in 
Attachment C. 
 

 
J. LUP TYPE-SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS 
 

1. Effluent Standards 
 
a. Narrative – LUP dischargers shall comply with the narrative effluent 

standards below. 
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i Storm water discharges and authorized non-storm water 
discharges regulated by this General Permit shall not contain a 
hazardous substance equal to or in excess of reportable quantities 
established in 40 C.F.R. §§ 117.3 and 302.4, unless a separate 
NPDES Permit has been issued to regulate those discharges. 

 
ii LUP dischargers shall minimize or prevent pollutants in storm water 

discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges through the 
use of controls, structures, and management practices that achieve 
BAT for toxic and non-conventional pollutants and BCT for 
conventional pollutants.   

 
b. Numeric – LUP Type 1 dischargers are not subject to a numeric 

effluent standard 
 

c. Numeric –LUP Type 2 dischargers are subject to a pH NAL of 6.5-8.5, 
and a turbidity NAL of 250 NTU. 
 

d. Numeric – LUP Type 3 dischargers are subject to a pH NAL of 6.5-8.5, 
and a turbidity NAL of 250 NTU.   

 
2. Good Site Management "Housekeeping" 

 
a. LUP dischargers shall implement good site management (i.e., 

"housekeeping") measures for construction materials that could 
potentially be a threat to water quality if discharged.  At a minimum, the 
good housekeeping measures shall consist of the following: 
 
i Identify the products used and/or expected to be used and the end 

products that are produced and/or expected to be produced.  This 
does not include materials and equipment that are designed to be 
outdoors and exposed to environmental conditions (i.e. poles, 
equipment pads, cabinets, conductors, insulators, bricks, etc.). 
 

ii Cover and berm loose stockpiled construction materials that are not 
actively being used (i.e. soil, spoils, aggregate, fly-ash, stucco, 
hydrated lime, etc.). 

 
iii Store chemicals in watertight containers (with appropriate 

secondary containment to prevent any spillage or leakage) or in a 
storage shed (completely enclosed). 

 
iv Minimize exposure of construction materials to precipitation (not 

applicable to materials designed to be outdoors and exposed to the 
environment). 
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v Implement BMPs to control the off-site tracking of loose 
construction and landscape materials. 

 
b. LUP dischargers shall implement good housekeeping measures for 

waste management, which, at a minimum, shall consist of the 
following: 
 
i Prevent disposal of any rinse or wash waters or materials on 

impervious or pervious site surfaces or into the storm drain system. 
 

ii Ensure the containment of sanitation facilities (e.g., portable toilets) 
to prevent discharges of pollutants to the storm water drainage 
system or receiving water. 

 
iii Clean or replace sanitation facilities and inspecting them regularly 

for leaks and spills. 
 

iv Cover waste disposal containers at the end of every business day 
and during a rain event.   

 
v Prevent discharges from waste disposal containers to the storm 

water drainage system or receiving water.  
 

vi Contain and securely protect stockpiled waste material from wind 
and rain at all times unless actively being used. 

 
vii Implement procedures that effectively address hazardous and non-

hazardous spills.   
 

viii Develop a spill response and implementation element of the 
SWPPP prior to commencement of construction activities.  The 
SWPPP shall require that: 
 
(1) Equipment and materials for cleanup of spills shall be available 

on site and that spills and leaks shall be cleaned up immediately 
and disposed of properly; and  
 

(2) Appropriate spill response personnel are assigned and trained. 
 

ix Ensure the containment of concrete washout areas and other 
washout areas that may contain additional pollutants so there is no 
discharge into the underlying soil and onto the surrounding areas.   
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c. LUP dischargers shall implement good housekeeping for vehicle 

storage and maintenance, which, at a minimum, shall consist of the 
following: 
 
i Prevent oil, grease, or fuel from leaking into the ground, storm 

drains or surface waters.  
 

ii Implement appropriate BMPs whenever equipment or vehicles are 
fueled, maintained or stored.  

 
iii Clean leaks immediately and disposing of leaked materials 

properly. 
 

d. LUP dischargers shall implement good housekeeping for landscape 
materials, which, at a minimum, shall consist of the following: 
 
i Contain stockpiled materials such as mulches and topsoil when 

they are not actively being used. 
 

ii Contain fertilizers and other landscape materials when they are not 
actively being used. 
 

iii Discontinue the application of any erodible landscape material at 
least 2 days before a forecasted rain event9 or during periods of 
precipitation. 

 
iv Applying erodible landscape material at quantities and application 

rates according to manufacture recommendations or based on 
written specifications by knowledgeable and experienced field 
personnel. 

 
v Stacking erodible landscape material on pallets and covering or 

storing such materials when not being used or applied. 
 

e. LUP dischargers shall conduct an assessment and create a list of 
potential pollutant sources and identify any areas of the site where 
additional BMPs are necessary to reduce or prevent pollutants in storm 
water discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges.  This 
potential pollutant list shall be kept with the SWPPP and shall identify 
all non-visible pollutants which are known, or should be known, to 
occur on the construction site.  At a minimum, when developing BMPs, 
LUP dischargers shall do the following: 

 

                                            
9 50% or greater chance of producing precipitation. 
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i Consider the quantity, physical characteristics (e.g., liquid, powder, 
solid), and locations of each potential pollutant source handled, 
produced, stored, recycled, or disposed of at the site. 

 
ii Consider the degree to which pollutants associated with those 

materials may be exposed to and mobilized by contact with storm 
water. 

 
iii Consider the direct and indirect pathways that pollutants may be 

exposed to storm water or authorized non-storm water discharges.  
This shall include an assessment of past spills or leaks, non-storm 
water discharges, and discharges from adjoining areas. 

 
iv Ensure retention of sampling, visual observation, and inspection 

records. 
 

v Ensure effectiveness of existing BMPs to reduce or prevent 
pollutants in storm water discharges and authorized non-storm 
water discharges. 

 
f. LUP dischargers shall implement good housekeeping measures on the 

construction site to control the air deposition of site materials and from 
site operations.  

 
3. Non-Storm Water Management  

 
a. LUP dischargers shall implement measures to control all non-storm 

water discharges during construction.   
 

b. LUP dischargers shall wash vehicles in such a manner as to prevent 
non-storm water discharges to surface waters or MS4 drainage 
systems. 

 
c. LUP dischargers shall clean streets in such a manner as to prevent 

unauthorized non-storm water discharges from reaching surface water 
or MS4 drainage systems. 

 
4. Erosion Control 

 
a. LUP dischargers shall implement effective wind erosion control. 

 
b. LUP dischargers shall provide effective soil cover for inactive10 areas 

and all finished slopes, and utility backfill. 
 

                                            
10 Areas of construction activity that have been disturbed and are not scheduled to be re-disturbed for at 
least 14 days 
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c. LUP dischargers shall limit the use of plastic materials when more 
sustainable, environmentally friendly alternatives exist.  Where plastic 
materials are deemed necessary, the discharger shall consider the use 
of plastic materials resistant to solar degradation. 
 

5. Sediment Controls 
 

a. LUP dischargers shall establish and maintain effective perimeter 
controls as needed, and implement effective BMPs for all construction 
entrances and exits to sufficiently control erosion and sediment 
discharges from the site.   
 

b. On sites where sediment basins are to be used, LUP dischargers shall, 
at minimum, design sediment basins according to the guidance 
provided in CASQA’s Construction BMP Handbook.  

 
c. Additional LUP Type 2 & 3 Requirement:  LUP Type 2 & 3 

dischargers shall apply linear sediment controls along the toe of the 
slope, face of the slope, and at the grade breaks of exposed slopes to 
comply with sheet flow lengths11 in accordance with Table 2 below.   

 
Table 2 – Critical Slope/Sheet Flow Length Combinations 

 

Slope Percentage 
Sheet flow length not 

to exceed 
0-25% 20 feet 

25-50% 15 feet 
Over 50% 10 feet 

 
 

d. Additional LUP Type 2 & 3 Requirement:  LUP Type 2 & 3 
dischargers shall ensure that construction activity traffic to and from 
the project is limited to entrances and exits that employ effective 
controls to prevent off-site tracking of sediment.   
 

e. Additional LUP Type 2 & 3 Requirement:  LUP Type 2 & 3 
dischargers shall ensure that all storm drain inlets and perimeter 
controls, runoff control BMPs, and pollutant controls at entrances and 
exits (e.g. tire washoff locations) are maintained and protected from 
activities that reduce their effectiveness.   

 
f. Additional LUP Type 2 & 3 Requirement:  LUP Type 2 & 3 

dischargers shall inspect all immediate access roads.  At a minimum 
daily and prior to any rain event, the discharger shall remove any 

                                            
11 Sheet flow length is the length that shallow, low velocity flow travels across a site.   
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sediment or other construction activity-related materials that are 
deposited on the roads (by vacuuming or sweeping).   

 
g. Additional LUP Type 3 Requirement:  The Regional Water Board 

may require LUP Type 3 dischargers to implement additional site-
specific sediment control requirements if the implementation of the 
other requirements in this section are not adequately protecting the 
receiving waters.  

 
6. Run-on and Run-off Controls 

a. LUP dischargers shall effectively manage all run-on, all runoff within 
the site and all runoff that discharges off the site.  Run-on from off site-
shall be directed away from all disturbed areas or shall collectively be 
in compliance with the effluent limitations in this Attachment.   

 
b. Run-on and runoff controls are not required for Type 1 LUPs unless 

the evaluation of quantity and quality of run-on and runoff deems them 
necessary or visual inspections show that the site requires such 
controls. 

 
7. Inspection, Maintenance and Repair 

  
a. All inspection, maintenance repair and sampling activities at the 

discharger’s LUP location shall be performed or supervised by a QSP 
representing the discharger.  The QSP may delegate any or all of 
these activities to an employee trained to do the task(s) appropriately, 
but shall ensure adequate deployment.     
 

b. LUP dischargers shall conduct visual inspections and observations 
daily during working hours (not recorded).  At least once each 24-hour 
period during extended storm events, LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers 
shall conduct visual inspections to identify and record BMPs that need 
maintenance to operate effectively, that have failed, or that could fail to 
operate as intended.  Inspectors shall be the QSP or be trained by the 
QSP. 

 
c. Upon identifying failures or other shortcomings, as directed by the 

QSP, LUP dischargers shall begin implementing repairs or design 
changes to BMPs within 72 hours of identification and complete the 
changes as soon as possible.  

 
d. For each pre- and post-rain event inspection required, LUP 

dischargers shall complete an inspection checklist, using a form 
provided by the State Water Board or Regional Water Board or in an 
alternative format that includes the information described below.    
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e. The LUP discharger shall ensure that the checklist remains on-site or 
with the SWPPP.  At a minimum, an inspection checklist should 
include: 

 
i Inspection date and date the inspection report was written. 

 
ii Weather information, including presence or absence of 

precipitation, estimate of beginning of qualifying storm event, 
duration of event, time elapsed since last storm, and approximate 
amount of rainfall in inches. 

 
iii Site information, including stage of construction, activities 

completed, and approximate area of the site exposed.  
 

iv A description of any BMPs evaluated and any deficiencies noted.   
 

v If the construction site is safely accessible during inclement 
weather, list the observations of all BMPs:  erosion controls, 
sediment controls, chemical and waste controls, and non-storm 
water controls.  Otherwise, list the results of visual inspections at all 
relevant outfalls, discharge points, downstream locations and any 
projected maintenance activities. 

 
vi Report the presence of noticeable odors or of any visible sheen on 

the surface of any discharges.  
 

vii Any corrective actions required, including any necessary changes 
to the SWPPP and the associated implementation dates. 

 
viii Photographs taken during the inspection, if any. 

 
ix Inspector’s name, title, and signature. 
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K. STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN (SWPPP) 

REQUIREMENTS 
 

1. Objectives 
 
SWPPPs for all LUPs shall be developed and amended or revised by a 
QSD.  The SWPPP shall be designed to address the following objectives: 

 
a.  All pollutants and their sources, including sources of sediment, 

associated with construction activities associated with LUP activity are 
controlled; 

 
b.  All non-storm water discharges are identified and either eliminated, 

controlled, or treated; 
 

c.  BMPs are effective and result in the reduction or elimination of 
pollutants in storm water discharges and authorized non-storm water 
discharges from LUPs during construction; and 

 
d.  Stabilization BMPs installed to reduce or eliminate pollutants after 

construction is completed are effective and maintained. 
 

2. SWPPP Implementation Schedule 
 

a. LUPs for which PRDs have been submitted to the State Water Board 
shall develop a site/project location SWPPP prior to the start of land-
disturbing activity in accordance with this Section and shall implement 
the SWPPP concurrently with commencement of soil-disturbing 
activities. 

 
b. For an ongoing LUP involving a change in the LRP, the new LRP shall 

review the existing SWPPP and amend it, if necessary, or develop a 
new SWPPP within 15 calendar days to conform to the requirements 
set forth in this General Permit. 

 
3. Availability 

 
The SWPPP shall be available at the construction site during working 
hours while construction is occurring and shall be made available upon 
request by a State or Municipal inspector.  When the original SWPPP is 
retained by a crewmember in a construction vehicle and is not currently at 
the construction site, copies of the BMPs and map/drawing will be left with 
the field crew and the original SWPPP shall be made available via a 
request by radio/telephone. 
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L. REGIONAL WATER BOARD AUTHORITIES 
 

1. Regional Water Boards shall administer the provisions of this General 
Permit.  Administration of this General Permit may include, but is not 
limited to, requesting the submittal of SWPPPs, reviewing SWPPPs, 
reviewing monitoring and sampling and analysis reports, conducting 
compliance inspections, gathering site information by any medium 
including sampling, photo and video documentation, and taking 
enforcement actions. 

 
2. Regional Water Boards may terminate coverage under this General 

Permit for dischargers who fail to comply with its requirements or where 
they determine that an individual NPDES permit is appropriate.   

 
3. Regional Water Boards may issue separate permits for discharges of 

storm water associated with construction activity to individual dischargers, 
categories of dischargers, or dischargers in a geographic area.  Upon 
issuance of such permits by a Regional Water Board, dischargers subject 
to those permits shall no longer be regulated by this General Permit. 

 
4. Regional Water Boards may direct the discharger to reevaluate the LUP 

Type(s) for the project (or elements/areas of the project) and impose the 
appropriate level of requirements.   

 
5. Regional Water Boards may terminate coverage under this General 

Permit for dischargers who negligently or with willful intent incorrectly 
determine or report their LUP Type (e.g., they determine themselves to be 
a LUP Type 1 when they are actually a Type 2).   

 
6. Regional Water Boards may review PRDs and reject or accept 

applications for permit coverage or may require dischargers to submit a 
Report of Waste Discharge / NPDES permit application for Regional 
Water Board consideration of individual requirements. 

 
7. Regional Water Boards may impose additional requirements on 

dischargers to satisfy TMDL implementation requirements or to satisfy 
provisions in their Basin Plans.  

 
8. Regional Water Boards may require additional Monitoring and Reporting 

Program Requirements, including sampling and analysis of discharges to 
sediment-impaired water bodies.   

 
9. Regional Water Boards may require dischargers to retain records for more 

than the three years required by this General Permit. 
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10. Based on an LUP’s threat to water quality and complexity, the Regional 
Water Board may determine on a case-by-case basis that an LUP, or a 
portion of an LUP, is not eligible for the linear project requirements 
contained in this Attachment, and require that the discharger comply with 
all standard requirements in this General Permit.  

 
11. The Regional Water Board may require additional monitoring and 

reporting program requirements including sampling and analysis of 
discharges to CWA § 303(d)-listed water bodies.  Additional requirements 
imposed by the Regional Water Board shall be consistent with the overall 
monitoring effort in the receiving waters.  
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M. MONITORING AND REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 
 
 
Table 3.  LUP Summary of Monitoring Requirements 

LUP 
Type 

  
  

Visual Inspections Sample Collection 

Daily Site 
BMP 

Pre-storm 
Event Daily 

Storm 
BMP 

Post 
Storm

Storm 
Water 

Discharge 
Receiving 

Water 

Non-Visible 
(when 

applicable) Baseline 
1 X           X 

2 X X X X X   X 

3 X X X X X X X 
 
 

1. Objectives 
 
LUP dischargers shall prepare a monitoring and reporting program 
(M&RP) prior to the start of construction and immediately implement the 
program at the start of construction for LUPs.  The monitoring program 
must be implemented at the appropriate level to protect water quality at all 
times throughout the life of the project. The M&RP must be a part of the 
SWPPP, included as an appendix or separate SWPPP chapter. 

 
 

2. M&RP Implementation Schedule 
 

a. LUP dischargers shall implement the requirements of this Section at 
the time of commencement of construction activity.  LUP dischargers 
are responsible for implementing these requirements until construction 
activity is complete and the site is stabilized. 

 
b. LUP dischargers shall revise the M&RP when: 
 

i Site conditions or construction activities change such that a change 
in monitoring is required to comply with the requirements and intent 
of this General Permit. 

 
ii The Regional Water Board requires the discharger to revise its 

M&RP based on its review of the document.  Revisions may 
include, but not be limited to, conducting additional site inspections, 
submitting reports, and certifications.  Revisions shall be submitted 
via postal mail or electronic e-mail. 
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iii The Regional Water Board may require additional monitoring and 
reporting program requirements including sampling and analysis of 
discharges to CWA § 303(d)-listed water bodies.  Additional 
requirements imposed by the Regional Water Board shall be 
consistent with the overall monitoring effort in the receiving waters.  

 
3. LUP Type 1 Monitoring and Reporting Requirements 

 
a. LUP Type 1 Inspection Requirements 
 

i LUP Type 1 dischargers shall ensure that all inspections are 
conducted by trained personnel. The name(s) and contact 
number(s) of the assigned inspection personnel should be listed in 
the SWPPP. 

 
ii LUP Type 1 dischargers shall ensure that all visual inspections are 

conducted daily during working hours and in conjunction with other 
daily activities in areas where active construction is occurring. 

 
iii LUP Type 1 dischargers shall ensure that photographs of the site 

taken before, during, and after storm events are taken during 
inspections, and submitted through the State Water Board’s 
SMARTS website once every three rain events. 

 
iv LUP Type 1 dischargers shall conduct daily visual inspections to 

verify that:  
 

(1) Appropriate BMPs for storm water and non-storm water are 
being implemented in areas where active construction is 
occurring (including staging areas); 

 
(2) Project excavations are closed, with properly protected spoils, 

and that road surfaces are cleaned of excavated material and 
construction materials such as chemicals by either removing or 
storing the material in protective storage containers at the end 
of every construction day; 

 
(3) Land areas disturbed during construction are returned to pre-

construction conditions or an equivalent protection is used at the 
end of each workday to eliminate or minimize erosion and the 
possible discharge of sediment or other pollutants during a rain 
event. 

 
v Inspections may be discontinued in non-active construction areas 

where soil-disturbing activities are completed and final soil 
stabilization is achieved (e.g., paving is completed, substructures 
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are installed, vegetation meets minimum cover requirements for 
final stabilization, or other stabilization requirements are met). 

 
vi Inspection programs are required for LUP Type 1 projects where 

temporary and permanent stabilization BMPs are installed and are 
to be monitored after active construction is completed.  Inspection 
activities shall continue until adequate permanent stabilization is 
established and, in areas where re-vegetation is chosen, until 
minimum vegetative coverage is established in accordance with 
Section C.1 of this Attachment. 

 
b. LUP Type 1 Monitoring Requirements for Non-Visible Pollutants 

 
LUP Type 1 dischargers shall implement sampling and analysis 
requirements to monitor non-visible pollutants associated with (1) 
construction sites; (2) activities producing pollutants that are not 
visually detectable in storm water discharges; and (3) activities which 
could cause or contribute to an exceedance of water quality objectives 
in the receiving waters. 

 
i Sampling and analysis for non-visible pollutants is only required 

where the LUP Type 1 discharger believes pollutants associated 
with construction activities have the potential to be discharged with 
storm water runoff due to a spill or in the event there was a breach, 
malfunction, failure and/or leak of any BMP.  Also, failure to 
implement BMPs may require sample collection.  

 
(1) Visual observations made during the monitoring program 

described above will help the LUP Type 1 discharger determine 
when to collect samples.  

 
(2) The LUP Type 1 discharger is not required to sample if one of 

the conditions described above (e.g., breach or spill) occurs and 
the site is cleaned of material and pollutants and/or BMPs are 
implemented prior to the next storm event. 

 
ii LUP Type 1 dischargers shall collect samples down-gradient from 

all discharge locations where the visual observations were made 
triggering the monitoring, and which can be safely accessed.  For 
sites where sampling and analysis is required, personnel trained in 
water quality sampling procedures shall collect storm water 
samples.  

 
iii If sampling for non-visible pollutant parameters is required, LUP 

Type 1 dischargers shall ensure that samples be analyzed for 
parameters indicating the presence of pollutants identified in the 
pollutant source assessment required in Section J.2.a.i.   
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iv LUP Type 1 dischargers shall collect samples during the first two 

hours of discharge from rain events that occur during business 
hours and which generate runoff. 

 
v LUP Type 1 dischargers shall ensure that a sufficiently large 

sample of storm water that has not come into contact with the 
disturbed soil or the materials stored or used on-site 
(uncontaminated sample12) will be collected for comparison with the 
discharge sample.  Samples shall be collected during the first two 
hours of discharge from rain events that occur during daylight hours 
and which generate runoff. 

 
vi LUP Type 1 dischargers shall compare the uncontaminated sample 

to the samples of discharge using field analysis or through 
laboratory analysis.  Analyses may include, but are not limited to, 
indicator parameters such as:  pH, specific conductance, dissolved 
oxygen, conductivity, salinity, and Total Dissolved Solids (TDS).  

 
vii For laboratory analyses, all sampling, sample preservation, and 

other analyses must be conducted according to test procedures 
pursuant to 40 C.F.R. Part 136.  LUP Type 1 dischargers shall 
ensure that field samples are collected and analyzed according to 
manufacturer specifications of the sampling devices employed.  
Portable meters shall be calibrated according to manufacturer’s 
specification.   

 
viii LUP Type 1 dischargers shall ensure that all field and/or analytical 

data are kept in the SWPPP document. 
 

c. LUP Type 1 Visual Observation Exceptions 
 

i LUP Type 1 dischargers shall be prepared to collect samples and 
conduct visual observation (inspections) to meet the minimum 
visual observation requirements of this Attachment. The Type 1 
LUP discharger is not required to physically collect samples or 
conduct visual observation (inspections) under the following 
conditions: 

 
(1) During dangerous weather conditions such as flooding and 

electrical storms; 
 

(2) Outside of scheduled site business hours. 
 

(3) When access to the site is unsafe due to storm events. 

                                            
12 Sample collected at a location unaffected by contruction activities. 
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ii If the LUP Type 1 discharger does not collect the required samples 

or visual observation (inspections) due to these exceptions, an 
explanation why the sampling or visual observation (inspections) 
were not conducted shall be included in both the SWPPP and the 
Annual Report. 

 
d. Particle Size Analysis for Risk Justification 

 
LUP Type 1 dischargers utilizing justifying an alternative project risk 
shall report a soil particle size analysis used to determine the RUSLE 
K-Factor.  ASTM D-422 (Standard Test Method for Particle-Size 
Analysis of Soils), as revised, shall be used to determine the 
percentages of sand, very fine sand, silt, and clay on the site.   

 
 

4. LUP Type 2 & 3 Monitoring and Reporting Requirements 
 

a. LUP Type 2 & 3 Inspection Requirements 
 

i LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall ensure that all inspections are 
conducted by trained personnel. The name(s) and contact 
number(s) of the assigned inspection personnel should be listed in 
the SWPPP. 

 
ii LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall ensure that all visual inspections 

are conducted daily during working hours and in conjunction with 
other daily activities in areas where active construction is occurring. 

 
iii LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall ensure that photographs of the 

site taken before, during, and after storm events are taken during 
inspections, and submitted through the State Water Board’s 
SMARTS website once every three rain events. 

 
iv LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall conduct daily visual inspections 

to verify that appropriate BMPs for storm water and non-storm 
water are being implemented and in place in areas where active 
construction is occurring (including staging areas). 

 
v LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall conduct inspections of the 

construction site prior to anticipated storm events, during extended 
storm events, and after actual storm events to identify areas 
contributing to a discharge of storm water associated with 
construction activity.  Pre-storm inspections are to ensure that 
BMPs are properly installed and maintained; post-storm inspections 
are to assure that BMPs have functioned adequately. During 
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extended storm events, inspections shall be required during normal 
working hours for each 24-hour period.  

 
vi Inspections may be discontinued in non-active construction areas 

where soil-disturbing activities are completed and final soil 
stabilization is achieved (e.g., paving is completed, substructures 
are installed, vegetation meets minimum cover requirements for 
final stabilization, or other stabilization requirements are met). 

 
vii LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall implement a monitoring program 

for inspecting projects that require temporary and permanent 
stabilization BMPs after active construction is complete.  
Inspections shall ensure that the BMPs are adequate and 
maintained.  Inspection activities shall continue until adequate 
permanent stabilization is established and, in vegetated areas, until 
minimum vegetative coverage is established in accordance with 
Section C.1 of this Attachment. 

 
viii If possible, LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall install a rain gauge 

on-site at an accessible and secure location with readings made 
during all storm event inspections.  When readings are unavailable, 
data from the closest rain gauge with publically available data may 
be used. 

 
ix LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall Include and maintain a log of the 

inspections conducted in the SWPPP.  The log will provide the date 
and time of the inspection and who conducted the inspection. 

 
b. LUP Type 2 & 3 Storm Water Effluent Monitoring Requirements  

 
Table 4.  LUP Type 2 & 3 Effluent Monitoring Requirements 

LUP Type Frequency Effluent Monitoring 

2 Minimum of 3 samples per day 
characterizing discharges 

associated with construction 
activity from the project active 

areas of construction.

Turbidity, pH, and non-visible 
pollutant parameters (if 

applicable) 

3 Minimum of 3 samples per day 
characterizing discharges 

associated with construction 
activity from the project active 

areas of construction.

turbidity, pH, and non-visible 
pollutant parameters (if 

applicable) 

 
i LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall collect storm water grab samples 

from sampling locations characterizing discharges associated with 
activity from the LUP active areas of construction.  At a minimum, 3 
samples shall be collected per day of discharge. 
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ii LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall collect samples of stored or 
contained storm water that is discharged subsequent to a storm 
event producing precipitation of ½ inch or more at the time of 
discharge. 

 
iii LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall ensure that storm water grab 

sample(s) obtained be representative of the flow and characteristics 
of the discharge. 

 
iv LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall analyze their effluent samples 

for: 
 

(1) pH and turbidity 
(2) Any additional parameter for which monitoring is required by the 

Regional Water Board. 
 

 
c. LUP Type 2 & 3 Storm Water Effluent Sampling Locations  

 
i LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall perform sampling and analysis of 

storm water discharges to characterize discharges associated with 
construction activity from the entire disturbed project or area. 

 
ii LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers may monitor and report run-on from 

surrounding areas if there is reason to believe run-on may 
contribute to exceedance of NALs. 

 
iii LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall select analytical test methods 

from the list provided in Table 5 below. 
 

iv LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall ensure that all storm water 
sample collection preservation and handling shall be conducted in 
accordance with the “Storm Water Sample Collection and Handling 
Instructions” below. 

 
d. LUP Type 3 Receiving Water Monitoring Requirements 

 
i In the event that an LUP Type 3 discharger’s effluent exceeds the 

receiving water monitoring triggers of 500 NTU turbidity or pH 
range of 6.0-9.0, contained in this General Permit and has a direct 
discharge to receiving waters, the LUP discharger shall 
subsequently sample Receiving Waters (RWs) for turbidity, pH (if 
applicable) and SSC for the duration of coverage under this 
General Permit. In the event that an LUP Tupe 3 discharger 
utilizing ATS with direct discharges into receiving waters discharges 
effluent that exceeds the NELs in this permit, the discharger shall 
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subsequently sample RWs for turbidity, pH (if applicable), and SSC 
for the duration of coverage under this General Permit. 

 
ii LUP Type 3 dischargers that meet the project criteria in Appendix 3 

of this General Permit and have more than 30 acres of soil 
disturbance in the project area or project section area designated 
as Type 3, shall comply with the Bioassessment requirements prior 
to commencement of construction activity. 

 
iii LUP Type 3 dischargers shall obtain RW samples in accordance 

with the requirements of the Receiving Water Sampling Locations 
section (Section M.4.c. of this Attachment). 

 
e. LUP Type 3 Receiving Water Sampling Locations 

 
i Upstream/up-gradient RW samples: LUP Type 3 dischargers 

shall obtain any required upstream/up-gradient receiving water 
samples from a representative and accessible location as close as 
possible to and upstream from the effluent discharge point. 

 
ii Downstream/down-gradient RW samples: LUP Type 3 

dischargers shall obtain any required downstream/down-gradient 
receiving water samples from a representative and accessible 
location as close as possible to and downstream from the effluent 
discharge point. 

 
iii If two or more discharge locations discharge to the same receiving 

water, LUP Type 3 dischargers may sample the receiving water at 
a single upstream and downstream location. 

 
f. LUP Type 2 & 3 Monitoring Requirements for Non-Visible Pollutants 

 
LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall implement sampling and analysis 
requirements to monitor non-visible pollutants associated with (1) 
construction sites; (2) activities producing pollutants that are not 
visually detectable in storm water discharges; and (3) activities which 
could cause or contribute to an exceedance of water quality objectives 
in the receiving waters. 

 
i Sampling and analysis for non-visible pollutants is only required 

where LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers believe pollutants associated 
with construction activities have the potential to be discharged with 
storm water runoff due to a spill or in the event there was a breach, 
malfunction, failure and/or leak of any BMP.  Also, failure to 
implement BMPs may require sample collection.  
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(1) Visual observations made during the monitoring program 
described above will help LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers 
determine when to collect samples.  

 
(2) LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers are not required to sample if one of 

the conditions described above (e.g., breach or spill) occurs and 
the site is cleaned of material and pollutants and/or BMPs are 
implemented prior to the next storm event. 

 
ii LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall collect samples down-gradient 

from the discharge locations where the visual observations were 
made triggering the monitoring and which can be safely accessed.  
For sites where sampling and analysis is required, personnel 
trained in water quality sampling procedures shall collect storm 
water samples.  

 
iii If sampling for non-visible pollutant parameters is required, LUP 

Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall ensure that samples be analyzed for 
parameters indicating the presence of pollutants identified in the 
pollutant source assessment required in Section J.2.a.i.   

 
iv LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall collect samples during the first 

two hours of discharge from rain events that occur during business 
hours and which generate runoff. 

 
v LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall ensure that a sufficiently large 

sample of storm water that has not come into contact with the 
disturbed soil or the materials stored or used on-site 
(uncontaminated sample13) will be collected for comparison with the 
discharge sample.  Samples shall be collected during the first two 
hours of discharge from rain events that occur during daylight hours 
and which generate runoff. 

 
vi LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall compare the uncontaminated 

sample to the samples of discharge using field analysis or through 
laboratory analysis.  Analyses may include, but are not limited to, 
indicator parameters such as:  pH, specific conductance, dissolved 
oxygen, conductivity, salinity, and Total Dissolved Solids (TDS).  

 
vii For laboratory analyses, all sampling, sample preservation, and 

other analyses must be conducted according to test procedures 
pursuant to 40 C.F.R. Part 136.  LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall 
ensure that field samples are collected and analyzed according to 
manufacturer specifications of the sampling devices employed.  

                                            
13 Sample collected at a location unaffected by construction activities 
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Portable meters shall be calibrated according to manufacturer’s 
specification.   

 
viii LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall ensure that all field and/or 

analytical data are kept in the SWPPP document. 
 

g. LUP Type 2 & 3 Visual Observation and Sample Collection Exceptions 
 

i LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall be prepared to collect samples 
and conduct visual observation (inspections) to meet the minimum 
visual observation requirements of this Attachment. Type 2 & 3 
LUP dischargers are not required to physically collect samples or 
conduct visual observation (inspections) under the following 
conditions: 

 
(1) During dangerous weather conditions such as flooding and 

electrical storms; 
 

(2) Outside of scheduled site business hours. 
 

(3) When access to the site is unsafe due to storm events. 
 
ii If the LUP Type 2 or 3 discharger does not collect the required 

samples or visual observation (inspections) due to these 
exceptions, an explanation why the sampling or visual observation 
(inspections) were not conducted shall be included in both the 
SWPPP and the Annual Report. 

 
h. LUP Type 2 & 3 Storm Water Sample Collection and Handling 

Instructions 
 

LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall refer to Table 5 below for test 
Methods, detection Limits, and reporting Units.  During storm water 
sample collection and handling, the LUP Type 2 & 3 discharger shall: 

 
i Identify the parameters required for testing and the number of 

storm water discharge points that will be sampled.  Request the 
laboratory to provide the appropriate number of sample containers, 
types of containers, sample container labels, blank chain of custody 
forms, and sample preservation instructions.   

 
ii Determine how to ship the samples to the laboratory.  The testing 

laboratory should receive samples within 48 hours of the physical 
sampling (unless otherwise required by the laboratory).  The 
options are to either deliver the samples to the laboratory, arrange 
to have the laboratory pick them up, or ship them overnight to the 
laboratory.  
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iii Use only the sample containers provided by the laboratory to 

collect and store samples.  Use of any other type of containers 
could contaminate your samples.    

 
iv Prevent sample contamination, by not touching, or putting anything 

into the sample containers before collecting storm water samples. 
 

v Not overfilling sample containers.  Overfilling can change the 
analytical results.  

 
vi Tightly screw the cap of each sample container without stripping 

the threads of the cap. 
 

vii Complete and attach a label to each sample container.  The label 
shall identify the date and time of sample collection, the person 
taking the sample, and the sample collection location or discharge 
point.  The label should also identify any sample containers that 
have been preserved.  

 
viii Carefully pack sample containers into an ice chest or refrigerator to 

prevent breakage and maintain temperature during shipment. 
Remember to place frozen ice packs into the shipping container.  
Samples should be kept as close to 4° C (39° F) as possible until 
arriving at the laboratory.  Do not freeze samples.  

 
ix Complete a Chain of Custody form for each set of samples.  The 

Chain of Custody form shall include the discharger’s name, 
address, and phone number, identification of each sample 
container and sample collection point, person collecting the 
samples, the date and time each sample container was filled, and 
the analysis that is required for each sample container. 

 
x Upon shipping/delivering the sample containers, obtain both the 

signatures of the persons relinquishing and receiving the sample 
containers. 

 
xi Designate and train personnel to collect, maintain, and ship 

samples in accordance with the above sample protocols and good 
laboratory practices. 

 
xii Refer to the Surface Water Ambient Monitoring Program’s 

(SWAMP) 2008 Quality Assurance Program Plan (QAPrP) for more 
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information on sampling collection and analysis.  See  
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/swamp/14 

 
Table 5.  Test Methods, Detection Limits, Reporting Units and Applicable NALs 

Parameter Test 
Method 

Discharge 
Type 

Min. 
Detection 

Limit 

Reporting 
Units 

Numeric 
Action 
Levels 

 (LUP Type 
3) 

Receiving 
Water 

Monitoring 
Trigger 

pH Field test 
with 

calibrated 
portable 

instrument 

Type 2 & 3 0.2 pH units Lower = 6.5   
upper = 8.5 

Lower = 6.0   
upper = 9.0 

Turbidity EPA 
0180.1 

and/or field 
test with 

calibrated 
portable 

instrument 

Type 2 & 3 1 NTU 250 NTU 500 NTU 

SSC ASTM 
Method D 
3977-9715 

Type 3 if 
Receiving 

Water 
Monitoring 
Trigger is 
exceeded 

5 Mg/L N/A N/A 

Bioassessment (STE) 
Level I of 
(SAFIT),16 
fixed-count 
of 600 
org/sample 

 

Type 3 
LUPs > 30 

acres 

N/A N/A N/A N/A 

 
 

i. LUP Type 2 & 3 Monitoring Methods 
 

i  The LUP Type 2 or 3 discharger’s project M&RP shall include a 
description of the following items:   

 
(1) Visual observation locations, visual observation procedures, and 

visual observation follow-up and tracking procedures. 

                                            
14 Additional information regarding SWAMP’s QAPrP can be found at:  
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/swamp/. 
15 ASTM, 1999, Standard Test Method for Determining Sediment Concentration in Water Samples: 
American Society of Testing and Materials, D 3977-97, Vol. 11.02, pp. 389-394 
16 The current SAFIT STEs (28 November 2006) list requirements for both the Level I and Level II 
taxonomic effort, and are located at: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/swamp/docs/safit/ste_list.pdf. When new 
editions are published by SAFIT, they will supersede all previous editions. All editions will be posted at the 
State Water Board’s SWAMP website. 
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(2) Sampling locations, and sample collection and handling 

procedures.  This shall include detailed procedures for sample 
collection, storage, preservation, and shipping to the testing lab 
to assure that consistent quality control and quality assurance is 
maintained.  Dischargers shall attach to the monitoring program 
a copy of the Chain of Custody form used when handling and 
shipping samples.  

 
(3) Identification of the analytical methods and related method 

detection limits (if applicable) for each parameter required in 
Section M.4.f above. 

 
ii LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall ensure that all sampling and 

sample preservation be in accordance with the current edition of 
"Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater" 
(American Public Health Association).  All monitoring instruments 
and equipment (including a discharger’s own field instruments for 
measuring pH and turbidity) shall be calibrated and maintained in 
accordance with manufacturers' specifications to ensure accurate 
measurements.  All laboratory analyses shall be conducted 
according to test procedures under 40 CFR Part 136, unless other 
test procedures have been specified in this General Permit or by 
the Regional Water Board.  With the exception of field analysis 
conducted by the discharger for turbidity and pH, all analyses shall 
be sent to and conducted at a laboratory certified for such analyses 
by the State Department of Health Services (SSC exception).  The 
LUP discharger shall conduct its own field analysis of pH and may 
conduct its own field analysis of turbidity if the discharger has 
sufficient capability (qualified and trained employees, properly 
calibrated and maintained field instruments, etc.) to adequately 
perform the field analysis. 

 
j. LUP Type 2 & 3 Analytical Methods 

 
LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall refer to Table 5 above for test 
Methods, detection Limits, and reporting Units. 

 
i pH:  LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall perform pH analysis on-site 

with a calibrated pH meter or pH test kit.  The LUP discharger shall 
record pH monitoring results on paper and retain these records in 
accordance with Section M.4.o, below.   

 
ii Turbidity: LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall perform turbidity 

analysis using a calibrated turbidity meter (turbidimeter), either on-
site or at an accredited lab.  Acceptable test methods include 
Standard Method 2130 or USEPA Method 180.1.  The results shall 
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be recorded in the site log book in Nephelometric Turbidity Units 
(NTU).  

 
iii Suspended sediment concentration (SSC): LUP Type 3 

dischargers exceeding the turbidity Receiving Water Monitoring 
Trigger, shall perform SSC analysis using ASTM Method D3977-
97. 

 
iv Bioassessment: LUP Type 3 dischargers shall perform 

bioassessment sampling and analysis according to Appendix 3 of 
this General Permit. 

 
k. Watershed Monitoring Option 

 
If an LUP Type 2 or 3 discharger is part of a qualified regional 
watershed-based monitoring program the LUP Type 2 or 3 discharger 
may be eligible for relief from the monitoring requirements in this 
Attachment.  The Regional Water Board may approve proposals to 
substitute an acceptable watershed-based monitoring program if it 
determines that the watershed-based monitoring program will provide 
information to determine each discharger’s compliance with the 
requirements of this General Permit.  

 
l. Particle Size Analysis for Risk Justification 

 
LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers justifying an alternative project risk shall 
report a soil particle size analysis used to determine the RUSLE K-
Factor.  ASTM D-422 (Standard Test Method for Particle-Size Analysis 
of Soils), as revised, shall be used to determine the percentages of 
sand, very fine sand, silt, and clay on the site.   
 

m. NAL Exceedance Report 
 

i In the event that any effluent sample exceeds an applicable NAL, 
the Regional Water Boards may require LUP Type 2 & 3 
dischargers to submit NAL Exceedance Reports.   

   
ii LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall certify each NAL Exceedance 

Report in accordance with the Special Provisions for Construction 
Activity.  

 
iii LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall retain an electronic or paper copy 

of each NAL Exceedance Report for a minimum of three years after 
the date the exceedance report is filed.   

 
iv LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall include in the NAL Exceedance 

Report: 
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(1) the analytical method(s), method reporting unit(s), and method 

detection limit(s) of each analytical parameter (analytical results 
that are less than the method detection limit shall be reported as 
“less than the method detection limit”); and 

(2) the date, place, time of sampling, visual observation 
(inspections), and/or measurements, including precipitation. 

(3) Description of the current BMPs associated with the effluent 
sample that exceeded the NAL and the proposed corrective 
actions taken. 

 
 

n. Monitoring Records 
 

LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers shall ensure that records of all storm 
water monitoring information and copies of all reports (including Annual 
Reports) required by this General Permit be retained for a period of at 
least three years.  LUP Type 2 & 3 dischargers may retain records off-
site and make them available upon request.  These records shall 
include: 
 
i The date, place, time of facility inspections, sampling, visual 

observation (inspections), and/or measurements, including 
precipitation (rain gauge); 

 
ii The individual(s) who performed the facility inspections, sampling, 

visual observation (inspections), and or measurements; 
 

iii The date and approximate time of analyses; 
 

iv The individual(s) who performed the analyses; 
 

v A summary of all analytical results from the last three years, the 
method detection limits and reporting units, the analytical 
techniques or methods used, and all chain of custody forms; 

 
vi Quality assurance/quality control records and results; 

 
vii Non-storm water discharge inspections and visual observation 

(inspections) and storm water discharge visual observation records 
(see Section M.4.a above); 

 
viii Visual observation and sample collection exception records (see 

Section M.4.g above); and 
 



ATTACHMENT A 

2009-0009-DWQ amended by 2010-0014-DWQ & 2012–0006-DWQ   
46 

ix The records of any corrective actions and follow-up activities that 
resulted from analytical results, visual observation (inspections), or 
inspections.  
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ATTACHMENT A.1 

LUP Project Area or Project Section Area Type Determination 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Yes

No 

No 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes

No

No

Yes

Yes 

No 

No

No 

*See Definition of Terms 
** Or: “Will < 30% of the soil disturbance occur on unpaved surfaces? 

E 

Will  
≥ 70% of the 
construction 

activity occur  
on paved  

surfaces**? 

Will the  
construction  

activity occur on 
unpaved improved 

roads, including their 
shoulders or land 

immediately  
adjacent  
to them?

Will areas  
disturbed  

be returned to pre-
construction conditions 

or equivalent 
condition* at the end 

of the day? 

 
Will > 30%  

of the construction  
activity occur within the 
non-paved shoulders or 

land immediately 
adjacent to paved  

surfaces? 

Will areas  
disturbed be  

returned to pre-
construction conditions 

or equivalent 
condition* at the end 

of the day? 
 

 
Will areas of  

established vegetation 
disturbed by the 

construction be stabilized
and revegetated by the 

end of the project? 
 

When  
required, will  

adequate temporary 
stabilization BMPs be 

installed and maintained until 
vegetation is established to 
meet the Permit’s minimum 

cover requirements for  
final stabilization? 

 

This is a  
Project  

Type 1 LUP 
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ATTACHMENT A.1 
LUP Project Area or Project Section Area  

Type Determination 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 

 
 
 
 
 

 LOW MEDIUM HIGH 
LOW Type 1 Type 1 Type 2 

MEDIUM Type 1 Type 2 Type 3 
HIGH Type 2 Type 3 Type 3 

 

E 

Receiving 
Water Risk: 

“HIGH”

Yes

Calculate the Sediment Risk Based on Appendix 1 Risk Factor Worksheet 
Project Sediment Risk = 

“LOW”: <15 tons/acre 
“MEDIUM”: ≥ 15 and < 75 tons/acre; or 

“HIGH”: ≥ 75 tons/acre 

PROJECT SEDIMENT RISK 

RECEIVING  
WATER RISK 

* See Definition of Terms 
 

Yes

No

No

Receiving 
Water Risk: 

“LOW” 

 
Is the 

 project area or 
project section area 

located within a 
Sediment Sensitive 

Watershed*? 

 
Is the  

project area or section  
located within the flood 
plain or flood prone area 

(riparian zone) of a 
Sensitive Receiving 

 Water Body*? 

Receiving 
Water Risk: 
“MEDIUM”
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ATTACHMENT A.1 
Definition of Terms 

 
1. Equivalent Condition – Means disturbed soils such as those from trench excavation are required to be hauled 

away, backfilled into the trench, and/or covered (e.g., metal plates, pavement, plastic covers over spoil piles) at the 
end of the construction day. 

2. Linear Construction Activity – Linear construction activity consists of underground/ overhead facilities that 
typically include, but are not limited to, any conveyance, pipe or pipeline for the transportation of any gaseous, liquid 
(including water, wastewater for domestic municipal services), liquescent, or slurry substance; any cable line or wire 
for the transmission of electrical energy; any cable line or wire for communications (e.g., telephone, telegraph, radio 
or television messages); and associated ancillary facilities.  Construction activities associated with LUPs include, but 
are not limited to those activities necessary for the installation of underground and overhead linear facilities (e.g., 
conduits, substructures, pipelines, towers, poles, cables, wires, connectors, switching, regulating and transforming 
equipment and associated ancillary facilities) and include, but are not limited to, underground utility mark-out, 
potholing, concrete and asphalt cutting and removal, trenching, excavation, boring and drilling, access road and 
pole/ tower pad and cable/ wire pull station, substation construction, substructure installation, construction of tower 
footings and/or foundations, pole and tower installations, pipeline installations, welding, concrete and/or pavement 
repair or replacement, and stockpile/ borrow locations. 

3. Sediment Sensitive Receiving Water Body – Defined as a water body segment that is listed on EPA’s 
approved CWA 303(d) list for sedimentation/siltation, turbidity, or is designated with beneficial uses of SPAWN, 
MIGRATORY, and COLD. 

4. Sediment Sensitive Watershed – Defined as a watershed draining into a receiving water body listed on EPA’s 
approved CWA 303(d) list for sedimentation/siltation, turbidity, or a water body designated with beneficial uses 
of SPAWN, MIGRATORY, and COLD. 
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Who Must Submit 
 
This permit is effective on July 1, 2010. 
 
The Legally Responsible Person (LRP) for construction activities associated with linear 
underground/overhead project (LUP) must electronically apply for coverage under this General 
Permit on or after July 1, 2010.  If it is determined that the LUP construction activities require an 
NPDES permit, the Legally Responsible Person1 (LRP) shall submit PRDs for this General Permit 
in accordance with the following: 
 
LUPs associated with Private or Municipal Development Projects 
 
1. For LUPs associated with pre-development and pre-redevelopment construction activities: 

 
The LRP must obtain coverage2 under this General Permit for its pre-development and pre-
redevelopment construction activities where the total disturbed land area of these construction 
activities is greater than 1 acre.  
 

2. For LUPs associated with new development and redevelopment construction projects: 
 

The LRP must obtain coverage under this General Permit for LUP construction activities 
associated with new development and redevelopment projects where the total disturbed land 
area of the LUP is greater than 1 acre.  Coverage under this permit is not required where the 
same LUP construction activities are covered by another NPDES permit.  

 
LUPs not associated with private or municipal new development or redevelopment projects: 

 
The LRP must obtain coverage under this General Permit on or after July 1, 2010 for its LUP 
construction activities where the total disturbed land area is greater than 1 acre.  
 
PRD Submittal Requirements 
 
Prior to the start of construction activities a LRP must submit PRDs and fees to the State Water 
Board for each LUP.   
 
New and Ongoing LUPs  
 
Dischargers of new LUPs that commence construction activities after the adoption date of this 
General Permit shall file PRDs prior to the commencement of construction and implement the 
SWPPP upon the start of construction.   
 
                                                 
1 person possessing the title of the land on which the construction activities will occur for the regulated site 
2 obtain coverage means filing PRDs for the project.  
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Dischargers of ongoing LUPs that are currently covered under State Water Board Order No. 2003-
0007 (Small LUP General Permit) shall electronically file Permit Registration Documents no later 
than July 1, 2010.  After July 1, 2010, all NOIs subject to State Water Board Order No. 2003-0007-
DWQ will be terminated.  All existing dischargers shall be exempt from the risk determination 
requirements in Attachment A.  All existing dischargers are therefore subject to LUP Type 1 
requirements regardless of their project’s sediment and receiving water risks.  However, a 
Regional Board retains the authority to require an existing discharger to comply with the risk 
determination requirements in Attachment A. 
 
Where to Apply 
 
The Permit Registration Documents (PRDs) can be found at  
www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/ 
 
Fees 
 
The annual fee for storm water permits are established through the State of California Code of 
Regulations.   
 
When Permit Coverage Commences 
 
To obtain coverage under the General Permit, the LRP must include the complete PRDs and the 
annual fee.  All PRDs deemed incomplete will be rejected with an explanation as to what is 
required to complete submittal.  Upon receipt of complete PRDs and associated fee, each 
discharger will be sent a waste discharger's identification (WDID) number. 
 
 
Projects and Activities Not Defined As Construction Activity 
 
1. LUP construction activity does not include routine maintenance projects to maintain original line 

and grade, hydraulic capacity, or original purpose of the facility.  Routine maintenance projects 
are projects associated with operations and maintenance activities that are conducted on 
existing lines and facilities and within existing right-of-way, easements, franchise agreements or 
other legally binding agreements of the discharger.  Routine maintenance projects include, but 
are not limited to projects that are conducted to: 

 
• Maintain the original purpose of the facility, or hydraulic capacity. 
• Update existing lines3 and facilities to comply with applicable codes, standards and 

regulations regardless if such projects result in increased capacity. 
• Repairing leaks. 

 
Routine maintenance does not include construction of new4 lines or facilities resulting from 
compliance with applicable codes, standards and regulations. 
 

                                                 
3 Update existing lines includes replacing existing lines with new materials or pipes. 
4 New lines are those that are not associated with existing facilities and are not part of a project to update or replace existing lines. 
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Routine maintenance projects do not include those areas of maintenance projects that are 
outside of an existing right-of-way, franchise, easements, or agreements.  When a project must 
acquire new areas, those areas may be subject to this General Permit based on the area of 
disturbed land outside the original right-of-way, easement, or agreement. 

 
2. LUP construction activity does not include field activities associated with the planning and 

design of a project (e.g., activities associated with route selection). 
 
3. Tie-ins conducted immediately adjacent to “energized” or “pressurized” facilities by the 

discharger are not considered small construction activities where all other LUP construction 
activities associated with the tie-in are covered by a NOI and SWPPP of a third party or 
municipal agency. 

 
 
Calculating Land Disturbance Areas of LUPs 
 
The total land area disturbed for LUPs is the sum of the: 
• Surface areas of trenches, laterals and ancillary facilities, plus 
• Area of the base of stockpiles on unpaved surfaces, plus 
• Surface area of the borrow area, plus 
• Areas of paved surfaces constructed for the project, plus 
• Areas of new roads constructed or areas of major reconstruction to existing roads (e.g. 

improvements to two-track surfaces or road widening) for the sole purpose of accessing 
construction activities or as part of the final project, plus 

• Equipment and material storage, staging, and preparation areas (laydown areas) not on paved 
surfaces, plus 

• Soil areas outside the surface area of trenches, laterals and ancillary facilities that will be 
graded, and/or disturbed by the use of construction equipment, vehicles and machinery during 
construction activities. 

 
Stockpiling Areas 
 
Stockpiling areas, borrow areas and the removal of soils from a construction site may or may not 
be included when calculating the area of disturbed soil for a site depending on the following 
conditions: 
 
• For stockpiling of soils onsite or immediately adjacent to a LUP site and the stockpile is not on a 

paved surface, the area of the base of the stockpile is to be included in the disturbed area 
calculation. 

 
• The surface area of borrow areas that are onsite or immediately adjacent to a project site are to 

be included in the disturbed area calculation. 
 
• For soil that is hauled offsite to a location owned or operated by the discharger that is not a 

paved surface, the area of the base of the stockpile is to be included in the disturbed area 
calculation except when the offsite location is already subject to a separate storm water permit. 
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• For soil that is brought to the project from an off-site location owned or operated by the 

discharger the surface area of the borrow pit is to be included in the disturbed area calculation 
except when the offsite location is already subject to a separate storm water permit. 

 
• Trench spoils on a paved surface that are either returned to the trench or excavation or hauled 

away from the project daily for disposal or reuse will not be included in the disturbed area 
calculation. 

 
If you have any questions concerning submittal of PRDs, please call the State Water Board at 
(866) 563-3107. 
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ATTACHMENT B 
PERMIT REGISTRATION DOCUMENTS (PRDs) TO COMPLY WITH THE TERMS 

OF THE GENERAL PERMIT TO DISCHARGE STORM WATER 
ASSOCIATED WITH CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY 

 
GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 

 
 

A. All Linear Construction Projects shall comply with the PRD requirements in 
Attachment A.2 of this Order. 

 
B. Who Must Submit 

 
Discharges of storm water associated with construction that results in the 
disturbance of one acre or more of land must apply for coverage under the 
General Construction Storm Water Permit (General Permit).  Any construction 
activity that is a part of a larger common plan of development or sale must also 
be permitted, regardless of size.  (For example, if 0.5 acre  of a 20-acre 
subdivision is disturbed by the construction activities of discharger A and the 
remaining 19.5  acres is to be developed by discharger B, discharger A must 
obtain a General Storm Water Permit for the 0.5 acre project).     
 
Other discharges from construction activities that are covered under this General 
Permit can be found in the General Permit Section II.B. 
  
It is the LRP’s responsibility to obtain coverage under this General Permit by 
electronically submitting complete PRDs (Permit Registration Documents). 
 
In all cases, the proper procedures for submitting the PRDs must be completed 
before construction can commence.   

    
C. Construction Activity Not Covered By This General Permit 

 
Discharges from construction that are not covered under this General Permit can 
be found in the General Permit Sections II.A &B.. 

 
D. Annual Fees and Fee Calculation 

 
Annual fees are calculated based upon the total area of land to be disturbed not 
the total size of the acreage owned.  However, the calculation includes all acres 
to be disturbed during the duration of the project.  For example, if 10 acres are 
scheduled to be disturbed the first year and 10 in each subsequent year for 5 
years, the annual fees would be based upon 50 acres of disturbance.  The State 
Water Board will evaluate adding acreage to an existing Permit Waste Discharge 
Identification (WDID) number on a case-by-case basis.  In general, any acreage 
to be considered must be contiguous to the permitted land area and the existing 
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SWPPP must be appropriate for the construction activity and topography of the 
acreage under consideration.  As acreage is built out and stabilized or sold, the 
Change of Information (COI) form enables the applicant to remove those acres 
from inclusion in the annual fee calculation. Checks should be made payable to:  
State Water Board.  

 
The Annual fees are established through regulations adopted by the State Water 
Board. The total annual fee is the current base fee plus applicable surcharges for 
all construction sites submitting an NOI, based on the total acreage to be 
disturbed during the life of the project. Annual fees are subject to change by 
regulation. 

 
Dischargers that apply for and satisfy the Small Construction Erosivity Wavier 
requirements shall pay a fee of $200.00 plus an applicable surcharge, see the 
General Permit Section II.B.7.  

 
E. When to Apply 

 
LRP’s proposing to conduct construction activities subject to this General Permit 
must submit their PRDs prior to the commencement of construction activity.   

 
F. Requirements for Completing Permit Registration Documents (PRDs) 

 
All dischargers required to comply with this General Permit shall electronically 
submit the required PRDs for their type of construction as defined below.  

 
G. Standard PRD Requirements (All Dischargers) 

  
1. Notice of Intent 
2. Risk Assessment (Standard or Site-Specific) 
3. Site Map 
4. SWPPP  
5. Annual Fee  
6. Certification 

 
H. Additional PRD Requirements Related to Construction Type 

 
1. Discharger in unincorporated areas of the State (not covered under an 

adopted Phase I or II SUSMP requirements) and that are not a linear project 
shall also submit a completed:  
a. Post-Construction Water Balance Calculator (Appendix 2). 

 
2. Dischargers who are proposing to implement ATS shall submit: 

a. Complete ATS Plan in accordance with Attachment F at least 14 days 
prior to the planned operation of the ATS and a paper copy shall be 
available onsite during ATS operation. 
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b. Certification proof that design done by a professional in accordance with 
Attachment F.  

   
3. Dischargers who are proposing an alternate Risk Justification: 

a. Particle Size Analysis. 
 

I. Exceptions to Standard PRD Requirements 
  

Construction sites with an R value less than 5 as determined in the Risk 
Assessment are not required to submit a SWPPP. 

 
J. Description of PRDs 

 
1. Notice of Intent (NOI) 
  
2. Site Map(s) Includes:  

a. The project’s surrounding area (vicinity)  
b. Site layout  
c. Construction site boundaries  
d. Drainage areas  
e. Discharge locations  
f. Sampling locations  
g. Areas of soil disturbance (temporary or permanent)   
h. Active areas of soil disturbance (cut or fill)  
i. Locations of all runoff BMPs  
j. Locations of all erosion control BMPs  
k. Locations of all sediment control BMPs  
l. ATS location (if applicable)  
m. Locations of sensitive habitats, watercourses, or other features which are 

not to be disturbed  
n. Locations of all post-construction BMPs  
o. Locations of storage areas for waste, vehicles, service, loading/unloading 

of materials, access (entrance/exits) points to construction site, fueling, 
and water storage, water transfer for dust control and compaction 
practices         

 
3. SWPPPs  

A site-specific SWPPP shall be developed by each discharger and shall be 
submitted with the PRDs. 

 
4. Risk Assessment  

All dischargers shall use the Risk Assessment procedure as describe in the 
General Permit Appendix 1.  
 
a. The Standard Risk Assessment includes utilization of the following: 

i. Receiving water Risk Assessment interactive map 
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ii. EPA Rainfall Erosivity Factor Calculator Website 
iii. Sediment Risk interactive map 
iv. Sediment sensitive water bodies list 
 

b. The Site-Specific Risk Assessment includes the completion of the hand 
calculated R value Risk Calculator 

  
5. Post-Construction Water Balance Calculator 

All dischargers subject to this requirement shall complete the Water Balance 
Calculator (in Appendix 2) in accordance with the instructions. 

 
6. ATS Design Document and Certification 

All dischargers using ATS must submit electronically their system design (as 
well as any supporting documentation) and proof that the system was 
designed by a qualified ATS design professional (See Attachment F). 

 
To obtain coverage under the General Permit PRDs must be included and completed.  
If any of the required items are missing, the PRD submittal is considered incomplete 
and will be rejected. Upon receipt of a complete PRD submittal, the State Water Board 
will process the application package in the order received and assign a (WDID) number.   
 
Questions? 
 
If you have any questions on completing the PRDs please email 
stormwater@waterboards.ca.gov or call (866) 563-3107. 
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ATTACHMENT C 
RISK LEVEL 1 REQUIREMENTS 

 
 
A. Effluent Standards  

 
 [These requirements are the same as those in the General Permit order.] 

 
1. Narrative – Risk Level 1 dischargers shall comply with the narrative 

effluent standards listed below: 
 

a. Storm water discharges and authorized non-storm water 
discharges regulated by this General Permit shall not contain a 
hazardous substance equal to or in excess of reportable quantities 
established in 40 C.F.R. §§ 117.3 and 302.4, unless a separate 
NPDES Permit has been issued to regulate those discharges. 

 
b. Dischargers shall minimize or prevent pollutants in storm water 

discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges through the 
use of controls, structures, and management practices that achieve 
BAT for toxic and non-conventional pollutants and BCT for 
conventional pollutants.   

 
2. Numeric – Risk Level 1 dischargers are not subject to a numeric 

effluent standard. 
 

B. Good Site Management "Housekeeping" 
 
1. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall implement good site management (i.e., 

"housekeeping") measures for construction materials that could 
potentially be a threat to water quality if discharged.  At a minimum, 
Risk Level 1 dischargers shall implement the following good 
housekeeping measures: 
 
a. Conduct an inventory of the products used and/or expected to be 

used and the end products that are produced and/or expected to be 
produced. This does not include materials and equipment that are 
designed to be outdoors and exposed to environmental conditions 
(i.e. poles, equipment pads, cabinets, conductors, insulators, 
bricks, etc.).  
 

b. Cover and berm loose stockpiled construction materials that are not 
actively being used (i.e. soil, spoils, aggregate, fly-ash, stucco, 
hydrated lime, etc.). 
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c. Store chemicals in watertight containers (with appropriate 
secondary containment to prevent any spillage or leakage) or in a 
storage shed (completely enclosed). 

 
d. Minimize exposure of construction materials to precipitation.  This 

does not include materials and equipment that are designed to be 
outdoors and exposed to environmental conditions (i.e. poles, 
equipment pads, cabinets, conductors, insulators, bricks, etc.). 

 
e. Implement BMPs to prevent the off-site tracking of loose 

construction and landscape materials. 
 

2. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall implement good housekeeping 
measures for waste management, which, at a minimum, shall consist 
of the following: 
 
a. Prevent disposal of any rinse or wash waters or materials on 

impervious or pervious site surfaces or into the storm drain system. 
 

b. Ensure the containment of sanitation facilities (e.g., portable toilets) 
to prevent discharges of pollutants to the storm water drainage 
system or receiving water. 

 
c. Clean or replace sanitation facilities and inspecting them regularly 

for leaks and spills. 
 

d. Cover waste disposal containers at the end of every business day 
and during a rain event.   

 
e. Prevent discharges from waste disposal containers to the storm 

water drainage system or receiving water.  
 

f. Contain and securely protect stockpiled waste material from wind 
and rain at all times unless actively being used. 

 
g. Implement procedures that effectively address hazardous and non-

hazardous spills.   
 

h. Develop a spill response and implementation element of the 
SWPPP prior to commencement of construction activities.  The 
SWPPP shall require that: 
 
i. Equipment and materials for cleanup of spills shall be available 

on site and that spills and leaks shall be cleaned up immediately 
and disposed of properly; and  
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ii. Appropriate spill response personnel are assigned and trained. 
 

i. Ensure the containment of concrete washout areas and other 
washout areas that may contain additional pollutants so there is no 
discharge into the underlying soil and onto the surrounding areas.   

 
3. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall implement good housekeeping for 

vehicle storage and maintenance, which, at a minimum, shall consist of 
the following: 
 
a. Prevent oil, grease, or fuel to leak in to the ground, storm drains or 

surface waters.  
 

b. Place all equipment or vehicles, which are to be fueled, maintained 
and stored in a designated area fitted with appropriate BMPs. 

 
c. Clean leaks immediately and disposing of leaked materials 

properly. 
 

4. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall implement good housekeeping for 
landscape materials, which, at a minimum, shall consist of the 
following: 
 
a. Contain stockpiled materials such as mulches and topsoil when 

they are not actively being used. 
 

b. Contain fertilizers and other landscape materials when they are not 
actively being used. 
 

c. Discontinue the application of any erodible landscape material 
within 2 days before a forecasted rain event or during periods of 
precipitation. 

 
d. Apply erodible landscape material at quantities and application 

rates according to manufacture recommendations or based on 
written specifications by knowledgeable and experienced field 
personnel. 

 
e. Stack erodible landscape material on pallets and covering or 

storing such materials when not being used or applied. 
 

5. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall conduct an assessment and create a list 
of potential pollutant sources and identify any areas of the site where 
additional BMPs are necessary to reduce or prevent pollutants in storm 
water discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges.  This 
potential pollutant list shall be kept with the SWPPP and shall identify 
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all non-visible pollutants which are known, or should be known, to 
occur on the construction site.  At a minimum, when developing BMPs, 
Risk Level 1 dischargers shall do the following: 

 
a. Consider the quantity, physical characteristics (e.g., liquid, powder, 

solid), and locations of each potential pollutant source handled, 
produced, stored, recycled, or disposed of at the site. 

 
b. Consider the degree to which pollutants associated with those 

materials may be exposed to and mobilized by contact with storm 
water. 

 
c. Consider the direct and indirect pathways that pollutants may be 

exposed to storm water or authorized non-storm water discharges.  
This shall include an assessment of past spills or leaks, non-storm 
water discharges, and discharges from adjoining areas. 

 
d. Ensure retention of sampling, visual observation, and inspection 

records. 
 

e. Ensure effectiveness of existing BMPs to reduce or prevent 
pollutants in storm water discharges and authorized non-storm 
water discharges. 

 
6. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall implement good housekeeping 

measures on the construction site to control the air deposition of site 
materials and from site operations. Such particulates can include, but 
are not limited to, sediment, nutrients, trash, metals, bacteria, oil and 
grease and organics. 

 
C. Non-Storm Water Management  

 
1. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall implement measures to control all non-

storm water discharges during construction.   
 

2. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall wash vehicles in such a manner as to 
prevent non-storm water discharges to surface waters or MS4 
drainage systems. 

 
3. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall clean streets in such a manner as to 

prevent unauthorized non-storm water discharges from reaching 
surface water or MS4 drainage systems. 
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D. Erosion Control 
 
1. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall implement effective wind erosion 

control. 
 

2. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall provide effective soil cover for inactive1 
areas and all finished slopes, open space, utility backfill, and 
completed lots. 

 
3. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall limit the use of plastic materials when 

more sustainable, environmentally friendly alternatives exist.  Where 
plastic materials are deemed necessary, the discharger shall consider 
the use of plastic materials resistant to solar degradation. 

 
E. Sediment Controls 

 
1. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall establish and maintain effective 

perimeter controls and stabilize all construction entrances and exits to 
sufficiently control erosion and sediment discharges from the site.   
 

2. On sites where sediment basins are to be used, Risk Level 1 
dischargers shall, at minimum, design sediment basins according to 
the method provided in CASQA’s Construction BMP Guidance 
Handbook.  

 
F. Run-on and Runoff Controls 

 
Risk Level 1 dischargers shall effectively manage all run-on, all runoff 
within the site and all runoff that discharges off the site.  Run-on from off 
site shall be directed away from all disturbed areas or shall collectively be 
in compliance with the effluent limitations in this General Permit.   

 
G. Inspection, Maintenance and Repair 

  
1. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall ensure that all inspection, maintenance 

repair and sampling activities at the project location shall be performed 
or supervised by a Qualified SWPPP Practitioner (QSP) representing 
the discharger.  The QSP may delegate any or all of these activities to 
an employee trained to do the task(s) appropriately, but shall ensure 
adequate deployment.     
 

2. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall perform weekly inspections and 
observations, and at least once each 24-hour period during extended 

                                            
1 Inactive areas of construction are areas of construction activity that have been disturbed and are not 
scheduled to be re-disturbed for at least 14 days. 
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storm events, to identify and record BMPs that need maintenance to 
operate effectively, that have failed, or that could fail to operate as 
intended.  Inspectors shall be the QSP or be trained by the QSP. 

 
3. Upon identifying failures or other shortcomings, as directed by the 

QSP, Risk Level 1 dischargers shall begin implementing repairs or 
design changes to BMPs within 72 hours of identification and complete 
the changes as soon as possible.  

 
4. For each inspection required, Risk Level 1 dischargers shall complete 

an inspection checklist, using a form provided by the State Water 
Board or Regional Water Board or in an alternative format.  
 

5. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall ensure that checklists shall remain 
onsite with the SWPPP and at a minimum, shall include: 

 
a. Inspection date and date the inspection report was written. 

 
b. Weather information, including presence or absence of 

precipitation, estimate of beginning of qualifying storm event, 
duration of event, time elapsed since last storm, and approximate 
amount of rainfall in inches. 

 
c. Site information, including stage of construction, activities 

completed, and approximate area of the site exposed.  
 

d. A description of any BMPs evaluated and any deficiencies noted.   
 

e. If the construction site is safely accessible during inclement 
weather, list the observations of all BMPs:  erosion controls, 
sediment controls, chemical and waste controls, and non-storm 
water controls.  Otherwise, list the results of visual inspections at all 
relevant outfalls, discharge points, downstream locations and any 
projected maintenance activities. 

 
f. Report the presence of noticeable odors or of any visible sheen on 

the surface of any discharges.  
 

g. Any corrective actions required, including any necessary changes 
to the SWPPP and the associated implementation dates. 

 
h. Photographs taken during the inspection, if any. 

 
i. Inspector’s name, title, and signature. 
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H. Rain Event Action Plan 
Not required for Risk Level 1 dischargers. 
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I. Risk Level 1 Monitoring and Reporting Requirements 

 
Table 1- Summary of Monitoring Requirements 

Risk 
Level 

Visual Inspections Sample Collection 
Quarterly 

Non-
storm 
Water 

Discharge 

Pre-storm 
Event Daily 

Storm
BMP 

Post 
Storm

Storm 
Water 

Discharge 

Receiving 
Water Baseline REAP

1 X X  X X   
 

1. Construction Site Monitoring Program Requirements 
 

a. Pursuant to Water Code Sections 13383 and 13267, all dischargers 
subject to this General Permit shall develop and implement a 
written site-specific Construction Site Monitoring Program (CSMP) 
in accordance with the requirements of this Section.  The CSMP 
shall include all monitoring procedures and instructions, location 
maps, forms, and checklists as required in this section.  The CSMP 
shall be developed prior to the commencement of construction 
activities, and revised as necessary to reflect project revisions.  The 
CSMP shall be a part of the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
(SWPPP), included as an appendix or separate SWPPP chapter. 

 
b. Existing dischargers registered under the State Water Board Order 

No. 99-08-DWQ shall make and implement necessary revisions to 
their Monitoring Programs to reflect the changes in this General 
Permit in a timely manner, but no later than July 1, 2010.  Existing 
dischargers shall continue to implement their existing Monitoring 
Programs in compliance with State Water Board Order No. 99-08-
DWQ until the necessary revisions are completed according to the 
schedule above. 

 
c. When a change of ownership occurs for all or any portion of the 

construction site prior to completion or final stabilization, the new 
discharger shall comply with these requirements as of the date the 
ownership change occurs.  

 
2. Objectives 

 
The CSMP shall be developed and implemented to address the 
following objectives: 

 
a. To demonstrate that the site is in compliance with the Discharge 

Prohibitions; 
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b. To determine whether non-visible pollutants are present at the 

construction site and are causing or contributing to exceedances of 
water quality objectives; 

 
c. To determine whether immediate corrective actions, additional Best 

Management Practice (BMP) implementation, or SWPPP revisions 
are necessary to reduce pollutants in storm water discharges and 
authorized non-storm water discharges; and 

 
d. To determine whether BMPs included in the SWPPP are effective 

in preventing or reducing pollutants in storm water discharges and 
authorized non-storm water discharges. 

 
3. Risk Level 1 - Visual Monitoring (Inspection) Requirements for 

Qualifying Rain Events 
 

a. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall visually observe (inspect) storm 
water discharges at all discharge locations within two business 
days (48 hours) after each qualifying rain event.   

 
b. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall visually observe (inspect) the 

discharge of stored or contained storm water that is derived from 
and discharged subsequent to a qualifying rain event producing 
precipitation of ½ inch or more at the time of discharge.  Stored or 
contained storm water that will likely discharge after operating 
hours due to anticipated precipitation shall be observed prior to the 
discharge during operating hours.   

 
c. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall conduct visual observations 

(inspections) during business hours only. 
 

d. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall record the time, date and rain gauge 
reading of all qualifying rain events. 

 
e. Within 2 business days (48 hours) prior to each qualifying rain 

event, Risk Level 1 dischargers shall visually observe (inspect): 
 

i. All storm water drainage areas to identify any spills, leaks, or 
uncontrolled pollutant sources.  If needed, the discharger shall 
implement appropriate corrective actions. 

 
ii. All BMPs to identify whether they have been properly 

implemented in accordance with the SWPPP. If needed, the 
discharger shall implement appropriate corrective actions. 
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iii. Any storm water storage and containment areas to detect leaks 
and ensure maintenance of adequate freeboard.   

 
f. For the visual observations (inspections) described in e.i and e.iii 

above, Risk Level 1 dischargers shall observe the presence or 
absence of floating and suspended materials, a sheen on the 
surface, discolorations, turbidity, odors, and source(s) of any 
observed pollutants.  

 
g. Within two business days (48 hours) after each qualifying rain 

event, Risk Level 1 dischargers shall conduct post rain event visual 
observations (inspections) to (1) identify whether BMPs were 
adequately designed, implemented, and effective, and (2) identify 
additional BMPs and revise the SWPPP accordingly.   

 
h. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall maintain on-site records of all visual 

observations (inspections), personnel performing the observations, 
observation dates, weather conditions, locations observed, and 
corrective actions taken in response to the observations.   

 
4. Risk Level 1 – Visual Observation Exemptions 

 
a. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall be prepared to conduct visual 

observation (inspections) until the minimum requirements of 
Section I.3 above are completed. Risk Level 1 dischargers are not 
required to conduct visual observation (inspections) under the 
following conditions: 

 
i. During dangerous weather conditions such as flooding and 

electrical storms. 
 

ii. Outside of scheduled site business hours. 
 
b. If no required visual observations (inspections) are collected due to 

these exceptions, Risk Level 1 dischargers shall include an 
explanation in their SWPPP and in the Annual Report documenting 
why the visual observations (inspections) were not conducted. 

 
5. Risk Level 1 – Monitoring Methods 

 
Risk Level 1 dischargers shall include a description of the visual 
observation locations, visual observation procedures, and visual 
observation follow-up and tracking procedures in the CSMP. 
  

6. Risk Level 1 – Non-Storm Water Discharge Monitoring 
Requirements 



ATTACHMENT C 

2009-0009-DWQ as amended by 2010-0014-DWQ & 2012-2006-DWQ  
11 

 
a. Visual Monitoring Requirements: 

  
i. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall visually observe (inspect) each 

drainage area for the presence of (or indications of prior) 
unauthorized and authorized non-storm water discharges and 
their sources. 

 
ii. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall conduct one visual observation 

(inspection) quarterly in each of the following periods:  January-
March, April-June, July-September, and October-December.  
Visual observation (inspections) are only required during 
daylight hours (sunrise to sunset). 

 
iii. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall ensure that visual observations 

(inspections) document the presence or evidence of any non-
storm water discharge (authorized or unauthorized), pollutant 
characteristics (floating and suspended material, sheen, 
discoloration, turbidity, odor, etc.), and source.  Risk Level 1 
dischargers shall maintain on-site records indicating the 
personnel performing the visual observation (inspections), the 
dates and approximate time each drainage area and non-storm 
water discharge was observed, and the response taken to 
eliminate unauthorized non-storm water discharges and to 
reduce or prevent pollutants from contacting non-storm water 
discharges. 

 
7. Risk Level 1 – Non-Visible Pollutant Monitoring Requirements 

 
a. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall collect one or more samples during 

any breach, malfunction, leakage, or spill observed during a visual 
inspection which could result in the discharge of pollutants to 
surface waters that would not be visually detectable in storm water.  

 
b. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall ensure that water samples are large 

enough to characterize the site conditions. 
 

c. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall collect samples at all discharge 
locations that can be safely accessed. 

 
d. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall collect samples during the first two 

hours of discharge from rain events that occur during business 
hours and which generate runoff. 

  
e. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall analyze samples for all non-visible 

pollutant parameters (if applicable) - parameters indicating the 
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presence of pollutants identified in the pollutant source assessment 
required (Risk Level 1 dischargers shall modify their CSMPs to 
address these additional parameters in accordance with any 
updated SWPPP pollutant source assessment). 

 
f. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall collect a sample of storm water that 

has not come in contact with the disturbed soil or the materials 
stored or used on-site (uncontaminated sample) for comparison 
with the discharge sample.  

 
g. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall compare the uncontaminated sample 

to the samples of discharge using field analysis or through 
laboratory analysis.2 

 
h. Risk Level 1 dischargers shall keep all field /or analytical data in the 

SWPPP document. 
 

8. Risk Level 1 – Particle Size Analysis for Project Risk Justification 
 

Risk Level 1 dischargers justifying an alternative project risk shall 
report a soil particle size analysis used to determine the RUSLE K-
Factor.  ASTM D-422 (Standard Test Method for Particle-Size Analysis 
of Soils), as revised, shall be used to determine the percentages of 
sand, very fine sand, silt, and clay on the site.   

 
9. Risk Level 1 – Records 

 
Risk Level 1 dischargers shall retain records of all storm water 
monitoring information and copies of all reports (including Annual 
Reports) for a period of at least three years.  Risk Level 1 dischargers 
shall retain all records on-site while construction is ongoing.  These 
records include: 
 
a. The date, place, time of facility inspections, sampling, visual 

observation (inspections), and/or measurements, including 
precipitation. 

 
b. The individual(s) who performed the facility inspections, sampling, 

visual observation (inspections), and or measurements. 
 
c. The date and approximate time of analyses. 

 
d. The individual(s) who performed the analyses. 

                                            
2 For laboratory analysis, all sampling, sample preservation, and analyses must be conducted according to 
test procedures under 40 CFR Part 136.  Field discharge samples shall be collected and analyzed according 
to the specifications of the manufacturer of the sampling devices employed. 
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e. A summary of all analytical results from the last three years, the 

method detection limits and reporting units, and the analytical 
techniques or methods used. 

 
f. Rain gauge readings from site inspections. 

 
g. Quality assurance/quality control records and results. 
 
h. Non-storm water discharge inspections and visual observation 

(inspections) and storm water discharge visual observation records 
(see Sections I.3 and I.6 above). 

 
i. Visual observation and sample collection exception records (see 

Section I.4 above). 
 

j. The records of any corrective actions and follow-up activities that 
resulted from analytical results, visual observation (inspections), or 
inspections.  
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ATTACHMENT D 
RISK LEVEL 2 REQUIREMENTS 

 
 
A. Effluent Standards 

 
[These requirements are the same as those in the General Permit order.] 
 
1. Narrative – Risk Level 2 dischargers shall comply with the narrative 

effluent standards listed below: 
 

a. Storm water discharges and authorized non-storm water 
discharges regulated by this General Permit shall not contain a 
hazardous substance equal to or in excess of reportable quantities 
established in 40 C.F.R. §§ 117.3 and 302.4, unless a separate 
NPDES Permit has been issued to regulate those discharges. 

 
b. Dischargers shall minimize or prevent pollutants in storm water 

discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges through the 
use of controls, structures, and management practices that achieve 
BAT for toxic and non-conventional pollutants and BCT for 
conventional pollutants.   

 
2. Numeric – Risk level 2 dischargers are subject to a pH NAL of 6.5-8.5, 

and a turbidity NAL of 250 NTU. 
 

B. Good Site Management "Housekeeping" 
 
1. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall implement good site management (i.e., 

"housekeeping") measures for construction materials that could 
potentially be a threat to water quality if discharged.  At a minimum, 
Risk Level 2 dischargers shall implement the following good 
housekeeping measures: 
 
a. Conduct an inventory of the products used and/or expected to be 

used and the end products that are produced and/or expected to be 
produced.  This does not include materials and equipment that are 
designed to be outdoors and exposed to environmental conditions 
(i.e. poles, equipment pads, cabinets, conductors, insulators, 
bricks, etc.). 
 

b. Cover and berm loose stockpiled construction materials that are not 
actively being used (i.e. soil, spoils, aggregate, fly-ash, stucco, 
hydrated lime, etc.). 
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c. Store chemicals in watertight containers (with appropriate 
secondary containment to prevent any spillage or leakage) or in a 
storage shed (completely enclosed). 

 
d. Minimize exposure of construction materials to precipitation.  This 

does not include materials and equipment that are designed to be 
outdoors and exposed to environmental conditions (i.e. poles, 
equipment pads, cabinets, conductors, insulators, bricks, etc.). 

 
e. Implement BMPs to prevent the off-site tracking of loose 

construction and landscape materials. 
 

2. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall implement good housekeeping 
measures for waste management, which, at a minimum, shall consist 
of the following: 
 
a. Prevent disposal of any rinse or wash waters or materials on 

impervious or pervious site surfaces or into the storm drain system. 
 

b. Ensure the containment of sanitation facilities (e.g., portable toilets) 
to prevent discharges of pollutants to the storm water drainage 
system or receiving water. 

 
c. Clean or replace sanitation facilities and inspecting them regularly 

for leaks and spills. 
 

d. Cover waste disposal containers at the end of every business day 
and during a rain event.   

 
e. Prevent discharges from waste disposal containers to the storm 

water drainage system or receiving water.  
 

f. Contain and securely protect stockpiled waste material from wind 
and rain at all times unless actively being used. 

 
g. Implement procedures that effectively address hazardous and non-

hazardous spills.   
 

h. Develop a spill response and implementation element of the 
SWPPP prior to commencement of construction activities.  The 
SWPPP shall require: 
 
i. Equipment and materials for cleanup of spills shall be available 

on site and that spills and leaks shall be cleaned up immediately 
and disposed of properly. 
 



ATTACHMENT D 

2009-0009-DWQ amended by 2010-0014-DWQ & 2012–2006-DWQ   
3 

ii. Appropriate spill response personnel are assigned and trained. 
 

i. Ensure the containment of concrete washout areas and other 
washout areas that may contain additional pollutants so there is no 
discharge into the underlying soil and onto the surrounding areas.   

 
3. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall implement good housekeeping for 

vehicle storage and maintenance, which, at a minimum, shall consist of 
the following: 
 
a. Prevent oil, grease, or fuel to leak in to the ground, storm drains or 

surface waters.  
 

b. Place all equipment or vehicles, which are to be fueled, maintained 
and stored in a designated area fitted with appropriate BMPs. 

 
c. Clean leaks immediately and disposing of leaked materials 

properly. 
 

4. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall implement good housekeeping for 
landscape materials, which, at a minimum, shall consist of the 
following: 
 
a. Contain stockpiled materials such as mulches and topsoil when 

they are not actively being used. 
 

b. Contain all fertilizers and other landscape materials when they are 
not actively being used. 
 

c. Discontinue the application of any erodible landscape material 
within 2 days before a forecasted rain event or during periods of 
precipitation. 

 
d. Apply erodible landscape material at quantities and application 

rates according to manufacture recommendations or based on 
written specifications by knowledgeable and experienced field 
personnel. 

 
e. Stack erodible landscape material on pallets and covering or 

storing such materials when not being used or applied. 
 

5. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall conduct an assessment and create a list 
of potential pollutant sources and identify any areas of the site where 
additional BMPs are necessary to reduce or prevent pollutants in storm 
water discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges.  This 
potential pollutant list shall be kept with the SWPPP and shall identify 
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all non-visible pollutants which are known, or should be known, to 
occur on the construction site.  At a minimum, when developing BMPs, 
Risk Level 2 dischargers shall do the following: 

 
a. Consider the quantity, physical characteristics (e.g., liquid, powder, 

solid), and locations of each potential pollutant source handled, 
produced, stored, recycled, or disposed of at the site. 

 
b. Consider the degree to which pollutants associated with those 

materials may be exposed to and mobilized by contact with storm 
water. 

 
c. Consider the direct and indirect pathways that pollutants may be 

exposed to storm water or authorized non-storm water discharges.  
This shall include an assessment of past spills or leaks, non-storm 
water discharges, and discharges from adjoining areas. 

 
d. Ensure retention of sampling, visual observation, and inspection 

records. 
 

e. Ensure effectiveness of existing BMPs to reduce or prevent 
pollutants in storm water discharges and authorized non-storm 
water discharges. 

 
6. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall implement good housekeeping 

measures on the construction site to control the air deposition of site 
materials and from site operations. Such particulates can include, but 
are not limited to, sediment, nutrients, trash, metals, bacteria, oil and 
grease and organics. 
 

7. Additional Risk Level 2 Requirement:  Risk Level 2 dischargers shall 
document all housekeeping BMPs in the SWPPP and REAP(s) in 
accordance with the nature and phase of the construction project.  
Construction phases at traditional land development projects include 
Grading and Land Development Phase, Streets and Utilities, or 
Vertical Construction for traditional land development projects. 

 
C. Non-Storm Water Management  

 
1. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall implement measures to control all non-

storm water discharges during construction.   
 

2. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall wash vehicles in such a manner as to 
prevent non-storm water discharges to surface waters or MS4 
drainage systems. 
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3. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall clean streets in such a manner as to 
prevent unauthorized non-storm water discharges from reaching 
surface water or MS4 drainage systems. 

 
D. Erosion Control 

 
1. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall implement effective wind erosion 

control. 
 

2. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall provide effective soil cover for inactive1 
areas and all finished slopes, open space, utility backfill, and 
completed lots. 

 
3. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall limit the use of plastic materials when 

more sustainable, environmentally friendly alternatives exist.  Where 
plastic materials are deemed necessary, the discharger shall consider 
the use of plastic materials resistant to solar degradation. 
 

E. Sediment Controls 
 

1. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall establish and maintain effective 
perimeter controls and stabilize all construction entrances and exits to 
sufficiently control erosion and sediment discharges from the site.   
 

2. On sites where sediment basins are to be used, Risk Level 2 
dischargers shall, at minimum, design sediment basins according to 
the method provided in CASQA’s Construction BMP Guidance 
Handbook. 

 
3. Additional Risk Level 2 Requirement:  Risk Level 2 dischargers shall 

implement appropriate erosion control BMPs (runoff control and soil 
stabilization) in conjunction with sediment control BMPs for areas 
under active2 construction.   
 

4. Additional Risk Level 2 Requirement:  Risk Level 2 dischargers shall 
apply linear sediment controls along the toe of the slope, face of the 
slope, and at the grade breaks of exposed slopes to comply with sheet 
flow lengths3 in accordance with Table 1.   

 
 

                                            
1 Inactive areas of construction are areas of construction activity that have been disturbed and are not 
scheduled to be re-disturbed for at least 14 days. 
2 Active areas of construction are areas undergoing land surface disturbance.  This includes construction 
activity during the preliminary stage, mass grading stage, streets and utilities stage and the vertical 
construction stage. 
3 Sheet flow length is the length that shallow, low velocity flow travels across a site.   
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Table 1 - Critical Slope/Sheet Flow Length Combinations 

Slope Percentage 
Sheet flow length not 

to exceed 
0-25% 20 feet 

25-50% 15 feet 
Over 50% 10 feet 

 
5. Additional Risk Level 2 Requirement:  Risk Level 2 dischargers shall 

ensure that construction activity traffic to and from the project is limited 
to entrances and exits that employ effective controls to prevent offsite 
tracking of sediment.   
 

6. Additional Risk Level 2 Requirement:  Risk Level 2 dischargers shall 
ensure that all storm drain inlets and perimeter controls, runoff control 
BMPs, and pollutant controls at entrances and exits (e.g. tire washoff 
locations) are maintained and protected from activities that reduce their 
effectiveness.   

 
7. Additional Risk Level 2 Requirement:  Risk Level 2 dischargers shall 

inspect on a daily basis all immediate access roads daily.  At a 
minimum daily (when necessary) and prior to any rain event, the 
discharger shall remove any sediment or other construction activity-
related materials that are deposited on the roads (by vacuuming or 
sweeping).   

 
F. Run-on and Run-off Controls 

 
Risk Level 2 dischargers shall effectively manage all run-on, all runoff 
within the site and all runoff that discharges off the site.  Run-on from off 
site shall be directed away from all disturbed areas or shall collectively be 
in compliance with the effluent limitations in this General Permit.   

 
G. Inspection, Maintenance and Repair 

  
1. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall ensure that all inspection, maintenance 

repair and sampling activities at the project location shall be performed 
or supervised by a Qualified SWPPP Practitioner (QSP) representing 
the discharger.  The QSP may delegate any or all of these activities to 
an employee appropriately trained to do the task(s). 
 

2. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall perform weekly inspections and 
observations, and at least once each 24-hour period during extended 
storm events, to identify and record BMPs that need maintenance to 
operate effectively, that have failed, or that could fail to operate as 
intended.   Inspectors shall be the QSP or be trained by the QSP.  
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3. Upon identifying failures or other shortcomings, as directed by the 

QSP, Risk Level 2 dischargers shall begin implementing repairs or 
design changes to BMPs within 72 hours of identification and complete 
the changes as soon as possible.  

 
4. For each inspection required, Risk Level 2 dischargers shall complete 

an inspection checklist, using a form provided by the State Water 
Board or Regional Water Board or in an alternative format.  
 

5. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall ensure that checklists shall remain 
onsite with the SWPPP and at a minimum, shall include: 

 
a. Inspection date and date the inspection report was written. 

 
b. Weather information, including presence or absence of 

precipitation, estimate of beginning of qualifying storm event, 
duration of event, time elapsed since last storm, and approximate 
amount of rainfall in inches. 

 
c. Site information, including stage of construction, activities 

completed, and approximate area of the site exposed.  
 

d. A description of any BMPs evaluated and any deficiencies noted.   
 

e. If the construction site is safely accessible during inclement 
weather, list the observations of all BMPs:  erosion controls, 
sediment controls, chemical and waste controls, and non-storm 
water controls.  Otherwise, list the results of visual inspections at all 
relevant outfalls, discharge points, downstream locations and any 
projected maintenance activities. 

 
f. Report the presence of noticeable odors or of any visible sheen on 

the surface of any discharges.  
 

g. Any corrective actions required, including any necessary changes 
to the SWPPP and the associated implementation dates. 

 
h. Photographs taken during the inspection, if any. 

 
i. Inspector’s name, title, and signature. 

 
H. Rain Event Action Plan 

 
1. Additional Risk Level 2 Requirement:  The discharger shall ensure a 

QSP develop a Rain Event Action Plan (REAP) 48 hours prior to any 
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likely precipitation event.  A likely precipitation event is any weather 
pattern that is forecast to have a 50% or greater probability of 
producing precipitation in the project area.  The discharger shall 
ensure a QSP obtain a printed copy of precipitation forecast 
information from the National Weather Service Forecast Office (e.g., by 
entering the zip code of the project’s location at 
http://www.srh.noaa.gov/forecast).  
 

2. Additional Risk Level 2 Requirement:  The discharger shall ensure a 
QSP develop the REAPs for all phases of construction (i.e., Grading 
and Land Development, Streets and Utilities, Vertical Construction, 
Final Landscaping and Site Stabilization).   

 
3. Additional Risk Level 2 Requirement:  The discharger shall ensure a 

QSP ensure that the REAP include, at a minimum, the following site 
information: 
 
a. Site Address 
b. Calculated Risk Level (2 or 3)  
c. Site Storm Water Manager Information including the name, 

company, and 24-hour emergency telephone number 
d. Erosion and Sediment Control Provider information including the 

name, company, and 24-hour emergency telephone number 
e. Storm Water Sampling Agent information including the name, 

company, and 24-hour emergency telephone number 
 

4. Additional Risk Level 2 Requirement:  The discharger shall ensure a 
QSP include in the REAP, at a minimum, the following project phase 
information: 
 
a. Activities associated with each construction phase 
b. Trades active on the construction site during each construction 

phase 
c. Trade contractor information 
d. Suggested actions for each project phase 

 
5. Additional Risk Level 2 Requirement:  The discharger shall ensure a 

QSP develop additional REAPs for project sites where construction 
activities are indefinitely halted or postponed (Inactive Construction).  
At a minimum, Inactive Construction REAPs must include: 
 
a. Site Address 
b. Calculated Risk Level (2 or 3) 
c. Site Storm Water Manager Information including the name, 

company, and 24-hour emergency telephone number 
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d. Erosion and Sediment Control Provider information including the 
name, company, and 24-hour emergency telephone number 

e. Storm Water Sampling Agent information including the name, 
company, and 24-hour emergency telephone number 

f. Trades active on site during Inactive Construction 
g. Trade contractor information 
h. Suggested actions for inactive construction sites 

 
6. Additional Risk Level 2 Requirement:  The discharger shall ensure a 

QSP begin implementation and make the REAP available onsite no 
later than 24 hours prior to the likely precipitation event. 
  

7. Additional Risk Level 2 Requirement:  The discharger shall ensure a 
QSP maintain onsite a paper copy of each REAP onsite in compliance 
with the record retention requirements of the Special Provisions in this 
General Permit. 
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I. Risk Level 2 Monitoring and Reporting Requirements 

 
Table 2- Summary of Monitoring Requirements 

Risk 
Level 

Visual Inspections Sample Collection 
Quarterly 

Non-
storm 
Water 

Discharge 

Pre-storm 
Event Daily 

Storm
BMP 

Post 
Storm

Storm 
Water 

Discharge 

Receiving 
Water Baseline REAP

2 X X X X X X  
 

1. Construction Site Monitoring Program Requirements 
 

a. Pursuant to Water Code Sections 13383 and 13267, all dischargers 
subject to this General Permit shall develop and implement a 
written site-specific Construction Site Monitoring Program (CSMP) 
in accordance with the requirements of this Section.  The CSMP 
shall include all monitoring procedures and instructions, location 
maps, forms, and checklists as required in this section.  The CSMP 
shall be developed prior to the commencement of construction 
activities, and revised as necessary to reflect project revisions.  The 
CSMP shall be a part of the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
(SWPPP), included as an appendix or separate SWPPP chapter. 

 
b. Existing dischargers registered under the State Water Board Order 

No. 99-08-DWQ shall make and implement necessary revisions to 
their Monitoring Program to reflect the changes in this General 
Permit in a timely manner, but no later than July 1, 2010.  Existing 
dischargers shall continue to implement their existing Monitoring 
Programs in compliance with State Water Board Order No. 99-08-
DWQ until the necessary revisions are completed according to the 
schedule above. 

 
c. When a change of ownership occurs for all or any portion of the 

construction site prior to completion or final stabilization, the new 
discharger shall comply with these requirements as of the date the 
ownership change occurs.  

 
2. Objectives 

 
The CSMP shall be developed and implemented to address the 
following objectives: 

 
a. To demonstrate that the site is in compliance with the Discharge 

Prohibitions and applicable Numeric Action Levels (NALs). 
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b. To determine whether non-visible pollutants are present at the 

construction site and are causing or contributing to exceedances of 
water quality objectives. 

 
c. To determine whether immediate corrective actions, additional Best 

Management Practice (BMP) implementation, or SWPPP revisions 
are necessary to reduce pollutants in storm water discharges and 
authorized non-storm water discharges. 

 
d. To determine whether BMPs included in the SWPPP/Rain Event 

Action Plan (REAP) are effective in preventing or reducing 
pollutants in storm water discharges and authorized non-storm 
water discharges. 

 
3. Risk Level 2 – Visual Monitoring (Inspection) Requirements for 

Qualifying Rain Events 
 

a. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall visually observe (inspect) storm 
water discharges at all discharge locations within two business 
days (48 hours) after each qualifying rain event.   

 
b. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall visually observe (inspect) the 

discharge of stored or contained storm water that is derived from 
and discharged subsequent to a qualifying rain event producing 
precipitation of ½ inch or more at the time of discharge.  Stored or 
contained storm water that will likely discharge after operating 
hours due to anticipated precipitation shall be observed prior to the 
discharge during operating hours.   

 
c. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall conduct visual observations 

(inspections) during business hours only. 
 

d. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall record the time, date and rain gauge 
reading of all qualifying rain events. 

 
e. Within 2 business days (48 hours) prior to each qualifying rain 

event, Risk Level 2 dischargers shall visually observe (inspect): 
 

i. all storm water drainage areas to identify any spills, leaks, or 
uncontrolled pollutant sources.  If needed, the discharger shall 
implement appropriate corrective actions. 

 
ii. all BMPs to identify whether they have been properly 

implemented in accordance with the SWPPP/REAP. If needed, 
the discharger shall implement appropriate corrective actions. 
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iii. any storm water storage and containment areas to detect leaks 

and ensure maintenance of adequate freeboard.   
 

f. For the visual observations (inspections) described in c.i and c.iii 
above, Risk Level 2 dischargers shall observe the presence or 
absence of floating and suspended materials, a sheen on the 
surface, discolorations, turbidity, odors, and source(s) of any 
observed pollutants.  

 
g. Within two business days (48 hours) after each qualifying rain 

event, Risk Level 2 dischargers shall conduct post rain event visual 
observations (inspections) to (1) identify whether BMPs were 
adequately designed, implemented, and effective, and (2) identify 
additional BMPs and revise the SWPPP accordingly.   

 
h. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall maintain on-site records of all visual 

observations (inspections), personnel performing the observations, 
observation dates, weather conditions, locations observed, and 
corrective actions taken in response to the observations.   

 
4. Risk Level 2 – Water Quality Sampling and Analysis 

 
a. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall collect storm water grab samples 

from sampling locations, as defined in Section I.5.  The storm water 
grab sample(s) obtained shall be representative of the flow and 
characteristics of the discharge. 

   
b. At minimum, Risk Level 2 dischargers shall collect 3 samples per 

day of the qualifying event.  
 

c. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall ensure that the grab samples 
collected of stored or contained storm water are from discharges 
subsequent to a qualifying rain event (producing precipitation of  
½ inch or more at the time of discharge).   

 
Storm Water Effluent Monitoring Requirements 

 
d. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall analyze their effluent samples for: 

 
i. pH and turbidity. 

 
ii. Any additional parameters for which monitoring is required by 

the Regional Water Board.  
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5. Risk Level 2 – Storm Water Discharge Water Quality Sampling 
Locations 

 
Effluent Sampling Locations 

 
a. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall perform sampling and analysis of 

storm water discharges to characterize discharges associated with 
construction activity from the entire project disturbed area. 

 

b. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall collect effluent samples at all 
discharge points where storm water is discharged off-site.  

 

c. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall ensure that storm water discharge 
collected and observed represent4 the effluent in each drainage 
area based on visual observation of the water and upstream 
conditions.   

 

d. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall monitor and report site run-on from 
surrounding areas if there is reason to believe run-on may 
contribute to an exceedance of NALs. 

 
e. Risk Level 2 dischargers who deploy an ATS on their site, or a 

portion on their site, shall collect ATS effluent samples and 
measurements from the discharge pipe or another location 
representative of the nature of the discharge. 

 
f. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall select analytical test methods from 

the list provided in Table 3 below. 
 

g. All storm water sample collection preservation and handling shall 
be conducted in accordance with Section I.7 “Storm Water Sample 
Collection and Handling Instructions” below. 

 
6. Risk Level 2 – Visual Observation and Sample Collection 

Exemptions 
 

a. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall be prepared to collect samples and 
conduct visual observation (inspections) until the minimum 
requirements of Sections I.3 and I.4 above are completed. Risk 
Level 2 dischargers are not required to physically collect samples 
or conduct visual observation (inspections) under the following 
conditions: 

                                            
4 For example, if there has been concrete work recently in an area, or drywall scrap is exposed to the rain, a 
pH sample shall be taken of drainage from the relevant work area.  Similarly, if sediment laden water is 
flowing through some parts of a silt fence, samples shall be taken of the sediment-laden water even if most 
water flowing through the fence is clear. 
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i. During dangerous weather conditions such as flooding and 

electrical storms. 
 

ii. Outside of scheduled site business hours. 
 
b. If no required samples or visual observation (inspections) are 

collected due to these exceptions, Risk Level 2 dischargers shall 
include an explanation in their SWPPP and in the Annual Report 
documenting why the sampling or visual observation (inspections) 
were not conducted. 

 
7. Risk Level 2 – Storm Water Sample Collection and Handling 

Instructions 
 

a. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall refer to Table 3 below for test 
methods, detection limits, and reporting units. 

 
b. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall ensure that testing laboratories will 

receive samples within 48 hours of the physical sampling (unless 
otherwise required by the laboratory), and shall use only the 
sample containers provided by the laboratory to collect and store 
samples.   

 
c. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall designate and train personnel to 

collect, maintain, and ship samples in accordance with the Surface 
Water Ambient Monitoring Program’s (SWAMP) 2008 Quality 
Assurance Program Plan (QAPrP).5 

 
8. Risk Level 2 – Monitoring Methods 

 
a. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall include a description of the following 

items in the CSMP:   
 

i. Visual observation locations, visual observation procedures, and 
visual observation follow-up and tracking procedures. 

 
ii. Sampling locations, and sample collection and handling 

procedures.  This shall include detailed procedures for sample 
collection, storage, preservation, and shipping to the testing lab 
to assure that consistent quality control and quality assurance is 
maintained.  Dischargers shall attach to the monitoring program 

                                            
5 Additional information regarding SWAMP’s QAPrP can be found at 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/swamp/. 
QAPrP:http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/swamp/docs/qapp/swamp_qapp_master090
108a.pdf.   
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an example Chain of Custody form used when handling and 
shipping samples.  

 
iii. Identification of the analytical methods and related method 

detection limits (if applicable) for each parameter required in 
Section I.4 above. 

 
b. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall ensure that all sampling and sample 

preservation are in accordance with the current edition of "Standard 
Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater" (American 
Public Health Association).  All monitoring instruments and 
equipment (including a discharger’s own field instruments for 
measuring pH and turbidity) should be calibrated and maintained in 
accordance with manufacturers' specifications to ensure accurate 
measurements.  Risk Level 2 dischargers shall ensure that all 
laboratory analyses are conducted according to test procedures 
under 40 CFR Part 136, unless other test procedures have been 
specified in this General Permit or by the Regional Water Board.  
With the exception of field analysis conducted by the discharger for 
turbidity and pH, all analyses should be sent to and conducted at a 
laboratory certified for such analyses by the State Department of 
Health Services.  Risk Level 2 dischargers shall conduct their own 
field analysis of pH and may conduct their own field analysis of 
turbidity if the discharger has sufficient capability (qualified and 
trained employees, properly calibrated and maintained field 
instruments, etc.) to adequately perform the field analysis. 

 
9. Risk Level 2 – Analytical Methods 

 
a. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall refer to Table 3 below for test 

methods, detection limits, and reporting units. 
 

b. pH:  Risk Level 2 dischargers shall perform pH analysis on-site with 
a calibrated pH meter or a pH test kit.  Risk Level 2 dischargers 
shall record pH monitoring results on paper and retain these 
records in accordance with Section I.14, below.   

 
c. Turbidity: Risk Level 2 dischargers shall perform turbidity analysis 

using a calibrated turbidity meter (turbidimeter), either on-site or at 
an accredited lab.  Acceptable test methods include Standard 
Method 2130 or USEPA Method 180.1.  The results will be 
recorded in the site log book in Nephelometric Turbidity Units 
(NTU).  

 
10. Risk Level 2 - Non-Storm Water Discharge Monitoring 

Requirements 
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a. Visual Monitoring Requirements: 

  
i. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall visually observe (inspect) each 

drainage area for the presence of (or indications of prior) 
unauthorized and authorized non-storm water discharges and 
their sources. 

 
ii. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall conduct one visual observation 

(inspection) quarterly in each of the following periods:  January-
March, April-June, July-September, and October-December.  
Visual observation (inspections) are only required during 
daylight hours (sunrise to sunset). 

 
iii. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall ensure that visual observations 

(inspections) document the presence or evidence of any non-
storm water discharge (authorized or unauthorized), pollutant 
characteristics (floating and suspended material, sheen, 
discoloration, turbidity, odor, etc.), and source.  Risk Level 2 
dischargers shall maintain on-site records indicating the 
personnel performing the visual observation (inspections), the 
dates and approximate time each drainage area and non-storm 
water discharge was observed, and the response taken to 
eliminate unauthorized non-storm water discharges and to 
reduce or prevent pollutants from contacting non-storm water 
discharges. 

 
b. Effluent Sampling Locations: 

 
i. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall sample effluent at all discharge 

points where non-storm water and/or authorized non-storm 
water is discharged off-site.  

 

ii. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall send all non-storm water sample 
analyses to a laboratory certified for such analyses by the State 
Department of Health Services. 

 

iii. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall monitor and report run-on from 
surrounding areas if there is reason to believe run-on may 
contribute to an exceedance of NALs. 

 
11. Risk Level 2 – Non-Visible Pollutant Monitoring Requirements 

 
a. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall collect one or more samples during 

any breach, malfunction, leakage, or spill observed during a visual 
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inspection which could result in the discharge of pollutants to 
surface waters that would not be visually detectable in storm water.  

 
b. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall ensure that water samples are large 

enough to characterize the site conditions. 
 

c. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall collect samples at all discharge 
locations that can be safely accessed. 

 
d. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall collect samples during the first two 

hours of discharge from rain events that occur during business 
hours and which generate runoff. 

  
e. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall analyze samples for all non-visible 

pollutant parameters (if applicable) - parameters indicating the 
presence of pollutants identified in the pollutant source assessment 
required (Risk Level 2 dischargers shall modify their CSMPs to 
address these additional parameters in accordance with any 
updated SWPPP pollutant source assessment). 

 
f. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall collect a sample of storm water that 

has not come in contact with the disturbed soil or the materials 
stored or used on-site (uncontaminated sample) for comparison 
with the discharge sample.  

 
g. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall compare the uncontaminated sample 

to the samples of discharge using field analysis or through 
laboratory analysis.6 

 
h. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall keep all field /or analytical data in the 

SWPPP document. 
 

12. Risk Level 2 – Watershed Monitoring Option 
 

Risk Level 2 dischargers who are part of a qualified regional 
watershed-based monitoring program may be eligible for relief from the 
requirements in Sections I.5.  The Regional Water Board may approve 
proposals to substitute an acceptable watershed-based monitoring 
program by determining if the watershed-based monitoring program 
will provide substantially similar monitoring information in evaluating 
discharger compliance with the requirements of this General Permit.  

 

                                            
6 For laboratory analysis, all sampling, sample preservation, and analyses must be conducted 
according to test procedures under 40 CFR Part 136.  Field discharge samples shall be collected 
and analyzed according to the specifications of the manufacturer of the sampling devices 
employed. 
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13. Risk Level 2 – Particle Size Analysis for Project Risk Justification 
 

Risk Level 2 dischargers justifying an alternative project risk shall 
report a soil particle size analysis used to determine the RUSLE  
K-Factor.  ASTM D-422 (Standard Test Method for Particle-Size 
Analysis of Soils), as revised, shall be used to determine the 
percentages of sand, very fine sand, silt, and clay on the site.   

 
14. Risk Level 2 – Records 

 
Risk Level 2 dischargers shall retain records of all storm water 
monitoring information and copies of all reports (including Annual 
Reports) for a period of at least three years.  Risk Level 2 dischargers 
shall retain all records on-site while construction is ongoing.  These 
records include: 
 
a. The date, place, time of facility inspections, sampling, visual 

observation (inspections), and/or measurements, including 
precipitation. 

 
b. The individual(s) who performed the facility inspections, sampling, 

visual observation (inspections), and or measurements. 
 
c. The date and approximate time of analyses. 

 
d. The individual(s) who performed the analyses. 

 
e. A summary of all analytical results from the last three years, the 

method detection limits and reporting units, the analytical 
techniques or methods used, and the chain of custody forms. 

 
f. Rain gauge readings from site inspections; 

 
g. Quality assurance/quality control records and results. 
 
h. Non-storm water discharge inspections and visual observation 

(inspections) and storm water discharge visual observation records 
(see Sections I.3 and I.10 above). 

 
i. Visual observation and sample collection exception records (see 

Section I.6 above). 
 

j. The records of any corrective actions and follow-up activities that 
resulted from analytical results, visual observation (inspections), or 
inspections.  
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15. Risk Level 2 – NAL Exceedance Report 
 

a. In the event that any effluent sample exceeds an applicable NAL, 
Risk Level 2 dischargers shall electronically submit all storm event 
sampling results to the State Water Board no later than 10 days 
after the conclusion of the storm event. The Regional Boards have 
the authority to require the submittal of an NAL Exceedance 
Report.    

   
b. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall certify each NAL Exceedance Report 

in accordance with the Special Provisions for Construction Activity.  
 

c. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall retain an electronic or paper copy of 
each NAL Exceedance Report for a minimum of three years after 
the date the annual report is filed.   

 
d. Risk Level 2 dischargers shall include in the NAL Exceedance 

Report: 
 

i. The analytical method(s), method reporting unit(s), and method 
detection limit(s) of each analytical parameter (analytical results 
that are less than the method detection limit shall be reported as 
“less than the method detection limit”). 

 
ii. The date, place, time of sampling, visual observation 

(inspections), and/or measurements, including precipitation. 
 

iii. A description of the current BMPs associated with the effluent 
sample that exceeded the NAL and the proposed corrective 
actions taken.
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Table 3 – Risk Level 2 Test Methods, Detection Limits, Reporting Units and Applicable NALs/NELs 
Parameter Test Method / 

Protocol 
Discharge 

Type 
Min. 

Detection 
Limit 

Reporting 
Units 

Numeric Action 
Level 

pH Field test with 
calibrated 
portable 
instrument 

 
 

Risk Level 2 
Discharges 

0.2 pH units 
lower NAL = 6.5 
upper NAL = 8.5 

Turbidity EPA 0180.1 
and/or field test 
with calibrated 
portable 
instrument 

Risk Level 2 
Discharges 
other than 

ATS 

1 NTU 250 NTU 

For ATS 
discharges 

1 NTU N/A 
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ATTACHMENT E 
RISK LEVEL 3 REQUIREMENTS 

 
A. Effluent Standards 

 
[These requirements are the same as those in the General Permit order.] 
 
1. Narrative – Risk Level 3 dischargers shall comply with the narrative 

effluent standards listed below: 
 

a. Storm water discharges and authorized non-storm water 
discharges regulated by this General Permit shall not contain a 
hazardous substance equal to or in excess of reportable quantities 
established in 40 C.F.R. §§ 117.3 and 302.4, unless a separate 
NPDES Permit has been issued to regulate those discharges. 

 
b. Dischargers shall minimize or prevent pollutants in storm water 

discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges through the 
use of controls, structures, and management practices that achieve 
BAT for toxic and non-conventional pollutants and BCT for 
conventional pollutants.   

 
2. Numeric –Risk Level 3 dischargers are subject to a pH NAL of 6.5-8.5, 

and a turbidity NAL of 250 NTU.   
 

B. Good Site Management "Housekeeping" 
 
1. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall implement good site management (i.e., 

"housekeeping") measures for construction materials that could 
potentially be a threat to water quality if discharged.  At a minimum, 
Risk Level 3 dischargers shall implement the following good 
housekeeping measures: 
 
a. Conduct an inventory of the products used and/or expected to be 

used and the end products that are produced and/or expected to be 
produced.  This does not include materials and equipment that are 
designed to be outdoors and exposed to environmental conditions 
(i.e. poles, equipment pads, cabinets, conductors, insulators, 
bricks, etc.). 
 

b. Cover and berm loose stockpiled construction materials that are not 
actively being used (i.e. soil, spoils, aggregate, fly-ash, stucco, 
hydrated lime, etc.). 
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c. Store chemicals in watertight containers (with appropriate 
secondary containment to prevent any spillage or leakage) or in a 
storage shed (completely enclosed). 

 
d. Minimize exposure of construction materials to precipitation.  This 

does not include materials and equipment that are designed to be 
outdoors and exposed to environmental conditions (i.e. poles, 
equipment pads, cabinets, conductors, insulators, bricks, etc.). 

 
e. Implement BMPs to prevent the off-site tracking of loose 

construction and landscape materials. 
 

2. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall implement good housekeeping 
measures for waste management, which, at a minimum, shall consist 
of the following: 
 
a. Prevent disposal of any rinse or wash waters or materials on 

impervious or pervious site surfaces or into the storm drain system. 
 

b. Ensure the containment of sanitation facilities (e.g., portable toilets) 
to prevent discharges of pollutants to the storm water drainage 
system or receiving water. 

 
c. Clean or replace sanitation facilities and inspecting them regularly 

for leaks and spills. 
 

d. Cover waste disposal containers at the end of every business day 
and during a rain event.   

 
e. Prevent discharges from waste disposal containers to the storm 

water drainage system or receiving water.  
 

f. Contain and securely protecting stockpiled waste material from 
wind and rain at all times unless actively being used. 

 
g. Implement procedures that effectively address hazardous and non-

hazardous spills.   
 

h. Develop a spill response and implementation element of the 
SWPPP prior to commencement of construction activities.  The 
SWPPP shall require that: 
 
i. Equipment and materials for cleanup of spills shall be available 

on site and that spills and leaks shall be cleaned up immediately 
and disposed of properly; and  
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ii. Appropriate spill response personnel are assigned and trained. 
 

i. Ensure the containment of concrete washout areas and other 
washout areas that may contain additional pollutants so there is no 
discharge into the underlying soil and onto the surrounding areas.   

 
3. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall implement good housekeeping for 

vehicle storage and maintenance, which, at a minimum, shall consist of 
the following: 
 
a. Prevent oil, grease, or fuel to leak in to the ground, storm drains or 

surface waters.  
 

b. Place all equipment or vehicles, which are to be fueled, maintained 
and stored in a designated area fitted with appropriate BMPs. 

 
c. Clean leaks immediately and disposing of leaked materials 

properly. 
 

4. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall implement good housekeeping for 
landscape materials, which, at a minimum, shall consist of the 
following: 
 
a. Contain stockpiled materials such as mulches and topsoil when 

they are not actively being used. 
 

b. Contain fertilizers and other landscape materials when they are not 
actively being used. 
 

c. Discontinuing the application of any erodible landscape material 
within 2 days before a forecasted rain event or during periods of 
precipitation. 

 
d. Applying erodible landscape material at quantities and application 

rates according to manufacture recommendations or based on 
written specifications by knowledgeable and experienced field 
personnel. 

 
e. Stacking erodible landscape material on pallets and covering or 

storing such materials when not being used or applied. 
 

5. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall conduct an assessment and create a list 
of potential pollutant sources and identify any areas of the site where 
additional BMPs are necessary to reduce or prevent pollutants in storm 
water discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges.  This 
potential pollutant list shall be kept with the SWPPP and shall identify 
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all non-visible pollutants which are known, or should be known, to 
occur on the construction site.  At a minimum, when developing BMPs, 
Risk Level 3 dischargers shall do the following: 

 
a. Consider the quantity, physical characteristics (e.g., liquid, powder, 

solid), and locations of each potential pollutant source handled, 
produced, stored, recycled, or disposed of at the site. 

 
b. Consider the degree to which pollutants associated with those 

materials may be exposed to and mobilized by contact with storm 
water. 

 
c. Consider the direct and indirect pathways that pollutants may be 

exposed to storm water or authorized non-storm water discharges.  
This shall include an assessment of past spills or leaks, non-storm 
water discharges, and discharges from adjoining areas. 

 
d. Ensure retention of sampling, visual observation, and inspection 

records. 
 

e. Ensure effectiveness of existing BMPs to reduce or prevent 
pollutants in storm water discharges and authorized non-storm 
water discharges. 

 
6. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall implement good housekeeping 

measures on the construction site to control the air deposition of site 
materials and from site operations. Such particulates can include, but 
are not limited to, sediment, nutrients, trash, metals, bacteria, oil and 
grease and organics. 
 

7. Additional Risk Level 3 Requirement:  Risk Level 3 dischargers shall 
document all housekeeping BMPs in the SWPPP and REAP(s) in 
accordance with the nature and phase of the construction project.  
Construction phases at traditional land development projects include 
Grading and Land Development Phase, Streets and Utilities, or 
Vertical Construction for traditional land development projects. 

 
C. Non-Storm Water Management  

 
1. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall implement measures to control all non-

storm water discharges during construction.   
 

2. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall wash vehicles in such a manner as to 
prevent non-storm water discharges to surface waters or MS4 
drainage systems. 
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3. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall clean streets in such a manner as to 
prevent unauthorized non-storm water discharges from reaching 
surface water or MS4 drainage systems. 

 
D. Erosion Control 

 
1. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall implement effective wind erosion 

control. 
 

2. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall provide effective soil cover for inactive1 
areas and all finished slopes, open space, utility backfill, and 
completed lots. 

 
3. Dischargers shall limit the use of plastic materials when more 

sustainable, environmentally friendly alternatives exist.  Where plastic 
materials are deemed necessary, the discharger shall consider the use 
of plastic materials resistant to solar degradation. 
 

E. Sediment Controls 
 

1. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall establish and maintain effective 
perimeter controls and stabilize all construction entrances and exits to 
sufficiently control erosion and sediment discharges from the site.   
 

2. On sites where sediment basins are to be used, Risk Level 3 
dischargers shall, at minimum, design sediment basins according to 
the method provided in CASQA’s Construction BMP Guidance 
Handbook.  

 
3. Additional Risk Level 3 Requirement:  Risk Level 3 dischargers shall 

implement appropriate erosion control BMPs (runoff control and soil 
stabilization) in conjunction with sediment control BMPs for areas 
under active2 construction.   
 

4. Additional Risk Level 3 Requirement:  Risk Level 3 dischargers shall 
apply linear sediment controls along the toe of the slope, face of the 
slope, and at the grade breaks of exposed slopes to comply with sheet 
flow lengths3 in accordance with Table 1. 

 
 

                                            
1 Inactive areas of construction are areas of construction activity that have been disturbed and are not 
scheduled to be re-disturbed for at least 14 days. 
2 Active areas of construction are areas undergoing land surface disturbance.  This includes construction 
activity during the preliminary stage, mass grading stage, streets and utilities stage and the vertical 
construction stage 
3 Sheet flow length is the length that shallow, low velocity flow travels across a site.   
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Table 1 - Critical Slope/Sheet Flow Length Combinations 

Slope Percentage 
Sheet flow length not 

to exceed 
0-25% 20 feet 

25-50% 15 feet 
Over 50% 10 feet 

 
 

5. Additional Risk Level 3 Requirement:  Risk Level 3 dischargers shall 
ensure that construction activity traffic to and from the project is limited 
to entrances and exits that employ effective controls to prevent offsite 
tracking of sediment.   
 

6. Additional Risk Level 3 Requirement:  Risk Level 3 dischargers shall 
ensure that all storm drain inlets and perimeter controls, runoff control 
BMPs, and pollutant controls at entrances and exits (e.g. tire washoff 
locations) are maintained and protected from activities that reduce their 
effectiveness.   

 
7. Additional Risk Level 3 Requirement:  Risk Level 3 dischargers shall 

inspect on a daily basis all immediate access roads daily.  At a 
minimum daily (when necessary) and prior to any rain event, the 
discharger shall remove any sediment or other construction activity-
related materials that are deposited on the roads (by vacuuming or 
sweeping).   

 
8. Additional Risk Level 3 Requirement:  The Regional Water Board 

may require Risk Level 3 dischargers to implement additional site-
specific sediment control requirements if the implementation of the 
other requirements in this section are not adequately protecting the 
receiving waters.  

 
F. Run-on and Run-off Controls 

 
Risk Level 3 dischargers shall effectively manage all run-on, all runoff 
within the site and all runoff that discharges off the site.  Run-on from off 
site shall be directed away from all disturbed areas or shall collectively be 
in compliance with the effluent limitations in this General Permit.   

 
G. Inspection, Maintenance and Repair 

  
1. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall ensure that all inspection, maintenance 

repair and sampling activities at the project location shall be performed 
or supervised by a Qualified SWPPP Practitioner (QSP) representing 
the discharger.  The QSP may delegate any or all of these activities to 
an employee appropriately trained to do the task(s). 
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2. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall perform weekly inspections and 

observations, and at least once each 24-hour period during extended 
storm events, to identify and record BMPs that need maintenance to 
operate effectively, that have failed, or that could fail to operate as 
intended.  Inspectors shall be the QSP or be trained by the QSP. 

 
3. Upon identifying failures or other shortcomings, as directed by the 

QSP, Risk Level 3 dischargers shall begin implementing repairs or 
design changes to BMPs within 72 hours of identification and complete 
the changes as soon as possible.  

 
4. For each inspection required, Risk Level 3 dischargers shall complete 

an inspection checklist, using a form provided by the State Water 
Board or Regional Water Board or in an alternative format.  
 

5. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall ensure that checklists shall remain 
onsite with the SWPPP and at a minimum, shall include: 

 
a. Inspection date and date the inspection report was written. 

 
b. Weather information, including presence or absence of 

precipitation, estimate of beginning of qualifying storm event, 
duration of event, time elapsed since last storm, and approximate 
amount of rainfall in inches. 

 
c. Site information, including stage of construction, activities 

completed, and approximate area of the site exposed.  
 

d. A description of any BMPs evaluated and any deficiencies noted.   
 

e. If the construction site is safely accessible during inclement 
weather, list the observations of all BMPs:  erosion controls, 
sediment controls, chemical and waste controls, and non-storm 
water controls.  Otherwise, list the results of visual inspections at all 
relevant outfalls, discharge points, downstream locations and any 
projected maintenance activities. 

 
f. Report the presence of noticeable odors or of any visible sheen on 

the surface of any discharges.  
 

g. Any corrective actions required, including any necessary changes 
to the SWPPP and the associated implementation dates. 

 
h. Photographs taken during the inspection, if any. 
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i. Inspector’s name, title, and signature. 
 
 

H. Rain Event Action Plan 
 
1. Additional Risk Level 3 Requirement:  The discharger shall ensure a 

QSP develop a Rain Event Action Plan (REAP) 48 hours prior to any 
likely precipitation event.  A likely precipitation event is any weather 
pattern that is forecast to have a 50% or greater probability of 
producing precipitation in the project area.  The QSP shall obtain a 
printed copy of precipitation forecast information from the National 
Weather Service Forecast Office (e.g., by entering the zip code of the 
project’s location at http://www.srh.noaa.gov/forecast).  
 

2. Additional Risk Level 3 Requirement:  The discharger shall ensure a 
QSP develop the REAPs for all phases of construction (i.e., Grading 
and Land Development, Streets and Utilities, Vertical Construction, 
Final Landscaping and Site Stabilization).   

 
3. Additional Risk Level 3 Requirement:  The discharger shall ensure a 

QSP ensure that the REAP include, at a minimum, the following site 
information: 
 
a. Site Address. 
b. Calculated Risk Level (2 or 3). 
c. Site Storm Water Manager Information including the name, 

company, and 24-hour emergency telephone number. 
d. Erosion and Sediment Control Provider information including the 

name, company, and 24-hour emergency telephone number. 
e. Storm Water Sampling Agent information including the name, 

company, and 24-hour emergency telephone number. 
 

4. Additional Risk Level 3 Requirement:  The QSP shall include in the 
REAP, at a minimum, the following project phase information: 
 
a. Activities associated with each construction phase. 
b. Trades active on the construction site during each construction 

phase. 
c. Trade contractor information. 
d. Suggested actions for each project phase. 

 
5. Additional Risk Level 3 Requirement:  The QSP shall develop 

additional REAPs for project sites where construction activities are 
indefinitely halted or postponed (Inactive Construction).  At a minimum, 
Inactive Construction REAPs must include: 
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a. Site Address. 
b. Calculated Risk Level (2 or 3). 
c. Site Storm Water Manager Information including the name, 

company, and 24-hour emergency telephone number. 
d. Erosion and Sediment Control Provider information including the 

name, company, and 24-hour emergency telephone number. 
e. Storm Water Sampling Agent information including the name, 

company, and 24-hour emergency telephone number. 
f. Trades active on site during Inactive Construction. 
g. Trade contractor information. 
h. Suggested actions for inactive construction sites. 

 
6. Additional Risk Level 3 Requirement:  The discharger shall ensure a 

QSP begin implementation and make the REAP available onsite no 
later than 24 hours prior to the likely precipitation event. 
  

7. Additional Risk Level 3 Requirement:  The discharger shall ensure a 
QSP maintain onsite a paper copy of each REAP onsite in compliance 
with the record retention requirements of the Special Provisions in this 
General Permit. 
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I. Risk Level 3 Monitoring and Reporting Requirements 

 
Table 2- Summary of Monitoring Requirements 

Risk 
Level 

Visual Inspections Sample Collection 
Quarterly 

Non-
storm 
Water 

Discharge 

Pre-storm 
Event Daily 

Storm
BMP 

Post 
Storm

Storm 
Water 

Discharge 

Receiving 
Water Baseline REAP

3 X X X X X X X4 
 

1. Construction Site Monitoring Program Requirements 
 

a. Pursuant to Water Code Sections 13383 and 13267, all dischargers 
subject to this General Permit shall develop and implement a 
written site-specific Construction Site Monitoring Program (CSMP) 
in accordance with the requirements of this Section.  The CSMP 
shall include all monitoring procedures and instructions, location 
maps, forms, and checklists as required in this section.  The CSMP 
shall be developed prior to the commencement of construction 
activities, and revised as necessary to reflect project revisions.  The 
CSMP shall be a part of the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
(SWPPP), included as an appendix or separate SWPPP chapter. 

 
b. Existing dischargers registered under the State Water Board Order 

No. 99-08-DWQ shall make and implement necessary revisions to 
their Monitoring Program to reflect the changes in this General 
Permit in a timely manner, but no later than July 1, 2010.  Existing 
dischargers shall continue to implement their existing Monitoring 
Program in compliance with State Water Board Order No. 99-08-
DWQ until the necessary revisions are completed according to the 
schedule above. 

 
c. When a change of ownership occurs for all or any portion of the 

construction site prior to completion or final stabilization, the new 
discharger shall comply with these requirements as of the date the 
ownership change occurs.  

 
2. Objectives 

 
The CSMP shall be developed and implemented to address the 
following objectives: 

 

                                            
4 When receiving water monitoring trigger is exceeded 



ATTACHMENT E 

2009-0009-DWQ amended by 2010-0014-DWQ & 2012–0006-DWQ   
11 

a. To demonstrate that the site is in compliance with the Discharge 
Prohibitions and applicable Numeric Action Levels (NALs) of this 
General Permit. 

 
b. To determine whether non-visible pollutants are present at the 

construction site and are causing or contributing to exceedances of 
water quality objectives. 

 
c. To determine whether immediate corrective actions, additional Best 

Management Practice (BMP) implementation, or SWPPP revisions 
are necessary to reduce pollutants in storm water discharges and 
authorized non-storm water discharges. 

 
d. To determine whether BMPs included in the SWPPP/Rain Event 

Action Plan (REAP) are effective in preventing or reducing 
pollutants in storm water discharges and authorized non-storm 
water discharges. 

 
3. Risk Level 3 – Visual Monitoring (Inspection) Requirements for 

Qualifying Rain Events 
 

a. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall visually observe (inspect) storm 
water discharges at all discharge locations within two business 
days (48 hours) after each qualifying rain event.   

 
b. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall visually observe (inspect) the 

discharge of stored or contained storm water that is derived from 
and discharged subsequent to a qualifying rain event producing 
precipitation of ½ inch or more at the time of discharge.  Stored or 
contained storm water that will likely discharge after operating 
hours due to anticipated precipitation shall be observed prior to the 
discharge during operating hours.   

 
c. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall conduct visual observations 

(inspections) during business hours only. 
 

d. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall record the time, date and rain gauge 
reading of all qualifying rain events. 

 
e. Within 2 business days (48 hours) prior to each qualifying rain 

event, Risk Level 3 dischargers shall visually observe (inspect): 
 

i. all storm water drainage areas to identify any spills, leaks, or 
uncontrolled pollutant sources.  If needed, the discharger shall 
implement appropriate corrective actions. 
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ii. all BMPs to identify whether they have been properly 
implemented in accordance with the SWPPP/REAP. If needed, 
the discharger shall implement appropriate corrective actions. 

 
iii. any storm water storage and containment areas to detect leaks 

and ensure maintenance of adequate freeboard.   
 

f. For the visual observations (inspections) described in c.i. and c.iii 
above, Risk Level 3 dischargers shall observe the presence or 
absence of floating and suspended materials, a sheen on the 
surface, discolorations, turbidity, odors, and source(s) of any 
observed pollutants.  

 
g. Within two business days (48 hours) after each qualifying rain 

event, Risk Level 3 dischargers shall conduct post rain event visual 
observations (inspections) to (1) identify whether BMPs were 
adequately designed, implemented, and effective, and (2) identify 
additional BMPs and revise the SWPPP accordingly.   

 
h. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall maintain on-site records of all visual 

observations (inspections), personnel performing the observations, 
observation dates, weather conditions, locations observed, and 
corrective actions taken in response to the observations.   

 
4. Risk Level 3 – Water Quality Sampling and Analysis 

 
a. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall collect storm water grab samples 

from sampling locations, as defined in Section I.5.  The storm water 
grab sample(s) obtained shall be representative of the flow and 
characteristics of the discharge. 

 
b. At minimum, Risk Level 3 dischargers shall collect 3 samples per 

day of the qualifying event.  
 

c. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall ensure that the grab samples 
collected of stored or contained storm water are from discharges 
subsequent to a qualifying rain event (producing precipitation of ½ 
inch or more at the time of discharge).   

 
Storm Water Effluent Monitoring Requirements 

 
d. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall analyze their effluent samples for: 

 
i. pH and turbidity. 
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ii. Any additional parameters for which monitoring is required by 
the Regional Water Board.  

 
e. Risk 3 dischargers shall electronically submit all storm event 

sampling results to the State Water Board no later than 10 days 
after the conclusion of the storm event.   

 
 
Receiving Water Monitoring Requirements 

 
f. In the event that a Risk Level 3 discharger’s effluent exceeds the 

daily average receiving water monitoring trigger of 500 NTU 
turbidity or the daily average pH range 6.0-9.0 contained in this 
General Permit and has a direct discharge into receiving waters, 
the Risk Level 3 discharger shall subsequently sample receiving 
waters (RWs) for turbidity, pH (if applicable), and SSC for the 
duration of coverage under this General Permit. If a Risk Level 3 
discharger utilizing ATS with direct discharges into receiving waters 
discharges effluent that exceeds the NELs in this permit, the 
discharger shall subsequently sample RWs for turbidity, pH (if 
applicable), and SSC for the duration of coverage under this 
General Permit. 

 
g. Risk Level 3 dischargers disturbing 30 acres or more of the 

landscape and with direct discharges into receiving waters shall 
conduct or participate in benthic macroinvertebrate bioassessment 
of RWs prior to commencement of construction activity (See 
Appendix 3). 

 
h. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall obtain RW samples in accordance 

with the Receiving Water sampling location section (Section I.5), 
below. 

 
5. Risk Level 3 – Storm Water Discharge Water Quality Sampling 

Locations 
 

Effluent Sampling Locations 
 

a. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall perform sampling and analysis of 
storm water discharges to characterize discharges associated with 
construction activity from the entire project disturbed area. 

 

b. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall collect effluent samples at all 
discharge points where storm water is discharged off-site.  
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c. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall ensure that storm water discharge 
collected and observed represent5 the effluent in each drainage 
area based on visual observation of the water and upstream 
conditions.   

 

d. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall monitor and report site run-on from 
surrounding areas if there is reason to believe run-on may 
contribute to an exceedance of NALs. 

 
e. Risk Level 3 dischargers who deploy an ATS on their site, or a 

portion on their site, shall collect ATS effluent samples and 
measurements from the discharge pipe or another location 
representative of the nature of the discharge. 

 
f. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall select analytical test methods from 

the list provided in Table 3 below. 
 

g. All storm water sample collection preservation and handling shall 
be conducted in accordance with Section I.7 “Storm Water Sample 
Collection and Handling Instructions” below. 

 
Receiving Water Sampling Locations 

 
h. Upstream/up-gradient RW samples: Risk Level 3 dischargers 

shall obtain any required upstream/up-gradient receiving water 
samples from a representative and accessible location as close as 
possible and upstream from the effluent discharge point. 

 
i. Downstream/down-gradient RW samples: Risk Level 3 

dischargers shall obtain any required downstream/down-gradient 
receiving water samples from a representative and accessible 
location as close as possible and downstream from the effluent 
discharge point. 

 
j. If two or more discharge locations discharge to the same receiving 

water, Risk Level 3 dischargers may sample the receiving water at 
a single upstream and downstream location. 

 
 
 

                                            
5 For example, if there has been concrete work recently in an area, or drywall scrap is exposed to the rain, a 
pH sample shall be taken of drainage from the relevant work area.  Similarly, if sediment-laden water is 
flowing through some parts of a silt fence, samples shall be taken of the sediment laden water even if most 
water flowing through the fence is clear. 
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6. Risk Level 3 – Visual Observation and Sample Collection 
Exemptions 

 
a. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall be prepared to collect samples and 

conduct visual observation (inspections) until the minimum 
requirements of Sections I.3 and I.4 above are completed. Risk 
Level 3 dischargers are not required to physically collect samples 
or conduct visual observation (inspections) under the following 
conditions: 

 
i. During dangerous weather conditions such as flooding and 

electrical storms. 
 

ii. Outside of scheduled site business hours. 
 
b. If no required samples or visual observation (inspections) are 

collected due to these exceptions, Risk Level 3 dischargers shall 
include an explanation in their SWPPP and in the Annual Report 
documenting why the sampling or visual observation (inspections) 
were not conducted. 

 
7. Risk Level 3 – Storm Water Sample Collection and Handling 

Instructions 
 

a. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall refer to Table 3 below for test 
methods, detection limits, and reporting units. 

 
b. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall ensure that testing laboratories will 

receive samples within 48 hours of the physical sampling (unless 
otherwise required by the laboratory), and shall use only the 
sample containers provided by the laboratory to collect and store 
samples.   

 
c. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall designate and train personnel to 

collect, maintain, and ship samples in accordance with the Surface 
Water Ambient Monitoring Program’s (SWAMP) 2008 Quality 
Assurance Program Plan (QAPrP).6 

 
 
 
 

                                            
6 Additional information regarding SWAMP’s QAPrP can be found at 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/swamp/. 
QAPrP:http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/swamp/docs/qapp/swamp_qapp_

master090108a.pdf 
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8. Risk Level 3 – Monitoring Methods 
 

a. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall include a description of the following 
items in the CSMP:   

 
i. Visual observation locations, visual observation procedures, and 

visual observation follow-up and tracking procedures. 
 

ii. Sampling locations, and sample collection and handling 
procedures.  This shall include detailed procedures for sample 
collection, storage, preservation, and shipping to the testing lab 
to assure that consistent quality control and quality assurance is 
maintained.  Dischargers shall attach to the monitoring program 
an example Chain of Custody form used when handling and 
shipping samples.  

 
iii. Identification of the analytical methods and related method 

detection limits (if applicable) for each parameter required in 
Section I.4 above. 

 
b. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall ensure that all sampling and sample 

preservation are in accordance with the current edition of "Standard 
Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater" (American 
Public Health Association).  All monitoring instruments and 
equipment (including a discharger’s own field instruments for 
measuring pH and turbidity) should be calibrated and maintained in 
accordance with manufacturers' specifications to ensure accurate 
measurements.  Risk Level 3 dischargers shall ensure that all 
laboratory analyses are conducted according to test procedures 
under 40 CFR Part 136, unless other test procedures have been 
specified in this General Permit or by the Regional Water Board.  
With the exception of field analysis conducted by the discharger for 
turbidity and pH, all analyses should be sent to and conducted at a 
laboratory certified for such analyses by the State Department of 
Health Services (SSC exception).  Risk Level 3 dischargers shall 
conduct their own field analysis of pH and may conduct their own 
field analysis of turbidity if the discharger has sufficient capability 
(qualified and trained employees, properly calibrated and 
maintained field instruments, etc.) to adequately perform the field 
analysis. 

 
9. Risk Level 3 – Analytical Methods 

 
a. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall refer to Table 3 below for test 

methods, detection limits, and reporting units. 
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b. pH:  Risk Level 3 dischargers shall perform pH analysis on-site with 
a calibrated pH meter or a pH test kit.  Risk Level 3 dischargers 
shall record pH monitoring results on paper and retain these 
records in accordance with Section I.14, below.   

 
c. Turbidity: Risk Level 3 dischargers shall perform turbidity analysis 

using a calibrated turbidity meter (turbidimeter), either on-site or at 
an accredited lab.  Acceptable test methods include Standard 
Method 2130 or USEPA Method 180.1.  The results will be 
recorded in the site log book in Nephelometric Turbidity Units 
(NTU).  

 
d. Suspended sediment concentration (SSC): Risk Level 3 

dischargers that exceed the turbidity Receiving Water Monitoring 
Trigger shall perform SSC analysis using ASTM Method D3977-97. 

 
e. Bioassessment: Risk Level 3 dischargers shall perform 

bioassessment sampling and analysis according to Appendix 3 of 
this General Permit. 

 
10. Risk Level 3 - Non-Storm Water Discharge Monitoring 

Requirements 
 

a. Visual Monitoring Requirements: 
  

i. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall visually observe (inspect) each 
drainage area for the presence of (or indications of prior) 
unauthorized and authorized non-storm water discharges and 
their sources. 

 
ii. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall conduct one visual observation 

(inspection) quarterly in each of the following periods:  January-
March, April-June, July-September, and October-December.  
Visual observation (inspections) are only required during 
daylight hours (sunrise to sunset). 

 
iii. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall ensure that visual observations 

(inspections) document the presence or evidence of any non-
storm water discharge (authorized or unauthorized), pollutant 
characteristics (floating and suspended material, sheen, 
discoloration, turbidity, odor, etc.), and source.  Risk Level 3 
dischargers shall maintain on-site records indicating the 
personnel performing the visual observation (inspections), the 
dates and approximate time each drainage area and non-storm 
water discharge was observed, and the response taken to 
eliminate unauthorized non-storm water discharges and to 
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reduce or prevent pollutants from contacting non-storm water 
discharges. 

 
b. Effluent Sampling Locations: 

 
i. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall sample effluent at all discharge 

points where non-storm water and/or authorized non-storm 
water is discharged off-site.  

 

ii. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall send all non-storm water sample 
analyses to a laboratory certified for such analyses by the State 
Department of Health Services. 

 

iii. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall monitor and report run-on from 
surrounding areas if there is reason to believe run-on may 
contribute to an exceedance of NALs. 

 
11. Risk Level 3 – Non-Visible Pollutant Monitoring Requirements 

 
a. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall collect one or more samples during 

any breach, malfunction, leakage, or spill observed during a visual 
inspection which could result in the discharge of pollutants to 
surface waters that would not be visually detectable in storm water.  

 
b. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall ensure that water samples are large 

enough to characterize the site conditions.   
 

c. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall collect samples at all discharge 
locations that can be safely accessed. 

 
d. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall collect samples during the first two 

hours of discharge from rain events that occur during business 
hours and which generate runoff. 

  
e. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall analyze samples for all non-visible 

pollutant parameters (if applicable) - parameters indicating the 
presence of pollutants identified in the pollutant source assessment 
required (Risk Level 3 dischargers shall modify their CSMPs to 
address these additional parameters in accordance with any 
updated SWPPP pollutant source assessment). 

 
f. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall collect a sample of storm water that 

has not come in contact with the disturbed soil or the materials 
stored or used on-site (uncontaminated sample) for comparison 
with the discharge sample.  
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g. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall compare the uncontaminated sample 
to the samples of discharge using field analysis or through 
laboratory analysis.7 

 
h. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall keep all field /or analytical data in the 

SWPPP document. 
 

12. Risk Level 3 – Watershed Monitoring Option 
 

Risk Level 3 dischargers who are part of a qualified regional 
watershed-based monitoring program may be eligible for relief from the 
requirements in Sections I.5.  The Regional Water Board may approve 
proposals to substitute an acceptable watershed-based monitoring 
program by determining if the watershed-based monitoring program 
will provide substantially similar monitoring information in evaluating 
discharger compliance with the requirements of this General Permit.  

 
13. Risk Level 3 – Particle Size Analysis for Project Risk Justification 

 
Risk Level 3 dischargers justifying an alternative project risk shall 
report a soil particle size analysis used to determine the RUSLE K-
Factor.  ASTM D-422 (Standard Test Method for Particle-Size Analysis 
of Soils), as revised, shall be used to determine the percentages of 
sand, very fine sand, silt, and clay on the site.   

 
14. Risk Level 3 – Records 

 
Risk Level 3 dischargers shall retain records of all storm water 
monitoring information and copies of all reports (including Annual 
Reports) for a period of at least three years.  Risk Level 3 dischargers 
shall retain all records on-site while construction is ongoing.  These 
records include: 
 
a. The date, place, time of facility inspections, sampling, visual 

observation (inspections), and/or measurements, including 
precipitation. 

 
b. The individual(s) who performed the facility inspections, sampling, 

visual observation (inspections), and or measurements. 
 
c. The date and approximate time of analyses. 

 

                                            
7 For laboratory analysis, all sampling, sample preservation, and analyses must be conducted 
according to test procedures under 40 CFR Part 136.  Field discharge samples shall be collected 
and analyzed according to the specifications of the manufacturer of the sampling devices 
employed. 
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d. The individual(s) who performed the analyses. 
 

e. A summary of all analytical results from the last three years, the 
method detection limits and reporting units, the analytical 
techniques or methods used, and the chain of custody forms. 

 
f. Rain gauge readings from site inspections. 

 
g. Quality assurance/quality control records and results. 
 
h. Non-storm water discharge inspections and visual observation 

(inspections) and storm water discharge visual observation records 
(see Sections I.3 and I.10 above). 

 
i. Visual observation and sample collection exception records (see 

Section I.6 above). 
 

j. The records of any corrective actions and follow-up activities that 
resulted from analytical results, visual observation (inspections), or 
inspections.  

 
15. Risk Level 3 – NAL Exceedance Report 

 
a. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall electronically submit all storm event 

sampling results to the State Water Board no later than 10 days 
after the conclusion of the storm event. The Regional Boards have 
the authority to require the submittal of an NAL Exceedance 
Report.    

   
b. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall certify each NAL Exceedance Report 

in accordance with the Special Provisions for Construction Activity 
In this General Permit.  

 
c. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall retain an electronic or paper copy of 

each NAL Exceedance Report for a minimum of three years after 
the date the annual report is filed.   

 
d. Risk Level 3 dischargers shall include in the NAL Exceedance 

Report: 
 

i. The analytical method(s), method reporting unit(s), and method 
detection limit(s) of each analytical parameter (analytical results 
that are less than the method detection limit shall be reported as 
“less than the method detection limit”). 
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ii. The date, place, time of sampling, visual observation 
(inspections), and/or measurements, including precipitation. 

 
iii. A description of the current BMPs associated with the effluent 

sample that exceeded the NAL and the proposed corrective 
actions taken. 

 
 

16. Risk Level 3 – Bioassessment  
 

a. Risk Level 3 dischargers with a total project-related ground 
disturbance exceeding  30 acres shall:  

 
i. Conduct bioassessment monitoring, as described in Appendix 3. 

 
ii. Include the collection and reporting of specified in stream 

biological data and physical habitat. 
 

iii. Use the bioassessment sample collection and Quality 
Assurance & Quality Control (QA/QC) protocols developed by 
the State of California’s Surface Water Ambient Monitoring 
Program (SWAMP).8  

 
b. Risk Level 3 dischargers qualifying for bioassessment, where 

construction commences out of an index period for the site location 
shall: 

 
i. Receive Regional Board approval for the sampling exception. 

 
ii. Conduct bioassessment monitoring, as described in Appendix 3.  

 
iii. Include the collection and reporting of specified instream 

biological data and physical habitat. 
 

iv. Use the bioassessment sample collection and Quality 
Assurance & Quality Control (QA/QC) protocols developed by 
the State of California’s Surface Water Ambient Monitoring 
Program (SWAMP). 

 
OR 

 
v. Make a check payable to: Cal State Chico Foundation (SWAMP 

Bank Account) or San Jose State Foundation (SWAMP Bank 
Account) and include the WDID# on the check for the amount 
calculated for the exempted project. 

                                            
8 http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/swamp/. 
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vi. Send a copy of the check to the Regional Water Board office for 

the site’s region. 
 

vii. Invest $7,500.00 X The number of samples required into the 
SWAMP program as compensation (upon regional board 
approval). 
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Table 3 – Risk Level 3 Test Methods, Detection Limits, Reporting Units and Applicable NALs 
Parameter Test Method / 

Protocol 
Discharge 

Type 
Min. 

Detection 
Limit 

Reporting 
Units 

Numeric Action 
Level 

Numeric Effluent 
Limitation 

Receiving Water 
Monitoring Trigger 

pH Field test with 
calibrated portable 
instrument 

 
 

Risk Level 3 
Discharges 

0.2 pH units 
lower NAL = 6.5 
upper NAL = 8.5 

N/A 
lower limit = 6.0 
upper limit = 9.0 

Turbidity EPA 0180.1 and/or 
field test with 
calibrated portable 
instrument 

Risk Level 3 
Discharges 
other than 

ATS 

1 NTU 250 NTU N/A 500 NTU 

For ATS 
discharges 

1 NTU N/A 

10 NTU for Daily 
Weighted Average  

& 
20 NTU for Any 
Single Sample 

10 NTU for Daily 
Weighted Average  

& 
20 NTU for Any 
Single Sample 

SSC ASTM Method D 
3977-979  

Risk Level 3 
(if Receiving 

Water 
Monitoring 

Trigger 
exceeded)  

5 mg/L N/A N/A N/A 

Bioassessment (STE) Level I of 
(SAFIT),10 fixed-count 
of 600 org/sample 
 

Risk Level 3 
projects> 30 

acres 
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

 
 

                                            
9 ASTM, 1999, Standard Test Method for Determining Sediment Concentration in Water Samples: 
American Society of Testing and Materials, D 3977-97, Vol. 11.02, pp. 389-394. 
10 The current SAFIT STEs (28 November 2006) list requirements for both the Level I and Level II taxonomic effort, and are located at: 
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/swamp/docs/safit/ste_list.pdf. When new editions are published by SAFIT, they will supersede all previous editions. All editions will be 
posted at the State Water Board’s SWAMP website. 
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ATTACHMENT F: 
Active Treatment System (ATS) Requirements 

 
Table 1 – Numeric Effluent Limitations, Numeric Action Levels, Test Methods, 

Detection Limits, and Reporting Units 
Parameter Test 

Method 
Discharge 

Type 
Min. 

Detection 
Limit 

Units Numeric 
Action 
Level 

Numeric 
Effluent 

Limitation 
Turbidity 

EPA 
0180.1 

and/or field 
test with a 
calibrated  
portable 

instrument 

For ATS 
discharges 

1 NTU N/A 

10 NTU for 
Daily Flow-
Weighted 
Average  

& 
20 NTU for 
Any Single 

Sample 

 
 

A. Dischargers choosing to implement an Active Treatment System (ATS) on their site 
shall comply with all of the requirements in this Attachment. 

 
B. The discharger shall maintain a paper copy of each ATS specification onsite in 

compliance with the record retention requirements in the Special Provisions of this 
General Permit. 

   
C. ATS Design, Operation and Submittals 
 

1. The ATS shall be designed and approved by a Certified Professional in Erosion 
and Sediment Control (CPESC), a Certified Professional in Storm Water Quality 
(CPSWQ); a California registered civil engineer; or any other California 
registered engineer. 

 
2. The discharger shall ensure that the ATS is designed in a manner to preclude the 

accidental discharge of settled floc1 during floc pumping or related operations. 
 
3. The discharger shall design outlets to dissipate energy from concentrated flows. 
 
4. The discharger shall install and operate an ATS by assigning a lead person (or 

project manager) who has either a minimum of five years construction storm 

                                            
1 Floc is defined as a clump of solids formed by the chemical action in ATS systems. 
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water experience or who is a licensed contractors specifically holding a California 
Class A Contractors license.2 

 
5. The discharger shall prepare an ATS Plan that combines the site-specific data 

and treatment system information required to safely and efficiently operate an 
ATS.  The ATS Plan shall be electronically submitted to the State Water Board at 
least 14 days prior to the planned operation of the ATS and a paper copy shall be 
available onsite during ATS operation.  At a minimum, the ATS Plan shall 
include: 

 
a. ATS Operation and Maintenance Manual for All Equipment. 
 
b. ATS Monitoring, Sampling & Reporting Plan, including Quality 

Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC). 
 

c. ATS Health and Safety Plan. 
 

d. ATS Spill Prevention Plan. 
 

6. The ATS shall be designed to capture and treat (within a 72-hour period) a 
volume equivalent to the runoff from a 10-year, 24-hour storm event using a 
watershed runoff coefficient of 1.0. 

 
D. Treatment – Chemical Coagulation/Flocculation 
 

1. Jar tests shall be conducted using water samples selected to represent typical 
site conditions and in accordance with ASTM D2035-08 (2003). 

 
2. The discharger shall conduct, at minimum, six site-specific jar tests (per polymer 

with one test serving as a control) for each project to determine the proper 
polymer and dosage levels for their ATS.  

 
3. Single field jar tests may also be conducted during a project if conditions warrant, 

for example if construction activities disturb changing types of soils, which 
consequently cause change in storm water and runoff characteristics.  

 
E. Residual Chemical and Toxicity Requirements 
 

1. The discharger shall utilize a residual chemical test method that has a method 
detection limit (MDL) of 10% or less than the maximum allowable threshold 

                                            
2 Business and Professions Code Division 3, Chapter 9, Article 4, Class A Contractor:  A general engineering 
contractor is a contractor whose principal contracting business is in connection with fixed works requiring specialized 
engineering knowledge and skill. [http://www.cslb.ca.gov/General-Information/library/licensing-classifications.asp]. 
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concentration3 (MATC) for the specific coagulant in use and for the most 
sensitive species of the chemical used. 

 
2. The discharger shall utilize a residual chemical test method that produces a 

result within one hour of sampling. 
 
3. The discharger shall have a California State certified laboratory validate the 

selected residual chemical test.   Specifically the lab will review the test protocol, 
test parameters, and the detection limit of the coagulant.  The discharger shall 
electronically submit this documentation as part of the ATS Plan.  

 
4. If the discharger cannot utilize a residual chemical test method that meets the 

requirements above, the discharger shall operate the ATS in Batch Treatment4 
mode. 

 
5. A discharger planning to operate in Batch Treatment mode shall perform toxicity 

testing in accordance with the following: 
  
a. The discharger shall initiate acute toxicity testing on effluent samples 

representing effluent from each batch prior to discharge5.  All bioassays shall 
be sent to a laboratory certified by the Department of Health Services (DHS) 
Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program (ELAP).  The required field 
of testing number for Whole Effluent Toxicity (WET) testing is E113.6   

 
b. Acute toxicity tests shall be conducted with the following species and 

protocols.  The methods to be used in the acute toxicity testing shall be those 
outlined for a 96-hour acute test in “Methods for Measuring the Acute Toxicity 
of Effluents and Receiving Water to Freshwater and Marine Organisms, 
USEPA-841-R-02-012” for Fathead minnow, Pimephales promelas (fathead 
minnow). Acute toxicity for Oncorhynchus mykiss  (Rainbow Trout) may be 
used as a substitute for testing fathead minnows. 

 
c. All toxicity tests shall meet quality assurance criteria and test acceptability 

criteria in the most recent versions of the EPA test method for WET testing. 
 
d. The discharger shall electronically report all acute toxicity testing.   
 

                                            
3 The Maximum Allowable Threshold Concentration (MATC) is the allowable concentration of residual, or dissolved, 
coagulant/flocculant in effluent.  The MATC shall be coagulant/flocculant-specific, and based on toxicity testing 
conducted by an independent, third-party laboratory.  A typical MATC would be: 
The MATC is equal to the geometric mean of the NOEC (No Observed Effect Concentration) and LOEC (Lowest 
Observed Effect Concentration) Acute and Chronic toxicity results for most sensitive species determined for the 
specific coagulant.  The most sensitive species test shall be used to determine the MATC. 
4 Batch Treatment mode is defined as holding or recirculating the treated water in a holding basin or tank(s) until 
treatment is complete or the basin or storage tank(s) is full.   
5 This requirement only requires that the test be initiated prior to discharge. 
6 http://www.dhs.ca.gov/ps/ls/elap/pdf/FOT_Desc.pdf. 
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F. Filtration 
 

1. The ATS shall include a filtration step between the coagulant treatment train and 
the effluent discharge.  This is commonly provided by sand, bag, or cartridge 
filters, which are sized to capture suspended material that might pass through the 
clarifier tanks.  

 
2. Differential pressure measurements shall be taken to monitor filter loading and 

confirm that the final filter stage is functioning properly.  
 
G. Residuals Management 
 

1. Sediment shall be removed from the storage or treatment cells as necessary to 
ensure that the cells maintain their required water storage (i.e., volume) 
capability.   

 
2. Handling and disposal of all solids generated during ATS operations shall be 

done in accordance with all local, state, and federal laws and regulations. 
 

H. ATS Instrumentation 
 

1. The ATS shall be equipped with instrumentation that automatically measures and 
records effluent water quality data and flow rate.   

 
2. The minimum data recorded shall be consistent with the Monitoring and 

Reporting requirements below, and shall include: 
 

a. Influent Turbidity  
 

b. Effluent Turbidity  
 

c. Influent pH 
 
d. Effluent pH 
 
e. Residual Chemical 
 
f. Effluent Flow rate 
 
g. Effluent Flow volume 
 

3. Systems shall be equipped with a data recording system, such as data loggers or 
webserver-based systems, which records each measurement on a frequency no 
longer than once every 15 minutes.  
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4. Cumulative flow volume shall be recorded daily. The data recording system shall 

have the capacity to record a minimum of seven days continuous data. 
 
5. Instrumentation systems shall be interfaced with system control to provide auto 

shutoff or recirculation in the event that effluent measurements exceed turbidity 
or pH.  

 
6. The system shall also assure that upon system upset, power failure, or other 

catastrophic event, the ATS will default to a recirculation mode or safe shut 
down. 

 
7. Instrumentation (flow meters, probes, valves, streaming current detectors, 

controlling computers, etc.) shall be installed and maintained per manufacturer’s 
recommendations, which shall be included in the QA/QC plan.   

 
8. The QA/QC plan shall also specify calibration procedures and frequencies, 

instrument method detection limit or sensitivity verification, laboratory duplicate 
procedures, and other pertinent procedures. 

 
9. The instrumentation system shall include a method for controlling coagulant 

dose, to prevent potential overdosing.  Available technologies include 
flow/turbidity proportional metering, periodic jar testing and metering pump 
adjustment, and ionic charge measurement controlling the metering pump. 

 
I. ATS Effluent Discharge 
 

1. ATS effluent shall comply with all provisions and prohibitions in this General 
Permit, specifically the NELs. 

 
2. NELs for discharges from an ATS:   

 
a. Turbidity of all ATS discharges shall be less than 10 NTU for daily flow-

weighted average of all samples and 20 NTU for any single sample. 
 

b. Residual Chemical shall be < 10% of MATC7 for the most sensitive species of 
the chemical used. 

 

                                            
7 The Maximum Allowable Threshold Concentration (MATC) is the allowable concentration of residual, or dissolved, 
coagulant/flocculant in effluent.  The MATC shall be coagulant/flocculant-specific, and based on toxicity testing 
conducted by an independent, third-party laboratory.  The MATC is equal to the geometric mean of the NOEC (No 
Observed Effect Concentration) and LOEC (Lowest Observed Effect Concentration) Acute and Chronic toxicity 
results for most sensitive species determined for the specific coagulant.  The most sensitive species test shall be 
used to determine the MATC. 
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3. If an analytical effluent sampling result exceeds the turbidity NEL (as listed in 
Table 1), the discharger is in violation of this General Permit and shall 
electronically file the results in violation within 24-hours of obtaining the results. 

 
4. If ATS effluent is authorized to discharge into a sanitary sewer system, the 

discharger shall comply with any pre-treatment requirements applicable for that 
system.  The discharger shall include any specific criteria required by the 
municipality in the ATS Plan. 

 
5. Compliance Storm Event: 

 
Discharges of storm water from ATS shall comply with applicable NELs (above) 
unless the storm event causing the discharges is determined after the fact to be 
equal to or larger than the Compliance Storm Event (expressed in inches of 
rainfall).  The Compliance Storm Event for ATS discharges is the 10 year, 24 
hour storm, as determined using these maps: 

 
http://www.wrcc.dri.edu/pcpnfreq/nca10y24.gif 
http://www.wrcc.dri.edu/pcpnfreq/sca10y24.gif 

   
This exemption is dependent on the submission of rain gauge data verifying the 
storm event is equal to or larger than the Compliance Storm. 
 

 
J. Operation and Maintenance Plan 
 

1. Each Project shall have a site-specific Operation and Maintenance (O&M) 
Manual covering the procedures required to install, operate and maintain the 
ATS.8  

 
2. The O&M Manual shall only be used in conjunction with appropriate project-

specific design specifications that describe the system configuration and 
operating parameters. 

 
3. The O&M Manual shall have operating manuals for specific pumps, generators, 

control systems,and other equipment.  
 

K. Sampling and Reporting Quality Assurance/ Quality Check (QA/QC) Plan 
 

4. A project-specific QA/QC Plan shall be developed for each project. The QA/QC 
Plan shall include at a minimum: 

 
a. Calibration – Calibration methods and frequencies for all system and field 

instruments shall be specified. 
                                            
8 The manual is typically in a modular format covering generalized procedures for each component that is utilized in a 
particular system. 
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b. Method Detection Limits (MDLs) – The methods for determining MDLs shall 

be specified for each residual coagulant measurement method.  Acceptable 
minimum MDLs for each method, specific to individual coagulants, shall be 
specified. 

 
c. Laboratory Duplicates – Requirements for monthly laboratory duplicates for 

residual coagulant analysis shall be specified. 
 

L. Personnel Training 
 

1. Operators shall have training specific to using an ATS and liquid coagulants for 
storm water discharges in California.   

 
2. The training shall be in the form of a formal class with a certificate and 

requirements for testing and certificate renewal. 
 
3. Training shall include a minimum of eight hours classroom and 32 hours field 

training. The course shall cover the following topics: 
 

a. Coagulation Basics –Chemistry and physical processes 
 
b. ATS System Design and Operating Principles 
 
c. ATS Control Systems  
 
d. Coagulant Selection – Jar testing, dose determination, etc. 
 
e. Aquatic Safety/Toxicity of Coagulants, proper handling and safety 
 
f. Monitoring, Sampling, and Analysis 
 
g. Reporting and Recordkeeping  
 
h. Emergency Response 

 
 

M. Active Treatment System (ATS) Monitoring Requirements 
 

  Any discharger who deploys an ATS on their site shall conduct the following: 
  
1. Visual Monitoring 

 
a. A designated responsible person shall be on site daily at all times during 

treatment operations.  
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b. Daily on-site visual monitoring of the system for proper performance shall be 

conducted and recorded in the project data log.  
 

i. The log shall include the name and phone number of the person 
responsible for system operation and monitoring. 
 

ii. The log shall include documentation of the responsible person’s training. 
 

2. Operational and Compliance Monitoring 
 

a. Flow shall be continuously monitored and recorded at not greater than 15-
minute intervals for total volume treated and discharged. 
 

b. Influent and effluent pH must be continuously monitored and recorded at not 
greater than 15-minute intervals. 

 
c. Influent and effluent turbidity (expressed in NTU) must be continuously 

monitored and recorded at not greater than 15-minute intervals. 
 

d. The type and amount of chemical used for pH adjustment, if any, shall be 
monitored and recorded. 

 
e. Dose rate of chemical used in the ATS system (expressed in mg/L) shall be 

monitored and reported 15-minutes after startup and every 8 hours of 
operation. 

 
f. Laboratory duplicates – monthly laboratory duplicates for residual coagulant 

analysis must be performed and records shall be maintained onsite. 
 

g. Effluent shall be monitored and recorded for residual chemical/additive levels. 
 

h. If a residual chemical/additive test does not exist and the ATS is operating in 
a batch treatment mode of operation refer to the toxicity monitoring 
requirements below. 

 
3. Toxicity Monitoring 

 
A discharger operating in batch treatment mode shall perform toxicity testing in 
accordance with the following: 

 
a. The discharger shall initiate acute toxicity testing on effluent samples 

representing effluent from each batch prior to discharge.9  All bioassays shall 
be sent to a laboratory certified by the Department of Health Services (DHS) 

                                            
9 This requirement only requires that the test be initiated prior to discharge. 
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Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program (ELAP).  The required field 
of testing number for Whole Effluent Toxicity (WET) testing is E113.10  

 
b. Acute toxicity tests shall be conducted with the following species and 

protocols.  The methods to be used in the acute toxicity testing shall be those 
outlined for a 96-hour acute test in “Methods for Measuring the Acute Toxicity 
of Effluents and Receiving Water to Freshwater and Marine Organisms, 
USEPA-841-R-02-012” for Fathead minnow, Pimephales promelas or 
Rainbow trout Oncorhynchus mykiss may be used as a substitute for fathead 
minnow. 

 
c. All toxicity tests shall meet quality assurance criteria and test acceptability 

criteria in the most recent versions of the EPA test method for WET testing.11 
 

4. Reporting and Recordkeeping 
 

At a minimum, every 30 days a LRP representing the discharger shall access the 
State Water Boards Storm Water Mulit-Application and Report Tracking system 
(SMARTS) and electronically upload field data from the ATS. Records must be 
kept for three years after the project is completed . 

 
5. Non-compliance Reporting 

 
a. Any indications of toxicity or other violations of water quality objectives shall 

be reported to the appropriate regulatory agency as required by this General 
Permit.  

 
b. Upon any measurements that exceed water quality standards, the system 

operator shall immediately notify his supervisor or other responsible parties, 
who shall notify the Regional Water Board. 

 
c. If any monitoring data exceeds any applicable NEL in this General Permit, the 

discharger shall electronically submit a NEL Violation Report to the State 
Water Board within 24 hours after the NEL exceedance has been identified.  

  
i. ATS dischargers shall certify each NEL Violation Report in accordance 

with the Special Provisions for Construction Activity in this General Permit.  
 

ii. ATS dischargers shall retain an electronic or paper copy of each NEL 
Violation Report for a minimum of three years after the date the annual 
report is filed.   

 
iii. ATS dischargers shall include in the NEL Violation Report: 

                                            
10 http://www.dhs.ca.gov/ps/ls/elap/pdf/FOT_Desc.pdf. 
11 http://www.epa.gov/waterscience/methods/wet/. 



ATTACHMENT F 
 

 
2009-0009-DWQ amended by 2010-0014-DWQ & 2012–2006-DWQ   

10 
 

 
(1) The analytical method(s), method reporting unit(s), and method 

detection limit(s) of each analytical parameter (analytical results 
that are less than the method detection limit shall be reported as 
“less than the method detection limit”);  

 
(2) The date, place, time of sampling, visual observation (inspections), 

and/or measurements, including precipitation; and 
 

(3) A description of the current onsite BMPs, and the proposed 
corrective actions taken to manage the NEL exceedance. 

 
iv. Compliance Storm Exemption - In the event that an applicable NEL has 

been exceeded during a storm event equal to or larger than the 
Compliance Storm Event, ATS dischargers shall report the on-site rain 
gauge reading and nearby governmental rain gauge readings for 
verification. 
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Risk Determination Worksheet

Step 1 Determine Sediment Risk via one of the options listed:
1.  GIS Map Method - EPA Rainfall Erosivity Calculator & GIS map
2.  Individual Method - EPA Rainfall Erosivity Calculator & Individual Data

Step 2 Determine Receiving Water Risk via one of the options listed:
1.  GIS map of Sediment Sensitive Watersheds provided 
2.  Site Specific Analysis (support documentation required)

Step 3 Determine Combined Risk Level
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Entry

0

0

0

Watershed Erosion Estimate (=RxKxLS) in tons/acre

Site Sediment Risk Factor
Low Sediment Risk: < 15 tons/acre

Medium Sediment Risk:  >=15 and <75 tons/acre
High Sediment Risk:  >= 75 tons/acre

GIS Map Method:
1.  The R factor for the project is calculated using the online calculator at:  
http://cfpub.epa.gov/npdes/stormwater/LEW/lewCalculator.cfm

2.  The K and LS factors may be obtained by accessing the GIS maps located on the State Water 
Board FTP website at:                   
ftp://swrcb2a.waterboards.ca.gov/pub/swrcb/dwq/cgp/Risk/

Sediment Risk Factor Worksheet 

A) R Factor

R Factor Value

B) K Factor (weighted average, by area, for all site soils)

Analyses of data indicated that when factors other than rainfall are held constant, soil loss is directly proportional to a 
rainfall factor composed of total storm kinetic energy (E) times the maximum 30-min intensity (I30) (Wischmeier and 
Smith, 1958). The numerical value of R is the average annual sum of EI30 for storm events during a rainfall record of at 
least 22 years. "Isoerodent" maps were developed based on R values calculated for more than 1000 locations in the 
Western U.S. Refer to the link below to determine the R factor for the project site.

http://cfpub.epa.gov/npdes/stormwater/LEW/lewCalculator.cfm

K Factor Value

LS Factor Value

Low

C) LS Factor (weighted average, by area, for all slopes)

The soil-erodibility factor K represents: (1) susceptibility of soil or surface material to erosion, (2) transportability of the 
sediment, and (3) the amount and rate of runoff given a particular rainfall input, as measured under a standard condition. 
Fine-textured soils that are high in clay have low K values (about 0.05 to 0.15) because the particles are resistant to 
detachment. Coarse-textured soils, such as sandy soils, also have low K values (about 0.05 to 0.2) because of high 
infiltration resulting in low runoff even though these particles are easily detached. Medium-textured soils, such as a silt 
loam, have moderate K values (about 0.25 to 0.45) because they are moderately susceptible to particle detachment and 
they produce runoff at moderate rates. Soils having a high silt content are especially susceptible to erosion and have high 
K values, which can exceed 0.45 and can be as large as 0.65. Silt-size particles are easily detached and tend to crust, 
producing high rates and large volumes of runoff. Use Site-specific data must be submitted.

The effect of topography on erosion is accounted for by the LS factor, which combines the effects of a hillslope-length 
factor, L, and a hillslope-gradient factor, S. Generally speaking, as hillslope length and/or hillslope gradient increase, soil 
loss increases. As hillslope length increases, total soil loss and soil loss per unit area increase due to the progressive 
accumulation of runoff in the downslope direction. As the hillslope gradient increases, the velocity and erosivity of runoff 
increases. Use the LS table located in separate tab of this spreadsheet to determine LS factors. Estimate the weighted 
LS for the site prior to construction. 

0

Site-specific K factor guidance

LS Table



Receiving Water (RW) Risk Factor Worksheet Entry Score

A. Watershed Characteristics yes/no

A.1. Does the disturbed area discharge (either directly or indirectly) to a303(d)-listed 
waterbody impaired by sediment (For help with impaired waterbodies please visit the link 
below) or has a USEPA approved TMDL implementation plan for sediment?:

http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/tmdl/integrated2010.shtml

OR
A.2. Does the disturbed area discharge to a waterbody with designated beneficial uses of 
SPAWN & COLD & MIGRATORY? (For help please review the appropriate Regional Board 
Basin Plan)

http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/waterboards_map.shtml

Region 1 Basin Plan

Region 2 Basin Plan

Region 3 Basin Plan

Region 4 Basin Plan

Region 5 Basin Plan

Region 6 Basin Plan

Region 7 Basin Plan

Region 8 Basin Plan

Region 9 Basin Plan

no Low



Low Medium High

Low Level 1

High Level 3

Project Sediment Risk: Low 1

Project RW Risk: Low 1

Project Combined Risk: Level 1

Combined Risk Level Matrix

Sediment Risk

R
ec

ei
vi

ng
 W

at
er

 
R

is
k

Level 2

Level 2





Average Watershed Slope (%)
Sheet 
Flow 
Length 
(ft) 0.2 0.5 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 8.0 10.0 12.0 14.0 16.0 20.0 25.0 30.0 40.0 50.0 60.0

<3 0.05 0.07 0.09 0.13 0.17 0.20 0.23 0.26 0.32 0.35 0.36 0.38 0.39 0.41 0.45 0.48 0.53 0.58 0.63
6 0.05 0.07 0.09 0.13 0.17 0.20 0.23 0.26 0.32 0.37 0.41 0.45 0.49 0.56 0.64 0.72 0.85 0.97 1.07
9 0.05 0.07 0.09 0.13 0.17 0.20 0.23 0.26 0.32 0.38 0.45 0.51 0.56 0.67 0.80 0.91 1.13 1.31 1.47

12 0.05 0.07 0.09 0.13 0.17 0.20 0.23 0.26 0.32 0.39 0.47 0.55 0.62 0.76 0.93 1.08 1.37 1.62 1.84
15 0.05 0.07 0.09 0.13 0.17 0.20 0.23 0.26 0.32 0.40 0.49 0.58 0.67 0.84 1.04 1.24 1.59 1.91 2.19
25 0.05 0.07 0.10 0.16 0.21 0.26 0.31 0.36 0.45 0.57 0.71 0.85 0.98 1.24 1.56 1.86 2.41 2.91 3.36
50 0.05 0.08 0.13 0.21 0.30 0.38 0.46 0.54 0.70 0.91 1.15 1.40 1.64 2.10 2.67 3.22 4.24 5.16 5.97
75 0.05 0.08 0.14 0.25 0.36 0.47 0.58 0.69 0.91 1.20 1.54 1.87 2.21 2.86 3.67 4.44 5.89 7.20 8.37

100 0.05 0.09 0.15 0.28 0.41 0.55 0.68 0.82 1.10 1.46 1.88 2.31 2.73 3.57 4.59 5.58 7.44 9.13 10.63
150 0.05 0.09 0.17 0.33 0.50 0.68 0.86 1.05 1.43 1.92 2.51 3.09 3.68 4.85 6.30 7.70 10.35 12.75 14.89
200 0.06 0.10 0.18 0.37 0.57 0.79 1.02 1.25 1.72 2.34 3.07 3.81 4.56 6.04 7.88 9.67 13.07 16.16 18.92
250 0.06 0.10 0.19 0.40 0.64 0.89 1.16 1.43 1.99 2.72 3.60 4.48 5.37 7.16 9.38 11.55 15.67 19.42 22.78
300 0.06 0.10 0.20 0.43 0.69 0.98 1.28 1.60 2.24 3.09 4.09 5.11 6.15 8.23 10.81 13.35 18.17 22.57 26.51
400 0.06 0.11 0.22 0.48 0.80 1.14 1.51 1.90 2.70 3.75 5.01 6.30 7.60 10.24 13.53 16.77 22.95 28.60 33.67
600 0.06 0.12 0.24 0.56 0.96 1.42 1.91 2.43 3.52 4.95 6.67 8.45 10.26 13.94 18.57 23.14 31.89 39.95 47.18
800 0.06 0.12 0.26 0.63 1.10 1.65 2.25 2.89 4.24 6.03 8.17 10.40 12.69 17.35 23.24 29.07 40.29 50.63 59.93

1000 0.06 0.13 0.27 0.69 1.23 1.86 2.55 3.30 4.91 7.02 9.57 12.23 14.96 20.57 27.66 34.71 48.29 60.84 72.15

 LS Factors for Construction Sites.  Table from Renard et. al., 1997.
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APPENDIX 2:  
Post-Construction Water Balance Performance Standard 

Spreadsheet 
 

The discharger shall submit with their Notice of Intent (NOI) the following 
information to demonstrate compliance with the New and Re-Development Water 
Balance Performance Standard. 
 
Map Instructions 
 
The discharger must submit a small-scale topographic map of the site to show 
the existing contour elevations, pre- and post-construction drainage divides, and 
the total length of stream in each watershed area.  Recommended scales include 
1 in. = 20 ft., 1 in. = 30 ft., 1 in. = 40 ft., or 1 in = 50 ft.  The suggested contour 
interval is usually 1 to 5 feet, depending upon the slope of the terrain.  The 
contour interval may be increased on steep slopes.  Other contour intervals and 
scales may be appropriate given the magnitude of land disturbance. 
 
Spreadsheet Instructions 
 
The intent of the spreadsheet is to help dischargers calculate the project-related 
increase in runoff volume and select impervious area and runoff reduction credits 
to reduce the project-related increase in runoff volume to pre-project levels.   
 
The discharger has the option of using the spreadsheet (Appendix 2.1) or a 
more sophisticated, watershed process-based model (e.g. Storm Water 
Management Model, Hydrological Simulation Program Fortran) to determine the 
project-related increase in runoff volume.   
 
In Appendix 4.1, you must complete the worksheet for each land use/soil 
type combination for each project sub-watershed.   
 
Steps 1 through 9 pertain specifically to the Runoff Volume Calculator:   

 
Step 1:    Enter the county where the project is located in cell H3. 

 
Step 2:    Enter the soil type in cell H6. 
 
Step 3:    Enter the existing pervious (dominant) land use type in cell H7. 
 
Step 4:    Enter the proposed pervious (dominant) land use type in cell H8. 
 
Step 5:    Enter the total project site area in cell H11 or J11. 
 
Step 6:    Enter the sub-watershed area in cell H12 or J12. 
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Step 7:    Enter the existing rooftop area in cell H17 or J17, the existing non-
rooftop impervious area in cell H18 or J18, the proposed rooftop area in 
cell H19 or J19, and the proposed non-rooftop impervious area in cell 
H20 or J20 

 
Step 8: Work through each of the impervious area reduction credits and claim 

credits where applicable.  Volume that cannot be addressed using non-
structural practices must be captured in structural practices and 
approved by the Regional Water Board.   

 
Step 9: Work through each of the impervious volume reduction credits and 

claim credits where applicable.  Volume that cannot be addressed 
using non-structural practices must be captured in structural practices 
and approved by the Regional Water Board.   

 
Non-structural Practices Available for Crediting 

 
• Porous Pavement  

 
• Tree Planting 

 
• Downspout Disconnection 

 
• Impervious Area Disconnection 

 
• Green Roof 

 
• Stream Buffer 

 
• Vegetated Swales 

 
• Rain Barrels and Cisterns 

 
• Landscaping Soil Quality 
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(Step 1a) If you know the 
85th percentile storm event 
for your location enter it in 
the box below

(Step 1b) If you can not answer 1a then 
select the county where the project is 
located (click on the cell to the right for 
drop-down):    This will determine the 
average 85th percentile 24 hr. storm event 
for your site, which will appear under 
precipitation to left.                     

(Step 1c) If you would like a more percise 
value select the location closest to your 
site. If you do not recgonize any of these 
locations, leave this drop-down menu at 
location. The average value for the County 
will be used. 

Project Name:
(Step 2) Indicate the Soil Type (dropdown 
menu to right):

Waste Discharge Identification 
(WDID):

(Step 3) Indicate the existing dominant 
non-built land Use Type (dropdown menu 
to right):

Date:
(Step 4) Indicate the proposed dominant 
non-built land Use Type (dropdown menu 
to right):

Sub Drainage Area Name (from 
map):

Acres

82 (Step 5) Total Project Site Area:
5.00

74
(Step 6)  Sub-watershed Area: 5.00

Percent  of total project :
Based on the County you indicated 
above, we have included the 85 
percentile average 24 hr event - P85 
(in)^ for your area.

in

The Amount of rainfall needed for 
runoff to occur (Existing runoff curve 
number -P from existing RCN (in)^)

In
 (Step 7)  Sub-watershed Conditions

P used for calculations (in) (the greater 
of the above two criteria)

In Sub-watershed Area (acres)
Acres

^Available at 
www.cabmphandbooks.com

Existing Rooftop Impervious Coverage
0

Existing Non-Rooftop Impervious Coverage 
0

Proposed  Rooftop Impervious Coverage 
0

Proposed Non-Rooftop Impervious 
Coverage 0

( p ) p
Credits

Porous Pavement

Tree Planting

Pre-Project Runoff Volume (cu ft) Cu.Ft.
Downspout Disconnection

Project-Related Runoff Volume 
Increase w/o credits (cu ft)

Cu.Ft.

Impervious Area Disconnection
Green Roof

Stream Buffer

Vegetated Swales

Subtotal

Subtotal Runoff Volume Reduction Credit

(Step 9)  Impervious Volume Reduction Credits

Rain Barrels/Cisterns
Soil Quality Cu. Ft.

Subtotal Runoff Volume Reduction

Total Runoff Volume Reduction Credit 

247

Proposed Development Pervious Runoff Curve Number

0.62

0.62

Optional

Runoff Curve Numbers

Complete Either

Lawn, Grass, or Pasture covering more than 75% 
of the open space

Existing Pervious Runoff Curve Number

Complete EitherOptional

Optional

Calculated Acres

Optional

You have achieved your minimum requirements

Project-Related Volume Increase 
with Credits (cu ft)

0

Design Storm

0

0.44

0

Post-Construction Water Balance Calculator

100%

Acres

5.00

5.00

Wood & Grass: <50% ground cover

User may make changes from any cell 
that is orange or brown in color  (similar 
to the cells to the immediate right). 
Cells in green are calculated for you.  

Project Information

SACRAMENTO

0.00

Cu. Ft.

Cu.Ft.

Cu. Ft.

0

0

0

00.00

0

0

0.00

0.00

Cu. Ft.

Volume (cubic feet)

0.00

0.00

0.00

0

0.00

0

0.00

Square FeetAcres
0

SACRAMENTO FAA ARPT

Low infiltration.   Sandy clay loam.  
Infiltration rate 0.05 to 0.15 inch/hr 

when wet.

Runoff Calculations

5.00Sq Ft

Sq Ft

Group C 
Soils

Cu. Ft.

0.00

0.00

0.00 0

0

0



Porous Pavement Credit Worksheet

Please fill out a porous pavement credit worksheet for each project sub-watershed.
For the PROPOSED Development:

Proposed  Porous Pavement Runoff Reduction* In SqFt. In Acres Equivalent Acres
Area of Brick without Grout on less than 12 inches of base with at least 20% void 
space over soil 0.45 0.00
Area of Brick without Grout on more than 12 inches of base with at least 20% void 
space over soil 0.90 0.00
Area of Cobbles less than 12 inches deep and over soil 0.30 0.00
Area of Cobbles less than 12 inches deep and over soil 0.60 0.00

Area of Reinforced Grass Pavement on less than 12 inches of base with at least 20% 
void space over soil 0.45 0.00

Area of Reinforced Grass Pavement on at least 12 inches of base with at least 20% 
void space over soil 0.90 0.00
Area of Porous Gravel Pavement on less than 12 inches of base with at least 20% 
void space over soil 0.38 0.00
Area of Porous Gravel Pavement on at least 12 inches of base with at least 20% void 
space over soil 0.75 0.00

Area of Poured Porous Concrete or Asphalt Pavement with less than 4 inches of 
gravel base (washed stone) 0.40 0.00

Area of Poured Porous Concrete or Asphalt Pavement with  4 to 8 inches of gravel 
base (washed stone) 0.60 0.00

Area of Poured Porous Concrete or Asphalt Pavement with  8 to 12 inches of gravel 
base (washed stone) 0.80 0.00

Area of Poured Porous Concrete or Asphalt Pavement with  12 or more  inches of 
gravel base (washed stone) 1.00 0.00

*=1-Rv** Return to Calculator
**Using Site Design Techniques to meet Development Standards for Stormwater Quality (BASMAA 2003)
**NCDENR Stormwater BMP Manual (2007)

Fill in either Acres or SqFt



Tree Planting Credit Worksheet

Tree Canopy Credit Criteria
Number of Trees 

Planted Credit (acres)
0 0.00

0.00
Square feet Under  

Canopy 

0.00

0.00 0

Return to Calculator
* credit amount based on credits from Stormwater Quality Design Manual for the Sacramento and South Placer Regions

Please fill out a tree canopy credit worksheet for each project sub-watershed.

Number of proposed evergreen trees to be planted (credit = number of trees x 0.005)*
Number of proposed deciduous trees to be planted (credit = number of trees x 0.0025)*

Square feet under an existing tree canopy, that will remain on the property, with an average 
diameter at 4.5 ft above grade (i.e., diameter at breast height or DBH) is LESS than 12 in 
diameter.

Please describe below how the project will ensure that these trees will be maintained.

Square feet under an existing tree canopy that will remain on the property, with an average 
diameter at 4.5 ft above grade (i.e., diameter at breast height or DBH) is 12 in diameter or 
GREATER.



Downspout Disconnection Credit Worksheet

Percentage of existing 0.00 Acres

The Stream Buffer and/or Vegetated Swale credits will not be taken in this sub-watershed area?  

Please fill out a downspout disconnection credit worksheet for each project subwatershed.  If you 
answer yes to all questions,  all rooftop area draining to each downspout will be subtracted from 
your proposed rooftop impervious coverage.    

Is the roof runoff from the design storm event fully contained in a raised bed or planter box or does 
it drain as sheet flow to a landscaped area large enough to contain the roof runoff from the design 
storm event? 

Downspout Disconnection Credit Criteria 

Do downspouts and any extensions extend at least six feet from a basement and two feet from a 
crawl space or concrete slab?

Is the area of rooftop connecting to each disconnected downspout  600 square feet or less?

of rooftop surface has disconnected 
downspouts

of rooftop surface has disconnected 50

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

No

Yes No

Percentage of the proposed 0.00 Acres
p

downspouts
50

Return to Calculator

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

No

Yes No



Impervious Area Disconnection Credit Worksheet

Response

Percentage of existing 0.00 Acres
Percentage of the 

proposed 0.00 Acres 70

Return to Calculator

The Stream Buffer credit will not be taken in this sub-watershed area?  

non-rooftop surface area disconnected

non-rooftop surface area disconnected

Please fill out an impervious area disconnection credit worksheet for each project sub-watershed.  If you answer 
yes to all questions,  all non-rooftop impervious surface area will be subtracted from your proposed non-rooftop 
impervious coverage.   

Non-Rooftop Disconnection Credit Criteria 

Is the maximum contributing impervious flow path length less than 75 feet or, if equal or 
greater than 75 feet, is a storage device (e.g. French drain, bioretention area, gravel 
trench) implemented to achieve the required disconnection length?

Is the impervious area to any one discharge location less than 5,000 square feet?  

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No



Green Roof Credit Worksheet     

Please fill out a greenroof credit worksheet for each project sub-watershed.  If you answer yes to all 
questions, 70% of the greenroof  area will be subtracted from your proposed rooftop impervious coverage.
       
       
       

Green Roof Credit Criteria  

 

Response  

Is the roof slope less than 15% or does it have a grid to hold the substrate in 
place until it forms a thick vegetation mat? 

  

Has a professional engineer assessed the necessary load reserves and 
designed a roof structure to meet state and local codes? 

  

Is the irrigation needed for plant establishment and/or to sustain the green roof 
during extended dry periods, is the source from stored, recycled, reclaimed, or 
reused water? 

  

Percentage of 
existing  

0.0
0 Acres rooftop surface area in greenroof 

  

Percentage of the 
proposed 

0.0
0 Acres rooftop surface area in greenroof 

  

      Return to Calculator 
 



Stream Buffer Credit Worksheet     

Please fill out a stream buffer credit worksheet for each project sub-watershed.  If you answer yes to all 
questions, you may subtract all impervious surface draining to each stream buffer that has not been 
addressed using the Downspout and/or Impervious Area Disconnection credits.  
       
       
       

Stream Buffer Credit Criteria  

 

Response  

Does runoff enter the floodprone width* or within 500 feet (whichever is 
larger) of a stream channel as sheet flow**?   

  

Is the contributing overland slope 5% or less, or if greater than 5%, is a 
level spreader used? 

  

Is the buffer area protected from vehicle or other traffic barriers to reduce 
compaction? 

  

Will the stream buffer be maintained in an ungraded and uncompacted 
condition and will the vegetation be maintained in a natural condition? 

  

Percentage of 
existing  0.00 Acres 

impervious surface area draining 
into a stream buffer: 

  

Percentage of the 
proposed 0.00 Acres 

impervious surface area that will 
drain into a stream buffer: 

  

Please describe below how the project will ensure that the buffer areas 
will remain in ungraded and uncompacted condition and that the 
vegetation will be maintained in a natural condition.   

  

 Return to Calculator 

* floodprone width is the width at twice the bankfull depth.    
** the maximum contributing length shall be 75 feet for impervious area   

 



Vegetated Swale Credit Worksheet

Percentage of existing 0.00 Acres

Percentage of the proposed 0.00 Acres
Return to Calculator

Please fill out a vegetated swale worksheet for each project subwatershed.  If you answer yes to all 
questions, you may subtract all impervious surface draining to each stream buffer that has not been 
addressed using the Downspout Disconnection credit.

Vegetated Swale Credit Criteria 
Have all vegetated swales been designed in accordance with Treatment Control BMP 30 (TC-30 - 
Vegetated Swale) from the California Stormwater BMP Handbook, New Development and 
Redevelopment (available at www.cabmphandbooks.com)?

Is the maximum flow velocity for runoff from the design storm event less than or equal to 1.0 foot 
per second?  

of impervious area draining to a vegetated swale

of impervious area draining to a vegetated swale

Yes No

Yes No



Rain Barrel/Cistern Credit Worksheet

Rain Barrel/Cistern Credit Criteria Response

Total number of rain barrel(s)/cisterns 

Average capacity of rain barrel(s)/cistern(s) (in gallons)

Total capacity rain barrel(s)/cistern(s) (in cu ft) 1 0

1 accounts for 10% loss Return to Calculator

Please fill out a rain barrel/cistern  worksheet for each project sub-watershed.



Response

1.3

Sandy loams, loams

12

2.97

Return to Calculator
Table 1
Sands, loamy sands <1 6 Porosity (%) 50 94%

Will the landscaped area be lined with an impervious membrane?

What is the average depth of your landscaped soil media  meeting the above criteria (inches)?

What is the total area of the landscaped areas meeting the above criteria (in acres)?

Please fill out a soil quality worksheet for each project sub-watershed.

Will the soils used for landscaping meet the ideal bulk densities listed in Table 1 below? 1

If you answered yes to the question above, but you do not know the exact bulk density, which 
of the soil types in the drop down menu to the right best describes the top 12 inches for soils 

used for landscaping (in g/cm3).

If you answered yes to the question above, and you know the area-weighted bulk density 

within the top 12 inches for soils used for landscaping (in g/cm 3)* , fill in the cell to the right and 
skip to cell G11. If not select from the drop-down menu in G10.

Yes No

Sands, loamy sands <1.6 Porosity (%)  50.94%
Sandy loams, loams <1.4
Sandy clay loams, loams, clay loams <1.4
Silts, silt loams <1.3
Silt loams, silty clay loams <1.1
Sandy clays, silty clays, some clay 
loams (35-45% clay) <1.1
Clays (>45% clay) <1.1

http://soils.usda.gov/sqi/management/files/sq_utn_2.pdf

* To determine how to calculate density see: 
http://www.globe.gov/tctg/bulkden.pdf?sectionID=94

1 USDA NRCS. "Soil Quality Urban Technical Note 
No.2-Urban Soil Compaction". March 2000.

Mineral grains in many soils are mainly quartz and 
feldspar, so 2.65 a good average for particle 
density. To determine percent porosity, use the 
formula: Porosity (%) = (1-Bulk Density/2.65) X 
100

Yes No
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APPENDIX 3  
Bioassessment Monitoring Guidelines 

 
Bioassessment monitoring is required for projects that meet all of the following 
criteria: 
 

1. The project is rated Risk Level 3 or LUP Type 3 
2. The project directly discharges runoff to a freshwater wadeable stream (or 

streams) that is either: (a) listed by the State Water Board or USEPA as 
impaired due to sediment, and/or (b) tributary to any downstream water 
body that is listed for sediment; and/or have the beneficial use SPAWN & 
COLD & MIGRATORY 

3. Total project-related ground disturbance exceeds 30 acres. 
 
For all such projects, the discharger shall conduct bioassessment monitoring, as 
described in this section, to assess the effect of the project on the biological 
integrity of receiving waters.  
Bioassessment shall include:  

1. The collection and reporting of specified instream biological data  
2.  The collection and reporting of specified instream physical habitat data 
 

Bioassessment Exception  
If a site qualifies for bioassessment, but construction commences out of an index 
period for the site location, the discharger shall: 

1. Receive Regional Water Board approval for the sampling exception  
2. Make a check payable to: Cal State Chico Foundation (SWAMP Bank 

Account) or San Jose State Foundation (SWAMP Bank Account) and 
include the WDID# on the check for the amount calculated for the 
exempted project.   

3. Send a copy of the check to the Regional Water Board office for the site’s 
region   

4. Invest 7,500.00 X The number of samples required into the SWAMP 
program as compensation (upon Regional Water Board approval). 

5. Conduct bioassessment monitoring, as described in Appendix 4  
6. Include the collection and reporting of specified instream biological data 

and physical habitat  
7. Use the bioassessment sample collection and Quality Assurance & 

Quality Control (QA/QC) protocols developed by the State of California’s 
Surface Water Ambient Monitoring Program (SWAMP)  

  
Site Locations and Frequency 
Macroinvertebrate samples shall be collected both before ground disturbance is 
initiated and after the project is completed. The “after” sample(s) shall be 
collected after at least one winter season resulting in surface runoff has 
transpired after project-related ground disturbance has ceased. “Before” and 
“after” samples shall be collected both upstream and downstream of the project’s 
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discharge. Upstream samples should be taken immediately before the sites 
outfall and downstream samples should be taken immediately after the outfall 
(when safe to collect the samples). Samples should be collected for each 
freshwater wadeable stream that is listed as impaired due to sediment, or 
tributary to a water body that is listed for sediment. Habitat assessment data shall 
be collected concurrently with all required macroinvertebrate samples. 
 
Index Period (Timing of Sample Collection) 
Macroinvertebrate sampling shall be conducted during the time of year (i.e., the 
“index period”) most appropriate for bioassessment sampling, depending on 
ecoregion. This map is posted on the State Water Board’s Website: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/construction.s
html 
 
Field Methods for Macroinvertebrate Collections 
In collecting macroinvertebrate samples, the discharger shall use the “Reachwide 
Benthos (Multi-habitat) Procedure” specified in Standard Operating Procedures 
for Collecting Benthic Macroinvertebrate Samples and Associated Physical and 
Chemical Data for Ambient Bioassessments in California (Ode 2007).1  
 
Physical - Habitat Assessment Methods 
The discharger shall conduct, concurrently with all required macroinvertebrate 
collections, the “Full” suite of physical habitat characterization measurements as 
specified in Standard Operating Procedures for Collecting Benthic 
Macroinvertebrate Samples and Associated Physical and Chemical Data for 
Ambient Bioassessments in California (Ode 2007), and as summarized in the 
Surface Water Ambient Monitoring Program’s Stream Habitat Characterization 
Form — Full Version. 
 
Laboratory Methods  
Macroinvertebrates shall be identified and classified according to the Standard 
Taxonomic Effort (STE) Level I of the Southwestern Association of Freshwater 
Invertebrate Taxonomists (SAFIT),2 and using a fixed-count of 600 organisms per 
sample. 
 
Quality Assurance 
The discharger or its consultant(s) shall have and follow a quality assurance (QA) 
plan that covers the required bioassessment monitoring. The QA plan shall 
include, or be supplemented to include, a specific requirement for external QA 
checks (i.e., verification of taxonomic identifications and correction of data where 

                                                 
1 This document is available on the Internet at: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/swamp/docs/phab_sopr6.pdf.  
http://swamp.mpsl.mlml.calstate.edu/wp-
content/uploads/2009/04/swamp_sop_bioassessment_collection_020107.pdf. 
2 The current SAFIT STEs (28 November 2006) list requirements for both the Level I and Level II taxonomic 
effort, and are located at: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/swamp/docs/safit/ste_list.pdf 
http://www.safit.org/Docs/ste_list.pdf.  When new editions are published by SAFIT, they will supersede all 
previous editions. All editions will be posted at the State Water Board’s SWAMP website. 
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errors are identified). External QA checks shall be performed on one of the 
discharger’s macroinvertebrate samples collected per calendar year, or ten 
percent of the samples per year (whichever is greater). QA samples shall be 
randomly selected. The external QA checks shall be paid for by the discharger, 
and performed by the California Department of Fish and Game’s Aquatic 
Bioassessment Laboratory. An alternate laboratory with equivalent or better 
expertise and performance may be used if approved in writing by State Water 
Board staff. 
 
Sample Preservation and Archiving 
The original sample material shall be stored in 70 percent ethanol and retained 
by the discharger until: 1) all QA analyses specified herein and in the relevant QA 
plan are completed; and 2) any data corrections and/or re-analyses 
recommended by the external QA laboratory have been implemented. The 
remaining subsampled material shall be stored in 70 percent ethanol and 
retained until completeness checks have been performed according to the 
relevant QA plan. The identified organisms shall be stored in 70 percent ethanol, 
in separate glass vials for each final ID taxon. (For example, a sample with 45 
identified taxa would be archived in a minimum of 45 vials, each containing all 
individuals of the identified taxon.) Each of the vials containing identified 
organisms shall be labeled with taxonomic information (i.e., taxon name, 
organism count) and collection information (i.e., site name/site code, waterbody 
name, date collected, method of collection). The identified organisms shall be 
archived (i.e., retained) by the discharger for a period of not less than three years 
from the date that all QA steps are completed, and shall be checked at least 
once per year and “topped off” with ethanol to prevent desiccation. The identified 
organisms shall be relinquished to the State Water Board upon request by any 
State Water Board staff. 
 
Data Submittal 
The macroinvertebrate results (i.e., taxonomic identifications consistent with the 
specified SAFIT STEs, and number of organisms within each taxa) shall be 
submitted to the State Water Board in electronic format. The State Water Board’s 
Surface Water Ambient Monitoring Program (SWAMP) is currently developing 
standardized formats for reporting bioassessment data. All bioassessment data 
collected after those formats become available shall be submitted using the 
SWAMP formats. Until those formats are available, the biological data shall be 
submitted in MS-Excel (or equivalent) format.3 
 
The physical/habitat data shall be reported using the standard format titled 
SWAMP Stream Habitat Characterization Form — Full Version.4 
 

                                                 
3 Any version of Excel, 2000 or later, may be used. 
4 Available at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/swamp/docs/reports/fieldforms_fullversion052908.pd
f 
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Invasive Species Prevention 
In conducting the required bioassessment monitoring, the discharger and its 
consultants shall take precautions to prevent the introduction or spread of aquatic 
invasive species. At minimum, the discharger and its consultants shall follow the 
recommendations of the California Department of Fish and Game to minimize the 
introduction or spread of the New Zealand mudsnail.5 

                                                 
5 Instructions for controlling the spread of NZ mudsnails, including decontamination methods, can be found 
at: http://www.dfg.ca.gov/invasives/mudsnail/  
More information on AIS More information on AIS 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/swamp/ais/     
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Appendix 4 Non Sediment TMDLs 
 
 

Region 1 Lost River-DIN and CBOD  
 

Region 1  
Source: Cal Trans 
Construction 
TMDL Completion Date: 12 
30 2008 
TMDL Type: River, Lake 
Watershed Area= 2996 mi2 

Pollutant Stressors/WLA 

Dissolved inorganic 
nitrogen (DIN) 

(metric tons/yr) 

Carbonaceous biochemical oxygen 
demand (CBOD) 
(metric tons/yr) 

Lost River from the Oregon 
border to Tule Lake 

.1 .2 

Tule Lake Refuge .1 .2 
Lower Klamath Refuge .1 .2 

 
Region 2 San Francisco Bay-Mercury 

 
Region 2  
Source:Non-Urban 
Stormwater Runoff 
TMDL Type: Bay 

Name Pollutant 
Stressor/WLA 

TMDL 
Completion Date 

San 
Francisco 
Bay 

Mercury 25 kg/year 08 09 2006 

 
Region 4 Ballona Creek-Metals and Selenium 

 
Region 4  
Source: NPDES 
General Construction 
TMDL Completion 
Date: 12 22 2005 
TMDL Type: Creek  

Pollutant Stressors/WLA 
 

Copper (Cu) Lead (Pb) Selenium (Se) Zinc (Zn) 

g/day g/day/acre g/day g/day/acre g/day g/day/acre g/day g/day/acre 

Ballona Creek 4.94E-07 x 
Daily storm 
volume (L)  

2.20E-10 x 
Daily storm 
volume (L)  

1.62E-06 x 
Daily storm 
volume (L)  

7.20E-10 x 
Daily storm 
volume (L)  

1.37E-07 x 
Daily storm 
volume (L)  

6.10E-11 x 
Daily storm 
volume (L)  

3.27E-06 x 
Daily storm 
volume (L)  

1.45E-09 x 
Daily storm 
volume (L) 
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General Construction Storm Water Permits: 
Waste load allocations will be incorporated into the State Board general permit upon renewal or into a watershed-specific general 
permit developed by the Regional Board.  
• Dry-weather Implementation Non-storm water flows authorized by the General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated 

with Construction Activity (Water Quality Order No. 99-08 DWQ), or any successor order, are exempt from the dry-weather 
waste load allocation equal to zero as long as they comply with the provisions of sections C.3 and A.9 of the Order No. 99-08 
DWQ, which state that these authorized non-storm discharges shall be: 
(1) infeasible to eliminate 
(2) comply with BMPs as described in the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan prepared by the permittee, and  
(3) not cause or contribute to a violation of water quality standards, or comparable provisions in any successor order. 
Unauthorized non-storm water flows are already prohibited by Order No. 99-08 DWQ.  

• Wet-weather Implementation Within seven years of the effective date of the TMDL, the construction industry will submit the 
results of BMP effectiveness studies to determine BMPs that will achieve compliance with the final waste load allocations 
assigned to construction storm water permittees.  

• Regional Board staff will bring the recommended BMPs before the Regional Board for consideration within eight years of the 
effective date of the TMDL.  

• General construction storm water permittees will be considered in compliance with final waste load allocations if they 
implement these Regional Board approved BMPs. All permittees must implement the approved BMPs within nine years of the 
effective date of the TMDL. If no effectiveness studies are conducted and no BMPs are approved by the Regional Board within 
eight years of the effective date of the TMDL, each general construction storm water permit holder will be subject to site-
specific BMPs and monitoring requirements to demonstrate compliance with final waste load allocations.  

 
Region 4 Calleaguas Creek-OC Pesticides, PCBs, and Siltation 

Interim Requirements 
Region 4 Calleaguas Creek 
Source: Minor NPDES point sources/WDRs
TMDL Completion Date: 3 14 2006 
TMDL Type:Creek 

Pollutant Stressor WLA Daily Max (µg/L) WLA Monthly Ave (µg/L) 

Chlordane 1.2 0.59 
4,4-DDD 1.7 0.84 
4,4-DDE 1.2 0.59 
4,4-DDT 1.2 0.59 
Dieldrin 0.28 0.14 
PCB’s 0.34 0.17 
Toxaphene 0.33 0.16 
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Final WLA  (ng/g) 

Region 4 Calleaguas Creek 
Source: Stormwater Permittees  
TMDL Completion Date: 3 14 2006 
TMDL Type:Creek 

Chlordane 4,4-DDD 4,4-DDE 4,4-DDT Dieldrin PCB’s Toxaphene 

Mugu Lagoon* 3.3 2.0 2.2 0.3 4.3 180.0 360.0 
Callegaus Creek 3.3 2.0 1.4 0.3 0.2 120.0 0.6 
Revolon Slough (SW)* 0.9 2.0 1.4 0.3 0.1 130.0 1.0 
Arroyo Las posas(SW)* 3.3 2.0 1.4 0.3 0.2 120.0 0.6 
Arroyo Simi 3.3 2.0 1.4 0.3 0.2 120.0 0.6 
Conejo Creek 3.3 2.0 1.4 0.3 0.2 120.0 0.6 

Interim Requirements (ng/g) 

Mugu Lagoon* 25.0 69.0 300.0 39.0 19.0 180. 22900.0 
Callegaus Creek 17.0 66.0 470.0 110.0 3.0 3800.0 260.0 
Revolon Slough (SW)* 48.0 400.0 1600.0 690.0 5.7 7600.0 790.0 
Arroyo Las posas(SW)* 3.3 290.0 950.0 670.0 1.1 25700.0 230.0 
Arroyo Simi 3.3 14.0 170.0 25.0 1.1 25700.0 230.0 
Conejo Creek 3.4 5.3 20.0 2.0 3.0 3800.0 260.0 
*(SW)=Subwatershed 
*Mugu Lagoon includes Duck pond/Agricultural Drain/Mugu/Oxnard Drain #2 
Compliance with sediment based WLAs is measured as an instream annual average at the base of each subwatershed where the 
discharges are located. 

Region 4 Calleguas Creek-Salts 
 

Final Dry Weather Pollutant WLA (mg/L) 

Region 4 Calleaguas Creek 
Source Permitted Stormwater Dischargers TMDL 
Completion Date: 12 2 2008 
TMDL Type:Creek 

Critical 
Condition 
Flow Rate 

(mgd) 

Chloride 
(lb/day) 

TDS 
(lb/day) 

Sulfate 
(lb/day) 

Boron 
(lb/day) 

Simi 1.39 1738.0 9849.0 2897.0 12.0 
Las Posas 0.13 157.0 887.0 261.0 N/A 
Conejo 1.26 1576.0 8931.0 2627.0 N/A 
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Camarillo 0.06 72.0 406.0 119.0 N/A 
Pleasant Valley (Calleguas) 0.12 150.0 850.0 250.0 N/A 
Pleasant Valley (Revolon) 0.25 314.0 1778.0 523.0 2.0 

Dry Weather Interim Pollutant WLA (mg/L) 

 Chloride (mg/L) TDS (mg/L) Sulfate (mg/L) Boron (mg/L) 
Simi 230.0 1720.0 1289.0 1.3 
Las Posas 230.0 1720.0 1289.0 1.3 
Conejo 230.0 1720.0 1289.0 1.3 
Camarillo 230.0 1720.0 1289.0 1.3 
Pleasant Valley (Calleguas) 230.0 1720.0 1289.0 1.3 
Pleasant Valley (Revolon) 230.0 1720.0 1289.0 1.3 
 
• General Construction permittees are assigned a dry weather wasteload allocation equal to the average dry weather critical 

condition flow rate multiplied by the numeric target for each constituent. Waste load allocations apply in the receiving water at 
the base of each subwatershed. Dry weather allocations apply when instream flow rates are below the 86th percentile flow and 
there has been no measurable precipitation in the previous 24 hours. 

• Because wet weather flows transport a large mass of salts at low concentrations, these dischargers meet water quality 
objectives during wet weather.  

• Interim limits are assigned for dry weather discharges from areas covered by NPDES stormwater permits to allow time to 
implement appropriate actions. The interim limits are assigned as concentration based receiving water limits set to the 95th 
percentile of the discharger data as a monthly average limit except for chloride. The 95th percentile for chloride was 267 mg/L 
which is higher than the recommended criteria set forth in the Basin Plan for protection of sensitive beneficial uses including 
aquatic life. Therefore, the interim limit for chloride for Permitted Stormwater Dischargers is set equal to 230 mg/L to ensure 
protection of sensitive beneficial uses in the Calleguas Creek watershed.  

 
 

Region 4 San Gabriel River and Tributaries-Metals and Selenium 

Region 4 San Gabriel River and 
Tributaries 
Source: Construction Stormwater 
Dischargers  
TMDL Completion Date: 3 2007  
TMDL Type: Creek 

Pollutant 
Stressor 

 Wet weather 
Allocations 

Dry Weather 
Allocations 

% of Watershed 
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Wet-weather allocations for lead in San Gabriel River Reach 2. Concentration-based allocations apply to non-stormwater NPDES 
discharges. Stormwater allocations are expressed as a percent of load duration curve. Mass-based values presented in table are 

based on a flow of 260 cfs (daily storm volume = 6.4 x10
8 
liters). 

 
There are 1555 acres of water in the entire watershed, 37.4 acres of water in the Reach 1 subwatershed (2.4%), and 269 acres in 
the Coyote Creek subwatershed (17%). 
 
General Construction Storm Water Permits  

Waste load allocations for the general construction storm water permits may be incorporated into the State Board general permit 
upon renewal or into a watershed-specific general permit developed by the Regional Board.  An estimate of direct atmospheric 
deposition is developed based on the percent area of surface water in the watershed. Approximately 0.4% of the watershed area 
draining to San Gabriel River Reach 2 is comprised of water and approximately 0.2% of the watershed area draining to Coyote 
Creek is comprised of water. 
 
 

Region 4 The Harbor Beaches of Ventura County-Bacteria 
 
The TMDL has a multi-part numeric target based on the bacteriological water quality objectives for marine water to protect the 
water contact recreation use. These targets are the most appropriate indicators of public health risk in recreational waters. 
Bacteriological objectives are set forth in Chapter 3 of the Basin Plan. The objectives are based on four bacteria indicators and 
include both geometric mean limits and single sample limits. The Basin Plan objectives that serve as the numeric targets for this 
TMDL are:  

San Gabriel Reach 2 Lead (Pb)  0.7% * 166 µg/l * 
Daily Storm Vol  
 

N/A 0.7% 

San Gabriel Reach 2 Lead (Pb)  
Mass based 

0.8 kg/d N/A 0.7% 

Coyote Creek Copper (Cu) 0.285  kg/d 0 5.0%  
 

Coyote Creek Lead (Pb) 1.70 kg/d N/A 5.0%  
 

Coyote Creek Zinc (Zn) 2.4 kg/d N/A 5.0%  
San Jose Creek Reach 1 and 2  
 

Selenium 5 µg/L 5 µg/L 5.0%  
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The General NPDES Construction permit is seen as a minor contributor and is given no allocation 
 
General NPDES permits, individual NPDES permits, the Statewide Industrial Storm Water General Permit, the Statewide 
Construction Activity Storm Water General Permit, and WDR permittees in the Channel Islands Harbor subwatershed are 
assigned WLAs of zero (0) days of allowable exceedances for all three time periods and for the single sample limits and the rolling 
30-day geometric mean. Any future enrollees under a general NPDES permit, individual NPDES permit, the Statewide Industrial 
Storm Water General  Permit, the Statewide Construction Activity Storm Water General Permit, and WDR will also be subject to a 
WLA of zero (0) days of allowable exceedances.   
 

Region 4 Resolution No. 03-009 Los Angeles River and Tributaries-Nutrients 
Minor Point Sources 
Waste loads are allocated to minor point sources enrolled under NPDES or WDR permits including but not limited to Tapia WRP,  
Whittier Narrows WRP, Los Angeles Zoo WRP, industrial and construction stormwater, and municipal storm water and urban 
runoff from municipal separate storm sewer systems (MS4s) 

 
 

Malibu Creek Attachment A to Resolution No. 2004-019R-Bacteria 
12 13 2004 The WLAs for permittees under the NPDES General Stormwater Construction Permit are zero (0) days of allowable 
exceedances for all three time periods and for the single sample limits and the rolling 30-day geometric mean. 
 

Region 4 Marina del Rey Harbor,  Mothers’ Beach and Back Basins  

Region 4   
Minor Point Sources for 
NPDES/WDR Permits 

TMDL Completion Date: 7 10 
2003 
 
TMDL Type: River 

Pollutant Stressor/WLA 

Total Ammonia (NH3) Nitrate-nitrogen 
(NO3-N) 

Nitrite-nitrogen 
(NO2-N) 

NO3-N + NO3-N 

1 Hr Ave 
mg/l 

30 Day Ave  
mg/l 

30 Day Ave  mg/l 30 Day Ave  mg/l 

LA River Above Los 
Angeles-Glendale WRP 
(LAG) 

4.7 1.6 8.0 1.0 8.0 

LA River Below LAG 8.7 2.4 8.0 1.0 8.0 
Los Angeles Tributaries 10.1 2.3 8.0 1.0 8.0 
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Attachment A to Resolution No. 2003-012-Bacteria   
 

8 7 2003 As discussed in “Source Analysis”, discharges from general NPDES permits, general industrial storm water permits and 
general construction storm water permits are not expected to be a significant source of bacteria. Therefore, the WLAs for these 
discharges are zero (0) days of allowable exceedances for all three time periods and for the single sample limits and the rolling 
30-day geometric mean. Any future enrollees under a general NPDES permit, general industrial storm water permit or general 
construction storm water permit within the MdR Watershed will also be subject to a WLA of zero days of allowable exceedances. 
 

Region 4 San Gabriel River and Tributaries-Metals and Selenium 
 
Dry Weather Selenium WLA 
A zero WLA is assigned to the industrial and construction stormwater permits during dry weather. Non-storm water discharges are 
already prohibited or restricted by existing general permits. 
 

 
Each enrollee under the general construction stormwater permit receives a WLA on a per acre basis  
 

Region 4   
General Construction Permittees 
TMDL Completion Date: 7 13 2006 
TMDL Type: River 

Total Recoverable Metals (kg/day) 

Copper (Cu) 
Kg/day 

Lead (Pb) 
Kg/day  

Zinc (Zn) 
Kg/day 

San Gabriel River Reach 2 and 
upstream reaches/tributaries 

XXXX Daily storm volume x 1.24 
µg/L 

XXXX 

Coyote Creek and Tributaries Daily storm volume x 0.7 
µg/L 

Daily storm volume x 4.3 
µg/L 

Daily storm volume x 6.2 
µg/L 

Region 4   
General Construction Permittees TMDL 
Completion Date: 7 13 2006 
TMDL Type: River 

Total Recoverable Metals (kg/day/acre) 

Copper (Cu) 
Kg/acre/day 

Lead (Pb) 
Kg/acre/day  

Zinc (Zn) 
Kg/acre/day 

San Gabriel River Reach 2 and 
upstream reaches/tributaries 

XXXX Daily storm volume x 0.56 
µg/L 

XXXX 
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For the general industrial and construction storm water permits, the daily storm volume is measured at USGS station 11085000 
for discharges to Reach 2 and above and at LACDPW flow gauge station F354-R for discharges to Coyote Creek. 
 
General construction storm water permits 
WLAs will be incorporated into the State Board general permit upon renewal or into a watershed-specific general permit 
developed by the Regional Board. 
Dry-weather implementation 
Non-storm water flows authorized by the General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction Activity 
(NPDES Permit No. CAS000002), or any successor permit, are exempt from the dry-weather WLA equal to zero as long as they 
comply with the provisions of sections C.3.and A.9 of the Order No. 99-08 DWQ, which state that these authorized non-storm 
discharges shall be (1) infeasible to eliminate (2) comply with BMPs as described in the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
prepared by the permittee, and (3) not cause or contribute to a violation of water quality standards, or comparable provisions in 
any successor order. Unauthorized non-storm water flows are already prohibited by Permit No. CAS000002. 

 
Upon permit issuance, renewal, or re-opener 
Non-storm water flows not authorized by Order No. 99-08 DWQ, or any successor order, shall achieve dry-weather WLAs.  WLAs 
shall be expressed as NPDES water quality-based effluent limitations specified in accordance with federal regulations and state 
policy on water quality control. Effluent limitations may be expressed as permit conditions, such as the installation, maintenance, 
and monitoring of Regional Board-approved BMPs. 
 
Six years from the effective date of the TMDL 
The construction industry will submit the results of wet-weather BMP effectiveness studies to the Los Angeles Regional Board for 
consideration. In the event that no effectiveness studies are conducted and no BMPs are approved, permittees shall be subject to 
site-specific BMPs and monitoring to demonstrate BMP effectiveness. 
 
Seven years from the effective date of the TMDL 
The Los Angeles Regional Board will consider results of the wet weather BMP effectiveness studies and consider approval of 
BMPs. 
 
Eight years from the effective date of the TMDL 
All general construction storm water permittees shall implement Regional Board-approved BMPs. 

Region 8 RESOLUTION NO. R8-2007- 0024 

Coyote Creek and Tributaries Daily storm volume x 0.12 
µg/L 

Daily storm volume x 0.70 
µg/L 

Daily storm volume x 1.01 
µg/L 
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Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) for San Diego Creek, 
Upper and Lower Newport Bay, Orange County, California 
 

*Red= Informational WLA only, not for enforcement purposes 
 
Organochlorine Compounds TMDLs Implementation Tasks and Schedule 
 
Regional Board staff shall develop a SWPPP Improvement Program that identifies the Regional Board’s expectations with respect 
to the content of SWPPPs, including documentation regarding the selection and implementation of BMPs, and a sampling and 
analysis plan. The Improvement Program shall include specific guidance regarding the development and implementation of 
monitoring plans, including the constituents to be monitored, sampling frequency and analytical protocols. The SWPPP 
Improvement Program shall be completed by (the date of OAL approval of this BPA). No later than two months from completion 
of the Improvement Program, Board staff shall assure that the requirements of the Program are communicated to interested 
parties, including dischargers with existing authorizations under the General Construction Permit. Existing, authorized dischargers 
shall revise their project SWPPPs as needed to address the Program requirements as soon as possible but no later than (three 
months of completion of the SWPPP Improvement Program). Applicable SWPPPs that do not adequately address the 
Program requirements shall be considered inadequate and enforcement by the Regional Board shall proceed accordingly. The 
Caltrans and Orange County MS4 permits shall be revised as needed to assure that the permittees communicate the Regional 
Board’s SWPPP expectations, based on the SWPPP Improvement Program, with the Standard Conditions of Approval.  

Region 8   
NPDES Construction Permit 

TMDL Completion Date: 1 24 1995 
 
TMDL Type: River. Cr, Bay 

Organochlorine Compounds 

Total DDT 
 

Chlordane Total PCBs Toxaphene 

g/day g/yr g/day g/yr g/day g/yr g/day g/yr 
San Diego Creek .27 99.8 .18* 64.3* .09* 31.5* .004 1.5 
Upper Newport Bay .11 40.3 .06 23.4 .06 23.2 X X 
Lower Newport Bay .04 14.9 .02 8.6 .17 60.7 X X 
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Appendix 4 Sediment TMDLs 
 
Implemented Sediment TMDLs in California. Construction was listed as a source in all fo these TMDLs in relation to road construction. 
Although construction was mentioned as a source, it was not given a specific allocation amount. The closest allocation amount would be for 
the road activity management WLA.   Implementation Phase – Adoption process by the Regional Board, the State Water Resources Control 
Board, the Office of Administrative Law, and the US Environmental Protection Agency completed and TMDL being implemented. 
 
A. Region Type Name Pollutant Stressor Potential Sources TMDL 

Completion 
Date 

Watershed 
Acres 

WLA 
tons mi2 yr 

1 
R1.epa.albionfinalt
mdl 

R Albion River Sedimentation Road Construction 2001 43 acres See A 
(table 6) 

 

  

 
 

B Region Type Name Pollutant 
Stressor 

Potential 
Sources 

TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed 
Acres 

WLA 
tons mi2 yr 

1 R1.epa.EelR-
middle.mainSed.te
mp 

R Middle Main Eel River and 
Tributaries (from Dos Rios 
to the South Fork) 
 

Sedimentation Road 
Construction 

2005-2006 521 mi2 100   

C Region Type Name Pollutant Stressor Potential 
Sources 

TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed 
Acres 

WLA 
tons mi2 yr 

1 
R1.epa.EelRsouth.
sed.temp 
 

R South Fork Eel River 
 

Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 1999 See chart 473  

D Region Type Name Pollutant 
Stressor 

Potential 
Sources 

TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed 
Acres 

WLA 
tons mi2 yr 

1 
R1.epa.bigfinaltmd
l 

R Big River 
 

Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 2001 181 mi2

watershed 
drainage 

TMDL = loading 
capacity = nonpoint 
sources + background = 
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 393 t mi2 yr 

E Region Type Name Pollutant Stressor Potential 
Sources 

TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed 
Acres 

WLA 
tons mi2 yr 

1 R1.epa.EelR-
lower.Sed.temp-
121807-signed 
 

R Lower Eel River Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 2007 300 square-
mile 
watershed 

898  

F Region Type Name Pollutant Stressor Potential 
Sources 

TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed 
Acres 

WLA 
tons mi2 yr 

1 R1.epa.EelR-
middle.Sed.temp- 

R Middle Fork Eel 
River  

Sedimentation  Road 
Construction  

12 2003 753 mi2

(approx. 
482,000 acres) 

82 

G Region Type Name Pollutant Stressor Potential 
Sources 

TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed 
Acres Mi2 

WLA 
tons mi2 yr 

1 
R1.epa.EelRnorth-
Sed.temp.final-
121807-signed 

R North Fork Eel 
River 

Sedimentation  Road 
Construction  

12 30 2002 289 
(180,020 
acres)  

20  

H Region Type Name Pollutant 
Stressor 

Potential 
Sources 

TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed 
Acres  Mi2 

WLA 
tons mi2 yr 

1 R1.epa.EelR-
upper.mainSed.te
mp- 

R  Upper Main Eel River 
and Tributaries (including 
Tomki Creek, Outlet 
Creek and Lake 
Pillsbury) 

Sedimentation  Road 
Construction  

12 29 2004 688 
(approx. 
440,384 
acres) 

14  
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I Region Type Name Pollutant Stressor Potential Sources TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed 
Acres 

WLA 
tons mi2 yr 

1 
R1.epa.gualalafina
ltmdl 

R Gualala River Sedimentation  Road Construction  Not sure 300 
(191,145 
acres) 

7  

J Region Type Name Pollutant Stressor Potential 
Sources 

TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed 
Acres mi2 

WLA 
tons mi2 yr 

1 R1.epa.Mad-
sed.turbidity 

R Mad River Sedimentation  Road 
Construction  

12 21 2007  480  174  

K Region Type Name Pollutant Stressor Potential 
Sources 

TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed 
Acres mi2 

WLA 
tons mi2 yr 

1 
R1.epa.mattole.se
diment 

R Mattole River Sedimentation  Road 
Construction  

12 30 2003 296  27 or  
520+27 = 547 

L Region Type Name Pollutant 
Stressor 

Potential Sources TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed Acres 
mi2 

WLA 
tons mi2 yr 

1 
R1.epa.navarro.se
d.temp 

R Navarro River Sedimentation  Road Construction  Not sure 315 (201,600 
acres). 

50  

M Region Type Name Pollutant 
Stressor 

Potential 
Sources 

TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed Acres 
mi2 

WLA 
tons mi2 yr 

1 
R1.epa.noyo.sedi
ment 

R Noyo River Sedimentation  Road 
Construction  

12 16 1999 113  (72,323 acres) 68 (three 
areas 
measured) 
Table 16 in 
the TMDL 
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N Region Type Name Pollutant Stressor Potential 
Sources 

TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed 
Acres mi2 

WLA 
tons mi2 yr 

1  
R1.epa.Redwoo
dCk.sed 

Cr Redwood Creek Sedimentation  Road 
Construction  

12 30 1998 278  1900  
Total allocation 

O Region Type Name Pollutant Stressor Potential 
Sources 

TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed 
Acres mi2 

WLA – Roads 
tons mi2 yr 

1  
R1.epa.tenmile.s
ed 

R Ten Mile River Sedimentation  Road 
Construction  

2000 120  9  

P Region Type Name Pollutant Stressor Potential 
Sources 

TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed 
Acres  mi2 

WLA 
management 
tons mi2 yr 

1 
R1.epa.trinity.se
d 

R Trinity River Sedimentation  Road 
Construction  

12 20 2001 2000 of 
3000 
covered in 
this TMDL 

See rows 
below 

1 Cr Horse Linto Creek Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 64 528 

1 Cr Mill creek and Tish 
Tang 

Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 39 210 

1 Cr Willow Creek Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 43 94 

1 Cr Campbell Creek and 
Supply Creek 

Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 11 1961 

1 Cr Lower Mainstem and 
Coon Creek 

Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 32 63 

1 R Reference Sedimentation  Road 12 20 2001 434 24 
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1  
2  
3  
4  
5  
6  
7  
8  

Subwatershed 1 Construction 
1 Cr Canyon Creek  Sedimentation  Road 

Construction 
12 20 2001 64 326 

1 R Upper Tributaries2 Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 72 67 

1 R Middle Tributaries3 Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 54 53 

1 R Lower Tributaries4 Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 96 55 

1 Cr Weaver and Rush 
Creeks 

Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 72 169 

1 Cr Deadwood Creek 
Hoadley Gulch 
Poker Bar 

Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 47 68 

1 L Lewiston Lake Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 25 49 

1 Cr Grassvalley Creek Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 37 44 

1 Cr Indian Creek Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 34 81 

1 Cr Reading and Browns 
Creek 

Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 104 66 

1 Cr Reference 
Subwatersheds5 

Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 235 281 

1 L, Cr Westside tributaries6 Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 93 105 

1 R, Cr, 
G 

Upper trinity7 Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 161 690 

1 R, Cr, 
G 

East Fork Tributaries8 Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 115 65 
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1 New River, Big French, Manzanita, North Fork, East Fork, North Fork 
2 Dutch, Soldier, Oregon gulch, Conner Creek  
3 Big Bar, Prairie Creek, Little French Creek 
4 Swede, Italian, Canadian, Cedar Flat, Mill, McDonald, Hennessy, Quimby, Hawkins, Sharber 
5 Stuarts Fork, Swift Creek, Coffee Creek 
6 Stuart Arm, Stoney Creek, Mule Creek, East Fork, Stuart Fork, West Side Trinity Lake, Hatchet Creek, Buckeye Creek,     
7 Upper Trinity River, Tangle Blue, Sunflower, Graves, Bear Upper Trinity Mainstream, Ramshorn Creek, Ripple Creek,  Minnehaha Creek, 
Snowslide Gulch, Scorpion Creek 
8 East Fork Trinity, Cedar Creek, Squirrel Gulch 
9 East Side Tributaries, Trinity Lake 

 

 
 

                                                 
9  

1 R, L Eastside Tributaries9 Sedimentation  Road 
Construction 

12 20 2001 89 60 

Q Region Type Name Pollutant Stressor Potential 
Sources 

TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed 
Acres mi2 

WLA tons mi2 
yr 

1  
R1.epa.trinity.so.sed 

R, Cr South Fork 
Trinity River 
and Hayfork 
Creek  

Sedimentation  Road 
Construction  

12 1998 Not given, 
19 miles 
long  

33 (road total) 

R Region Type Name Pollutant Stressor Potential 
Sources 

TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed 
Acres mi2 

WLA tons mi2 
yr 

1   
R1.epa.vanduzen.sed 

R, Cr Van Duzen 
River and 
Yager Creek 

Sedimentation  Various 12 16 1999 429 1353 total 
allocation 

1  Upper Basin Sedimentation Road 
Construction 

  7 

1  Middle Basin Sedimentation Road 
Construction 

  22 

1  Lower Basin Sedimentation Road 
Construction 

  20 

S Region Type Name Pollutant Stressor Potential TMDL Watershed WLA tons mi2 
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Adopted TMDLs for Construction Sediment Sources 

 

Sources Completion 
Date 

Acres mi2 yr 

6  R6.blackwood.sed Cr Blackwood 
Creek (Placer 
County) 

Bedded Sediment  Various 9 2007 11 17272  total 

T Region Type Name Pollutant Stressor Potential 
Sources 

TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed 
Acres mi2 

WLA tons mi2 
yr 

6  R6.SquawCk.sed R Squaw Creek 
(Placer 
County) 

Sedimentation 
/controllable sources 

Various – basin 
plan 
amendment 

4 13 2006 8.2 10,900 

Region Type  Name Pollutant Stressor Potential Sources TMDL 
Completion 
Date 

Watershed  
Area  mi2 

Waste load 
Allocation 
tons mi2 yr 

8 R Newport 
Bay San 
Diego 
Creek 
Watershed 

Sedimentation   
 

Construction Land 
Development 
 

1999 2.24 (1432 
acres) 

125,000 tons 
per 
Year (no 
more than 
13,000 tons 
per year 
from 
construction 
sites) 
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APPENDIX 5: 
Glossary 

 
 
Active Areas of Construction 
All areas subject to land surface disturbance activities related to the project 
including, but not limited to, project staging areas, immediate access areas and 
storage areas.  All previously active areas are still considered active areas until 
final stabilization is complete.  [The construction activity Phases used in this 
General Permit are the Preliminary Phase, Grading and Land Development 
Phase, Streets and Utilities Phase, and the Vertical Construction Phase.] 
 
Active Treatment System (ATS) 
A treatment system that employs chemical coagulation, chemical flocculation, or 
electrocoagulation to aid in the reduction of turbidity caused by fine suspended 
sediment. 
 
Acute Toxicity Test  
A chemical stimulus severe enough to rapidly induce a negative effect; in aquatic 
toxicity tests, an effect observed within 96 hours or less is considered acute.   
 
Air Deposition  
Airborne particulates from construction activities.  
 
Approved Signatory 
A person who has been authorized by the Legally Responsible Person to sign, 
certify, and electronically submit Permit Registration Documents, Notices of 
Termination, and any other documents, reports, or information required by the 
General Permit, the State or Regional Water Board, or U.S. EPA.  The Approved 
Signatory must be one of the following:  
 
1. For a corporation or limited liability company: a responsible corporate officer. 

For the purpose of this section, a responsible corporate officer means: (a) a 
president, secretary, treasurer, or vice-president of the corporation in charge 
of a principal business function, or any other person who performs similar 
policy or decision-making functions for the corporation or limited liability 
company; or (b) the manager of the facility if authority to sign documents has 
been assigned or delegated to the manager in accordance with corporate 
procedures; 

 
2. For a partnership or sole proprietorship: a general partner or the proprietor, 

respectively;  
 
3. For a municipality, State, Federal, or other public agency: a principal 

executive officer, ranking elected official, city manager, council president, or 
any other authorized public employee with managerial responsibility over the 
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construction or land disturbance project (including, but not limited to, project 
manager, project superintendent, or resident engineer); 

 
4. For the military:  any military officer or Department of Defense civilian, acting 

in an equivalent capacity to a military officer, who has been designated; 
 
5. For a public university:  an authorized university official; 
 
6. For an individual:  the individual, because the individual acts as both the 

Legally Responsible Person and the Approved Signatory; or 
 
7. For any type of entity not listed above (e.g. trusts, estates, receivers):  an 

authorized person with managerial authority over the construction or land 
disturbance project. 

 
Beneficial Uses  
As defined in the California Water Code, beneficial uses of the waters of the state 
that may be protected against quality degradation include, but are not limited to, 
domestic, municipal, agricultural and industrial supply; power generation; 
recreation; aesthetic enjoyment; navigation; and preservation and enhancement 
of fish, wildlife, and other aquatic resources or preserves. 
 
Best Available Technology Economically Achievable (BAT) 
As defined by USEPA, BAT is a technology-based standard established by the 
Clean Water Act (CWA) as the most appropriate means available on a national 
basis for controlling the direct discharge of toxic and nonconventional pollutants 
to navigable waters.  The BAT effluent limitations guidelines, in general, 
represent the best existing performance of treatment technologies that are 
economically achievable within an industrial point source category or 
subcategory. 
 
Best Conventional Pollutant Control Technology (BCT) 
As defined by USEPA, BCT is a technology-based standard for the discharge 
from existing industrial point sources of conventional pollutants including 
biochemical oxygen demand (BOD), total suspended sediment (TSS), fecal 
coliform, pH, oil and grease.  
 
Best Professional Judgment (BPJ) 
The method used by permit writers to develop technology-based NPDES permit 
conditions on a case-by-case basis using all reasonably available and relevant 
data. 
 
Best Management Practices (BMPs) 
BMPs are scheduling of activities, prohibitions of practices, maintenance 
procedures, and other management practices to prevent or reduce the discharge 
of pollutants.  BMPs also include treatment requirements, operating procedures, 
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and practices to control site runoff, spillage or leaks, sludge or waste disposal, or 
drainage from raw material storage. 
 
Chain of Custody (COC)  
Form used to track sample handling as samples progress from sample collection 
to the analytical laboratory.  The COC is then used to track the resulting 
analytical data from the laboratory to the client.  COC forms can be obtained from 
an analytical laboratory upon request. 
 
Coagulation 
The clumping of particles in a discharge to settle out impurities, often induced by 
chemicals such as lime, alum, and iron salts. 
 
Common Plan of Development 
Generally a contiguous area where multiple, distinct construction activities may 
be taking place at different times under one plan. A plan is generally defined as 
any piece of documentation or physical demarcation that indicates that 
construction activities may occur on a common plot. Such documentation could 
consist of a tract map, parcel map, demolition plans, grading plans or contract 
documents. Any of these documents could delineate the boundaries of a 
common plan area. However, broad planning documents, such as land use 
master plans, conceptual master plans, or broad-based CEQA or NEPA 
documents that identify potential projects for an agency or facility are not 
considered common plans of development. 
 
Daily Average Discharge 
The discharge of a pollutant measured during any 24-hour period that reasonably 
represents a calendar day for purposes of sampling. For pollutants with 
limitations expressed in units of mass, the daily discharge is calculated as the 
total mass of the pollutant discharged during the day. For pollutants with 
limitations expressed in other units of measurement (e.g., concentration) the 
daily discharge is calculated as the average measurement of the pollutant 
throughout the day (40 CFR 122.2). In the case of pH,  the pH must first be 
converted from a log scale.    
 
Debris 
Litter, rubble, discarded refuse, and remains of destroyed inorganic 
anthropogenic waste. 
 
Direct Discharge 
A discharge that is routed directly to waters of the United States by means of a 
pipe, channel, or ditch (including a municipal storm sewer system), or through 
surface runoff. 
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Discharger 
The Legally Responsible Person (see definition) or entity subject to this General 
Permit.  
 
Dose Rate (for ATS) 
In exposure assessment, dose (e.g. of a chemical) per time unit (e.g. mg/day), 
sometimes also called dosage. 
 
Drainage Area 
The area of land that drains water, sediment, pollutants, and dissolved materials 
to a common outlet.  
 
Effluent 
Any discharge of water by a discharger either to the receiving water or beyond 
the property boundary controlled by the discharger. 
 
Effluent Limitation 
Any numeric or narrative restriction imposed on quantities, discharge rates, and 
concentrations of pollutants which are discharged from point sources into waters 
of the United States, the waters of the contiguous zone, or the ocean. 
 
Erosion 
The process, by which soil particles are detached and transported by the actions 
of wind, water, or gravity. 
 
Erosion Control BMPs 
Vegetation, such as grasses and wildflowers, and other materials, such as straw, 
fiber, stabilizing emulsion, protective blankets, etc., placed to stabilize areas of 
disturbed soils, reduce loss of soil due to the action of water or wind, and prevent 
water pollution. 
 
Field Measurements 
Testing procedures performed in the field with portable field-testing kits or 
meters. 
 
Final Stabilization 
All soil disturbing activities at each individual parcel within the site have been 
completed in a manner consistent with the requirements in this General Permit.   
 
First Order Stream 
Stream with no tributaries. 
 
Flocculants 
Substances that interact with suspended particles and bind them together to form 
flocs.   
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Good Housekeeping BMPs 
BMPs designed to reduce or eliminate the addition of pollutants to construction 
site runoff through analysis of pollutant sources, implementation of proper 
handling/disposal practices, employee education, and other actions. 
 
Grading Phase (part of the Grading and Land Development Phase) 
Includes reconfiguring the topography and slope including; alluvium removals; 
canyon cleanouts; rock undercuts; keyway excavations; land form grading; and 
stockpiling of select material for capping operations.   
 
Hydromodification 
Hydromodification is the alteration of the hydrologic characteristics of coastal and 
non-coastal waters, which in turn could cause degradation of water resources.  
Hydromodification can cause excessive erosion and/or sedimentation rates, 
causing excessive turbidity, channel aggradation and/or degradation.   
 
Identified Organisms 
Organisms within a sub-sample that is specifically identified and counted. 
 
Inactive Areas of Construction 
Areas of construction activity that are not active and those that have been active 
and are not scheduled to be re-disturbed for at least 14 days. 
 
Index Period  
The period of time during which bioassessment samples must be collected to 
produce results suitable for assessing the biological integrity of streams and 
rivers. Instream communities naturally vary over the course of a year,and 
sampling during the index period ensures that samples are collected during a 
time frame when communities are stable so that year-to-year consistency is 
obtained. The index period approach provides a cost-effective alternative to year-
round sampling. Furthermore, sampling within the appropriate index period will 
yield results that are comparable to the assessment thresholds or criteria for a 
given region, which are established for the same index period. Because index 
periods differ for different parts of the state, it is essential to know the index 
period for your area. 
 
K Factor 
The soil erodibility factor used in the Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation 
(RUSLE).  It represents the combination of detachability of the soil, runoff 
potential of the soil, and the transportability of the sediment eroded from the soil. 
 
Legally Responsible Person 
The Legally Responsible Person (LRP) will typically be the project proponent.  
The categories of persons or entities that are eligible to serve as the LRP are set 
forth below.  For any construction or land disturbance project where multiple 
persons or entities are eligible to serve as the LRP, those persons or entities 
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shall select a single LRP.  In exceptional circumstances, a person or entity that 
qualifies as the LRP may provide written authorization to another person or entity 
to serve as the LRP.  In such a circumstance, the person or entity that provides 
the authorization retains all responsibility for compliance with the General Permit.  
Except as provided in category 2(d), a contractor who does not satisfy the 
requirements of any of the categories below is not qualified to be an LRP. 
 
The following persons or entities may serve as an LRP:  
 
1. A person, company, agency, or other entity that possesses a real property 

interest (including, but not limited to, fee simple ownership, easement, 
leasehold, or other rights of way) in the land upon which the construction or 
land disturbance activities will occur for the regulated site. 

 
2. In addition to the above, the following persons or entities may also serve as 

an LRP:   
 

a. For linear underground/overhead projects, the utility company, 
municipality, or other public or private company or agency that owns or 
operates the LUP; 

 
b. For land controlled by an estate or similar entity, the person who has day-

to-day control over the land (including, but not limited to, a bankruptcy 
trustee, receiver, or conservator);  
 

c. For pollution investigation and remediation projects, any potentially 
responsible party that has received permission to conduct the project from 
the holder of a real property interest in the land; or 

 
d. For U.S. Army Corp of Engineers projects, the U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers may provide written authorization to its bonded contractor to 
serve as the LRP, provided, however, that the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers is also responsible for compliance with the general permit, as 
authorized by the Clean Water Act or the Federal Facilities Compliance 
Act. 

 
Likely Precipitation Event 
Any weather pattern that is forecasted to have a 50% or greater chance of 
producing precipitation in the project area.  The discharger shall obtain likely 
precipitation forecast information from the National Weather Service Forecast 
Office (e.g., by entering the zip code of the project’s location at 
http://www.srh.noaa.gov/forecast).  
 
Maximum Allowable Threshold Concentration (MATC) 
The allowable concentration of residual, or dissolved, coagulant/flocculant in 
effluent.  The MATC shall be coagulant/flocculant-specific, and based on toxicity 
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testing conducted by an independent, third-party laboratory.  A typical MATC 
would be: 
 
The MATC is equal to the geometric mean of the NOEC (No Observed Effect 
Concentration) and LOEC (Lowest Observed Effect Concentration) Acute and 
Chronic toxicity results for most sensitive species determined for the specific 
coagulant.  The most sensitive species test shall be used to determine the 
MATC. 
 
Natural Channel Evolution 
The physical trend in channel adjustments following a disturbance that causes 
the river to have more energy and degrade or aggrade more sediment. Channels 
have been observed to pass through 5 to 9 evolution types. Once they pass 
though the suite of evolution stages, they will rest in a new state of equilibrium. 
 
Non-Storm Water Discharges 
Discharges are discharges that do not originate from precipitation events.  They 
can include, but are not limited to, discharges of process water, air conditioner 
condensate, non-contact cooling water, vehicle wash water, sanitary wastes, 
concrete washout water, paint wash water, irrigation water, or pipe testing water. 
 
Non-Visible Pollutants 
Pollutants associated with a specific site or activity that can have a negative 
impact on water quality, but cannot be seen though observation (ex: chlorine). 
Such pollutants being discharged are not authorized. 
  
Numeric Action Level (NAL) 
Level is used as a warning to evaluate if best management practices are 
effective and take necessary corrective actions. Not an effluent limit.  
 
Original Sample Material  
The material (i.e., macroinvertebrates, organic material, gravel, etc.) remaining 
after the subsample has been removed for identification.  
 
pH 
Unit universally used to express the intensity of the acid or alkaline condition of a 
water sample.  The pH of natural waters tends to range between 6 and 9, with 
neutral being 7.  Extremes of pH can have deleterious effects on aquatic 
systems. 
 
Post-Construction BMPs 
Structural and non-structural controls which detain, retain, or filter the release of 
pollutants to receiving waters after final stabilization is attained.   
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Preliminary Phase (Pre-Construction Phase - Part of the Grading and Land 
Development Phase) 
Construction stage including rough grading and/or disking, clearing and grubbing 
operations, or any soil disturbance prior to mass grading. 
 
Project 
 
Qualified SWPPP Developer 
Individual who is authorized to develop and revise SWPPPs.   
 
Qualified SWPPP Practitioner 
Individual assigned responsibility for non-storm water and storm water visual 
observations, sampling and analysis, and responsibility to ensure full compliance 
with the permit and implementation of all elements of the SWPPP, including the 
preparation of the annual compliance evaluation and the elimination of all 
unauthorized discharges.   
 
Qualifying Rain Event 
Any event that produces 0.5 inches or more precipitation with a 48 hour or 
greater period between rain events. 
 
R Factor 
Erosivity factor used in the Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation (RUSLE).  The 
R factor represents the erosivity of the climate at a particular location. An 
average annual value of R is determined from historical weather records using 
erosivity values determined for individual storms. The erosivity of an individual 
storm is computed as the product of the storm's total energy, which is closely 
related to storm amount, and the storm's maximum 30-minute intensity. 
 
Rain Event Action Plan (REAP) 
Written document, specific for each rain event, that when implemented is 
designed to protect all exposed portions of the site within 48 hours of any likely 
precipitation event. 
   
Remaining Sub sampled Material  
The material (e.g., organic material, gravel, etc.) that remains after the organisms 
to be identified have been removed from the subsample for identification. 
(Generally, no macroinvertebrates are present in the remaining subsampled 
material, but the sample needs to be checked and verified using a complete 
Quality Assurance (QA) plan)  
 
Routine Maintenance  
Activities intended to maintain the original line and grade, hydraulic capacity, or 
original purpose of a facility.  
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Runoff Control BMPs 
Measures used to divert runon from offsite and runoff within the site.   
 
Run-on 
Discharges that originate offsite and flow onto the property of a separate project 
site. 
   
Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation (RUSLE) 
Empirical model that calculates average annual soil loss as a function of rainfall 
and runoff erosivity, soil erodibility, topography, erosion controls, and sediment 
controls.   
 
Sampling and Analysis Plan 
Document that describes how the samples will be collected, under what 
conditions, where and when the samples will be collected, what the sample will 
be tested for, what test methods and detection limits will be used, and what 
methods/procedures will be maintained to ensure the integrity of the sample 
during collection, storage, shipping and testing (i.e., quality assurance/quality 
control protocols). 
 
Sediment 
Solid particulate matter, both mineral and organic, that is in suspension, is being 
transported, or has been moved from its site of origin by air, water, gravity, or ice 
and has come to rest on the earth's surface either above or below sea level. 
 
Sedimentation 
Process of deposition of suspended matter carried by water, wastewater, or other 
liquids, by gravity. It is usually accomplished by reducing the velocity of the liquid 
below the point at which it can transport the suspended material.  
 
Sediment Control BMPs 
Practices that trap soil particles after they have been eroded by rain, flowing 
water, or wind.  They include those practices that intercept and slow or detain the 
flow of storm water to allow sediment to settle and be trapped (e.g., silt fence, 
sediment basin, fiber rolls, etc.). 
 
Settleable Solids (SS) 
Solid material that can be settled within a water column during a specified time 
frame.  It is typically tested by placing a water sample into an Imhoff settling cone 
and then allowing the solids to settle by gravity for a given length of time.  
Results are reported either as a volume (mL/L) or a mass (mg/L) concentration. 
 
Sheet Flow 
Flow of water that occurs overland in areas where there are no defined channels 
where the water spreads out over a large area at a uniform depth. 
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Site 
 
Soil Amendment 
Any material that is added to the soil to change its chemical properties, 
engineering properties, or erosion resistance that could become mobilized by 
storm water.   
 
Streets and Utilities Phase 
Construction stage including excavation and street paving, lot grading, curbs, 
gutters and sidewalks, public utilities, public water facilities including fire 
hydrants, public sanitary sewer systems, storm sewer system and/or other 
drainage improvements. 
 
Structural Controls 
Any structural facility designed and constructed to mitigate the adverse impacts 
of storm water and urban runoff pollution 
 
Suspended Sediment Concentration (SSC)  
The measure of the concentration of suspended solid material in a water sample 
by measuring the dry weight of all of the solid material from a known volume of a 
collected water sample.  Results are reported in mg/L. 
 
Total Suspended Solids (TSS)  
The measure of the suspended solids in a water sample includes inorganic 
substances, such as soil particles and organic substances, such as algae, 
aquatic plant/animal waste, particles related to industrial/sewage waste, etc.  The 
TSS test measures the concentration of suspended solids in water by measuring 
the dry weight of a solid material contained in a known volume of a sub-sample 
of a collected water sample. Results are reported in mg/L. 
 
Toxicity 
The adverse response(s) of organisms to chemicals or physical agents ranging 
from mortality to physiological responses such as impaired reproduction or 
growth anomalies. 
 
Turbidity  
The cloudiness of water quantified by the degree to which light traveling through 
a water column is scattered by the suspended organic and inorganic particles it 
contains.  The turbidity test is reported in Nephelometric Turbidity Units (NTU) or 
Jackson Turbidity Units (JTU). 
 
Vertical Construction Phase 
The Build out of structures from foundations to roofing, including rough 
landscaping. 
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Waters of the United States 
Generally refers to surface waters, as defined by the federal Environmental 
Protection Agency in 40 C.F.R. § 122.2.1 
 
Water Quality Objectives (WQO) 
Water quality objectives are defined in the California Water Code as limits or 
levels of water quality constituents or characteristics, which are established for 
the reasonable protection of beneficial uses of water or the prevention of 
nuisance within a specific area. 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
1  The application of the definition of “waters of the United States” may be difficult to determine; there are 
currently several judicial decisions that create some confusion.  If a landowner is unsure whether the 
discharge must be covered by this General Permit, the landowner may wish to seek legal advice. 
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APPENDIX 6: 
Acronym List 

 
ASBS    Areas of Special Biological Significance 
ASTM  American Society of Testing and Materials; Standard Test 

Method for Particle-Size Analysis of Soils 
ATS      Active Treatment System 
BASMAA      Bay Area Storm water Management Agencies Association 
BAT   Best Available Technology Economically Achievable 
BCT   Best Conventional Pollutant Control Technology 
BMP     Best Management Practices 
BOD   Biochemical Oxygen Demand 
BPJ    Best Professional Judgment 
CAFO     Confined Animal Feeding Operation 
CCR   California Code of Regulations 
CEQA   California Environmental Quality Act 
CFR     Code of Federal Regulations 
CGP NPDES General Permit for Storm Water Discharges 

Associated with Construction Activities 
CIWQS     California Integrated Water Quality System 
CKD      Cement Kiln Dust  
COC   Chain of Custody 
CPESC  Certified Professional in Erosion and Sediment Control 
CPSWQ  Certified Professional in Storm Water Quality 
CSMP     Construction Site Monitoring Program 
CTB      Cement Treated Base 
CTR       California Toxics Rule 
CWA     Clean Water Act 
CWC   California Water Code 
CWP     Center for Watershed Protection 
DADMAC  Diallyldimethyl-ammonium chloride 
DDNR     Delaware Department of Natural Resources 
DFG   Department of Fish and Game 
DHS   Department of Health Services 
DWQ   Division of Water Quality 
EC   Electrical Conductivity 
ELAP   Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program 
EPA   Environmental Protection Agency 
ESA   Environmentally Sensitive Area 
ESC   Erosion and Sediment Control 
HSPF    Hydrologic Simulation Program Fortran   
JTU   Jackson Turbidity Units 
LID    Low Impact Development 
LOEC   Lowest Observed Effect Concentration 
LRP   Legally Responsible Person 
LUP      Linear Underground/Overhead Projects 
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MATC   Maximum Allowable Threshold Concentration 
MDL   Method Detection Limits 
MRR   Monitoring and Reporting Requirements 
MS4      Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System 
MUSLE     Modified Universal Soil Loss Equation 
NAL     Numeric Action Level 
NEL     Numeric Effluent Limitation 
NICET National Institute for Certification in Engineering 

Technologies 
NOAA    National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
NOEC   No Observed Effect Concentration 
NOI     Notice of Intent  
NOT     Notice of Termination 
NPDES  National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
NRCS   Natural Resources Conservation Service 
NTR      National Toxics Rule 
NTU      Nephelometric Turbidity Units 
O&M   Operation and Maintenance 
PAC   Polyaluminum chloride 
PAM   Polyacrylamide 
PASS   Polyaluminum chloride Silica/sulfate 
POC   Pollutants of Concern 
PoP    Probability of Precipitation 
POTW  Publicly Owned Treatment Works 
PRDs    Permit Registration Documents 
PWS   Planning Watershed 
QAMP   Quality Assurance Management Plan 
QA/QC  Quality Assurance/Quality Control 
REAP    Rain Event Action Plan 
Regional Board Regional Water Quality Control Board 
ROWD    Report of Waste Discharge 
RUSLE  Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation 
RW   Receiving Water 
SMARTS    Storm water Multi Application Reporting and Tracking 
System 
SS   Settleable Solids 
SSC      Suspended Sediment Concentration 
SUSMP  Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan 
SW   Storm Water 
SWARM      Storm Water Annual Report Module 
SWAMP  Surface Water Ambient Monitoring Program 
SWMM  Storm Water Management Model 
SWMP    Storm Water Management Program 
SWPPP    Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
TC   Treatment Control 
TDS   Total Dissolved Solids 
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TMDL    Total Maximum Daily Load 
TSS   Total Suspended Solids 
USACOE  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
USC    United States Code 
USEPA    United States Environmental Protection Agency 
USGS   United States Geological Survey 
WDID   Waste Discharge Identification Number 
WDR   Waste Discharge Requirements 
WLA   Waste Load Allocation 
WET   Whole Effluent Toxicity 
WRCC  Western Regional Climate Center 
WQBEL  Water Quality Based Effluent Limitation 
WQO   Water Quality Objective 
WQS   Water Quality Standard 
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APPENDIX 7: 
State and Regional Water Resources Control Board Contacts 

 
 

NORTH COAST REGION (1) 
5550 Skylane Blvd, Ste. A 
Santa Rose, CA  95403 
(707) 576-2220 FAX: (707)523-0135 
 

CENTRAL COAST REGION (3) 
895 Aerovista Place, Ste 101 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 
(805) 549-3147 FAX: (805) 543-0397 
 

LAHONTAN REGION (6 SLT) 
2501 Lake Tahoe Blvd. 
South Lake Tahoe, CA  96150 
(530) 542-5400 FAX: (530) 544-2271 
 

SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION (2) 
1515 Clay Street, Ste. 1400 
Oakland, CA  94612 
(510) 622-2300 FAX: (510) 622-2640 

LOS ANGELES REGION (4) 
320 W. 4th Street, Ste. 200 
Los Angeles, CA  90013 
(213) 576-6600 FAX: (213) 576-6640 
 
 

VICTORVILLE OFFICE (6V) 
14440 Civic Drive, Ste. 200 
Victorville, CA  92392-2383 
(760) 241-6583 FAX: (760) 241-7308 

 CENTRAL VALLEY REGION (5S) 
11020 Sun Center Dr., #200 
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-6114 
(916) 464-3291 FAX: (916) 464-4645 
 

COLORADO RIVER BASIN REGION (7) 
73-720 Fred Waring Dr., Ste. 100 
Palm Desert, CA  92260 
(760) 346-7491 FAX: (760) 341-6820 
 

 FRESNO BRANCH OFFICE (5F) 
1685 E St. 
Fresno, CA  93706 
(559) 445-5116 FAX: (559) 445-5910 
 

SANTA ANA REGION (8) 
3737 Main Street, Ste. 500 
Riverside, CA  92501-3339 
Phone (951) 782-4130 FAX: (951) 781-6288 
 

 REDDING BRANCH OFFICE (5R) 
364 Knollcrest Drive, Ste. 205 
Redding, CA  96002 
(530) 224-4845 FAX: (530) 224-4857 
 

SAN DIEGO REGION (9) 
9174 Sky Park Court, Ste. 100 
San Diego, CA  92123-4340 
(858) 467-2952 FAX: (858) 571-6972 
 

   
STATE WATER BOARD 
PO Box 1977 
Sacramento, CA 95812-1977 
stormwater@waterboards.ca.gov 
 

   
 
 

 
   
   
   
   
   
   
   

 
 

 
 



Sheppard Mullin 

March 3I, 20I4 

VIA E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL 

Frank Melboum 
Water Resources Control Engineer 
San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board 
23 75 Northside Drive, Suite I 00 
San Diego, CA 92108-2700 
E-Mail: frank.melboum@waterboards.ca.gov 

Re: Casa Mira View Ownership Issue 

Dear Mr. Melboum: 

Sheppard Mullm R chter & Hampton LLP 
501 West Broadway 19th Floor 
San D1ego CA 921 01 -3598 
619 338 6500 ma1n 
619 234 3815 ma1n fax 
www.sheppardmullln com 

619.338 6524 direct 
djones@sh~ppardmull in . com 

File Number· 34RH-197915 

This letter responds to your request for information regarding Casa Mira View's phasing and ownership 
-an issue raised as Item 10 ofNOV No. R9-2014-0018 . 

Property Owner's Names: The Casa Mira View 78 project, as the project is identified in the SWPPP, 
comprises approximately 41.31 acres and is located at 11241, II267, and 11285 Westview Parkway in 
San Diego, California. The Project has been subdivided several times and the property can be described 
as being Parcels I through 4 of Parcel Map 21098 and Lots 4 and 6 of Subdivision Map 15850. Due to 
the sheer size ofthe project, construction ofCasa Mira View was split up into three large phases. For 
financing purposes, and at the request of the lender for the project, Phase I was separated into a separate 
entity. Consequently, the ownership for the project is currently as follows : 

• Phase 1: Scripps Mesa Developers II, LLC, is the legal entity that owns Phase I which consists 
of Parcel 1 of Parcel Map 21098 and Lot 4 of Map 15850. 

• Phases 2 and 3: Scripps Mesa Developers, LLC, is the legal entity that owns Phases 2 and 3 
which consists of Parcels 2 through 4 ofParcel Map 21098 and Lot 6 of Subdivision Map 15850. 

• Both Scripps Mesa Developers II, LLC and Scripps Mesa Developers, LLC are owned by the 
same parent, and all phases of the Casa Mira View project are being or will be constructed by 
Garden Communities, a California corporation. 

• In addition, the SWPPP also includes a contiguous property located to the southwest of the Casa 
Mira View 78 project. This property is known as Casa Mira View II and is owned by Garden 
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SheppardMullin 
Frank Melhoum 
March 31, 2014 
Page 2 

Communities RP, LLC. This property is located easterly of Westview Parkway and consists of 
approximately 7.09 acres. Although the property has never been subdivided, it was graded 
approximately 20 or more years ago and currently is configured as a flat, graded pad. It is 
described as being a portion of the Northeast quarter of the Northeast quarter of Section 31, 
Township 14 South, Range 2 West. Discretionary approvals for development ofCasa Mira View 
II have also been obtained from the City of San Diego. However, construction documents to 
implement this development have not yet been prepared. On an interim basis, and as currently 
covered under this SWPPP, the Casa Mira View II property will be used as a staging area for the 
Casa Mira View 78 project. 

Anticipated Dates of Work: Mass grading for all three phases commenced in July 2010. 

• Phase 1: Fine grading and vertical construction for Phase I commenced as soon as the mass 
grading within Phase 1 area was completed, and continues today. Vertical construction for Phase 
I, e.g. Final Stabilization for this phase, is currently anticipated to be complete on or around 
December 20 14; however, actual completion depends on a variety of factors, including market 
demand. 

• Phase II : Fine grading is currently underway in Phase II. Vertical construction has commenced 
with the construction of the parking structure that will support the residential units in Phase II . 
Vertical construction is expected to occur over about a four-year period with the first residential 
unit construction commencing in approximately 2015 . Thus, Final Stabilization for Phase II is 
anticipated to occur sometime toward the end of 2018 although, as is the case with all of the 
phases, build-out timing depends on market and other conditions. 

• Phase III : The mass grading for Phase III is not yet complete. It is currently anticipated that 
vertical construction for this phase would begin in approximately 2018 and would be expected to 
continue until approximately the end of2020, again depending on market demands and other 
constraints or issues that may arise between now and then. 

Phase Location: Please see Attachment A, highlighting the location of the various phases. 

Staff Contact Information: The contact information is the same for all phases, which is 

Stuart Posnock 
Scripps Mesa Developers LLC 
9110 Judicial Drive 
San Diego, CA 92122 

Certificate of Good Standing: Finally, Attachment B hereto confirms that Scripps Mesa Developers, 
LLC is active and in good standing with the California Secretary of State . 
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If you have any questions or would like to discuss this further please do not hesitate to call. 

~ truly yours, 

SMRH:418573832.4 

Attachments 

LLIN, RICHTER & HAMPTON LLP 

cc: Ms. Christina Arias 
Stuart Posnock 
Dee Snow 
Keith Garner, Esq . 
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Business Search - Business Entities - Business Programs Page I of I 

Secretary of State Administration Elections Buslneu Programs Political Refor m Archives Registries 

Business Entitles (BI!) 

Online Services 
- E·FIIe Statements of 

Information for 
Corporations 

- Business Search 
- Processing nmes 
- Disclosure search 

Main Page 

Service Options 

Name Availability 

Forms, Samples 81 Fees 

Statements of Information 
(annual/biennial reports) 

Filing Tips 

Information Requests 
(certificates, copies 8. 
status reports) 

Service of Process 

FAQs 

Contact Information 

Resources 
- Business Resources 
• Tax Information 
- Starting A Business 

Customer Alerts 
• Business Identity Theft 
- Misleading Business 

Solicitations 

http://kepler.sos.ca.gov/ 

Business Entity Detail 

Data Is updated to the Cali fornia Business Search on Wednesday and Saturday mornings. Results 
reflect work processed through Tuesday, March 11, 2014 . Please refer to ~!9.CeSS!.!'.II...!!!'.!~ for the 
received dates of filings currently being processed . The data provided Is not a complete or certified 
record of an entity. 

Entity Name: 

Entity Number: 

Date Filed: 

Status: 

Jurisdiction: 

Entity Address: 

Entity City, State, Zip: 

SCRIPPS MESA DEVELOPERS, LLC 

200633510027 

11/30/2006 

ACTIVE 

CALIFORNIA 

9110 JUDICIAL DR • OFC 

SAN DIEGO CA 92122 

Agent for Service of Process: STUART POSNOCK 

Agent Address: 

Agent City, State, Zip: 

9085 JUDICIAL OR • OFC 

SAN DIEGO CA 92122 

• Indicates the Information Is not contained In the California Secretary of State's database. 

• Note: If the agent for service of process Is a corporation, the address of the agent may be 
requested by ordering a status report. 

• For Information on checking or reserving a name, refer to~!!!~ Ava!,l_~bllltY.-

• For Information on ordering certificates, copies of documents and/or status reports or to request a 
more extensive search, refer to !l!f~.!~.!:! Req!!!!~· 

• For help with searching an entity name, refer to ~-~..!!l~h.!!l!!· 
• For descriptions or the var ious fields and status types, refer to !:.!.~!1 De~gJptlons_,!.Qd Status 

De!lnl!lru:t!.· 

!!l:!.V!!.!<"t .. §!.!.~.nl.!!l~ I f~eo D!!,~n~ 

c:opyrlght Cl 2014 C:allrornla Secretary of State 

3/13/2014 



Help Logout

You are logged-in as: Frank Melbourn - Region 9 San Diego.
If this account does not belong to you, please log out. 

Navigate To: 

NOTICE OF INTENT - Developer Information

The Notice of Intent (NOI) is organized into different tabs. Please complete all applicable tabs before submitting the form. If you want to complete the NOI at a later 
time, please click on "Save & Exit".

WDID: 9 37C353628 Owner: Scripps Mesa Developers LLC Status: Active Processed Date: 10/07/2008

9110 Judicial Drive San Diego CA 92122 Certified Date: 06/30/2010 NOT Effective 
Date:

Permit 
Type: 

Construction Site: Casa Mira View 
11241 11267 11285 Westview Pkwy San Diego 
CA 92126

Developer Information Same as Owner InfoSame as Owner Info Clear Developer InformationClear Developer Information

Developer 
Name: 

Garden Communities  * Contact First Name: Stuart  *

Street 
Address:

8530 Costa Verde Blvd  * Contact Last Name: Posnock  *

Address Line 
2: 

Title: 

City/State/Zip:: San Diego CA 92122  * Phone: 858-200-2241  * Ext: (999-999-9999)
E-mail: stuartp@gardencommunitiesca.com  *

(abc@xyz.com)

Save & ExitSave & Exit Save & ContinueSave & Continue

Fields marked with * are mandatory fields.

© 2014 State of California. Conditions of Use Privacy Policy 

Owner Info Developer Info Site Info Risk Addtl Site Info Post Construction Billing Info Attachments Certification Requirements

Reports Inspections Violations Enforcement Actions Admin Changes Tasks Print Notes Status History Linked Users NOTs COIs

Page 1 of 1

10/17/2014https://smarts.waterboards.ca.gov/smarts/faces/Enrollment/NoiForm.jsp
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Help Logout

You are logged-in as: Frank Melbourn - Region 9 San Diego.
If this account does not belong to you, please log out. 

Navigate To: 

NOTICE OF INTENT - Owner Information

The Notice of Intent (NOI) is organized into different tabs. Please complete all applicable tabs before submitting the form. If you want to complete the NOI at a later 
time, please click on "Save & Exit".

WDID: 9 37C353628 Owner: Scripps Mesa Developers LLC Status: Active Processed Date: 10/07/2008

9110 Judicial Drive San Diego CA 92122 Certified Date: 06/30/2010 NOT Effective 
Date:

Permit 
Type: 

Construction Site: Casa Mira View 
11241 11267 11285 Westview Pkwy San Diego 
CA 92126

Property Owner Information  Populate Contact Info: Select

Owner Name: Scripps Mesa Developers LLC  *? Contact First Name: Stuart  *
Street 
Address:

9110 Judicial Drive  *? Contact Last Name: Posnock  *

Address Line 
2: 

? Title: 

City/State/Zip:: San Diego CA 92122  *? Phone: 858-200-2241  * Ext: (999-999-9999)
Type: Private Business ? *? E-mail:  *

(abc@xyz.com)
Federal Tax ID: 20-5971089 ?

Save & ExitSave & Exit Save & ContinueSave & Continue

Fields marked with * are mandatory fields.

© 2014 State of California. Conditions of Use Privacy Policy 

Owner Info Developer Info Site Info Risk Addtl Site Info Post Construction Billing Info Attachments Certification Requirements

Reports Inspections Violations Enforcement Actions Admin Changes Tasks Print Notes Status History Linked Users NOTs COIs

Page 1 of 1

10/17/2014https://smarts.waterboards.ca.gov/smarts/faces/Enrollment/NoiForm.jsp



Help Logout

You are logged-in as: Frank Melbourn - Region 9 San Diego.
If this account does not belong to you, please log out. 

Navigate To: 

NOTICE OF INTENT - Certification

The Notice of Intent (NOI) is organized into different tabs. Please complete all applicable tabs before submitting the form. If you want to complete the NOI at a later 
time, please click on "Save & Exit".

WDID: 9 37C353628 Owner: Scripps Mesa Developers LLC Status: Active Processed Date: 10/07/2008

9110 Judicial Drive San Diego CA 92122 Certified Date: 06/30/2010 NOT Effective 
Date:

Permit 
Type: 

Construction Site: Casa Mira View 
11241 11267 11285 Westview Pkwy San Diego 
CA 92126

The electronic "Notice of Intent" has been succesfully received by the State Water Resources Control Board's database. The confirmation information for this 
certification is as follows: 

SWRCB Application No. SA353250

Permit Type Construction

Submission/Certify Date 06/30/2010

Certifier Name Stuart Posnock

Certifier Title

Please print out this screen as proof of certification. If you need to correct any information, please contact the Regional Board representative.

All records must be retained for 5 years from the date of the report or monitoring activity.

Please note, by default all the reporting requirements associated with the order are linked to the NOI. For inapplicable reporting requirements, go to the 
requirements in order level, click on the inapplicable reporting requirement and uncheck the NOI from the list and save before close of business (COB) on the day 
the NOI is approved. 

Download Submitted PDF

The NOI is Active. The receipt letter can be downloaded by clicking on the Receipt Letter button in the Print Tab

Review Decision History
Review 
Decision

Incomplete 
Application

Application 
Not Signed

Payment Not 
Enclosed

Under 
Payment

Site Map not 
enclosed

Incorrect 
NOI

Status By Action Date 
Srt

Review 
Comments

Notes To 
Discharger

Active Papantzin 
Cid 10/07/2008

Fields marked with *  are mandatory fields.

© 2014 State of California. Conditions of Use Privacy Policy 

Owner Info Developer Info Site Info Risk Addtl Site Info Post Construction Billing Info Attachments Certification Requirements

Reports Inspections Violations Enforcement Actions Admin Changes Tasks Print Notes Status History Linked Users NOTs COIs

Page 1 of 1

10/17/2014https://smarts.waterboards.ca.gov/smarts/faces/Enrollment/NoiForm.jsp



Help Logout

You are logged-in as: Frank Melbourn - Region 9 San Diego.
If this account does not belong to you, please log out. 

Navigate To: 

NOTICE OF INTENT - Site Information

The Notice of Intent (NOI) is organized into different tabs. Please complete all applicable tabs before submitting the form. If you want to complete the NOI at a later 
time, please click on "Save & Exit".

WDID: 9 37C353628 Owner: Scripps Mesa Developers LLC Status: Active Processed Date: 10/07/2008

9110 Judicial Drive San Diego CA 92122 Certified Date: 06/30/2010 NOT Effective 
Date:

Permit 
Type: 

Construction Site: Casa Mira View 
11241 11267 11285 Westview Pkwy San Diego 
CA 92126

Site Information Same as Owner InfoSame as Owner Info Same As Developer InfoSame As Developer Info Clear InfoClear Info If different, enter below

Site Name: Casa Mira View  * Contact First 
Name: 

Jim  *

Street 
Address:

11241 11267 11285 Westview Pkwy  * Contact Last 
Name: 

Mitchell  *

Address Line 
2: 

Title: 

Latitude: 32.92131  * Longitude: -117.11747  *
(Decimal degrees only, minimum 5 significant digits 
Ex: 99.99999) 

Phone: 619-247-2193  * Ext: (999-999-9999)

City: San Diego  * Emergency 
Phone: 

999-999-9999 Ext: (999-999-9999)

County: San DiegoSan Diego  * E-mail: jimm@gardencommunities.com  *
(abc@xyz.com)

Regional 
Board: 

Region 9 Region 9 -- San DiegoSan Diego  *

State/Zip: CA 92126  * Total Site Size: 49.49  * Acres Sqft

Additional Information (Construction Specific)
Total Area to be Disturbed: 49.49 Acres * Percent of Total Disturbed: 100 %

Imperviousness Before 
Construction: 

3 % * Imperviousness After 
Construction:

75 % *

Tract Number(s): 

Mile Post Marker:

Is the construction site part of 
larger common plan of 
development?

Yes No  *

Name of plan or development: 

Construction Commencement 
Date:

07/01/2010  *
(mm/dd/yyyy)

Complete Grading Date: 01/01/2018 Complete Project Date: 12/31/2020  *(mm/dd/yyyy)

Type of Construction

 Construction

Residential Commercial Industrial Reconstruction Transportation Utility: 

Other:  *

 Linear Utility Project

Owner Info Developer Info Site Info Risk Addtl Site Info Post Construction Billing Info Attachments Certification Requirements

Reports Inspections Violations Enforcement Actions Admin Changes Tasks Print Notes Status History Linked Users NOTs COIs

Page 1 of 2

10/17/2014https://smarts.waterboards.ca.gov/smarts/faces/Enrollment/NoiForm.jsp



Type of Construction

Above Ground Below Ground Gas Line Water/Sewer Line Communication Line Cable Line Electrical

Other:  *

Save & ExitSave & Exit Save & ContinueSave & Continue

Fields marked with * are mandatory fields.

© 2014 State of California. Conditions of Use Privacy Policy 
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Help Logout

You are logged-in as: Frank Melbourn - Region 9 San Diego.
If this account does not belong to you, please log out. 

Navigate To: 

NOTICE OF INTENT - Risk

The Notice of Intent (NOI) is organized into different tabs. Please complete all applicable tabs before submitting the form. If you want to complete the NOI at a later 
time, please click on "Save & Exit".

WDID: 9 37C353628 Owner: Scripps Mesa Developers LLC Status: Active Processed Date: 10/07/2008

9110 Judicial Drive San Diego CA 92122 Certified Date: 06/30/2010 NOT Effective 
Date:

Permit 
Type: 

Construction Site: Casa Mira View 
11241 11267 11285 Westview Pkwy San Diego 
CA 92126

GIS K Value Factor GIS LS Value Factor GIS Receiving Water

0.2 3.67117143 Y

SEDIMENT RISK FACTOR WORKSHEET
Instructions: Enter R,K and LS factor values. System will calculate watershed erosion estimates and site sediment risk 
factor
A. Sediment Risk 

A) R Factor Value:(What's this?) 500
 *Instructions to Calculate the R
-factor

B) K Factor Value (weighted average, by area, for all site soils)(What's this?)
***If not using the SWRCB map(Populate K Factor) upload your analysis on the Attachment Tab prior to submitting to the 
SWRCB.

0.15  *

Populate K Factor

C) LS Factor (weighted average, by area, for all slopes)(What's this?)***If not using the SWRCB map(Populate LS Factor) 
upload your analysis on the Attachment Tab prior to submitting to the SWRCB.

2.33  *

Populate LS Factor

Watershed Erosion Estimate (=R*K*LS) in tons/acre 174.75174.75

Site Sediment Risk Factor
Low Sediment Risk: < 15 tons/acre 

Medium Sediment Risk: >/= 15 and <75 tons/acre 
High Sediment Risk: >/= 75 tons/acre 

HighHigh

RECEIVING WATER (RW) RISK FACTOR WORKSHEET 
A. Watershed Characteristics 

A.1.(a) Does the disturbed area discharge directly or indirectly to a 303(d) listed 
waterbody impaired by sediment? 

OR

A.1.(b) Is the disturbed area located within a sub-watershed draining to a 303(d) 
listed waterbody impaired by sediment? 

OR

A.2. Is the disturbed area located within a planning watershed draining to a 
waterbody with designated beneficial uses of COLD, SPAWN AND MIGRATORY? 

Populate Receiving Water Risk
Yes  *

Yes = High,  No = Low 

Statewide Map of High Receiving
Water Risk Watersheds

HighHigh

C. Combined Risk Level Matrix 
Sediment Risk

Low Medium High 
Receiving Water Low        Level1                                  Level2 

Risk High Level2 
        Level3 

Project Sediment Risk: HighHigh

Owner Info Developer Info Site Info Risk Addtl Site Info Post Construction Billing Info Attachments Certification Requirements

Reports Inspections Violations Enforcement Actions Admin Changes Tasks Print Notes Status History Linked Users NOTs COIs

Page 1 of 2

10/17/2014https://smarts.waterboards.ca.gov/smarts/faces/Enrollment/NoiForm.jsp



Project Receiving Water Risk: HighHigh
Project Combined Risk: Level3Level3

Save & ExitSave & Exit Save & ContinueSave & Continue

Fields marked with * are mandatory fields.

© 2014 State of California. Conditions of Use Privacy Policy 
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Help Logout

You are logged-in as: Frank Melbourn - Region 9 San Diego.
If this account does not belong to you, please log out. 

Navigate To: 

NOTICE OF INTENT - Billing Information

The Notice of Intent (NOI) is organized into different tabs. Please complete all applicable tabs before submitting the form. If you want to complete the NOI at a later 
time, please click on "Save & Exit".

WDID: 9 37C353628 Owner: Scripps Mesa Developers LLC Status: Active Processed Date: 10/07/2008

9110 Judicial Drive San Diego CA 92122 Certified Date: 06/30/2010 NOT Effective 
Date:

Permit 
Type: 

Construction Site: Casa Mira View 
11241 11267 11285 Westview Pkwy San Diego 
CA 92126

Billing Information Same as OwnerSame as Owner Same as DeveloperSame as Developer Clear Billing InfoClear Billing Info If different, enter below. Bill Month: October Bill Hold:

Billing Name: Scripps Mesa Developers LLC * Contact First 
Name: 

Stuart  *

Street 
Address:

9110 Judicial Drive  * Contact Last 
Name: 

Posnock  *

Address Line 
2: 

Title: 

City/State/Zip: San Diego CA 92122  * Phone: 858-320-0018  * Ext:  (999-999-9999)
Reason for 
Change

E-mail:  *(abc@xyz.com)

Save & ExitSave & Exit Save & ContinueSave & Continue

Fields marked with * are mandatory fields.

SWRCB Tax ID: 68-0281986
The following are the Invoices and Payments associated with this NOI.

Invoices:
Invoice No Invoice Date Fiscal Year Invoice Amount Original Invoice Amount Invoice Status Status Date Prepare Form-X
SW0069014 11/13/2013 2013 $2,595.00 $2,595.00 Done - Paid 01/07/2014
SW0055446 10/10/2012 2012 $1,976.00 $1,976.00 Done - Paid 10/26/2012
SW0041134 11/21/2011 2011 $1,976.00 $1,976.00 Done - Paid 12/23/2011
SW0026525 12/08/2010 2010 $1,479.00 $1,479.00 Done - Paid 01/14/2011
SW0008947 10/29/2009 2009 $1,479.00 $1,479.00 Done - Paid 11/19/2009
For a copy of the original invoice please email fee_branch@waterboards.ca.gov or call (916) 341-5247

Payments: 
Payment 
No

Payment 
Method

Payer Name ROC 
No

Total 
Amount

Reference 
No

Allocated 
Amount

Unallocated 
Amount

Refunded 
Amount

42498 Check Scripps Mesa Developers 
LLC 1568 $1,232.00 1289 $1,209.00 $23.00

Add New PaymentAdd New Payment

© 2014 State of California. Conditions of Use Privacy Policy 

Owner Info Developer Info Site Info Risk Addtl Site Info Post Construction Billing Info Attachments Certification Requirements

Reports Inspections Violations Enforcement Actions Admin Changes Tasks Print Notes Status History Linked Users NOTs COIs
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
San Diego Region 

Over 50 Years Serving San Diego, Orange, and Riverside Counties 

Linda S. Adams 
Secretary for 

Environmental Protection 

Recipient of the 2004 Environmental Award for Outstanding Achievement from US EPA Arnold Schwarzenegger 
-------~------------------- Governor 

9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100, San Diego, Califomia 92123-4353 

November 3, 2010 

Mr. Stuart Posnock 
Scripps Mesa Developers, LLC 
8530 Costa Verde Boulevard 
San Diego, CA 92122 

Dear Mr. Posnock: 

(858) 467-2952 • Fax (858) 571-6972 
http:// www. waterboards.ca.gov/sandiego 

Certified Mail - Return Receipt Requested 
Article Number: 7010 1060 0000 4952 6986 

In reply refer to: 
CIWQS Place 10: 9 37C353628: carias 

Subject: Notice of Violation No. R9-201 0-0146 and Water Code Section 13267 
Technical Report, Casa Mira View 

Enclosed is Notice of Violation (NOV) No. R9-201 0-0146 issued to Scripps Mesa 
Developers, LLC, for violations of Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ, issued by the State 
Water Resources Control Board and enforced by the California Regional Water Quality 
Control Board, San Diego Region (San Diego Water Board). As described in the NOV, 
the violations are subject to further enforcement pursuant to the California Water Code. 
The San Diego Water Board reserves the right to take any enforcement action 
authorized by law. 

Water Code Section 132671 Technical Report Is Required by November 22, 2010 

Pursuant to Water Code section 13267, you are hereby required to provide a 
Technical Report by November 22, 2010 that includes the following information: 

1. A description of the measures taken to prevent additional illicit pumping of 
sediment laden water into storm drains. 

2. A description of how the violations noted in NOV No. R9-201 0-0146 and the 
Facility Inspection Report dated October 26, 2010 have been corrected, 
including photo-documentation of the additional BMPs implemented at the site. 

3. A description of measures being taken to ensure additional violations of Order 
No. 2009-0009-DWQ do not occur. Please describe any changes made to the 
site's Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan. 

1 Water Code section 13267, subdivision (b), allows the Water Boards to conduct investigations and to 
require technical or monitoring reports from any person who has discharged, discharges, or is suspected 
of having discharged or discharging, or who proposes to discharge waste in accordance with the 
conditions in the section. 

California Environmental Protection Agency 
#\) 

~J Recycled Paper 
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NOV No. R9-2010-0146
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NOV No. R9-2010-0142 
Mr. Stuart Posnock 

Page 2 of 3 November 3, 201 0 

The violations documented in the attached NOV and Facility Inspection Report dated 
October 26, 2010 support the requirement to provide the technical report. The report is 
necessary for the San Diego Water Board to determine the state of compliance with 
Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ. The report is also necessary to determine the potential or 
actual harm to human health or the environment from non-compliance. The burden, 
including costs of the reports, bears a reasonable relationship to the need for the 
reports and the benefits to be obtained from them. 

Failure to comply with requirements made pursuant to Water Code section 13267, 
subdivision (b), may result in administrative civil liability pursuant to Water Code section 
13268 up to $1,000 per day. 

In making the determination of whether and how to proceed with further enforcement 
action, the San Diego Water Board will consider both the time it takes to correct the 
identified violations and the sufficiency of the corrections. 

In the subject line of any response, please include the requested "In reply refer to:" 
information located in the heading of this letter. For questions pertaining to the subject 
matter, please contact Christina Arias at (858) 627-3931 or 
carias@waterboards.ca.gov. 

DAVID T. BARKER, P.E. 
Supervising Water Resource Control Engineer 
Surface Waters Basins Branch 

Signed under the authority delegated by the Executive Officer 

DTB:esb:cma 

Enclosures: 

1. Notice of Violation No. R9-201 0-0146 

2. Facility Inspection Report Dated October 26, 2010. 

California Environmental Protection Agency 

~ Recycled Paper 



NOV No. R9-201 0-0142 
Mr. Stuart Posnock 

Cc via email: (w/encl.) 

Joan Brackin, City of San Diego 

SMARTS Entries: 

Page 3 of 3 

----------------------- l 
j SMARTS Entries: Tech Staff Info & Use 
! Place/WOlD 9 37C353628 
i EnfiD 403098,403100 

NPDES No. CAS000002 
Violation IDs 842769, 842770 

November 3, 2010 

California Environmental Protection Agency 
#{) 
~J Recycled Paper 



11/4/2010 

SENDER: COMPLETE THIS SECTION 

' • Complete items 1, 2, and 3. Also complete 
item 4 if Restricted Delivery is desired. 

• Print your name and address on the reverse 
so that we can return the card to you. 

• Attach this card to the back of the mailpiece, 
or on the front if space pennits. 

1. Article Addressed to: 

t'\t. ~~ ... ~ foSr\.~J...C..\(.. 
.Sct(yps fV\(.{0.._ t>(.v.(..lo~ 

~ 5" ?() C..Os-hl. \I.e-\. tt v' d. 
S'V\ '9\ .ecf > c. A , ~ \ '2.-Z.. 

. . 

Staff Name 

C. Arias 

• • • 

):! Agent 
0 Addressee 

DYes 
0 No 

D§l<p~Mail 
·~-Return Receipt for Merchandise 
OC.O.D. 

4. Restricted Delivery? (Extra Fee) 0 Yes 

2. Article Number 
(Transfer from setvice label) 7010 1060 DODD 4952 6986 

PS Form 3811 , February 2004 Domestic Return Receipt 102595-02-M-1540 



California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
San Diego Region 

Over SO Years Serving San Diego, Orange, and Riverside Counties 

Recipient of the 2004 Environmental Award for Outstanding Achievement from USEPA Arnold Schwarzenegger Linda S. Adams 
Secretary for 

Environmental Protection 
-------------------------- Governor 

9174 Sky Park Court, Suite I 00, San Diego, California 92123-4353 
(858) 467-2952 • Fax (858) 571-6972 

http:// www. waterboards.ca.gov/sandiego 

Scripps Mesa Developers LLC 

Casa Mira View 

NOTICE OF VIOLATION 
No. R9-201 0-0146 

WOlD No.: 9 37C353628: cma 
Violations of Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ 

November 3, 201 0 

SCRIPPS MESA DEVELOPERS LLC is hereby notified that the California Regional 
Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region (San Diego Water Board) reserves the 
right to take any enforcement action authorized by law for the violations described 
herein. 

SCRIPPS MESA DEVELOPERS LLC is in violation of State Water Resources Control 
Board Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ, NPDES No. CAS000002, National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit for Storm Water Discharges 
Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance Activities. 

A. Summary of Violations 

1. Failure to Comply with Discharge Prohibitions 

a. Pursuant to Provision Ill A. of Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ: Dischargers 
shall not violate any discharge prohibitions contained in applicable Basin 
Plans or statewide water quality control plans. 

b. Pursuant to Provision Ill B. of Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ: All 
discharges are prohibited exceptfor the storm water and non-storm water 
discharge specifically authorized by this General Permit or another 
NPDES permit. 

c. Observations: On October 26, 2010, the San Diego Water Board 
inspected the Casa Mira View construction site (WDID No.9 37C353628) 
and found sediment-laden water being pumped from the construction site 
into an offsite storm drain. Photo-documentation and specific findings 
regarding this illegal discharge are discussed in the Facility Inspection 
Report dated October 26, 2010. 

California Environmental Protection Agency 
~ 
~J Recycled Paper 



NOV No. R9-201 0-0146 
Scripps Mesa Developers LLC 

Page 2 of 3 November 3, 2010 

2. Failure to Adequately Implement Erosion Control Best Management 
Practices (BMPs) 

a. Pursuant to Provision 0.2. of Attachment C to Order No. 2009-0009-
DWQ: Risk Level 1 dischargers shall provide effective soil cover for 
inactive areas and all finished slopes, open space, utility backfill, and 
completed lots. 

b. Observations: On October 26, 2010, the San Diego Water Board 
inspected the Casa Mira View construction site and found that several 
inactive areas and finished slopes had no erosion control BMPs. Photo­
documentation and specific findings are discussed in the Facility 
Inspection Report dated October 26, 2010. 

3. Failure to Adequately Implement Sediment Control BMPs 

a. Pursuant to Provision E.1 of Attachment C to Order No. 2009-0009-
DWQ: Risk Level 1 dischargers shall establish and maintain effective 
perimeter controls and stabilize all construction entrances and exits to 
sufficiently control erosion and sediment discharges from the site. 

· b. Observations: On October 26, 2010, the San Diego Water Board 
inspected the Casa Mira View construction site and found that both 
perimeter controls and BMPs.at the construction site entrance were 
inadequate. This resulted in a discharge of sediment into the sidewalks 
and streets. Photo-documentation and specific findings are discussed in 
the Facility Inspection Report dated October 26, 2010. 

B. Summary of Potential Enforcement Options 

These violations may subject you to additional enforcement by the San Diego Water 
Board or State Water Resources Control Board, including a potential civil liability 
assessment of $10,000 per day of violation (Water Code section 13385) and/or any of 
the following enforcement actions: 

Other Potential Enforcement Options Applicable Water Code Section 
Technical or Investigative Order Sections 13267 or 13383 
Cleanup and Abatement Order Section 13304 
Cease and Desist Order Sections 13301-13303 
Time Schedule Order Sections 13300, 13308 

In addition, the San Diego Water Board may consider revising or rescinding applicable 
waste discharge requirements, if any, referring the matter to other resource agencies, 
referring the matter to the State Attorney General for injunctive relief, and referral to the 
municipal or District Attorney for criminal prosecution. 

California Environmental Protection Agency 

r!J Recycled Paper 



NOV No. R9-201 0-0146 
Scripps Mesa Developers LLC 

Page 3 of 3 November 3, 2010 

Questions pertaining to this Notice of Violation. should be directed to Christina Arias at 
858-627-3931 or carias@waterboards.ca.gov. 

c(_}/ /-/~ 
.f CA.__,/t ( j , /..__/~------

DAVID T. BARKER, P.E. 
Supervising Water Resource Control Engineer 
Surface Waters Basins Branch 

SMARTS Entries 
WDID ID: 9 37C353628 
Enf. ID: 403098 
Violation IDs: 842770, 842769 

California Environmental Protection Agency 
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD - SAN DIEGO REGION 
WATERSHED PROTECTION PROGRAM 

 
 

FACILITY INSPECTION REPORT 

 
 
FACILITY:      Casa Mira View  INSPECTION DATE/TIME:     10/25/2010; 1330 
 
WDID/FILE NO.:      9 37C353628  
 
REPRESENTATIVE(S) PRESENT DURING INSPECTION:  
 

NAME:      Christina Arias  AFFILIATION:      San Diego Water Board  

NAME:      Rod Fink  AFFILIATION:      Garden Communities  

NAME:        AFFILIATION:        

NAME:        AFFILIATION:        

NAME:        AFFILIATION:        

 
     Scripps Mesa Developers LLC       Garden Communities (Contractor)  
NAME OF OWNER, AGENCY OR PARTY RESPONSIBLE FOR DISCHARGE  FACILITY OR DEVELOPER NAME (if different from owner)  
 

     8530 Costa Verde Blvd.  11241 Westview Pkwy, San Diego, 92126  
OWNER MAILING ADDRESS FACILITY ADDRESS 

 

     (858) 320-0018         
OWNER CONTACT NAME AND PHONE #     FACILITY OR DEVELOPER CONTACT NAME AND PHONE #
  

 
APPLICABLE WATER QUALITY LICENSING REQUIREMENTS: 
 

   MS4 URBAN RUNOFF REQUIREMENTS    GENERAL OR INDIVIDUAL WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS OR NPDES 

■   CONSTRUCTION GENERAL PERMIT     GENERAL OR INDIVIDUAL WAIVER OF WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS  

   CALTRANS GENERAL PERMIT      SECTION 401 WATER QUALITY CERTIFICATION 
   INDUSTRIAL GENERAL PERMIT     CWC SECTION 13264 

 
INSPECTION TYPE (Check One): 
 

   “A” TYPE COMPLIANCE--COMPREHENSIVE INSPECTION IN WHICH SAMPLES ARE TAKEN. (EPA TYPE S) 
 

■   “B” TYPE COMPLIANCE--A ROUTINE NONSAMPLING INSPECTION. (EPA TYPE C) 

 
   NONCOMPLIANCE FOLLOW-UP--INSPECTION MADE TO VERIFY CORRECTION OF A PREVIOUSLY IDENTIFIED VIOLATION. 

 
   ENFORCEMENT FOLLOW-UP--INSPECTION MADE TO VERIFY THAT CONDITIONS OF AN ENFORCEMENT ACTION ARE 

BEING MET. 
 

   COMPLAINT--INSPECTION MADE IN RESPONSE TO A COMPLAINT. 
 

   PRE-REQUIREMENT--INSPECTION MADE TO GATHER INFO. RELATIVE TO PREPARING, MODIFYING, OR RESCINDING 
REQUIREMENTS.  

 
   NO EXPOSURE CERTIFICATION (NEC) - VERIFICATION THAT THERE IS NO EXPOSURE OF INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES TO 

STORM WATER.  
 

   NOTICE OF TERMINATION REQUEST FOR INDUSTRIAL FACILITIES OR CONSTRUCTION SITES - VERIFICATION THAT THE 
FACILITY OR CONSTRUCTION SITE IS NOT SUBJECT TO PERMIT REQUIREMENTS. 

 
   COMPLIANCE ASSISTANCE INSPECTION - OUTREACH INSPECTION DUE TO DISCHARGER’S REQUEST FOR COMPLIANCE 

ASSISTANCE. 
 

INSPECTION FINDINGS: 
 

__Y_  WERE VIOLATIONS NOTED DURING THIS INSPECTION? (YES/NO/PENDING SAMPLE RESULTS)



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD-SAN DIEGO REGION Page 2 of 9 

Facility: Casa Mira View 

Inspection Date: 10/25/2010 

 
I. COMPLIANCE HISTORY / PURPOSE OF INSPECTION 
On October 25, 2010, Christina Arias of the San Diego Water Board performed a 
routine inspection of the Casa Mira View construction site.  This site is roughly 40 acres 
and is located West of I-15 in the Mira Mesa area of the City of San Diego.  Photos of 
the site are attached and identified as Figures 1-12. 
 
II. FINDINGS 
 

1. The entire site lacked adequate erosion control BMPs including several slopes 
susceptible to discharge (Figures 3, 4, 6). 

 
2. Inadequate entrance/exit BMPs that have not been maintained (Figure 1). 

 
3. A shopping cart was found in the middle of the desilting basin (Figure 2). 

 
4. Lack of adequate sediment control BMPs have resulted in the discharge of 

sediment onto the side walk, street, and into storm drains (Figures 1, 5, 7).   
 

5. Temporary stockpiles, disturbed sediment, and chemical dust were found 
uncovered and close to the sidewalk (Figures 4, 6). 

 
6. Sediment-laden water was being pumped from the construction site and 

discharged illegally into a storm drain (Figures 8-12). During the inspection, 
Christina Arias notified Rod Fink of Garden Communities to immediately cease 
the discharge.   

 
III. RECOMMENDATIONS AND ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 
 

1. Prevent additional illegal pumping of sediment laden water into the storm drains. 
The illegal discharge observed during the inspection must be formally reported to 
the San Diego Water Board and Legally Responsible Person within 30 days (see 
SWPPP page 1-3). 

 
2. Implement erosion control BMPs site-wide immediately. 

 
3. Implement additional sediment control BMPs site-wide to prevent additional 

discharges of sediment. Site entrance/exit BMPs must be maintained. 
 

4. Sediment from the construction site must be removed regularly from the public 
right-of-way and streets. 

 
5. Temporary stockpiles should be covered during rain events. 

 
6. Chemical residue should be removed and disposed of properly. 

 



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD-SAN DIEGO REGION Page 3 of9 

Facility: Casa Mira View 
Inspection Date: 10/25/2010 

7. These findings will be used to evaluate compliance with Order No. 2009-0009-
DWQ. 

IV. SIGNATURE SECTION 

Christina Arias 
STAFF INSPECTOR 

Eric Becker 
REVIEWED BY SUPERVISOR 

SMARTS: 

Tech Staff Info & Use 

Application 10. 
WOlD 9 37C353628 

Inspection I D 2009070 



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD-SAN DIEGO REGION Page 4 of 9 

Facility: Casa Mira View 

Inspection Date: 10/25/2010 

 

 
Figure 1.  Construction site entrance 
 

 
Figure 2. Desilting basin inside project boundaries 
 

Shopping cart in desilting 
basin should be 
removed. 

Note sediment on street. 
Gravel BMP in poor 
condition and in need of 
maintenance. 



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD-SAN DIEGO REGION Page 5 of 9 

Facility: Casa Mira View 

Inspection Date: 10/25/2010 

 
Figure 3.  Uncovered slope (inside property) 
 

 
Figure 4.  Project site at street level 

Erosion control 
measures must be 
applied to slopes. 

Note uncovered 
stockpile and blue dust 
from pipe cutting 



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD-SAN DIEGO REGION Page 6 of 9 

Facility: Casa Mira View 

Inspection Date: 10/25/2010 

 
Figure 5.  Sidewalk adjacent to project site 
 

 
Figure 6.  Slope and project material at perimeter 

Project sediment is on 
sidewalk and street. 

Slopes on West side 
(perimeter) of site have 
no erosion control 
BMPs.  Also, disturbed 
sediment near sidewalk 
should be covered or 
removed. 



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD-SAN DIEGO REGION Page 7 of 9 

Facility: Casa Mira View 

Inspection Date: 10/25/2010 

 
Figure 7.  Storm drain inlet at North side of property 
 

 
Figure 8.  Storm drain on Caltrans right of way (East side project boundary) 

Area near storm drain 
inlet should be swept. 

Riser pipe is wrapped 
with filter fabric.  Note 
turbid water surrounding 
pipe entering via 
concrete swale. 



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD-SAN DIEGO REGION Page 8 of 9 

Facility: Casa Mira View 

Inspection Date: 10/25/2010 

 
Figure 9.  Outlet pipe of illegal discharge 
 

 
Figure 10.  Pipe leading off property (from pump) 

Source of turbid water is 
illegal discharge from 
project site. 

Pipe from project site 
was placed through 
chain link fence to 
concrete swale. 



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD-SAN DIEGO REGION Page 9 of 9 

Facility: Casa Mira View 

Inspection Date: 10/25/2010 

 
Figure 11.  Pump intake 
 

 
Figure 12.  Dewatering area 
 

Pump intake line 

Area of construction site 
being dewatered. 



Help Logout

You are logged-in as: Frank Melbourn - Region 9 San Diego.
If this account does not belong to you, please log out. 

Navigate To: 

NOTICE OF INTENT - Inspections

The Notice of Intent (NOI) is organized into different tabs. Please complete all applicable tabs before submitting the form. If you want to complete the NOI at a later 
time, please click on "Save & Exit".

WDID: 9 37C353628 Owner: Scripps Mesa Developers LLC Status: Active Processed Date: 10/07/2008

9110 Judicial Drive San Diego CA 92122 Certified Date: 06/30/2010 NOT Effective 
Date:

Permit 
Type: 

Construction Site: Casa Mira View 
11241 11267 11285 Westview Pkwy San Diego 
CA 92126

Inspection Business Rules

The following are the inspections associated with this NOI. Click on "Inspection ID" to edit inspection details. Click on "Details" to view/print.

Inspection 
ID

Inspection Type Inspection 
Date

Inspector Follow Up Action Linked Violations? No of 
Attachments

Print

2023411 Enforcement Follow-up 09/30/2014 Christina Arias No Further Action N Details

2020995 Non-compliance Follow-
up 01/14/2014 Christina Arias Additional Info Required Y Details

2020984 B Type compliance 01/09/2014 Christina Arias Follow-up Inspection 
Needed Y Details

2010153 Enforcement Follow-up 11/22/2010 Christina Arias No Further Action N Details

2009070 B Type compliance 10/25/2010 Christina Arias Follow-up Inspection 
Needed N Details

Add New Inspection

Inspection ID: 2010153 Inspector Type: Regional Board Third Party State Board  * Audit 
History

Inspection Type: Enforcement Follow-up ? * Inspector Name: Christina Arias  *

Inspection Date: 11/22/2010

 *

Agency Name:

(Enter only if Third Party Inspector.)

Inspection Contact: Agency Inspector 
Name: (Enter only if Third Party Inspector.)

Follow Up Action: No Further Action  *

General Notes: Adequate corrective measures taken.  Ponded water is now pumped to desilting basin.

 *
(Maximum 1000 characters only. If more than 1000 characters, add attachment.)

Save Delete

Violation Details

Attachment Details

Fields marked with *  are mandatory fields.

© 2014 State of California. Conditions of Use Privacy Policy 

Owner Info Developer Info Site Info Risk Addtl Site Info Post Construction Billing Info Attachments Certification Requirements

Reports Inspections Violations Enforcement Actions Admin Changes Tasks Print Notes Status History Linked Users NOTs COIs

Page 1 of 1
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region 

E oM tJNrJ G . BROWN JA. 
GOVEI~NO R 

~ M ATnu::w R oD A10 UEZ 
l~~ S CO"lCTAnY fOR 
~ f. NVIRON M FNl'AL PR OTF..CTION 

February 18, 2014 Certified Mail - Return Receipt Requested 
Article Number: 7009 1410 0002 2347 2974 

Stuart Posnock 
Garden Communities 
8530 Costa Verde Blvd. 
San Diego, CA 92122 

Mr. Posnock: 

In reply refer to I attn: 
PIN No. SM-727439:Carias 

Subject: Notice of Violation No. R9-2014-0018, Casa Mira View, 
NPDES Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ, Statewide Construction General Storm Water 
Permit 

Enclosed is Notice of Violation (NOV) No. R9-2014-0018 issued to Garden Communities for 
violations of Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ, enforced by the California Regional Water Quality 
Control Board, San Diego Region (San Diego Water Board). As described in the attached 
NOV, the violations are subject to further enforcement pursuant to the California Water Code. 
The San Diego Water Board reserves the right to take any enforcement action authorized by 
law. 

In making the determination of whether and how to proceed with further enforcement action, 
the San Diego Water Board wi ll consider the severity and effect of the violation, the level of 
cooperation, the time it takes to correct the identified violations, and the sufficiency of the 
corrections. 

In the subject line of any response, please include the information located in the heading of 
this letter: "in reply refer to." For questions pertaining to the subject matter, please contact 
Christina Arias at (619) 521-3361 or christina.arias@waterboards.ca.gov. 

Respectfully, 

~J~~ 
David Barker, P.E. 
Supervising Water Resource Control Engineer 

DTB:esb:cma 

2375 Northside Drive, Suite 100, San Diego, CA 92108 I (619) 516-1990 I www.waterboards.ca.gov/sandiego -~~ Recycled Paper 

http://www.google.com/imgres?q=recycling+logo&hl=en&sa=X&rlz=1W1ADFA_en&biw=1280&bih=822&tbm=isch&prmd=imvns&tbnid=i1Xge6DwgDpK5M:&imgrefurl=http://www.clker.com/clipart-2760.html&docid=L1sJFOMZVb6R6M&imgurl=http://www.clker.com/cliparts/d/d/9/2/1194984904195212103recycling_symbol_a.j._as_01.svg.med.png&w=300&h=300&ei=jIh7T8TRGoTlsQKo5OyoBw&zoom=1&iact=hc&vpx=172&vpy=322&dur=1579&hovh=225&hovw=225&tx=130&ty=108&sig=108143532301167431353&page=1&tbnh=135&tbnw=133&start=0&ndsp=27&ved=1t:429,r:7,s:0,i:150
mailto:christina.arias@waterboards.ca.gov
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Mr. Posnock - 2 - February 18, 2014 
 
 

 
HENRY ABARBANEL, CHAIR │ DAVID GIBSON, EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

2375 Northside Drive, Suite 100, San Diego, CA 92108 │ (619) 516-1990 │ www.waterboards.ca.gov/sandiego 

 Recycled Paper 

 

 
Enclosure: NOV No. R9-2014-0018 
  Facility Inspection Reports dated January 9, 2014 and January 14, 2014 
 
 
Cc by email:   David Zoumaras, City of San Diego 
 
 
 

Tech Staff Info & Use 
Enforcement ID 

WDID 
NPDES No. 

Inspection ID  

414773 
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   California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region 

 
February 18, 2014  
 

NOTICE OF VIOLATION 
No. R9-2014-0018 

 
Stuart Posnock 
8530 Costa Verde Blvd.  
San Diego, CA 92122 
 
Garden Communities 
 
Casa Mira View 

Violations of Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ, 
Statewide Construction General Storm 
Water Permit   

 
PIN No. SM-727439:Carias  
 
 
GARDEN COMMUNITIES is hereby notified that the California Regional Water Quality Control 
Board, San Diego Region (San Diego Water Board) reserves the right to take any enforcement 
action authorized by law for the violations described herein. 
 
GARDEN COMMUNITIES is in violation of State Water Resources Control Board Order No. 
2009-0009-DWQ, National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit 
for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance Activities. 
 

 
A. Summary of Violations 
 

1. Failure to Implement Chemical Storage Best Management Practices (BMPs): 

a. Pursuant to Provision B.1.c of Attachment E to Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ: 
Risk Level 3 dischargers shall implement good site management (i.e. 
“housekeeping”) measures for construction materials that could potentially be a 
threat to water quality if discharged.  At a minimum, Risk Level 3 dischargers 
shall store chemicals in watertight containers (with appropriate secondary 
containment to prevent any spillage or leakage) or in a storage shed (completely 
enclosed). 
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b. Observation: On January 9, 2014, San Diego Water Board inspectors 
conducted a routine inspection of the Casa Mira View construction site and 
observed several chemical containers that were stored outdoors without any 
secondary containment to prevent spillage or leakage.   

  

2. Failure to Implement Trash Management BMPs: 

a. Pursuant to Provision B.2.a of Attachment E to Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ: 
Risk Level 3 discharges shall implement good housekeeping measures for waste 
management, which, at a minimum, shall consist of the following: Prevent 
disposal of any rinse or wash waters or materials on impervious or pervious site 
surfaces or into the storm drain system.  

b. Observation: During the January 9, 2014 inspection, San Diego Water Board 
inspectors observed trash in several areas within the construction site.  There 
was no observable management strategy for trash or construction debris. 

 

3. Failure to Adequately Implement Concrete Washout BMPs: 

a. Pursuant to Provision B.2.i of Attachment E to Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ: 
Risk Level 3 dischargers shall implement good housekeeping measures for 
waste management, which, at a minimum, shall consist of the following: Ensure 
the containment of concrete washout areas and other washout areas that may 
contain additional pollutants so there is no discharge into the underlying soil and 
onto the surrounding areas. 

b. Observation: During the January 9, 2014 inspection, San Diego Water Board 
inspectors found concrete washouts that were leaking waste material onto the 
underlying soil.    

 

4. Failure to Implement Erosion Control BMPs: 

a. Pursuant to Provision D.2. of Attachment E to Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ: 
Risk Level 3 dischargers shall provide effective soil cover for inactive areas and 
all finished slopes, open space, utility backfill, and completed lots. 

b. Observation: During the January 9, 2014 inspection, San Diego Water Board 
inspectors observed finished external slopes with no erosion control BMPs.   
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5. Failure to Adequately Implement Sediment Control BMPs 

a. Pursuant to Provision E.1 of Attachment E to Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ: 
Risk Level 3 dischargers shall establish and maintain effective perimeter controls 
and stabilize all construction entrances and exits to sufficiently control erosion 
and sediment discharges from the site. 

b. Observation: During the January 9, 2014 inspection, San Diego Water Board 
inspectors observed broken and failing silt fences along the site perimeter.  
Additionally, entrance/exit BMPs were not functioning properly and in need of 
maintenance.   

 

6. Failure to Protect Storm Drain Inlets 

a. Pursuant to Provision E.6 of Attachment D to Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ: 
Risk Level 3 dischargers shall ensure that all storm drain inlets and perimeter 
controls, runoff control BMPs, and pollutant controls at entrances and exits are 
maintained and protected from activities that reduce their effectiveness. 

b. Observation: During the January 9, 2014 inspection, San Diego Water Board 
inspectors observed an unprotected storm drain inlet covered with mortar mix 
and other construction debris.   

 

7. Failure to Implement BMP Repairs as Instructed by the Qualified Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) Practitioner (QSP) 

a. Pursuant to Provision G.3 of Attachment E to Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ: 
Upon identifying failures or other shortcomings, as directed by the QSP, Risk 
Level 3 dischargers shall begin implementing repairs or design changes to BMPs 
within 72 hours of identification and complete the changes as soon as possible. 

b. Observation:  During the January 9, 2014 inspection, San Diego Water Board 
inspectors reviewed the onsite SWPPP and QSP weekly inspection forms for 
January 2, 2014, and January 8, 2014.  BMP deficiencies were repeatedly 
identified by the QSP as a result of weekly inspections, yet were not corrected by 
the site operators. 

 

8. Failure to Submit Annual Reports 

a. Pursuant to Provision XVI.A of Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ: 
All dischargers shall prepare and electronically submit an Annual Report no later 
than September 1 of each year.   
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b. Pursuant to Provision XVI.B of Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ: 
The discharger shall certify each Annual Report in accordance with the Special 
Provisions. 

c. Pursuant to Provision XVI.C of Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ: 
The discharger shall retain an electronic or paper copy of each Annual Report for 
a minimum of three years after the date the annual report is filed. 

d. Observation:  Following the January 9, 2014 inspections, San Diego Water 
Board inspectors searched the Storm Water Multiple Application and Report 
Tracking System (SMARTs) database for the 2010-2011 and 2012-2013 Annual 
Reports.  Neither report had been submitted.  During a follow-up inspection on 
January 14, 2014, San Diego Water Board inspectors searched the SWPPP and 
related documents provided by the site operators, but were unable to locate the 
missing Annual Reports. 

 

9. Failure to Provide Training Information to Individuals Responsible For Activities 
Associated with Compliance with Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ 

a. Pursuant to Provision VII.A of Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ: 
The discharger shall ensure that all persons responsible for implementing 
requirements of this General Permit shall be appropriately trained in accordance 
with this Section.  Training should be both formal and informal, occur on an 
ongoing basis, and should include training offered by recognized governmental 
agencies or professional organizations. 

b. Pursuant to Provision XVI.E of Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ: 
The discharger shall provide training information in the Annual Report consisting 
of 1) documentation of all training for individuals responsible for all activities 
associated with compliance with this General Permit; 2) documentation of all 
training for individuals responsible for BMP installation, inspection, and repair; 
and 3) documentation of all training for individuals responsible for overseeing, 
revising, and amending the SWPPP. 

c. Observation:  During the January 14, 2014 inspection, San Diego Water Board 
inspectors searched the SWPPP and related documents for evidence of 
personnel training.  Training had been conducted on four days: December 9, 
2013, December 16, 2013, January 13, 2013, and January 13, 2014.  Training 
had not been taking place on a regular basis, nor were training logs available in 
the Annual Reports.    
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10. Failure to Declare Change in Ownership 

a. Pursuant to Provision II.D.1. of Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ: 
Within 90 days of when construction is complete or ownership has been 
transferred, the discharger shall electronically file a Notice of Termination (NOT), 
a final site map, and photos through the State Water Board SMARTs system. 

b. Observation: SMARTs lists “Scripps Mesa Developers, LLC” as the owner of the 
subject construction site.  However, “Scripps Mesa Developers, LLC” is a 
suspended business entity on the California Secretary of State Business Entities 
website.  San Diego Water Board inspectors found a deed dated March 8, 2012, 
transferring ownership from “Scripps Mesa Developers, LLC,” to “Scripps Mesa 
Developers II, LLC.”  Site operators failed to submit an NOT (and subsequent 
Notice of Intent) to the SMARTs system, indicating a change in ownership. 

 

11. Failure to Correctly Identify the Qualified SWPPP Practitioner (QSP) 

a. Pursuant to Provision IV.J of Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ: 
Any person signing documents under Section IV.I above, shall make the 
following certification: 

“I 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, to the best of my knowledge and belief, the information submitted is 
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.”  

b. Observation: During the January 14, 2014 inspection, San Diego Water Board 
inspectors observed that the SWPPP listed Mr. Danis Bechter as the QSP.  
However, the site operators stated that Mr. Michael Duff was the QSP and Mr. 
Wes Udin was the alternate, indicating that the SWPPP was neither true, 
accurate, nor complete. 
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B. Summary of Potential Enforcement Options 

These violations may subject you to additional enforcement by the San Diego Water Board or 
State Water Resources Control Board, including a potential civil liability assessment of 
$10,000 per day of violation (Water Code section 13385) and/or any of the following 
enforcement actions: 

Other Potential Enforcement Options Applicable Water Code Section 
Technical or Investigative Order Sections 13267 or 13383 
~-

Cleanu~ and Abatement Order Section 13304 
Cease and Desist Order Sections 13301-13303 
Time Schedule Order Sections 1.;3300, 13308 

·--

In addition, the San Diego Water Board may consider revising or rescinding applicable waste 
discharge requirements, if any, referring the matter to other resource agencies, referring the 
matter to the State Attorney General for injunctive relief, and referral to the municipal or District 
Attorney for criminal prosecution . 

In the subject line of any response, please include the information located in the heading of 
this letter: "in reply refer to ." Questions pertaining to this Notice of Violation should be directed 
to Christina Arias at (619) 521-3361 or christina.arias@waterboards.ca.gov. 

~CJ'J)~~ 
David Barker, P.E. 
Supervising Water Resource Control Engineer 

DB:esb:cma 

Enclosure: Facility Inspection Reports dated January 9, 2014 and January 14, 2014 
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD - SAN DIEGO REGION 
WATERSHED PROTECTION PROGRAM 

 
 

FACILITY INSPECTION REPORT 

 
 
FACILITY:      Casa Mira View  INSPECTION DATE/TIME:     01/09/14; 1400 
 
WDID/FILE NO.:      9 37C353628  
 
REPRESENTATIVE(S) PRESENT DURING INSPECTION:  
 
NAME:      Christina Arias  AFFILIATION:      San Diego Water Board  

NAME:      Whitney Ghoram  AFFILIATION:      San Diego Water Board  

NAME:      Bryan Smith  AFFILIATION:      Garden Communities  

NAME:      Brian Eskow  AFFILIATION:      Garden Communities  

NAME:        AFFILIATION:        

 
     Scripps Mesa Developers LLC       Garden Communities  
NAME OF OWNER, AGENCY OR PARTY RESPONSIBLE FOR DISCHARGE  FACILITY OR DEVELOPER NAME (if different from owner)  
 

     8530 Costa Verde Blvd., San Diego CA 92122  11241 Westview Parkway, San Diego  
OWNER MAILING ADDRESS FACILITY ADDRESS 
 
     Stuart Posnock (858) 320-0018       same  
OWNER CONTACT NAME AND PHONE #     FACILITY OR DEVELOPER CONTACT NAME AND PHONE #
  

 
APPLICABLE WATER QUALITY LICENSING REQUIREMENTS: 
 

   MS4 URBAN RUNOFF REQUIREMENTS    GENERAL OR INDIVIDUAL WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS OR NPDES 
■   CONSTRUCTION GENERAL PERMIT     GENERAL OR INDIVIDUAL WAIVER OF WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS  

   CALTRANS GENERAL PERMIT      SECTION 401 WATER QUALITY CERTIFICATION 
   INDUSTRIAL GENERAL PERMIT     CWC SECTION 13264 

 
INSPECTION TYPE (Check One): 
 

   “A” TYPE COMPLIANCE--COMPREHENSIVE INSPECTION IN WHICH SAMPLES ARE TAKEN. (EPA TYPE S) 
 

■   “B” TYPE COMPLIANCE--A ROUTINE NONSAMPLING INSPECTION. (EPA TYPE C) 
 

   NONCOMPLIANCE FOLLOW-UP--INSPECTION MADE TO VERIFY CORRECTION OF A PREVIOUSLY IDENTIFIED VIOLATION. 
 

   ENFORCEMENT FOLLOW-UP--INSPECTION MADE TO VERIFY THAT CONDITIONS OF AN ENFORCEMENT ACTION ARE 
BEING MET. 

 
   COMPLAINT--INSPECTION MADE IN RESPONSE TO A COMPLAINT. 

 
   PRE-REQUIREMENT--INSPECTION MADE TO GATHER INFO. RELATIVE TO PREPARING, MODIFYING, OR RESCINDING 

REQUIREMENTS.  
 

   NO EXPOSURE CERTIFICATION (NEC) - VERIFICATION THAT THERE IS NO EXPOSURE OF INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES TO 
STORM WATER.  

 
   NOTICE OF TERMINATION REQUEST FOR INDUSTRIAL FACILITIES OR CONSTRUCTION SITES - VERIFICATION THAT THE 

FACILITY OR CONSTRUCTION SITE IS NOT SUBJECT TO PERMIT REQUIREMENTS. 
 

   COMPLIANCE ASSISTANCE INSPECTION - OUTREACH INSPECTION DUE TO DISCHARGER’S REQUEST FOR COMPLIANCE 
ASSISTANCE. 

 
INSPECTION FINDINGS: 

 
__Y_  WERE VIOLATIONS NOTED DURING THIS INSPECTION? (YES/NO/PENDING SAMPLE RESULTS)
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/09/2014 

I. COMPLIANCE HISTORY / PURPOSE OF INSPECTION 
 
On January 9, 2014, Christina Arias and Whitney Ghoram of the San Diego Water 
Board performed a routine inspection of the Casa Mira View residential apartment 
construction site.  The site is located in the Mira Mesa area of San Diego, west of I-15 
at 111241 Westview Parkway.  Further, the site is located in the Penasquitos 
watershed, which drains to Penasquitos Lagoon (a Clean Water Act section 303(d) 
listed waterbody as impaired for sediment).  According to the Storm Water Multiple 
Application & Report Tracking System (SMARTS), the site is 41 acres in size.  On 
November 3, 2010, this site received a Notice of Violation from the San Diego Water 
Board for deficient BMP implementation and an unauthorized non-storm water 
discharge.   
 
We met briefly with Bryan Smith, General Superintendent for the construction site.  Mr. 
Smith deferred to his assistant to answer storm water-related questions.  Although he 
was in charge of the construction site, Mr. Smith was unaware of who the site Qualified 
SWPPP Practitioner (QSP) was, and indicated that he was not familiar with the term.  
He contacted Brian Eskow, assistant Superintendent, to assist us.  Mr. Eskow also did 
not know who the QSP was, but indicated that it was his responsibility to comply with 
health and safety issues, as well as storm water.  Mr. Eskow produced the Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) when asked, as well as the weekly inspections 
performed by the QSP.  The weekly inspection reports listed the site QSP as Michael 
Duff of Ground Service Technology, Inc.  We asked for copies of the two most recent 
weekly site inspection reports (shown as Attachment 1).  We were unable to locate any 
training records for site personnel related to storm water compliance. 
 
After review of the SWPPP and related documents, Mr. Eskow escorted us throughout 
the construction site.  Findings and photos below are reported in the order that they 
were observed during the site walk.  The weather on the day of the inspection was 
warm and sunny. 
 
II. FINDINGS 

 
1. The site was littered with cigarette butts, trash, debris, and other construction-

related waste throughout.  (See Figures 1-4, 14-25). 
2. None of the finished curbs within the site had sediment control BMPs (such as 

silt fence) installed.  As a result, the streets were covered in sediment (Figures 1, 
3, 16-22). 

3. There were no sediment control BMPs at one construction site exit/entrance 
located on Mira Lee Way, and sediment had been tracked into the street (Figure 
5). 

4. There was an uncovered stockpile, although it appeared to be active (Figure 6). 
5. Two concrete wash-out bins were leaking, and waste material discharged to the 

surrounding the soil (Figures 7-8). 
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Inspection Date: 01/09/2014 

6. The site had no erosion control BMPs on exterior slopes along the north and 
west side of the property, 3 months into the rainy season (Figure 9-12). 

7. The silt fence along the north side of the property had fallen and was in need of 
repair (Figure 13). 

8. Sediment control BMPs throughout the site need replacement or had not been 
maintained.  Examples include broken gravel bags (Figure 22).   

9. Mortar mix and other construction wastes had entered an unprotected inlet 
(Figures 23-24). 

10. Several chemical containers were found throughout the site without secondary 
containment or other proper storage practices (Figure 25).  

11. Corrective actions reported by the QSP on both 1/2/2014 and 1/8/2014 had not 
been completed, even though such corrections are required within 72 hours.  
There were no signatures on the QSP’s inspection reports by either Mr. Smith, 
Mr. Eskow, or other site personnel to indicate that the reports were received, 
read, and deficiencies corrected.   

 

III. RECOMMENDATIONS AND ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 
 

1. The entire site lacks adequate sediment, erosion control, construction waste, and 
housekeeping BMPs.   

2. The site requires erosion control BMPs on all slopes (interior and exterior), such 
as hydroseed, bonded fiber matrix, or erosion control blankets. 

3. All sediment control BMPs must be adequately maintained.  The silt fence on the 
north side of the property requires replacement. 

4. Sediment control BMPs such as silt fence should be installed at finished curbs to 
prevent sediment from reaching the streets. 

5. The concrete washout BMPs must be fixed or replaced to prevent leaks.  
Concrete waste must not be allowed to come into contact with bare ground. 

6. Site entrance/exit BMPs are required. 
7. Storm drain inlets within the construction site require protection to prevent 

sediment, trash, and construction debris from entering. 
8. Gravel bags that have been broken need replacing. 
9. Construction debris and trash must be disposed of properly. 
10. The construction site superintendents should read and understand the 

requirements contained within the State Water Resources Control Board 
Construction General Storm Water Permit, Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ (CGP). 

11. These findings will be used to evaluate compliance with the CGP. 
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Facility: 
Inspection Dtate: 

Casa Mira View, WOlD 9 37C353628 
01/09/2014 

IV. SIGN~~TURE SECTION 

Christina Arias 
STAFF INSPECTOR 

Eric Becker 
REVIEWED BY SUPERVISOR 

SMARTS: 

Tech Staff Info & Use 
WOlD 

Inspection 10 
9 37C353628 

2020984 
Violation 10 (Inadequate BMPs) 853299,853302,853303,853304,853305 

l t 

I /2. I <.r 
INSPECnON OAT¥ 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/09/2014 

Casa Mira View.  Photos taken by Christina Arias 1/9/14 
 

 
Figure 1. Near trailer; cigarette butts 
 

 
Figure 2. Trailer, debris and trash 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/09/2014 

 
Figure 3. Site interior; trash 
 

 
Figure 4. Site interior; construction debris 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/09/2014 

 
Figure 5. South-facing construction entrance; no BMPs; sediment tracking onto street 
 

 
Figure 6. Sediment stockpile 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/09/2014 

 
Figure 7. Leaking concrete washouts 
 

 
Figure 8. Concrete staining on soil from leaking washouts 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/09/2014 

 
Figure 9. Slope on north side with no erosion control 
 

 
Figure 10. Slope is 2:1 Horizontal: Vertical according to SWPPP 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/09/2014 

 
Figure 11. North slope looking easterly 
 

 
Figure 12. Slope on west side of property 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/09/2014 

 
Figure 13. Damaged silt fence 
 

 
Figure 14. Construction debris 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/09/2014 

 
Figure 15. Construction debris 
 

 
Figure 16. Construction debris 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/09/2014 

 
Figure 17. Construction debris 
 

 
Figure 18. Construction debris 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/09/2014 

 
Figure 19. Construction debris 
 

 
Figure 20. Construction debris 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/09/2014 

 
Figure 21. Construction debris 
 

 
Figure 22. Broken gravel bags 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/09/2014 

 
Figure 23. Storm drain littered with construction debris 
 

 
Figure 24. Storm drain littered with construction debris 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/09/2014 

 
Figure 25. Improperly stored chemicals 
 
 



EROSION C:ONTROL.. CIVISION 

owner: Scripps Mesa Developers 

Contractor: Garden Communities 

Job No/Project 20623 Casa Mira View 
Site Address: I 1195 Westview Parkway 

Cross Streets/Area: Mira Mesa, California 

Performed by: Michael P. Duff, JD 

Title: CESSWI, OSP #24369 

Inspector Signature: ')'V) ''~f. wJ_ 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido, CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.corn 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Lie #847034 A & 8 

WDID#: 9 37C353628 

Project Dates: 

Site Area: 3 acres 

Exposed Area: I 00% 

Site Contact Robin Robinson 

Contact Number: 

Report Date: lj8j20 14 

Inspection Date: IJB/20 14 

Time: 3:00 AM 

Type of Inspection: I Weekly Maintenance Additional Report:! NO 

Phasetsl of Construction: 1~..! __ G;;,;r..;.a..;.d .... in_..g/!::.,.l;;,;a....;n....;d_D .... e .... v....;e....;I._---J 2~..l ______ ~_e....;rt....;i..;.ca .... r....;c....;o .... n .... st~---~ 

Summary of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current: Clear Rain Gauge Reading; 0.2 -----------------
End date of last Rain Event: --------

Todayis Day of 

Was it a Qualifying Rain Event (ORE)?-:-~--;=N:::O=;::;;;;==~ 
predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 0.3 ---- -----

Is inspection during or after a ORE of .s· or more? ________ N_o ____ _ 

NOAA Forecast Chance of Precipitation 

0% Tuesda~January07,2014 

0% Wednesday,January08,2014 
Oo/o Thu~da~January0~2014 

0% Frida~January1~2014 

.~ Did first two hours of discharge occur during business hours? 

g. Was any storm water discharged from site? 

81 Were water samples taken? 

*If Yes, fill out and print Water Sample Report. 
SWPPP Questions 

a. Is there a SWPPP on-site? 
b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls installed per the SWPPP? 

0% 

0% 

0% 

0% 

d. If the SWPPP is not implemented, is there an effective combination of Erosion 
& Sediment control BMPs appropriate for the current stage of construction? 

e. Is there any leak, breach or malfunction to indicate non-visible pollutants? 

f. Did you observe any floating materials, oil. grease. odor, toxins, and/or 

sediment at any outfalls, discharge points. or downstream locations? 

Number of OREs since July I: _______ _ 

Saturday. January I I, 20 I 4 

Sunda~January 12,2014 

Monday, January 13, 20 14 

Tuesday, January 14, 2014 

Estimated start of rain:-------------­
During normal business hou~7 

If NO, please explain: ____________ _ 

YES 

YES b2. Require updating? NO 

If Yes, plan for sampling at next rain. 

If Yes, sample and document. 

What was observed? 

The following pages provide inspection observation results. Results are to be cross-referenced with attached photographs. 

http:www.erosioncontroller.com


f lilSpection Page 1 1/8/2014 

• Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dikes 
2 Slope protection 
3 Vegetation 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage of Materials 
6 Soil Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V-ditches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls 1 Straw Wattles 
I o Check Dams 
I I Burlap 1 Po[Y Rock Bags 
12 Silt Fence 
13 Drain Inlet Protection 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

15 Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

1 6 Construction Entrance 
17 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Debris Clean-up 
19 Disposal Areas (Export Sites) 
20 Spills or Leaks on Vehicles. Equipment or Materials 
21 Portable Toilets and Septic 
22 Dumpsters, Roii-OffS, Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete, Paint. Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatering Operations 
25 Paving or Grinding Operations 
26 Concrete Curing/Finishing 
27 Temporary Stream Crossing 
28 Jllicit Connection/Illegal Discharge Reporting 
29 Vehicle and Equipment Cleaning 
30 Vehicle and Equipment Fueling Area 
3 I Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance 
32 Vehicle and Equipment Drip Pans 
33 Spill Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

g. Are materials and supplies in compliance with the SWPPP? 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 

151 

:;! 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
17 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

h. Were damaged or dissipated materials removed from the site? 
i. Are appropriate spill response personnel trained? 

Other 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Accep&ilble 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 

Repairs 
Required 

Repairs 

BMP Missing Not Applicable 

Required BMP Missing Not Applicable 

X 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing Not Applicable 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing Not Applicable 

X 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing Not Applicable 

X 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing Not Applicable 

I X 

I X 

X 

X 

X 

Repairs 

Casa Mira View 

CASOABMP 

EC-3, 6, 7, 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1,2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4, EC-11 

CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 
SE-t 

SE-10 
SE-2, 3 

CASOABMP 

WE-1 

CASOABMP 

TC-1. 2, 3 
SE-7 

CASOABMP 

WM-5,6 

WM-4,6.7, JO 
WM-9 
WM-5 
WM-8 

CASOABMP 

NS-2 
NS-3 

NS-12, 14 
NS-4 
NS-6 
NS-8 
NS-9 

NS-10 
NS-10 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 



' Inspection Page 3 IJB/2014 Casa Mira View 

ITEM 

~ 1 

se: 

0 

0 

Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

Ob 
Assigned 

Date Completed dC A. s nspectton servatton an orrecttve ct1ons urn mary to 

J 3. Maintain existing inlet pl"otection. 

17. Sweep tracking as needed. VISUally Inspect daily. 

18. Properly dispose of construction debris/trash. 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the California Storrnwater Quality Association (CASOA) Best Management Practices (BMP) Details 

and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation, maintenance and usage standards. 

I 

Inspection Report Received by:-------------------------
Dare: _____________________________ _ 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 



01.08.2014 15:45 

--hi 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs January 8, 2014 



No Warnings or Advisories In Effect fbr this Point 
For warnings and/or advisories in effect for adjacent areas to this point, 
see http://www. wrh.noaa.gov/sgx 

Weather 

Daily-Temp 

Chance of 
Precip 
Precip 
12-hr 

Snow Total 
FRET 
S:.Hour 
Temp 

Cloudiness 
Dewpolnt 
Relative 
Humdlty 

Wind 

Snow 
Level{fll 

Wed JanOS ThuJan09 
Patchy 

Fog 
High66 High63 
Low 51 Low 54 

0% 5% 5% 10% 10% 10% 0% 

Forecast For Lat/Lon: 32.9270/-117.1390 (Eiev. 462ft) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forecast Created at: 7am PST Jan 8, 2014 
Custom ~otku FQI't!CQlt Table 

Fri Jan 10 Sat Jan 11 Sun Jan 12 

High70 High71 High72 
Low49 Low 52 Low 54 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5% 5% 5% 5% 0% 

0.00" 0.00''0.00"0.00" 0.00'' 0.00"0.00''0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00" 

0" o· 0" 0'' o· 0" 0" 0" 

MonJan 13 Tue Jan 14 

High76 High77 
Low 53 Low 52 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

0.08" 0.07" 0.10" 0.12" 0.13" 0.23" 0.21" 
4am 1Qam4pm 10pm 4am 1Dam4pm 10pm 4am 10am 4pm 10pm 4am 1Qam 4pm 10pm 4am1Dam4pm10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4am1Dam4pm10pm 
52 62 62 56 55 61 59 51 50 64 64 55 53 66 66 56 55 67 66 56 54 70 68 55 53 70 70 57 

49% 51% 85% 91% 98% 68% 52% 65% 28% 8% 8% 12% 12% 15% 15% 22% 22% 11% 11% 5% 5% 5% 5% 6% 6% 5% 5% 4% 
45 43 49 50 47 45 49 46 41 37 40 37 33 34 44 44 39 40 39 31 25 20 30 29 23 19 24 21 

76% 49% 63% 82% 75% 56% 69% 83% 71% 37% 41% 52% 46% 31% 46% 63% 56% 38% 38% 40% 33% 15% 24% 37% 31% 14% 18% 25% 

E SSWSSENEWE EWNWE ENWEEEEE EEEEEEEE 
6 6 7 6 7 5 5 6 6 5 6 7 8 6 3 6 13 10 9 14 14 12 12 10 10 9 9 

7144 7144 7587 7587 7882 7882 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0000 0000 0000 

1/8/2014 7:47AM 

http:0,00"0,00"0.00"0.00
http://www,wrh,noaa,govlsgx


EROSION CONTROL. CIVISION 

owner: Scripps Mesa Developers 

Contractor: Garden Communities 

Job No.fProject: 20623 Casa Mira View 

Site Address: 11195 Westview Parkway 

Cross Streets/Area: Mira Mesa, California 

Performed by Michael P. Duff, JD 

Title: CESSWI. OSP #24369 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido, CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Lie #847034 A & 8 

WDID#: 9 37C353628 

Project Dates: 

Site Area: 3 acres 

Exposed Area: I 00% 

Site Contact: Robin Robinson 

Contact Number: 

Report Date: 1/2/2014 

--"'""\ /\ /l - (} (l // Inspection Date: 1/2/2014 

Inspector Signature:_JV/_....._ _ __.__J_tvZ........:;; _ __,c......=--L-· ..o,4/0r,..<-,f------- Time: 12:00 PM 

Type of Inspection: Weekly Maintenance Additional Report:! NO 

Phasefs) of Construction: 1~1 ____ G~ra~d~in_g/~L~a_n~d~D~e~v~e~l.--~ 2~1 --------~V~e~rt~ic~a~l~C~o~n~st~·--------~ 
Summary of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current: Clear Rain Gauge Reading: --------
End date of Last Rain Event Was it a Qualifying Rain Event fORE)? NO ------------------ -----------------------

Todayis Day of predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 
---- ---------

Is inspection during or after a ORE of .5" or more? ________ :...:N-=0 ______ __ 

NOAA Forecast Chance of Precipitation 

Oo/o Wednesday, January 0 I. 2014 
Oo/o Thursday, January 02, 20 I 4 
Oo/o Friday, January 03, 20 14 
Oo/o Saturday, January 04. 20 14 

-~ Did first two hours of discharge occur during business hours? 

~ Was any storm water discharged from site7 

~ Were water samples taken? 

*If Yes, fill out and print Water Sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 
a. Is there a SWPPP on-site? 

b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls installed per the SWPPP? 

Oo/o 

Oo/o 

Oo/o 

0% 

d. If the SWPPP is not implemented. is there an effective combination of Erosion 

Number of OREs since July I: ______ _ 

Sunda~January05,2014 

Monday, January 06. 20 14 

Tuesday, January 07. 2014 

Wednesday. January 08, 20 I 4 

Estimated start of rain:----------------------­
During normal business hours? 

If NO, please explain: ______________________ _ 

YES 

YES b2. Require updating? NO 

& Sediment control 8MPs appropriate for the current stage of construction? YES 

e. Is there any leak, breach or malfunction to indicate non-visible pollutants? 

f. Did you observe any floating materials, oil, grease, odor, toxins, andjor 

sediment at any outfalls, discharge points. or downstream locations? 

NO If Yes, plan for sampling at next rain. 

NO If Yes, sample and document. 

What was observed? 

The following pages provide inspection observation results. Results are to be cross-referenced with attached photographs. 

http:www.erosioncontroller.com


Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dikes 
2 Slope protection 
3 Vegetation 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage of Materials 
6 Soil Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
a V-ditches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls 1 Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap 1 Poly Rock Bags 
12 SiltFence 
13 Drain Inlet Protection 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

15 Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Construction Entrance 
I 7 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

I a Debris ClearHJp 
19 Disposal Areas jExport Sites) 
20 Spills or Leaks on Vehicles, Equipment or Materials 
21 Portable Toilets and Septic 
22 Dumpsters, Roii-Offs, Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete Paint Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatering Operations 
25 Paving or Grinding Operations 
26 Concrete Curing/Finishing 
27 Temporary Stream Crossing 
28 Illicit Connection/Illegal Discharge Reporting 
29 Vehicle and Equipment Cleaning 
30 Vehicle and Equipment Fueling Area 
31 Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance 
32 Vehicle and Equipment Drip Pans 
33 Spill Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

1/2/2014 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

15j 

:~1 

1a 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g. Are materials and supplies in compliance with the SWPPP? 

Other 

h. Were damaged or dissipated materials removed from the site? 
i. Are appropriate spill response personnel trained7 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 

Casa Mira View 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing Not Applicable CASOABMP 

EC-3, 6, 7, a 
X EC4 

I EC-2 

I WM-1. 2 

! WM-3 

I WM-3 

I SE-4. EC-11 

I 
Repairs 

Required BMP Missing NotApplicable CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 

X SE-1 
SE-10 

SE-2. 3 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing NotApplicabre CASOABMP 

I I WE-I 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing Not Applicable CASOABMP 

I I 
TC-1, 2, 3 

X SE-7 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing Not Applicable CASOABMP 

X WM-5,6 

WM-4,6,7.10 
WM-9 
WM-5 
WM-8 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing Not Applicable CASOABMP 

X NS-2 
X NS-3 

NS-12, 14 
X NS-4 

NS-6 
X NS-8 

NS-9 
X NS-10 

NS..IO 
WM-4 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing Not Applicable CASOABMP 

I 
I 

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 



Inspection Page 3 1/2/2014 casa Mira View 

ITEM 
2 

Response: 

12 

Response: 

17 

Response: 

18 

Response: 

22 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 
Assigned 

Ob dC Date Completed nspecnon servation an orrective Actions Summary to 

2. Inactive slopes require erosion and sediment control BMPs. 

12. Replace missing or damaged silt fence as needed. 

1 7. Sweep tracking as needed. VISUally Inspect daily. 

18. Properly dispose of construction debril\/'trash. 

22. Dumpsters need to be covered and the end of each workday and prior/during a rain event 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the California Stormwater Quality Association (CASOAJ Best Management Practices (BMPJ Details 
and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation, maintenance and usage standards. 

I 

i 

Inspection Report Received by: --------------------------
Da~: _____________________________ _ 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 



Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs January 2, 2014 



01.02.2014 13:39 

.,...-, 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs 



of I 

No Warnings or Advisories In Effect for tbis Point. 
For warnings and/or advisories in effect for adjacent areas to this point, 
see hl1p://www. wrh.noaa.gqyf.~ 

Forecast For Latllon: 32.92701-117.1390 (Eiev. 462ft) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forecast Created at: Sam PST Jan 2, 2014 
Custom Weather ForecaSl Table 

ThuJan 02 Fri Jan 03 SatJan04 Sun JanOS MonJan06 

Weather 

Daily-Temp 

Chance of 
Preclp 
Pmclp 
12-hr 

Snow Total 

High 73 High 71 High 70 High 74 
Low 50 Low 52 Low 53 Low 53 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00" 0.00"0.00" 

0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 

High 71 
Low 50 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

TueJan 07 Wed JanOS 
Patchy 

Fog 
High68 High66 
Low49 Low49 

0% 0% 0% 10% 10% 10% 10% 5% 

FRET 0.09" 0.09" 0.08" 0. 12" 0. 11" 0.08" 0.08" 

6-Hour 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am 10am 4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am 10am 4pm 10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4am 10am4pm10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 
Temp 51 66 67 56 53 65 66 56 54 65 65 56 54 67 67 54 51 64 65 53 50 62 63 52 50 61 61 52 

Cloudiness 20% 18% 17% 17% 27% 29% 23% 35% 35% 24% 24% 22% 22% 14% 14% 11% 11% 13%13% 14% 14% 16% 16%76% 76% 17% 17%27% 
Dewpolnt 36 37 41 37 32 33 47 46 41 42 45 39 33 33 42 39 34 35 43 40 35 37 47 45 40 41 46 41 

Relative 57% 34% 39% 49% 45% 30% 51% 69o/o 62% 43% 48% 54% 46% 28% 40% 56% 51% 33% 46% 60% 56% 40% 58% 76% 69% 49% 61% 66% 
Humdity 

Wind E sw w N E w w 
3 2 3 5 2 

E 
3 

E 
3 

W NW E 
3 2 5 

E E 
7 7 

NW E 
5 6 

E 
8 

E w E E s w E E s w E 
6 3 3 2 6 5 5 3 5 2 

l/2/2014 8:05AM 

http:0.00"0.00


EROSION CONTROL. OIVISION 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 
2280 Micro Place 
Escondido, CA 92029 
www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 
Fax 760-741-1363 
CA Lie #84 7034 A & 8 

Non-Storm Water Discharge Visual Inspection 

Owner: Scripps Mesa Developers WDID#: 9 37C353628 
Contractor: Garden Communities Project Dates: 0 

Job No./Project: 20623 Casa Mira View Site Area: 3 acres 
Performed by: Michael P. Duff, JD Exposed Area: 1 00% 
Site Address: 11195 Westview Parkway Site Contact: Robin Robinson 

\1\/\ () r Date: 12/26/2013 
Cross Streets/Area: Mira Mesa, '·Califomtviia fj Contact Number: 0 

Signature: ~ "~ ,\ Time: 11:30 AM 

Quarter: I 4th (Oct-Dec} Report Period:! L-_ __.::J__.::u:..;_I2_0_1_3_-J:..;_u_n_2_0_1_4_--' Risk: L-1 -----=2=--......1 

Current Stage(s) of Construction 

rn Grading and Land Development 
Streets & Utilities Phase 
Vertical Construction Phase 

Visual Inspection 

§ Final Landscaping & Site Stabilization 
Inactive Construction 
Complete 

Inspect each drainage area on site and off. Were any of the following observed: 

a Odors 

b Floating Materials 

c Suspended Materials 

d Sheen 

e Discolorations 

f Turbidity 

Is any evidence of NSWD observed? 

If evidence is observed, was it authorized? 

Were photos taken? 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

If Yes, Location(s) and Source 

If Yes, Location(s) and Source 
No I 

Contractor: Note date the Corrective 
Action/Change is complete. Required. 

ITEM Corrective Actions Identified Is SWPPP Amendment or change needed?j No Date 

Photo References/Comments 

I 
I 

I 
I 

http:www.erosioncontroller.com


CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD - SAN DIEGO REGION 
WATERSHED PROTECTION PROGRAM 

 
 

FACILITY INSPECTION REPORT 

 
 
FACILITY:      Casa Mira View  INSPECTION DATE/TIME:     01/14/14; 1100 
 
WDID/FILE NO.:      9 37C353628  
 
REPRESENTATIVE(S) PRESENT DURING INSPECTION:  
 
NAME:      Christina Arias  AFFILIATION:      San Diego Water Board  

NAME:      Frank Melbourn  AFFILIATION:      San Diego Water Board  

NAME:      Bryan Smith, Brian Eskow  AFFILIATION:      Garden Communities  

NAME:      Akram Bassyouni, Eliseo Guerrero  AFFILIATION:      City of San Diego  

NAME:      Wes Udin  AFFILIATION:      GST, Inc.  

 
     Scripps Mesa Developers LLC       Garden Communities  
NAME OF OWNER, AGENCY OR PARTY RESPONSIBLE FOR DISCHARGE  FACILITY OR DEVELOPER NAME (if different from owner)  
 

     8530 Costa Verde Blvd., San Diego CA 92122  11241 Westview Parkway, San Diego  
OWNER MAILING ADDRESS FACILITY ADDRESS 

 
     Stuart Posnock (858) 320-0018       same  
OWNER CONTACT NAME AND PHONE #     FACILITY OR DEVELOPER CONTACT NAME AND PHONE #
  

 
APPLICABLE WATER QUALITY LICENSING REQUIREMENTS: 
 

   MS4 URBAN RUNOFF REQUIREMENTS    GENERAL OR INDIVIDUAL WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS OR NPDES 

■   CONSTRUCTION GENERAL PERMIT     GENERAL OR INDIVIDUAL WAIVER OF WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS  
   CALTRANS GENERAL PERMIT      SECTION 401 WATER QUALITY CERTIFICATION 
   INDUSTRIAL GENERAL PERMIT     CWC SECTION 13264 

 
INSPECTION TYPE (Check One): 
 

   “A” TYPE COMPLIANCE--COMPREHENSIVE INSPECTION IN WHICH SAMPLES ARE TAKEN. (EPA TYPE S) 
 

   “B” TYPE COMPLIANCE--A ROUTINE NONSAMPLING INSPECTION. (EPA TYPE C) 
 

■   NONCOMPLIANCE FOLLOW-UP--INSPECTION MADE TO VERIFY CORRECTION OF A PREVIOUSLY IDENTIFIED VIOLATION. 
 

   ENFORCEMENT FOLLOW-UP--INSPECTION MADE TO VERIFY THAT CONDITIONS OF AN ENFORCEMENT ACTION ARE BEING 
MET. 

 
   COMPLAINT--INSPECTION MADE IN RESPONSE TO A COMPLAINT. 

 
   PRE-REQUIREMENT--INSPECTION MADE TO GATHER INFO. RELATIVE TO PREPARING, MODIFYING, OR RESCINDING 

REQUIREMENTS.  
 

   NO EXPOSURE CERTIFICATION (NEC) - VERIFICATION THAT THERE IS NO EXPOSURE OF INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES TO 
STORM WATER.  

 
   NOTICE OF TERMINATION REQUEST FOR INDUSTRIAL FACILITIES OR CONSTRUCTION SITES - VERIFICATION THAT THE 

FACILITY OR CONSTRUCTION SITE IS NOT SUBJECT TO PERMIT REQUIREMENTS. 
 

   COMPLIANCE ASSISTANCE INSPECTION - OUTREACH INSPECTION DUE TO DISCHARGER’S REQUEST FOR COMPLIANCE 
ASSISTANCE. 

 
INSPECTION FINDINGS: 

 
__Y_  WERE VIOLATIONS NOTED DURING THIS INSPECTION? (YES/NO/PENDING SAMPLE RESULTS)
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/14/2014 

I. COMPLIANCE HISTORY / PURPOSE OF INSPECTION 
 
On January 14, 2014, Christina Arias and Frank Melbourn of the San Diego Water 
Board performed a follow up inspection of the Casa Mira View residential apartment 
construction site.  I (Christina Arias) previously visited the site on January 9, 2014, and 
found a number of violations of the California State Water Resources Control Board 
Construction General Storm Water Permit, Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ (CGP).  The 
inspection taking place on January 14, 2014, was coordinated with two inspectors from 
the City of San Diego, as well as a co-worker of the site’s Qualified Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) Practitioner (QSP).  The QSP, Michael Duff of 
Ground Service Technology (GST), Inc. was not available at the time of the inspection, 
so Wes Udin of GST filled in to answer questions related to the SWPPP and the onsite 
Best Management Practices (BMPs).  Before the inspection began, I checked the Storm 
Water Multiple Tracking System (SMARTS) database, and found that the only Annual 
Report submitted for this site was for the 2011-2012 reporting period.  The 2010-2011 
and 2012-2013 Annual Reports had not been submitted.  Construction at this site began 
in July, 2010. 
 
The inspection began with a review of the SWPPP and related documents.  The 
SWPPP was dated September 1, 2011, and was not signed by the Legally Responsible 
Person (LRP).  The Risk Level assignment for the site was unclear because there was a 
handwritten note indicating Risk Level 2 on the onsite SWPPP, however, the SWPPP 
uploaded onto SMARTS indicated Risk Level 3.  Mr. Smith, Mr. Eskow, and Mr. Udin 
assured us that all subcontractors are trained in storm water compliance, almost on a 
weekly basis.  However, documentation in the SWPPP does not support this.  There 
were only four training logs available for review, dated January 13, 2013, December 9, 
2013, December 16, 2013, and January 13, 2014.  
 
After review of the SWPPP and related documents, we walked the site and found that 
additional BMPs have been implemented over the previous site visit on January 9, 
2014.  Photographs and inspection findings are presented below in the order that they 
were observed during the site walk. 
 
II. FINDINGS 
 

1. The finished roads within the site have been swept and are much cleaner than 
the previous site visit (Figures 1-2, 4). 

2. One storm drain on the east side requires improved protection (Figure 3). 

3. Sandbags had been replaced; however, additional BMPs are needed to prevent 
sediment from reaching the street (Figure 5). 

4. A trash bin was overflowing (Figure 7). 

5. Cigarettes in front of the trailers had been swept (Figure 8). 

6. The leaking concrete wash-out bins were replaced or fixed (Figure 9). 

7. The exterior slopes had adequate erosion control BMPs (Figures 10-11). 



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD-SAN DIEGO REGION Page 3 of 11 

Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/14/2014 

8. Chemical containers had secondary containment and the site was much tidier 
than the previous inspection (Figure 12). 

9. There were no sediment control BMPs at one construction site exit/entrance 
located on Mira Lee Way, and sediment had been tracked into the street (Figures 
13-14).  Site operators indicated that this area is swept; however, a structural 
BMP such as gravel or shaker plates should be considered since street sweeping 
does not occur daily. 

10. We found some fiber rolls that could be used in the event of rain; however, 
overall the site contains inadequate stockpiled BMPs.  Mr. Melbourn asked that 
the site operators produce a list of stockpiled BMPs within two weeks.   

 

III. RECOMMENDATIONS AND ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 
 

1. The SWPPP and related documents must be signed by the LRP.  Mr. Melbourn 
asked for a copy of the signed SWPPP within two weeks of the site visit. 

2. Site operators should keep logs of all training given to subcontractors and locate 
any evidence of training given to date. 

3. Sediment control BMPs such as silt fence should be installed at finished curbs to 
prevent sediment from reaching the streets. 

4. Site operators should consider increasing the frequency of trash removal to 
prevent the overflow of trash BMPs.  

5. Storm drain inlets within the construction site require protection to prevent 
sediment, trash, and construction debris from entering. 

6. Additional site entrance/exit BMPs should be implemented since tracking in the 
street was still observed. 

7. Upon review of SMARTS following the inspection, the owner of the site is listed 
as Scripps Mesa Developers, LLC.  However, research shows that this is a 
suspended business entity. 

8. These findings will be used to evaluate compliance with the CGP. 
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Facility: 
Inspection Date: 

Casa Mira View, WOlD 9 37C353628 
01/14/2014 

IV. SIGNATURE SECTION 

Christina Arias 
STAFF INSPECTOR 

Eric Becker 
REVIEWED BY SUPERVISOR 

SMARTS: 

Tech Staff Info & Use 
WDID 

Inspection ID 
Violation ID (Deficient Annual Rpt) 
Violation ID (Incomplete SWPPP) 

9 37C353628 
2020995 

853312 
853313 

Page 4 of 11 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/14/2014 

Casa Mira View.  Photos taken by Christina Arias 1/14/14 
 

 
Figure 1. South side of active construction site 
 

 
Figure 2. East side of active constructive site 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/14/2014 

 
Figure 3. Site interior; inlet requires better protection 
 

 
Figure 4. Street sweeper on east side 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/14/2014 

 
Figure 5. Site interior; linear sediment control BMPs not effective 
 

 
Figure 6. Site interior; trash and debris has been removed  
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/14/2014 

 
Figure 7. Site interior with overflowing waste bin 
 

 
Figure 8. Curb in front of trailer; cigarettes have been swept up 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/14/2014 

 
Figure 9. Leaking concrete waste bin has been replaced 
 

 
Figure 10. North slope has erosion control BMPs 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/14/2014 

 
Figure 11. North slope has erosion control BMPs 
 

 
Figure 12. Chemicals with secondary containment 
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Facility: Casa Mira View, WDID 9 37C353628 
Inspection Date: 01/14/2014 

 
Figure 13. Construction entrance shows tracking 
 

 
Figure 14. Looking north into construction site from entrance in Fig. 13 
 



SENDER: COMPLETE THIS SECTION 

• Complete Items 1, 2, and 3. Also complete 
Item 4 If Restricted Delivery is desired. 

• Print your name and address on the reverse 
so that we can return the card to you. 

• Attach this card to the back of the mailpiece, 
or on the front if space permits. 

1. Article Addressed to: 

S:--tv..u-.l""t 'V 0 svux g_ 
tAzuol.J..A (~, r•Wir\P..YlA.;.:h~' 

8c;{;.(O eo;~ v~L£ 'BI v tR. 

Sc""'- \)t~Y ;CA q~\ 1.- t.., 

COMPLETE THIS SECTION ON DELIVERY 

0 Agent 

0 Addressee 

B. E;ceived by (Printed Name) I C. Date of Delivery 

f5 en-z....) l-4_s.~ ~A 1 
D. Is delivery address different from item 1? 0 Yes 

If YES, enter delivery address below: 0 No 

3. Service Type 

JJf Certified Mail 
0 Registered 
0 Insured Mail 

0 Express Mail 
0 Return Receipt for Merchandise 

OC.O.D. 

4. Restricted Delivery? (Extra Fee) 0 Yes 

2. Article Number 

(Transfer from service labeO 7009 1410 0002 ~347 2974 

PS Form 3811, February 2004 Domestic Return Receipt 

UNITED STATES PoSTAL SERVICE 

111111 

1 02595·02-M-1540 

First-Class Mail 
Postage & Fees Paid 
USPS 
Permit No. G-10 

• Sender: Please print your name, address, and ZIP+4 in this box • 

Mv'"' ·. c~- . hvL ·&..-s 
\Ct;v a c. b 

&'1511? }'lor11A-sik \111. · 
1 

$'":.tc_ i OD 

SvA ~~80 c. A: ?\2--LC i 



LEGAL

Privacy Policy ›

Terms of Use ›

FOIA ›

No FEAR Act EEO Data ›

ON USPS.COM

Government Services ›

Buy Stamps & Shop ›

Print a Label with Postage ›

Customer Service ›

Delivering Solutions to the Last Mile ›

Site Index ›

ON ABOUT.USPS.COM

About USPS Home ›

Newsroom ›

USPS Service Alerts ›

Forms & Publications ›

Careers ›

OTHER USPS SITES

Business Customer Gateway ›

Postal Inspectors ›

Inspector General ›

Postal Explorer ›

Copyright© 2014 USPS. All Rights Reserved.

Search USPS.com or Track Packages

USPS Tracking
Customer Service ›

Have questions? We're here to help.

Track It

™

Postal Product:

Certified Mail

Features:

Delivered 

Processed through 
USPS Sort Facility 

Depart USPS Sort 
Facility 

Processed through 

USPS Sort Facility 

Product & Tracking Information

DATE & TIME STATUS OF ITEM LOCATION

February 19, 2014 , 2:27 
pm

SAN DIEGO, CA 92122 

February 19, 2014 , 3:13 am SAN DIEGO, CA 92199 

February 19, 2014 SAN DIEGO, CA 92199 

February 18, 2014 , 6:19 pm SAN DIEGO, CA 92199 

Available Actions

Email Updates

Tracking Number: 70091410000223472974 

™

Track Another Package
What's your tracking (or receipt) number?

Ship a Package Send Mail Manage Your Mail Shop Business Solutions
Quick Tools
Track

Enter up to 10 Tracking #'sFind
Find USPS Locations
Buy Stamps
Schedule a Pickup
Calculate a Price
Look Up a ZIP Code™
Hold Mail
Change of Address

Customer Service USPS MobileEnglish Register / Sign In

Page 1 of 1USPS.com® - USPS Tracking™

3/17/2014https://tools.usps.com/go/TrackConfirmAction?qtc_tLabels1=70091410000223472974



SheppardMu~m~~AN 
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· WATER QUALITY 
CONTROL BOARD 

201~ f.RR 7 

March 7, 2014 

VIA E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL 

Ms. Christina Arias 
Water Resources Control Engineer 
San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board 
2375 Northside Drive, Suite I 00 
San Diego, CA 92108-2700 
E-Mail: Christina.Arias@waterboards.ca.gov 

Ffl ~ ~3 

Re: Casa Mira View and Torrey Hills Weekly Inspection Reports 

Dear Ms. Arias: 

Sheppard. Mullin. Richter & Hampton LLP 
50 I West Broadway. 19°' Floor 
San Diego. California 92101-3598 
619 338.6500 main 
619.234.3815 fax 
woNw.sheppardmullin.com 

619.338.6524 direct 
djones@sheppardmullin.com 

File Number: 0100-092378 

This letter is to follow up on your request earlier this week for the Casa Mira View and the Torrey Hills 
construction sites' weekly inspection reports from our Qualified Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
(SWPPP) Practitioner (QSP). Enclosed herein are the reports for the past rainy season, from the first 
week of October 2013 through January 20 14, as requested. 

You will see from a review of the reports that, once our new personnel took over in late December, we 
better documented the actions taken to correct any issues found during the QSP's weekly inspections. 
Nonetheless, we are not relying on the fact we have new personnel at the job site to ensure that our sites 
comply with the California State Water Resources Control Board Construction General Storm Water 
Permit, Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ (CGP) requirements. We take compliance with the CGP very 
seriously and, as a result, are implementing new corporate policies that will focus on making clear the 
training, processes, procedures and tools required to ensure all job sites fully comply with the CGP. 

For example, our QSP, Ground Service Technology (GST), will conduct weekly SWPPP training at each 
job site, and that training will be logged and documented with the SWPPP documentation each week, 
until such time as it is clear based on the weekly inspection reports that weekly training is no longer 
necessary to ensure compliance with the CGP and SWPPP. 

In addition, we are contracting with GST to not only inspect all of our sites each week but also to follow 
up within 48 hours of the inspection to confirm that any corrections needed as a result of that inspection 
have been made. If the subcontractors have not fully addressed any issue noted in the inspection then 
GST itself will immediately make the correction during its visit. As a result, any and all issues will be 
corrected within 48 hours, and we will ensure that documentation of that compliance is kept with the 
SWPPP on the job site. 

fmelbourn
Typewritten Text
Exhibit No. 7
March 7, 2014, Sheppard Mullin letter

fmelbourn
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Sheppard 

Christina /\rill!; 
March 7. 2014 
Page 2 

Similarly, we are amending our contracts" ith our subcontractors where needed to emphasize the 
importance of the SWPPP compliance, so that we are confident that each subcontractor fully understands 
its responsibilities. 

We are working hard to get the e strengthened SWPPP-related policies and procedures in place and 
should be able to provide them to you by March 21st, if not before. Garden Communities is committed to 
complying with the CGP and appreciates your cooperation as we work through the process to ensure that 
we are fully compliant at each of our job sites both no\ and in the future. 

If you have any questions or would like to discuss this further please do not hesitate to call. 

Very truly yours, 

4·~~~ 
fir 

Donna D. Jones 
for SIIEPPARD, MULLfN, RlCI ITER & HAMPTON I.LP 

SMRH:-'18407296.1 
Enclosures: Weekly Inspection Reports for October 20 13-January 2014 

cc: Frank Melboum (w/o enclo ures) 
Stuart Posnock 
Dee Snow 
Keith Gamer, E q. 



EROSION CONTROL- OIVI510N 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 
2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.erosroncontroller.com 

Phone 7 60-7 45-20 I 0 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Uc 1'847034 A & 8 

RAIN EVENT ACTION PLAN fREAPJ 

Owner: Scripps Mesa Developers 
Contractor. Garden Communities 

Job No/Project: 20623 Casa Mira View 
Perrormed by Michael P. Duff, JD 

S1te Addreu: I 11 95 Westview Parkway 
Cross Streets/Area: Mira Mesa, California 

Signature: '"YY\: ....f2u.jfJ 
Site Stormwater Manager 

Name· tv\ l chae,( hAX' 
Company 6ST 

24/7 Phone Number 160. <Bo 2 · 19 tJO 

Erosion & Sediment Control labor Force 

Contact Name; wes UdWtQ 
Company: GS( 

24f7Phone Number '160 · 8/S · 2..//09 

Current Phase{s) of Construction 

,___x _ ___,l Grad ing and land Development 

.___X _ ___,! streets & Utilrtres Phase 

.___x _ _,l Vertical Constructron Phase 

Weather Conditions 

WDIDI. 9 37C353628 
ProjeCt Dates: 0 

Site Area. 3 acres 
Exposed Area: I 

S1te Contact: Robin Robinson 
Conta<t Number: 0 

Date: I 0/ 7/ 20 13 
Time: 2:00PM 

Stormwater Sampling Agent 

Name: M; ebael 'Jkff 
Company GsT 

21/7 Phone Number: l I,O • ~0 '2. • 190b 

CRITICAL: THIS REAP IS PREPARED WITH YOUR SWPPP 
INSPEGOR. ALL ITEMS ARE TO BE ADDRESSED PRIOR 

TO START OF PREDICTED RAIN. Document this. 

.___x _ _,l Final landscaping & Site Stabilization 

~..-.___;_X _ _,IInactrve Constructron 

.___X _ _,! complete 

loear ._ _ _ ___, X .___x _ _,looudy .__ __ _,!Raining .__ __ ___,!Temperature 

NOM forecast Chance of Precipitation: 

0% Sunday, October 06. 20 13 
5% Monday, October 07, 2013 
10% Tuesday, October08, 2013 
60% Wednesday, October 09, 20 13 

Information Provided to Subcontractors 

X !contractual Language 
'----'-..:,_---' 

.___ X _ ___.I fines & Penalties 

._____:.X..:,___,ITra~nings 

.___x _ _......lslgnage 

20% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

.___X _ ___.Ira tgare Meetmgs .___ X _ __JIEducat1onal Handouts 

Thursday. October I 0. 20 13 
frida_y, October I I. 2013 

Saturday, October 12. 20 13 
Sunday, October 13. 20 13 
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Current Activities 

Grading and land Development 

:====~)Development 
I Rough Grade 

:====~)Soil Amendments 

I Rock Crushing 

;::::::::::;;x==~ISurveying 

Streets and Utilities 

x )Rough Grade 

~===~)Finish Grade 

)Masonry 

~===~)Curb & Gutter/Culvert 

Vertical Construction 

X !Framing 

X !Masonry 

X I Exterior Siding 

X jAooring 

X )carpentry 

X )Electrical 

Final Landscaping & Site Stabilization 

I X )Stabilization 

X I Finish Grade 

~=x~=~IPaintlng & Touch-up 

._ ___ _,!Drainage Inlet Stencils 

Inactive Construction 

.._ ___ _,!Trash Removal 

L-___:X.:______,Istreet Sweeping 

Trade Crews Active On-Site 

X !Material Delivery 

X !Trenching X 

X l Concrete Pouring X 

X I Foundation X 

I Demolition X 

X !Insulation X 

X l Exterior Siding X 

X I Fireproofing X 

)Steel Systems X 

X I Carpenters 

I Pest Control 

10/7/2013 Casa Mira View 

!vertical Removal 

X I Finish Grade 

X I Excavation 

)Blasting 

I Soils Testing 

)Paving 

)Striping 

I Utifity Install 

I Landscaping 

X !stucco X jEquipment MaintenancejFueling 

X !Plumbing X lconcretejFonnsjFoundation 

X !InsulatiOn X !Landscaping & Irrigation 

X IHVAC X I DrywaiVlnterior Walls 

X !Roofing X !Tile 

X !Painting 

I Vegetation 

I Landscape Installation 

I Inlet Filtration 

)Irrigation System Testing 

'--'-'X'--__,IE & s Controls Maint . 

._ __ X _ __,! Routine Inspection 

)Street Improvements X I Utility- Water X I Electrical 

)Grading Contractor X I Utility - sewer X jcarpentry 

)water Pipe Install X I Utility - Gas X !Plumbing 

I Sewer Pipe Install X !Landscapers X )Masonry 

I Gas Pipe Install I Line Testers X )Painters 

I Electrical Install X )Equipment Fueling X !Roofers 

)Communications X I Equipment Maintenance X !stucco 

IE & S Control X !rile X !Riggers 

!Sanitary Station Tech X )HVAC Install X jDrywall 

I Rock ProductS X jsurveyfSoil Tech X !Irrigation 

)Water Feature Install IT raffle Striping X )storm Drain 

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 
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Predicted Rain Event • 5~ or greater chance of preoporatJOn per NOM forecast. 

Qualifying Rain Event (ORE) • If raJn gauge IS not on s11e. nearest NOM reporong site data Will be US«t. 

Extended Rain Event • Ran occurs In succes1ive 24-hour periods. There must be 72 hours Without rcun for the event to be considered complete. 

Checklist of Items to Address Prior to Predicted Rain Event 

CONTRAGOR: Ensure each TO DO' Item listed beJow is completed prior to start of rain event. 

Information & Scheduling 
Done Finding 

.___ ___ _,_ ___ _.I Superintendent 1nformed of prediCted rain oatetnme. _/_lJ_ ....... r_· _1_.3 __ :3.....__~-~--

.__ ___ _._ ___ _,I Foremen and Subcontractors Informed of prediCted rarn 

'------L--__ __JIAJert Erosion & Sedrment Control Provrder. Request needed crews,tmatenafsjmaintenaoce. 

I Alert Sample Collectron Contractor if applicable '--------~----~ 

.__ ___ _._ ___ _,I Schedule staff for extended rain event inspections (once each 24 hours) 

'------L--__ _,IPre-Storm Stormwater Site lnspectron completed 

I Adequate erosion and sediment control measures are on hand for pre-storm preparation & extended marntenaoce '--------~----~ 

Material Storage Areas 

L-___ ...._ ___ _,IMatenals covered or Indoors 

,__ ___ ....._ ___ _.I Perimeter controls around stockpiles 

,__ ___ ....._ ___ _.I stockpiles covered 

Waste Management Areas 

.__ ___ _._ ___ _,I All trash receptacles and recycling b1ns closed or covered 

.___ ___ ...._ ___ _,IDrarn holes plugged 

'------L----__JISanltary statrons (portable torlets) bermed or in secondary containment and protected from tipping 

Concrete Washout Areas 

,__ ___ ......_ ___ _.I washout receptacles covered 

,__ ___ ...._ ___ _,I Adequate capacrty for rilln 

Ground servrcc Technology, Inc. 
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Trade Operations & Securing of Site 

L_ ___ ...._ ___ _,lsoiltreatments not applied within 24 hours of predicted rain event 

L_ ___ ...._ ___ _,IMaterials. equipment and tools properly stored and covered 

Site Erosion & Sediment Control BMPs 

L_ ___ ...._ ___ _.IAdequate capacity in sediment basins and traps 

L_ ___ ...._ ___ _.ISite perimeter controls in place 

L-------'-----'1 Catch basin and storm drain inlet protection in place 

.__ ___ _._ ___ _.!If previously-approved practice due to safety concerns. remove some or all storm drain inlet protection 

.__ ___ _._ ___ __.!Deploy temporary erosion control on inactive areas 

.__ ___ _._ ___ _.!Deploy temporary perimeter control around disturbed areas 

._ ___ _._ ___ __.I sweep roads 

Spills & Drips 

.__ ___ _._ ___ _,lcrean up all spills and drips. including pain~ ruet. oil. hydraulic fluid. etc. 

'------''--__ __.I Empty drip pans 

Corrective Actions - CRITICAL 

CONTRACTOR: Address 'Deficienf items listed here AND items listed on the Pre-Rain Inspection Report 

Check off each gray box here as completed and sign in gray box below when all REAP items are addressed. PRE-RAIN 
INSPECTION REPORT: Note the date and time each item is addressed for proof of your compliance. 

Once complete. place this REAP in the SWPPP binder with completed Rain Event Inspection Reports. 

Received by On-Site Representative: ________________________ __:D::::a::.:t;:.e ________ _ 

All 'Deficient' items addressed by: Date Time 

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 



EROSION CONTROl- OIVISION 

OWner: Scripps Mesa Developers 
Contractor Garden Communities 

Job No/Project 20623 Casa Mira View 
Site Address. 11195 Westview Parkway 

CrossStreet5/Area. Mira Mesa. California 
Performed by Michael P. Duff. JD 

Title; CESSWI. OSP #24369 

Inspector Signature: ~ : ,.. .Q3'Jif 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

Phone 760-745-20 I 0 

Fax 760-741- I 363 

www.erosioncontroller.com CA Uc f847034A & 8 

WDlDI· 9 37(353628 
PrOject Dates: 

S1te Area: 3 acres 
Exposed Area. I 00% 

Stte Contact Robin Robinson 
Contact Number 

Report Date: I 0/7/20 I 3 

Inspection Date: @17 12~ !i) 
Time: 2:00PM 

X 

Trpe of Inspection: I Prior to Anticipated Storm Event Additional Report! NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: ti~ ___ G_rn_d_in~W~~-n_d_oev ___ ~_. __ ~ 2~1 _____ v_e_m_·_ca_I_C_o_n_st ____ ~ 

Summary or Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current: Cloudy __ ___;,....;....;;.~--- Rain Gauge Reading: 

End date of ~st Ra1n Event --------
Today Is Day of 

Was 1t a Oualifymg Rain Event (ORE)?_----:---;:=====~ 

____ predicted rain event days. Cumulatrve Rain: ----
Is inspection during or after a ORE or .5" or more? -------- Number of OREs since July I :-------

NOAA Forecast Chance of Prec!pltaliOn 

0% Sunday. October 06. 20 13 
5~ Monday, October 07, 2013 
10% Tuesday, October 08. 20 13 
60% w • October 09, 20 13 

~ Did flllt two hourl or discharge occur dunng busineSs hours7 
g. Was iV1Y stonn water discharged from Slte7 
-'! Were water samples taken? 

•tt Yes. fiH out and pnnt Water Sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 

a. fs there a SWPPP on-site7 

b. Is a wan Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls installed per the SWPPP7 

20% 

0% 

0% 

0% 

d. If the SWPPP Is not implemented. Is there an effective combll1ation or EroSion 
& Sediment controiBMPs appropriate ror the current stage of construction? 

e. Is there any leak. breach or malfunctiOn to indiCate non-visible pollutants? 

r Did you observe any floating materials. 01~ grease. odor, tox1ns, anq,tor 

sediment at any outfafls. discharge points. or downstream locat100s1 

Thursday, October I 0, 20 13 

Friday, October I I, 20 13 

Saturday, October 12. 20 13 

Sunday, October 13, 20 13 

Estimated stan ofra1n: __________ _ 

Dln'lg normal bus111es.s hours? 
If NO. please explain: ___ _______ _ 

YES 
YES b2. RequiTe updaung7 NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan for sampling at next rain. 

NO If Yes. sample and document 
What was observed? 

The following pages provide Inspection observation results. Results are to be cross-referenced With attached photographs. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dikes 
2 Slope protection 
3 Vegetation 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage of Materials 
6 Soil Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
B V-<litches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls 1 Straw Wattles 
1 o Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
I 2 Silt Fence 
13 Drain Inlet Protection 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

I 5 Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Construction Entrance 
I 7 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

I B Debris Clean-up 
19 Disposal Areas (Export SitesJ 
20 SpiDs or leaks on Vehicles. Equipment or Materials 
21 Portable Toilets and Septic 
22 Dumps!~ Roll<lffs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Paint. Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatering Operations 
25 Paving or Grinding Operations 
26 Concrete Curing/Finishing 
27 Temporal)' Stream Crossing 
ZB Illicit Connectioryllfegal Discharge Reporting 
29 Vehicle and Equipment Cleaning 
30 Vehide and Equipment Fueling Area 
31 Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance 
32 Vehicle and Equipment Drip Pans 
33 Spill Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

101712013 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
B 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

151 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
2B 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g. Are materials and suppfies in compliance with the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Were damaged or dissipated materials removed from the site? 
i. Are appropriate spill response personnel trained? 

Items Noted "Repairs Required" or "BMP Missing" 

12 17 18 22 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceprabfe 

X 

BMP 
Acceptallle 

X 

BMP 
Accepta!Jie 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceprabfe 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

Casa Mira View 

Repairs 
Required BMP MI<Slng Not Applicable CASOABMP 

EC-3. 6. 7. B 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1.2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4. EC-11 

Repairs 
Required BMP MJ<Slng Not Applicable CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE·4 
SE-6 

X SE·I 
SE-10 
SE-2. 3 

Repaln 
Required BMP MJ<Slng Not AppliCable CASOABMP 

I I WE-I 

RepaltS 
Required BMP Missing Not Applicable CASOABMP 

I I TC·I. 2. 3 
X SE-7 

Repairs 
Required BMP MJ<SJng Not AppliCable CASOABMP 

X WM-5.6 

WM-4.6.7.10 
WM-9 

X WM-5 
WM-8 

Repairs 
Required BMP MJ<Slng Not AppliCable CASOABMP 

. X NS-2 
X Ns-3 

NS-12. 14 
X NS-4 

NS-6 
X NS-8 

NS-9 
X NS-10 

NS-10 
WM-4 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing Not App/lcal>e CASOABMP 

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 



Inspection Page 3 10/7/2013 Casa Mira View 

I TEM 
12 

Reswnse: 

17 

Respanse: 

18 

Response: 

22 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 
Assigned 

Date Completed c s nspect1on Observation and orrective Actions ummary to 

I 2. Replace missing or ctamaged silt fence as needed. 

I 7. Sweep llacl<ing_ as needed. VIsuallY lnsoea Clallv. 

18. Properly dispose of construaion debrWtrash. 

22. Dumpsters need to be covefed and the end of each worl<day and prlof/durlng ar.rin "'"'"!. 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the California Stormwater Ouafity Association {CASOAJ Best Management Practices {BMPJ Details 
and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage stanelards. 

Inspection Report Received by: -------------------------

Date:-------------------------

Ground Service Technology, Jnc. 



Ground ervice Technology, lnc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs October 7. 20 13 



Jf I 

Warnlop aodlor Advlsorla lo ErT«f ror thb Polot: 
SD!!'Cj:ll W1rtlfh.tt Stntemrnt 
For warnings end/or advisories in cfl'ccl for adjacent areas to this point. 
see t!npli\\W\V.wrh non.1 goyfs!l.'S 

Mon0ct07 Tu80ct08 

Weather Palrhy Fog 

Dally·Tomp 
High 79 High 71 
Low82 Low 58 

Chance of 
0% 0% ll'llo 5% 5% 5% 5% 10% 

Proclp 
Proclp 0.00"0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00" 0.00"0.00" 0.00" 
12-ltr 

0" 0" 0" 0" Snow Total 
FRET 0.16" 0.1t" 

6-Hour Sam 11am 5pm 11pm 5om l1am5pm 11pm 
Temp 82 77 73 82 58 10 87 59 

Cloudlnoss 29% 30'11. 16% 100% 100% 30% 71'16 100% 
Dowpolnl 39 40 47 52 51 51 53 54 
Rolatlvo 

43%27% 4ll'llo- 77% 52'16 82% 64% 
Humdlty 

Wind SE SW w SE E sw w s 
2 5 7 3 3 1 9 5 

Snow 
10228 

Level (II) 

Forecast For Latllon: 32.9270/·117.1390 (Eiev. 482 It) 
San Dleg~lra Mesa CA 

Forecast Created at 7am PDT Oct 7. 2013 
CKSAa .......... FV«'tQQ 1»>r 

Wed0ct09 Thu Oct10 

Slight ChamlO lJicely Chance ~!:, 
Chance Rain Rain Rain Rain 

Rain ShowetsShowersS-.rs Showers 

Hlgh63 High 65 
Low 58 Low 58 

25% 45% 60% 35% 2ll'llo 5% 5% 0% ll'llo 

Frl Oct 11 

High 89 
Low 58 

0% 0% 

0.00' 0.03" 0.07" 0.03" 0.01" 0.00"0.00"0.00' 0.00' 

0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 

0.08" 0.10" 0.11" 

Sat Oct 12 Sun Oct13 

High 74 High76 
Low 57 Low 58 

ll'llo 0% ll'llo 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

0.12" 0.12" 

sam 11om 5pm 11pm 5om 11am5pm 11pm Sam 11am5pm11pm 5am11am5pm11pm 5am11om5pm11pm 
58 62 60 58 54 64 82 58 54 81 68 59 57 72 69 81 58 73 70 611 

100% 86% - 98% 75% 44% 44% 14% 14% 5% 5% 5% 5% 12% 12% 12% 12% 8% 8% 7% 
54 52 51 52 52 49 49 51 51 50 53 58 53 54 54 58 53 53 54 55 

94% - 71% 68% 94% 59%82%85% 89% 55% 64% 88% 81% 52% 58% 83% 84% 5ll'llo 57'16 82% 

s SW w w w w w NE E w w NE E w w s E w w NE 

5 10 14 14 10 1 8 2 5 6 8 2 5 7 8 2 2 8 7 2 

7133 6639 5992 5810 8454 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

101712013 7:56AM 



EROSION CONTROL. OIVISION 

Owner: Scripps Mesa Developers 
Contractor: Garden Communities 

Job No/PrOJect 20623 Casa Mira View 
Site Address: 11195 Westview Parkway 

Cross StreetV'Area Mira Mesa, California 
Performed by Michael P. Duff, JD 

Title: CESSWI. OSP lt24369 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP /EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.erosionconiToller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Uc lt847034 A & B 

WDIDI: 9 37C353628 
Project Dates; 

Site Area: 3 acres 
Exposed Area I 00% 

Stte contact. Robin Robinson 
Contact Number. 

Report Date: I Of I 5/20 13 

Inspector Signature: =-yv'\: Ju-1/ Inspection Date: 1 0/1 5/20 13 

Time: 12:30 PM 

Type of Inspection: I Weekly Maintenance Additional Report:! NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: ~~~----G_ra_d_•n~W--~_n_d_De __ ~ __ · __ ~ 2~l _________ v~e~~-ca~IC~o_ns~t ________ J 

Summary of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current Clear Rain Gauge Reading: ----------------

of 

Was it a Qualifying Rain Event (OREJ7 ___ --;::=====~ 
________ predicted rain event days. Cumula~ Rain: 

End date of last Ra1n Event ---------------
Today is Day ----

Is Inspection during or after a ORE of S or more?---------------

NOAA Forecast Chance of PreapatatJOn 

016 Monday. October 14.2013 
016 Tuesday, October 15. 20 13 

016 Wednesday. October I 6. 20 13 
016 Thursday, October I 7. 2013 

~ Old first two hours of dascharge ocrur during business hours? 

~ Was any stonn water discharged from site7 

~ Were water samples taken? 

•If Yes. fill out and prrnt Water Sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 
a. Is there a SWPPP on-site? 
b. Is a WaH Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls InStalled per the SWPPP7 

OCI6 
()% 

OCI6 
()% 

d. If the SWPPP is not Implemented. is there an effectiVe combination or ErosiOfl 
& Sediment conltol BMPs appropriate for the current stage of constructl0rl1 

e. Is there any leak. breach or malfunctJOn to Indicate non-vtSible po/lut.1nts7 

f Old you observe any floaung materials. 01l grease. odor, toxms. an4for 

sedrment at any outfans. discharge portts. or downstream locations? 

Number of OREs since July J· -------------

Fnday, October I 8. 20 13 

Saturday, October I 9, 20 I 3 

Sunday. October 20. 20 I 3 

Monday, October 2 I. 20 13 

Estrmated statt of ram:--------------------­
During normal buSiness hours? 

If NO. please explain:, ____________________ _ 

YES 
YES 

YES 

NO 

NO 

b2. Requtte updating? NO 

If Yes. plan for samplmg at next ran 

lr Yes. sample arid document 

What was observed? 

The following pages provide Inspection observation results. Results are to be cross-referenced With attached photographs. 



Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs October 15, 2013 



'I 

http:l/www.wrh.noaa.gov/forecast/wxtables/index.php?lat=32. 91848& ... 

No Warnings or Advisories In Effea for this Point 
For warnings and/or advisories in effect for adjacent areas to Ibis poinl, 
sec hnp;/1\WIW,\vrll.nooa.gov/sgx 

Weather 

Dally-Temp 

Chance of 
Preclp 
Preclp 
12-hr 

Snow Total 
FRET 

Tue Oct 15 

High 78 
Low&& 

0% 0% 0'16 0% 0% 

Wad Oct 16 

High 84 
Low&& 

Forecast For LaUlon: 32.9270/-117.1390 (Eiev. 462 It) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forecast Created at: 9am PDT Oct 15, 2013 
Cldlml!' WI'GI'hrrFOirCOSITDbl' 

Thu Oct 17 Frl Oct 18 Sat Oct 19 
Palehy Fog 

High 78 High 77 High 80 
Low&& Low&7 Low a& 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0'16 0'16 0'16 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

o.OO''o.oo·o.oo-o.oo- o.oo-o.oo·o.oo-o.oo- o.oo·o.oo-o.oo·o.oo· o.oo·o.oo·o.oo· 
o· 0" o· 0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 

0.14" 0.18" 0.19" 0.17" 0.18" 

Sun Oct20 Mon Oct 21 

High 78 High 76 
Low&& Low&& 

0% 0% 0'16 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

0.15" 0.15" 

6-Hour Sam 11am Spm 11pm Sam 11am Spm 11pm Sam 11am Spm 11pm Sam 11om Spm 11pm 5am11am5pm 11pm 5am11em5pm11pm 5am11am5pm11pm 
Temp 55 n 73 sa 55 82 n so 56 77 74 &t 57 75 72 59 ss 78 H 59 ss 76 72 59 ss 74 70 57 

Cloucllneaa 0% 4% 3'16 15'16 6'16 3% 5% 5% 7'16 9'16 20'16 53'16 53% 3'16 3% 3% 3'16 7'16 7'16 6% 6'16 5% 5'16 5% 5% 4% 4% 5% 
Dewpolnt 47 42 46 48 40 36 37 40 39 37 38 39 39 38 39 42 39 36 40 43 42 42 43 46 45 44 45 45 
Relatlve 
Humdity 

Wind 

73% 29% 39% 70'16 57'16 19% 24% 48% 53% 23% 28'16'45'16 

EWWEEWWEEWWE 
7363 8577 8985 

49'16 25'16 31% 54'16 53'16 23% 29'16 55'16 61%30% 35'16 62'16 87%34%40% 65'16 

EWWE EWWE EWWE EWWE 
7787 85756575 5685 



EROSION CONTROL. OIVISION 

Owner. Scripps Mesa Developers 
Contractor Garden Communities 

Job No/Project 20623 (as a Mira View 
S1te Address: I I I 95 Westview Parkway 

Cross Street:!{ Area. Mira Mesa, California 
Perfonned by Michael P. Duff, JD 

Tttle· CESSWJ, OSP 1124369 

Inspector Signature: m ;«..12 sd 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/ EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 
2280 Micro Place 

Escondido, CA 92029 

www.erosroncontroller.com 

Phone 76Q-745-2010 

Fax 76Q-74 1- I 363 

CA Lie #84 7034 A & 8 

WDIDI: 9 37C353628 
Project Dates: 

Site Area· 3 acres 
Exposed Area· I 00% 

S1te Contact Robin Robinson 
Contact Number. 

Report Date. I 0/24/20 13 

Inspection Date: I 0/24/20 13 

Time: 1:30PM 

Type of Inspection; f Weekly Maintenance Additional Report:f NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: • ... I __ G_r_ad_l_ng/..:<....l_a_n_d_Dev __ el_. __ 2~' ----~V~e~ro~·c~a_IC~on~s~t.----~ 
Summary or Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data C~r. ____ C~Iou_dYL-___ Rain Gauge Reading : 

End date of last Rain Event --------
Today IS Day ___ _ of 

Was it a Qualifying Rain Event (ORE)7 -------;======. 
____ predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 

Is rnspectron dunng or after a ORE o f S or more7 ------------ Number of OREs since July I : ______ _ 

NOAA Forecast Chance of Preopttatron 

0'16 Wednesday. October 23, 2013 
0'16 Thursday, October 24. 2013 
0'16 ~October 25. 20 13 
0'16 Sattxday, October 26. 20 13 

-~ Did rll'lttwo hours of discharge occur dunng buslfleSS hours? 

~ Was any stonn ware- dlscharged from site7 
-'! Were water samples tal<en7 

· If Yes. fill out and pnnt Water Sample Report 
SWPPP Questions 

a ls there a SWPPP orH•te7 

b. Is a WaH Map updated? 

c. Are structural controls instafled per the SWPPP7 

5% 

30'16 

30'16 

15% 

d If the SWPPP is not Implemented. Is there an effecuve combination of Erosion 
& Sed1ment control BMPs appropnate for the current stage of construction 1 

e Is there any leal<. breach or malfuncllon to lndrcate non-VISible pollutants? 

r D1d you observe any floattng materials, 01t grease. odor. tox1ns. anq.tor 

Sediment at any oudaUs. discharge potnts. or downstream locatrons7 

Sunday, October 27.20 13 

Mondav. October 28. 20 13 

Tuesday, October 29. 20 13 
w • October 30. 20 13 

Estmated start of ran: _ _ ________ _ 

Duong normal busmess hours? 
If NO, please explain:. __________ _ 

YES 

YES b2. Requrre upclaung7 NO 

YES 

NO If Yes, plan for sampling at next ratn. 

NO If Yes. sample and document 
What was observed? 

The following pages provide inspectiOn observation results. Results are ro be croswe~enced wtth attached photographs. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dikes 
2 Slope protection 
3 Vegetation 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage of Materials 
6 Soil Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
a V-ditches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls 1 Straw Wattles 
I o Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Silt Fence 
l 3 Drain Inlet Protection 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

15 Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Construction Entrance 
17 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

1 a Debris Clean-up 
19 Disposal Areas (Export Sites) 
20 Spills or leaks on Vehicles, Equipment or Materials 
21 Portable Toilets and Septic 
22 Dumpsters. Roii-Oifs, Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete, Paint Slucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatering Operations 
25 Paving or Grinding Operations 
26 Concrete Curing/finishing 
27 Temporary Stream Crossing 
2a Illicit Connection,'lllegal Discharge Reporting 
29 Vehicle and Equipment Cleaning 
30 Vehicle and Equipment Fueling Area 
31 Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance 
32 Vehicle and Equipment Drip Pans 
33 Spill Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

1012412013 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
a 

I 

9 
JO 
J 
12 
13 
14 

1sl 

:~1 

Ia 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
3 
32 
33 

I 

g. Are materials and supplies in compliance with the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Were damaged or dissipated materials removed from the site7 
l Are appropriate spill response personnel trained7 

Items Noted "Repairs Required" or "BMP Missing· 

6 7 12 17 18 22 

BMP 
Acceprablc 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

BMP 
Acceprab!e 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
AcCeptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

32 

Casa Mira View 

Repairs 
llequlrc<l BMP Missing Not Applicable CASOABMP 

EC-3, 6, 7, 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1,2 
WM-3 

X WM-3 

X SE-4, EC-1 l 

Repair> 
Requlre<J BMP Missing Not Applicable CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 

X SE-1 
SE-10 
SE-2. 3 

Repairs 
Required BMP Misslng Not Appllcal>te CASOABMP 

I I WE-I 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing Nol Applicable CASOABMP 

I I TC-1, 2.3 
X SE-7 

Repair> 
Required BMP Missing No! Applicable CASOABMP 

X WM-5.6 

WM-4.6.7.1 0 
WM-9 

X WM-5 
WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X NS-2 
X NS-3 

NS-12. 14 
X NS-4 

NS-6 
X NS-8 

NS-9 
X NS-10 

X NS-10 
WM-4 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing Not Appljcable CASOABMP 

Ground ScNicc Technology. Inc. 



Inspection Page 3 10/24/2013 Casa Mira View 

ITEM 

6 

Response: 

7 

Response: 

12 
Response: 

17 

ReSj)<lnse: 

18 

Response: 

22 
Response: 

32 
Response: 

0 

Response: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

0 
Assigned 

Date Completed c s 1nsg_ect1on bservatJon and orrective Actions umma_ry to 

6. Cover and berm Inactive soil stockpiles. 

7. Remove or cover anv concrete or misc. debris ~e stockpiles 

12. Replace mlsslng or damaged sill renee as needed. 

17. Sweep backing as needed. VISually Inspect daily. 

18. ProperlY disllose of construction debovllash. 

22. Trash receptacles need to have fids or covers. 

32. Place drip pans underneath stored and/or idle equipment 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the california Stormwater Quality Association fCASOA) Best Management Practices fBMPJ Details 
and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by: -------------------------

Date:------------------------

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 



Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs October 24, 2013 

I -:i1 2-2 
I 



f I 

http:llwww. wrh .noaa.gov/torecast/wxtables/index. php?lat=32. 9184 8& ... 

No Wumings or Advisories In Effect for this Point. 
For warnings and/or advisories in effed ror adjaccnl atta5 IO this point. 
see h!ro:/lwww wrh.noaa.go\·/sgJo: 

Weather 

Dally· Temp 

Thu Oct24 

High 88 
Low88 

Frt Oct 25 

Forecast For Latllon: 32.9270/-117.1390 (Eiev. 462 It) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forccasl Crealcd at Sam PDT Ocl24. 2013 
c.-n~FOIWG!Ta!k 

Sat Oct 26 Sun Oct27 Mon Oct28 
sr111hl 

Palthy Fog PalchyFog 
Chance 

Rain 
Showers 

High 70 High 78 High 78 High 72 
Low 57 Low88 LOW80 Low 57 

Chance 
Rain 

Showers 

TueOct29 
Sligh! 

Chance 
Rain 

Showers 
High 68 
Low 55 

Wed0ct30 

High 72 
Low83 

Chanco of 
~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 15% ~ ~ ~ 2~ 15% 15% 5% 5% ~ 

Precfp 
12-hr 

Snow Total 

0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00" 0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00" 0.00"0.00" 

D" 0" 0" D" 0" 0" 0" 0" 

FRET o.or o.os· o.09" o.w o.1cr 0.10" o.t:r 
ll-Hour 5am 11om Spm 11pm 5am 11am Spm 11pm Sam I lam Spm llpm Sam I! am Spm 11pm 5am I! am 5pm llpm 5am 11am5pm 11pm 5am 11am5pm11pm 
Temp 58 65 65 59 57 88 88 58 57 72 72 63 61 73 71 60 58 88 67 57 56 63 62 55 54 67 88 57 

Cloudiness 1~ 54'16 85'16 88% 71'16 8'16 ~ 94% 94'16 19'11 19'11 77% 77'16 7'16 7% 1~ 1~ 55'16 83% 1~ 1~ 66'16 66% 75'16 7~ 15% 15% 18'16 
Dawpoln1 54 58 58 54 52 56 58 58 52 57 58 55 51 52 55 53 50 54 55 52 49 50 50 47 44 46 46 43 

Relative 64% 78% ~ 64% 81% 69'11 77'16 92% 86% 60'16 60% 75% ~ 46'16 55'16 79'11 76% 61% 66% 81% 78% 64'16 65% 74% 69% 47'16 48'16 61% 
Humdlty 

Wind NENWWNWNNWNWN N WWNE E WW E ESW W SWSWSWWE E WWE 

Snow 
Level (II) 

3 6 9 5 3 8 7 2 2 7 5 3 5 7 2 3 8 14 9 9 12 8 3 7 8 10 5 

9151 9151 8528 8528 809180918690 86908690 0 0 



EROSION CONTROL.. OIV1510N 

OWner: Scripps Mesa Developers 
Contractor. Garden Communities 

Job No/Pro.,ect: 20623 Casa Mira View 
Stte Address: I I I 95 Westview Parkway 

Cross Street¥ Area: Mira Mesa, California 
Performed by. Michael P. Duff, JD 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido, CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroffer.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Uc #847034 A & 8 

WDIDI: 9 37C353628 
ProjeCt Dates: 

Site Area: 3 acres 
Exposed Area: I 00% 

S1te contact: Robin Robinson 
Contact Number. 

•~ ::I;P,:24~91'~ 
Inspector Signature: __ 1~ "----= \-=·~4)6-=:...._ _ __sU~~~~...I<-------

Report Date: I 0j28j20 13 

Inspection Date: I 0/28/20 13 
Time: 3:30PM 

Type of Inspection: I During Extended Storm Event Additional Report:! NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: 2~~---------~~e_rn~·c~a_rc~o_nst __ . ________ ~ 

Summary of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data C~t ______ O_o_u~9Y~--- Rain Gauge Reading: 0.1 

of 

Was it a Qualifying Rain Event (ORE)?----;::==::;::;::::=~ 

______ predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 0.1 

End date of Last Rain Event ----------------
Todayis Day --------

Is inspection during or after a ORE of .5" or more? --------------
NOAA Forecast Chance of PrecipitatiOn 

8% SUnday, October 27, 20 13 

45% MondaY. October 28, 20 13 

5% Tuesday. October 29. 20 13 

0% Wednesday. October 30. 20 I 3 

E Otd farst two hotn or discharge occur during business hours7 
~ Was any storm water diSCharged from site7 

~ Were water samples taken7 

•If Yes, fill out and pnnt Water Sample Report 

SWPPP Questions 
a. Is ther"e a SWPPP on-site7 

b. Is a Wall Map updated? 

c. Are structural controls 10staffed per the SWPPP7 

0% 

0% 

0% 

0% 

d If the SWPPP IS not Implemented. is there an effectrve combination or Eros100 
& Secf1111ent control BMPs appropriate for the current stage of construction? 

e. Is there any leak. breach or malfunction to indicate non-viSible pollutants? 

f Old you obseve any floating materials. oil. grease. odor. (OXII1S, ancvor 

sedlfTlerlt at any outfans. discharge points. or downstream locations7 

Number of OREs since July I :-------------

Thursday, October 3 I. 20 I 3 

Friday. November 0 I, 20 13 

saturday. November o2. 20 13 

Sunday. November 03. 20 13 

Estimated start of rain: 12.00 AM 

Dunng normal business hours7 No 
If NO, please explain: ____________________ _ 

YES 
YES b2. Requrreupdating7 NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan ror sampling at next rain. 

NO If Yes. sample and document. 

What was obsefved7 

The following pages proVide lns.pectlon obseiVc!tion results. Results are to be croSSffferenced With altilehed photographs. 



InspectiOn Page 2 1012812013 casa Mrra View 

Soil Stabilization Items BMl' frepall's 
Accepl<lble ~ BMP Miss.ng NIX Applicable CASOABMP 

I Berms and Dikes I X EC-3, 6, 7, 8 
2 Slope protectron 2 X EC-4 

3 Vegetation 3 X EC-2 

4 Surface erosion 4 X WM-1,2 

5 Storage of Materials 5 X WM-3 
6 Soil Stocl(ptles 6 X WM·3 
7 Other Stockpiles 7 X SE-4, EC-11 
8 V-ditches & Slope Dram 8 X 

Sediment Control Items 8MP Repiljn 
Acceptable Required BMP MISSing NIX Applicable CASOABMP 

9 Fiber Rolls 1 Straw Wanles 9 X SE-5 

10 Check Dams 10 X SE-4 

I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags II X ~ 

12 SHt Fence 12 X SE·I 
13 Drarn Inlet Protection 13 X SE-10 
14 Basms 14 X SE-2. 3 

Wind Control Items BMP R~ 

~ lh!quored 8MP MrS3W1g NoC~ CASOABMP 

15 Dust Control ISl X I I I I WE-I 

Tracking Control Items BMP Repairs 

Ace~ ~ BMP MISSing Not "Pfllcable CASa.-.BMP 

16 ConstructiOn Entrance :~1 X I I I I TC·I, 2, 3 

17 Trackrng on Street X SE-7 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items BMP ~ 
Accepl<lble ~ BMP M<ssong NIX Applicable CASa.-.BMP 

18 DebriS Clean-up 18 X WM-5,6 
19 Disposal Areas 1 Export Sites) 19 X 

20 Sptlls or Leaks on Veh~ Eqwpment or Materials 20 X WM-4,6.7, 10 
21 Portable Toilets and SeptiC 21 X WM-9 

22 Dumpsters. RoJI..Oifs. Trash Receptacles 22 X WM-5 

23 Concrete Paint. Stucco Wash Outs 23 X WM-8 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items BMP ~ 
Acctpublr ~ BMP Moss<ng NIX Applbblr CASOABMP 

24 Oewatenng OperatiOnS 24 X NS..2 
25 PaWlQ or Gnnding Operations 25 X Ns-3 
26 Concrete Currng/Finishrng 26 X NS-12, 14 
27 Temporary Stream CrossW!g 27 X NS-4 

28 IWcrt ConnectforVIUegal Discharge Reportrng 28 X Ns-6 

29 Vehrcle and EqUipmerlt Cleaning 29 X N.S-8 
30 Vehicle and EqUipment Fueling Area 30 X Ns-9 
31 Vehicle and EqUipment Maintenance 31 X NS-10 
32 Vehicle and Equipment 0r1> Pans 32 X Ns-10 
33 Spill Kits 33 X WM-4 

Non-Storm Water Mana9ement BMP Items 

g Are materials and supphes 1n compliance wrth the SWPPP7 
h. Were clamaged or dissipated materials removed from the srte7 
l Are appropriate spill response personnel trained7 

Other 8MP Repil•ll 
Acceplable R~ BMP MISSIIlg Nol ~ CASa.-.BMP 

No d1scharge observed or r~rted 1 

I I I I I I 
JtefTIS Noted ·Repairs Regulred· or ·aMP Missin9· 

I 30 I I I I I I I I I I I 

Ground Service Technology. InC 



Inspection Page 3 10/28/2013 casa Mira Vrew 

ITEM 
30 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Resporl_se: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary 
Assigned Date Completed 

to 

30. Replace damaged drip pans as needed. 

NOTE: Not all Instances are necessarily photographed. All Items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the California Stonnwater Quality Association ICASOAI Best Management Practices (BMPI Details 
and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by. ------------------------

Oat~------------------------

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 



Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs October 28, 20 13 



No Warnings or Ad•oisorics In Effect for this Point. 
For warnings and/or Ddvisorics in cffecl (or adjnccnt areas to this poiru, 
sec h!!n:Jiwww. wrh.no;m.gO\"/sg.\ 

Forecast For Lai/Lon: 32.9270/·117.1390 (Eiev. 462 It) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forecnst Creared at 9am PDT Oct 28. 2013 

Man Oct28 Tue0ct29 Wed0ct30 Thu Oct31 Frl Nov 01 Sal Nov02 Sun Nov03 

Weather 
Chance Slight Chance 

R•'n Chance Ra' Patchy 
~ Rain '" Fog Ukely Rain Sh::rs 

Patchy 
Fog 

Patchy 
Fog 

Slight 
Chance 

Rain Showers Showers Showers 

Dally· Temp 

Chance or 
Preclp 
Preclp 
12-hr 

Snow Total 
FRET 

High 62 
Low 58 

High&! 
Low 54 

70% 75% 80% 80% 45% 25% 20% 

o.os· o.oro.04"0.04" o.os·o.os· o.oo-

0" o· 
0.06" 

6·Hour Sam 11 am Spm 11 pm Sam 11 am 

0.07" 
5pm 
59 

60% 
49 

Temp 58 6t 60 55 54 59 
Cloudiness 100% 90% 90% &7% 90% 73% 
Dewpolnt 57 56 53 50 49 50 
Relative 
Humdlty 

Wind 

98% 84% 77% 83% 84% 73% 7t% 

swwwwsww w 
8 t4 to 9 8 8 9 

Snow 
Level (It) 7203 6766 6330552t 5356 5948 6746 

0" 

20% 

o.ot· 

11pm 
53 

64% 
49 

88% 

E 
5 

6928 

High&& 
Low 52 

High 73 
Low 54 

Highn 
Low 55 

High 75 
Low 56 

High 64 
Low 54 

5% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5% 5% 5% 5% 10% tO% 20% 

o.oo· o.oo·o.oo·o.oo· o.oo-o.oo·o.oo· 

o· 
0.09" O.t3" 0.16" 0.14" o.o8· 

sam 11am5pm t!pm Sam 11am5pm 11pm 5am11am5pm11pm 5am11am5pmttpm 5amt1am5pm 11pm 
52 61 63 55 54 67 66 57 55 70 71 58 57 69 69 56 55 61 60 52 

39% 36% 2t% 60% 42% 6% 6% 6% 6% S% 5% 98% 98% 7% 7% 98% 98%53%53% tOO% 
49 46 50 50 48 43 42 42 40 37 38 39 40 41 46 48 47 46 49 50 

87% 62% 62% 83% 78% 43% 39% 57% 56% 30% 29% 49% 54% 37% 43% 73% 76% 58% 66% 91% 

E WWNE E ENWE E ENEE ESWWSE ESWWSE 
6 8 9 6 8 6 6 7 9 8 3 7 7 6 9 3 6 7 tO 5 

7588 



( 
EROSION CONTROL. OIVISION 

Owner: Scripps Mesa Developers 
contractor Garden Communities 

Job No/Pro1ect 20623 Casa Mira View 
Site Address: 11195 Westview Parkway 

Cross Streetf{Area Mira Mesa. California 
Perlormed by: Michael P. Duff. JD 

n~: CESSWI. OSP 1124369 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA lie 11847034 A & B 

WDIOI: 9 37(353628 
Project Dates: 

S1te Area: 3 acres 
Exposed Area· I 00% 

s.te Contact Robin Robinson 
Contact Number: 

Report Date: I 0/29/2013 

Inspector Signature: "J::V\ . -... ..Q Dd Inspection Date: 10/29/2013 
Time: 4:00PM 

Type of Inspection: I After Actual Storm Event Additional Report:! NO 
Phase(s) of Construction: "~---G-~_d_i~~-~-n_d_D_eve ___ r. __ ~ 21~--------V_e~·~ __ ca~I~C~o~n~st~------~ 

Summary of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Cwrent Cloudy 
--------~------

Rain Gauge Reading: 3 

of 

Was it a Qualifying Rain Event (ORE)7 ---=-:-----;::::N::O:::~==:::; 
predicted rain event days. Cumulat1ve Rain: 0. 4 

End date of ~st Rarn Event --------
Today is Day ------- --------

Is inspection during or after a ORE of S or more? ________ NO ______ _ 

NOAA Forecast Chance of Preclf)ltatiOrl 

'16 Monday. October 28. ~0 13 
25'16 Tuesday, October 29. ~0 13 
10'16 Wednesday. October 30. 20 13 
0'16 Thursday. October 31. 20 13 

.~ Old frnt two hours of diScharge O<CIK during business hours7 

~ Was any sronn water discharged from Slte7 

"' Were water samples taken7 
•tf Yes. ftD out and pnnt Water Sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 
a. Is there a SWPPP on-slte7 

b Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls Installed per the SWPPP7 

0'16 
5'16 

20'16 

20'16 

d. If the SWPPP is not Implemented. Is there an effectrve combination of Erosion 
& Sedament control 8MPs appropnate for the current stage of construction? 

e Is there any leak. breach or malfunction to indicate non-visible pollutants? 

f Old you observe any floatmg mater~als. ott grease. odor, toxms. ancl,lor 
sedtment at any outfalls. discharge pornts, or downstream locatl0fls7 

Number of OREs since July I:------------

Friday, November 0 I. 20 13 

Saturday. November 02. 20 13 

SU'lday, November 03. 20 13 

Monday. November 04. 2013 

Estimated start of ralll: 12:00 AM 
Ounng normal bus~ hours7 No 

If NO. please expla1n: ___________________ _ 

YES 

YES b2. Requrre updatrng7 NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan for sampling at next rain. 

NO If Yes. sample and document 

What was observed? 

The rouowtng pages pr~ Inspection observation results Results are to be cross..,cferenced With a!Uichcd photographs. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Oakes 
2 Slope protectiOn 
3 Vegetation 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage of Materials 
6 Soil Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
B V-datches & Slope Draans 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Faber Rons 1 Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Sdt Fence 
13 Draan Inlet Protection 
14 BaSinS 

Wind Control Items 

I 5 Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

I 6 Construction Entrance 
17 Trackllg on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

IB Debns Oean-up 
I 9 Disposal Areas (Export Sates) 
20 Spdls or Leaks on VehiCles. EqUipment or Matenals 
2 I Portable TOilets and SeptiC 
22 Dumpsters, RC>M)ffs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Paint, Stucco Wash Outs 

NOtrStormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatenng Operations 
25 PaVII'lg or Grincfang Operallons 
26 Concrete Cunng/F111ashing 
27 Temporary Stream Crosslflg 
2B Illicit Connection/Illegal Discharge Repormg 
29 Vehicle and EqUipment CleanlflQ 
30 Vehicle and EqUipment Fueling Area 
31 Vehicle and Eqtnpme11t Maintenance 
32 Vehicle and Eqwpment Drip Pans 
33 SpiU Kits 

NOtrStorm Water Management BMP Items 

10/29/2013 

2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
B 

I 

9 
10 
I 
12 
13 
14 

1sl 

:~1 

IB 
19 
20 
2 1 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
2B 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g. Are materials and supplies an compliance With !he SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Were damaged or disSipated materials removed rrom !he sate7 
l Are appropnate spill response personnel traaned7 

No dascharge obse!Ved or reported 

Items Noted "Repairs Required" or "BMP Missing· 

17 18 

BMP 
Acuprable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

lC 

X 

8MP 
Acceplable 

X 

8MP 
Ace~ 

X 

BMP 
Acceplable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

8MP 
Accepcable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Casa MiraVaew 

CASOABMP 

EC-3. 6. 7. B 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1. 2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4. EC- 1 I 

CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SH 
SE-1 

SE-10 
SE-2. 3 

Repairs 
Requored 8MP MISsing Noc Applic<ll* CASOABMP 

I I I WE-I 

Repairs 
Requored BMP Mis5lnl} Noc Apploeable CASOABMP 

I I TC-1. 2. 3 
X SE-7 

~ 
~ BMP Mining Noc Ajlpllcable CASOABMP 

X WM-5. 6 

WM-4.6.7. 10 
WM-9 
WM-5 
WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X NS-2 
X NS-3 

NS-12. 14 
X NS-4 

NS-6 
X NS-8 

NS-9 
X NS- 10 

NS-10 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 

I I 

Ground ServiCe Technology. Inc. 



,f I 

No Wllmings or Ad,·isorics In Effect for this Point 
For wnmings and/or nd,isories in effect for ndjacent orcas to this point, 
see httpJ/www wrh.noattgO\'/sg.x 

Tue Ocl29 

Weather 
Nu::,OIJS Chance Rain 

Showars Showars 

Dally-Temp High 82 
Low 54 

Chanco of 
60% 25%25% 30% 

Praclp 
Proclp 0.14" 0.00"0.04"0.01" 
12-hr o· 0" 

Snow Total 
FRET 0.07" 

6--Hour Sam ttamSpm ttpm 
Temp 54 60 60 54 

Cloudiness 74% 53%47% 41% 
Dewpolnt 50 49 48 49 
RetaUvo 

86% 67%65%63% 
Humdlty 

Wind w sw w NE 
2 5 8 5 

Snow 
5598 5865 6802 6808 

Level (II) 

Forecast For Lai/Lon: 32.92701-117.1390 (Eiev. 462 fl) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forecast Created at: Sam PDT Oct 29, 2013 
C~ llioodwr Farrm~ TDltk 

Wed Oct30 Thu Oct31 Frl Nov 01 Sat Nov 02 Sun Nov 03 Mon Nov04 

Patchy Patchy 
Slight 

Chance 
Fog Fog Rain 

High 88 tf'lJh74 High 77 Hlgh75 High 68 High 65 
Low49 Low 54 Low 56 Low 57 Low 54 Low 52 

tO% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5% 5% 5% 5% 20% 20% 10% 10% 5% 

0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00"0.00" 0,00"0.00"0.00" 

0" 0" rr rr 

o.trr 0.13" 0.15" 0.14" 0.09" o.os· 

Sam 11am5pm 11pm Sam I tam 5pm 11pm Sam I tam Spm ttpm 5am11am5pm11pm Sam11am5pm11pm Sam 11am5pmttpm 
52 6t 62 56 54 66 66 57 56 69 71 59 57 66 89 57 55 61 82 54 52 61 62 55 

41% 17% 5% 7% 7% 4% 3% 3% 3% 3% 3% 3% 3% 11% 11% 98% 98% 17% 17% 96% 96% 33% 33% 12% 
48 47 48 49 47 44 44 46 44 41 42 44 43 43 46 48 49 50 51 51 49 49 50 50 

64% 62%60%76% 75% 45% 42% 65% 64% 37% 35% 58% 60%41%43%73% 81%66%67%90% 90% 66% 64% 64% 

E N w E E w NW NE E E E E E SW w E E sw w SE SE SW w E 
7 5 9 5 9 2 1 3 9 8 5 8 8 5 8 5 7 7 10 3 8 5 9 3 

6410 6410 0 0 0 

I 0/2912013 8: 19 AM 



EROSION CONTROL. OIVISION 

OWner. Scripps Mesa Developers 
Contractor: Garden Communities 

Job No/ProJect 20623 Casa Mira View 
S1te Address: I I I 95 Westview Parkway 

Cross Streets/Area· Mira Mesa. California 
Performed by. Michael P. Duff, JD 

Title CESSWI, OSP #24369 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido, CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-20 10 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Lie #847034 A & B 

WDIDI: 9 37C353628 
ProJect Dates; 

Site Area· 3 acres 
Exposed Area: 1 00% 

sue contact: Robin Robinson 
Contact Number 

Report Date. 11/5/20 I 3 

Inspector Signature: -yvj ; ~:D./I Inspection Date: 11/5/2013 
Time: 1 I :30 AM 

Type of Inspection: I Weekly Maintenance Additional Report:! NO 

PhaseJs) of Construction: I~I ____ G_r_ad_,_n~gi~La __ nd __ De __ v_el_. __ ~ 2~~---------~~e~rt~ic~a~I~C~o~n~st~------~ 
Summary or Completed Actrvit1es 

Weather & Rain Event Data CurrMt _______ C_Ie~a_r ____ __ Ra n Gauge Rea<fmg: 

End date of last Rain Event ---------------
Today is Day ____ _ of 

Was it a Qualifying Rain Event JORE)7 -------;=====~ 
_______ predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 

Is inspection dunng or after a ORE of .s· or more?--------

NOM Forecast Chance of Precipitation 

0% Monday, November04, 2013 
0% Tuesday, November OS. 20 I 3 

0% w • November 06. 2013 
0% Thursday, Novembef07. 2013 

~ Old first two hoi.JfS ot discharge occur dunng business hours7 

g. Was any storm water diSCharged rrom sue7 

"' Were water samples taken7 

•If Yes. fill out and pnnl Water Sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 

a. Is there a SWPPP ~slte7 

b Is a Wall Map updated7 
c. Are structural controls nstalled per the SWPPP7 

0% 
()116 

5% 

5% 

d. If the SWPPP IS not implemented. 1s there an effectwe combination of Erosion 
& Sediment control BMPs appropriate for the CUITMI stage of constructJOn7 

e. Is there any leak. breach or malfunction to Indicate non-v1s1ble pollutants? 

f. Old you observe any floating materli!IS. 01l grease. odor, toxrns. andjor 

sedunent at any oulfalls. d1scharge points. or downstream locations? 

Number of OREs s1nce July I:-------------

Friday, November 08. 20 13 

Saturday, Novembef 09, 20 I 3 

SUnday, November I 0, 20 I 3 

Monda__y. November I I. 20 13 

Esumated start of ra1n; ----------­
Dunng normal business hotxs7 

If NO, please explain: _ ________ _ _ 

YES 
YES b2 Requ1re updallng7 NO 

YES 

NO If Yes. plan for samplmg at next rain. 

NO If Yes, sample and document 

What w as observed? 

The following pages provide Inspection observation results. Results are to be crosweferM<:ed wuh attached photographs. 



lnspeclion Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dikes 
2 Slope protection 
3 Vegetation 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage of Materials 
6 Soil Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
B V-ditches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls 1 Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
I 2 Silt Fence 
I 3 Drain Inlet Protection 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

I 5 Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Construction Entrance 
17 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

IB Debris ClearHJp 
19 Disposal Areas (Export Sites) 
20 Spills or leaks on Vehicles, Equipment or Materials 
2 I Portable Toilets and Septic 
22 Dumpsters. RoiJ.Oifs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Paint Stucco Wash Outs 

NorrStormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatering Operations 
25 Paving or Grinding Operations 
26 Concrete Curing/Finishing 
27 Temporary Stream Crossing 
2B Illicit Connection/Illegal Discharge Reporting 
29 Vehicle and Equipment Cleaning 
30 Vehicle and Equipment Fueling Area 
3 I Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance 
32 Vehicle and Equipment Drip Pans 
33 Spill Kits 

NorrStorm Water Management BMP Items 

I 11512013 

1 
2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
B 

I 

9 
10 
I 
12 
13 
14 

151 

:~1 

IB 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
2B 
29 
30 
3 
32 
33 

I 

g. Are materials and supplies in compliance with the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Were damaged or dissipated materials removed from the site? 
i. Are appropriate spill response personnel trained? 

Items Noted 'Repairs Required' or 'BMP Missing' 

5 7 12 17 18 22 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

BMP 
Acceprot>Je 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceprot>Je 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Casa Mira View 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing Nor Appll(abl'e CASOABMP 

EC·3. 6, 7, B 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1,2 

X WM-3 
WM-3 

X SE-4, EC-11 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing Not Appiicable CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 

X SE-1 
SE-10 
SE-2. 3 

Repaln 
Required BMP Missing Nol Appllcot>Je CASOABMP 

I I WE-I 

l1epaln 
Required BMP Missing Not 1\ppllcabl• CASOABMP 

TC-1, 2. 3 

X SE-7 

Repalr> 

Required BMP Mlsslng Not 1\ppllcabl• CASOABMP 

X WM-5,6 

WM-4,6,7,10 
WM-9 

X WM-5 
WM-8 

l1epaln 
l1equlred BMP Missing Not 1\pplicabl• CASOABMP 

X NS-2 
X NS-3 

NS-12, 14 
X NS-4 

NS-6 
X NS-8 

NS-9 
X NS-10 

NS-10 
WM-4 

Repairs 
Roqulrcd BMP Mls~ng Not Applicable CASOABMP 

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 



Inspection Page 3 11/5/2013 Casa Mira View 

ITEM 
5 

Response: 

7 

RespOnse: 

12 

Response: 

17 

RespOnse: 

18 

RespOnse: 

22 

RespOnse: 

0 
RespOnse: 

0 

RespOnse: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 
Assigned 

Date Completed 
Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary to 

5. Uquid or powder type construction material needs to have secondary containment and should be 

7. Remove or cover any concrete or misc. debrls_type stockpiles 

I 2. Replace mlssinq or damaqed silt fence as needed. 

I 7. Sweep tracking as needed. Visually Inspect daily. 

18. Prooerlv disPOse of construction debris/trash. 

22. Trash receptacles need to have lids or covers. 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the California Stormwater Quality Association (CASOAJ Best Management Practices JBMPJ Detail5 
and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation, maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by. -------------------------

Date:-------------------------

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 
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Ground ervice Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs November 5, 2013 
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Warnings and/or Ad,isories In Effttl ror 1his Point: 
Bcuch Haz:nnh Stntement 
H!lZ.IIrdQll$ Wettther Outloo!.; 
For wnrnings and/or ach·isorics in effect ror adjacent URns to lhis point, 
sa: h!!P.:IIwww wrll.no:m.go\'/sax 

Forecast For Lat/Lon: 32.9270/-117.1390 (Eiev. 46211) 

San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forecast Created at: Sam PST Nov 5. 2013 

TueNov 05 Wed Nov 06 Thu Nov07 

Weather 

Dally· Temp 

6-Hour 4am 108m 4pm 10pm 4am 10om 4pm 10pm 4am 108m 4pm 10pm 
Temp 50 68 68 56 51 72 73 60 55 73 73 61 

Cloucllness 4% 4% 5% 5% 4% 5% 6% 15% 16% 19% 16% 59% 
Dewpolnt 44 27 39 28 19 23 39 28 21 30 46 45 
Ralallve 

79'11. 21'11. 34'11. 35% 28% 16% 29% 30% 25% 20'11. 38% 57% 
Humdlty 

Wlnd E NW w E E w NW E E w w E 
6 5 7 9 1 2 1 8 9 5 6 3 

Snow 
Level (II) 

Frl Nov 08 Sat Nov 09 

High 68 
Low 55 

p 
Sun Nov 10 Mon Nov 11 

Patchy 
Fog Paltlly Fog 

High 70 
Low 54 

Hlgh70 
Low 55 

0" 0" 

0.11" 0.06" 0.09' o.ur 
4am 108m 4pm 10pm 4am10om4pm10pm 4am10om4pm 10pm 4am 10om4pm 10pm 
56 67 61 59 56 65 54 57 54 65 66 56 55 66 66 56 

82% 11% 11% 91'11. 91'11. 21'11. 21%94% 94'11. 20% 20% 94'11. 94'11. 27% 27'11. 94% 
42 43 51 51 49 49 52 52 50 49 51 51 47 44 50 50 

56% 40% 56'llo 76% 76% 57% 66% 83'11. 85'11. 55% 59% 78% 74% 46'11. 56% 74% 

E w w E E sw sw s E sw sw s E sw w SE 
8 5 1 3 6 6 8 2 6 6 8 2 6 7 9 2 

89078907 9095909581158715 

11/5/2013 7:58AM 



EROSION CONTROL- OIVISION 

Owner: Scripps Mesa Developers 
contractor. Garden Communities 

Job No/PrOJeCt 20623 Casa Mira View 
Stte Address: I I 195 Westview Parkway 

Cross Street.VArea Mira Mesa, California 
Performed by. Michael P. Duff. JD 

Title: CESSWI. OSP 1124369 

Inspector Signature:~; J~ 1/ 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-20 10 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA lie 1184 7034 A & 8 

WDIDI; 9 37C353628 
Project Dates: 

Site Area· 3 acres 
Exposed Area. I 00% 

Site Contacr- Robin Robinson 
Contact Number. 

Report Date I I/ 12/20 13 

Inspection Date: II/ 12/2013 

Time: I :30 PM 

Type of Inspection: I Weekly Maintenance Additional ReportJ NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: 'I~ ____ G_rad __ in~w~~--nd __ ~ __ e_i. __ ~ 21~--------~-~--·c_ai_C_on __ s_t. ________ ~ 

Summaty of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data curr~c ______ C_io_u_d~y ____ _ Rain Gauge Reading: 

End date of ~st Rain Event -------- Was it a Oualifymg Ra1n Event (ORE)? -----------
Today is Day ---- of predicted rain event clays. Cumulative Rain: ----

Is 1nspection dunng or after a ORE of .s· or more?---------

NOM Forecast Chance of Precipitation 

OCl6 Monday, November I I. 2013 
()116 Tuesday, November I 2, 20 I 3 

OCl6 Wednesday, November I 3, 20 13 

S% Thursday, November I 4, 20 I 3 

~ Did fii'St two hot.n or discharge occur dunng buslness hot.n7 
~ Was any stonn water diSCharged from s•te7 

-'! Were water samples taken7 

•1r Yes, tin out and pmt Water Sample Report. 
SWPPP Questions 

a. Is there a SWPPP on-site7 

b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls installed per the SWPPP7 

596 
IS% 

IS% 

S% 

d. If the SWPPP is not ll'llplemented, is there an effectrve comb1nat1on or Erosion 

Number of OREs since July I :-------

Frfdav. November IS. 20 13 

Saturday, November I 6, 20 13 

Sunday, November 17. 20 13 

Monday, November 18, 2013 

Estimated start of rarr __________ _ 

Ounng normal busll'les.S hours7 
If NO, please expla111: __________ _ 

YES 

YES b2. Require updating7 NO 

& Sednnent control aMPs appropriate for the current stage of construction? YES 

e. Is there any leal<. breach or malfunction to IndiCate non-viSible pollutants? 

r OK:I you observe any floating matenals. oil grease. odor. toxins. andjor 

sediment at any out:falls. discharge po~nts. or downstream locallons7 

NO 

NO 

If Yes. plan for sampling at next ralll. 

1r Yes. sample and document 

What was observed? 

The following pages provide fnspectlon observabon results. Results are to be cross.,.eterenced With attached photographs 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dikes 
2 Slope protection 
3 Vegetation 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage or Materials 
6 Soil Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V-ditches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls 1 Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Darns 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Silt Fence 
13 Drain Inlet Protection 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

15 Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Construction Entrance 
17 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

I 8 Debris ClearHJp 
19 Disposal Areas I Export Sites) 
20 Spills or Leaks on Vehicles. Equipment or Materials 
21 Portable Toilets and Septic 
22 DurnpstEn. RoJJ.Offs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete, Paint Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatering Operations 
25 Paving or Grinding Operations 
26 Concrete Curing/Finishing 
27 Temporal}' Stream Crossing 
28 lllidt Connectlory'lnegal Discharge Reporting 
29 Vehicle and Equipment Cleaning 
30 Vehicle and Equipment Fueling Area 
31 Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance 
32 Vehicle and Equipment Drip Pans 
33 SpiU Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

1111212013 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

15l 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
2 
22 
23 

I 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
3 
32 
33 

I 

g. Are materials and supplies in compliance with the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Were damaged or dissipated materials removed rrom the site1 
i. Are appropriate spin response personnel trained? 

Items Noted "Repairs Required" or "BMP Missing· 

12 17 18 22 23 23 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

Casa Mira View 

Repalrs 
Required BMP Missing Not Applicable CASOABMP 

EC-3. 6, 7. 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1,2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4, EC-11 

Repalrs 
Required BMP MISSing Not Appllcable CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SH 

X SE-1 
SE-10 

SE-2. 3 

RepaJrs 
Required BMP MISSing Not Applicable CASOABMP 

I I WE-I 

RepaJrs 
Required BMP MISSing Not AppliCable CASOABMP 

I I TC-1. 2. 3 
X SE-7 

RepaJrs 
Required BMP MISSing Not Applicable CASOABMP 

X WM-5,6 

WM-4.6,7,10 
WM-9 

X WM-5 
X WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X NS-2 
X Ns-3 

NS-12. 14 
X NS-4 

NS-6 
X NS-8 

N5-9 
X NS-10 

NS-10 
WM-4 

Repalrs 
Required BMP MISSing Not Applltable CASOABMP 

I I 

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 



Inspection Page 3 11/12/2013 casa Mira View 

CONTRAGOR: CORREGIVE AGIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 
Assigned 

Date Completed ITEM Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary to 

12 12. Replace missing or clamaged silt fence as needed. 

Response: 

17 17. Sweep tracking as needed. Visually Inspect claiJy. 

Response: 

18 18. Properly d"ospose of construCtion debrfVtrash. 

Response: 

22 22. Dumpsters need to be C<M:red and lhe end of ea<:h workday and prfol_jdurlng a rain evenL 

Response: 

23 23. Maintain full concrete deanout devices. 

Response: 

23 21. Emur-r appropriate washout tar.titb ewe PfO'rided per~-and CASOA BMP standards. Clean up truce washOUt per ~ 

: 

0 

Response: 

0 

: 

NOTE: Not all Instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the California Stormwater Quality Association (CASOAJ Best Management Practices (BMPJ Details 
and Cut Sheets In your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by. ~~~ 
Oate: ~ z.Jlfn/iA 1'3 

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 
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11 12 2013 14.27 

1 12 2013 14. 62 

·. 
• 11 . 12 .2013 14:28 

Ground ervice Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs November 12, 2013 
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··-·r··· ·· ·· ·····--····~ .. ·-·o- ·· · ·· · ..... 

No Warnings or Advisories In Effecl few lhls Point 
For warnings and/or a.drisories in effect for a.djncenl areas 10 1his poinl. 
sec lillJfllwww.wrltnona.gov/sgx 

Tue Nov 12 Wed Nov 13 

Weather 

Dally-Temp High 81 High87 
Low66 Low60 

Forecast For LatJLon: 32.9270/-117.1390 (Eiev. 462 It) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forecast Crealed at: I Own PST Nov 12_ 2013 

Thu Nov 14 Frl Nov 15 Sat Nov 16 

Patchy Fog Patchy 
Fog 

High 80 High 76 High 70 
Low60 Low66 Low64 

Sun Nov 17 
SUghl 

Chance 
Rain 

Showers 
High 68 
Low63 

Mon Nov 18 

Patchy 
Fog 

High 73 
Low64 

Chance of 
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 15% 15% 10% 10% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 

Preclp 
Preclp 0.00" 0.00" 0.00"0.00" O.O!l" 0.00"0.00" 0.00" 0.00" O.WO.OO" O.W 0.00" 0.00"0.00" 
12-llr 

()" 0" ()" ()" ()" ()" 
Snow Total 

FRET 0.10" 0.14" 0.14" 0.10" o.oa· 0.07" 0.09" 
6-Hoor 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am lOam 4pm 10pm 4am1Qam4pm10pm 4am 1Qam4pm10pm 4am108m4pm10pm 
Temp 57 75 74 63 61 81 78 64 61 75 72 60 57 71 68 57 55 66 65 56 54 65 64 56 55 69 67 57 

Cloudiness 60% 57% 34% 14% 2% 4% 4% 2% 11% 13% 13% 60% 60% 23% 23% 95% 95% 67% 67% 98% 98% 71% 71% 75% 75% 20% 20% 19% 
Dewpolnt 49 44 47 52 48 44 48 52 49 42 49 51 45 46 51 63 48 47 51 53 48 47 SO 52 47 47 51 48 

Relative 75% 33% 38% 65% 62% 27% 34% 64% 63% 31% 43% 73% 63% 41% 54% 86% 76%49%81%91% 82% 53%61%85% 74%45% 56%71% 
Humdlty 

Wind NENWNWE ESEN E E S SSE S WNWE SESWSNENENNWE ESWWNE 

Snow 
Lovol (ft) 

5 8 10 6 7 2 5 9 9 9 7 9 9 5 6 7 5 8 8 2 5 2 3 7 7 3 7 7 

793379330 0 0 0 0 0 0 

11/12/2013 10:47 AM 



EROSION CONTROL. OIVISION 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPPjEROSION CONTROL DIVISION 
2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741- 1363 

CA lie 1#847034 A & 8 

RAIN EVENT ACTION PLAN (REAP) 

Owner Scripps Mesa Developers 
Contractor Garden Communities 

Job No/ Project: 20623 Casa Mira View 
Performed by: Michael P. Duff. JD 
SiteAddress. 11195 Westview Parkway 

eron "'"'"'"'•• Mira Mesa. California 

1 Signature:~~~ ~ 
Site Stormwater Manager 

Name: Michael Duff 

Company~G=-S=-T~-------------------
24/7 Phone Number:...:.7:...:6:...:0:..:..8=-0::.:2=-·..:..7...:..9..::;.0..::;,0 _______ _ 

Erosion & Sediment Control labor Force 

Contact Name. Wes Udwin 

Company._G_ST~---------------------
24/7 Phone Number ...:.7-=6-=0~. 8=-1:....:5:...:.. 2=-9.:....0=-9.:__ ____ _ 

Current Phase(s) of Construction 

L_:.___X...:..____JI Grading and Land Development 

.__ __ x __ ___.l Streets & Utilities Phase 

L.,___;,X __ __JI VertiCal Construction Phase 

Weather Conditions 

WOlDt: 9 37C353628 

PI'Oject Oates. 0 
S1te Area· 3 acres 

Exposed Area. I 
Site Contact Robin Robinson 

Contact Number 0 
Date: J Jj 19/20 J 3 
Time: 9:30 AM 

Stormwater Sampling Agent 

Name: M1chael Duff 

Company; ~G=-S=-T:.___ ___________ _ 

24f7 Phone Number ...:.7:...:6:...:0..:...8:...:0:...:2::.:... 7~9:....::0::...:0:...__ _ ___ _ 

CRmCAL: THIS REAP IS PREPARED WITH YOUR SWPPP 
INSPEGOR. All ITEMS ARE TO BE ADDRESSED PRIOR 

TO START OF PREDJGED RAIN. Document this. 

.__ __ x __ ___.l Final landscaping & Site Stabflization 

.__ ____ __,llnactrve Construction 

,___ __ _,I Complete 

L,.._ __ _,l Gear .___x _ _,looudy ,___ __ _,I Raining .__ ____ ___.!Temperature 

NOM Forecast Chance of Precipitation: 

QCI& Monday, November I 8. 20 I 3 
IS% Tuesday, November 19, 2013 
55% Wednesdav. November 20. 20 I 3 
60% Thursday, November 2 I. 20 I 3 

Information Provided to Subcontractors 

._____:.X..;_____.I Contractual language 

L_:.___X...:.._---11 F1nes & Penaltres 

.___X _ __,ITra1n1ngs 

L.,__X _ ___.ISignage 

35% 
20% 
IS% 
lOCI& 

L.,__X _ __Jirailgate Meetrngs .___X _ ___.I EducatiOnal Handouts 

Fnday. November 22. 20 I 3 
Saturday. November 23. 20 I 3 
SundCl}l. November 24. 20 I 3 
Monday, November 25. 2013 



REAP Page 2 

Current Activities 

Grading and Land Development 

;====~!Development 
!Rough Grade 

:=====:I Soil Amendments 

I Rock Crushing 
;=::::::;;X:=::::;I Surveying 

Streets and Utilities 

I Rough Grade 

~=;x==:JFinish Grade 

;::::::::::X:=~! Masonry 
L_ ___ _,lcurb & Gutter/Culvert 

Vertical Construction 

X !Framing 

X JMasonry 

X J Exterior Siding 

X !Flooring 

X JCarpentry 

X I Electrical 

Final landscaping & Site Stabilization 

I X I Stabilization 

!finish Grade 

:====~!Painting & TouciHJp 

L_ ___ _,JDrainage Inlet Stencils 

Inactive Construction 

,_ ___ _.!Trash Removal 

.__ __ ___.I street Sweeping 

Trade Crews Active On-Site 

X I Material Delivery X 

X !Trenching X 

X I Concrete Pouring X 

X I Foundation X 

I Demolition X 

X Jlnsulation X 

X I Exterior Siding X 

X J Fireproofing X 

X JSteel Systems X 

X !carpenters 

J Pest Control 

11/19/2013 

X !vertical Removal 

X I Finish Grade 

X I Excavation 

JB!asting 

X I Soils Testing 

!Paving 

!striping 

I Utility Install 

I Landscaping 

X !stucco 

X !Plumbing 

X l!nsulation 

X IHVAC 

X !Roofing 

X !Painting 

I Vegetation 

I Landscape Installation 

Jlnlet Filtration 

JJrrigation System Testing 

,_ ___ ...JJE & S Controls Maint. 

,_ ___ ...JIRoutine Inspection 

I Street Improvements X 

I Grading Contractor X 

I water Pipe Install 

I Sewer Pipe Install X 

I Gas Pipe Install X 

JEiectricallnstall X 

!communications X 

IE & S Control X 

JSanitary Station Tech X 

I Rock Products 

I water Feature Install 

Casa Mira View 

:==~X=~JEquipment Maintenance/Fueling 

;::=X~=~JErosion,/Sediment Control 

X !Material Delivery & Storage 

:==x~==:JVegetation Salvage/Harvest 

:==~X~~! Material Delivery & Storage 

X JErosionfSediment Control 

:==~x~~JStorm Drain Installation 

X JEquipment Maintenance,'Fueling 

X I ConcretetForms,tFoundatlon 

X I landscaping & Irrigation 

X I DrywaJVInterior Walls 

X ln1e 

X JE & S Control BMP Removal 

:==~X~~! storage Yard/ Material Removal 

!Perm. Water Quality Ponds :====: 

I Utility- Water X I Electrical 

I utility- Sewer X !carpentry 

I Utility - Gas X !Plumbing 

Jlandscapers X JMasonry 

JUne Testers !Painters 

JEquipment Fuefing X !Roofers 

I Equipment Maintenance 
" 

!stucco 

ln1e X JRiggers 

JHVAC Install X JDrywall 

I Survey/Soil Tech X !Irrigation 

I Traffic Striping X !storm Drain 

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 



REAPPage3 11/19/2013 Casa Mira View 

Predicted Rain Event - 50% or greater chance of precipitation per NOAA forecast. 

OuaiiiYJng Rain Event fORE) • rr rain gauge is nor on sire. nearest NOAA reporting sire data will be used. 

Extended Rain Event - Rain occurs in successive 2-Hlour periods. There must be 72 hours without rain for the event ro be considered complete. 

Checklist of Items to Address Prior to Predicted Rain Event 

CONTRAGOR: Ensure each TO DO' item listed below is completed prior to start of rain event 

Information & Scheduling 
Done F111ding 

._ ___ _J_ ___ _Jisuperinrendenrlnformed of predicted rain Date{Time: 11.19. 13 @I 0:45am 

.._ ___ _.,L ___ __.I Foremen and Subcontractors informed of predicted rain 

.._ ___ _.,L ___ __.IAiert Erosion & Sediment Control Provider. Request needed cr~rnaterialstmaintenance . 

._ ___ _,_ ____ _.I Alert Sample Collection Contractor if applicable 

._ ___ _,_ ____ _.Schedule staff for extended rain event inspections (once each 24 hours) 

._ ___ _.,L ___ __.IPre-Storm Stormwater Site inspection completed 

._ ___ _.,L ___ __.IAdequate erosion and sediment control measures are on hand for pre-storm preparation & extended maintenance 

._ ___ _.,L ___ __.IReview that the BMP site map is updated. Provide a copy for Sediment & Erosion Control Provider/Subcontractor. 

Material Storage Areas 

'----....L ____ JPerimeter controls around stockpiles 

'-----'-----'I stockpiles covered 

Waste Management Areas 

'----....L ____ JIAII trash receptades and recycling bins closed or covered 

'----..L.. ___ __,Iorain holes plugged 

'------L-----'1 Sanitary stations (portable toilets) bermed or in secondary containment and protected from tipping 

Concrete Washout Areas 

'------'-----'1 Washout receptacles covered 

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 



REAPPage4 llfl9f2013 

Trade Operations & Securing of Site 

'--------'------'1 Exterior operations shut down for rain event 

'------'-----'I soil treatments not applied within 24 hours of predicted rain event 

'-------'-----'I Materials. equipment and tools properly stored and covered 

Casa Mira View 

._ ___ __._ ___ _.I waste and debris disposed of in covered receptacles or removed from site in accordance with approved manner 

'-------'-----'I Trenches and excavations protected 

.__ ___ __._ ___ _.I Perimeter controls around disturbed areas 

Site Erosion & Sediment Control BMPs 

'-----'-----'Adequate capacity in sediment basins and traps 

'--------'------'1 Site perimeter controls in place 

'------'-----'I catch basin and storm drain inlet protection in place 

'------'-----'I If previously-approved practice due to safety concerns. remove some or all storm drain inlet protection 

'-------'-----'I Deploy temporary erosion control on inactive areas 

'--------'------'1 Deploy temporary perimeter control around disturbed areas 

Spills & Drips 

'------'-----'I Clean up all spills and drips. including paint. fuel. oil. hydraulic fluid. etc. 

'------'-----'I Empty drip pans 

Corrective Actions - CRITICAL 

CONTRACTOR: Address 'Deficienr items listed here AND items listed on the Pre-Rain Inspection Report. 

Check off each gray box here as completed and sign in gray box below when all REAP items are addressed. PRE-RAIN 
INSPECTION REPORT: Note the date and time each item is addressed for proof of your compliance. 

Once complete, place this REAP in the SWPPP binder with completed Rain Event Inspection Reports. 

Received by On-Site Representative: ________________________ ___!D:;::a;::t;:.e ________ _ 

All 'Deficient' items addressed b : Date lime 

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 



EROSION CONTROL. OIVISION 

Owner. Scripps Mesa Developers 
Contractor Garden Communities 

Job No/Project 20623 Casa Mira View 
Site Address. I I 195 Westview Parkway 

Cross Streets/Area. Mira Mesa, California 
Performed by Michael P. Duff, JD 

Title: CESSWI, OSP H24369 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.eros1oncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741 - 1363 

CA Uc H847034 A & B 

WOlDt: 9 37C353628 
Project Dates: 

S1te Area: 3 acres 
Exposed Area· I 00% 

S1te contact Robin Robinson 
Conract Number 

Report Date: I 1/19/20 13 

Inspector Signature: =m ; ~ D.d Inspection Date: 11/ 19/2013 

Time: 9 :30AM 

!ype of Inspection: Weekly Maintenance Additional Report! NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: '~I ____ G_r~ad~l~nw~L~and __ De __ v~~----~ 2~~--------~V~e~m~c~a~IC~o~n~s~t--------~ 
Summary of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data C~t ____ ~C~Io~u~dy~---- Rain Gauge Reading: 

End date of Last Rarn Event ---------------- Was 1t a Ouaftl"ying Rarn Event (ORE)?---------------------

Today 1s Day ______ __ of ________ predicted rain event days Cumulative Rain: 

Is Inspection dunng or after a ORE or .5" or more7 ________ _ 

NOM Forecast Chance of Preop1tat10n 

0'111 Monday. November 18. 20 13 
IS% Tuesday. November 19, 20 13 
55% Wednesday, November 20. 20 I 3 
60% Thursday. November 2 I. 20 13 

~ Old first two hours of discharge occur dunng bustneSS hours? 

g. Was any storm water discharged from Site? 
~ Were warer samples raken7 

•If Yes, fill out and print Water Sample Report. 
SWPPP Questions 

a Is there a SWPPP oo-s1te? 
b. Is a wan Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls mstaRed per the SWPPP7 

35% 

20% 

IS% 

10% 

d. If the SWPPP IS not lmptemenred. 1s there an effectJVe combinauon of Erosion 
& Sediment control BMPs appropnate for the current stage of construction? 

e. Is there any leak. breach or malfunction to IndiCate non-VISible pollutants? 
r Did you observe any floating materials. o1l grease odor. roxins. and,/ or 

sed1menr at any ourrans. diScharge potnts. or downstream loca110ru7 

Number of OREs since July I:-------------

Fndav, November 22. 20 13 

SaturdaY. November 23. 20 I 3 

SundaY. November 24, 20 13 

MondaY. November 25.2013 

Estmared start of ram:-----------------­
Dunng normal business hours? 

If NO. please explan. _______________ _ 

YES 
YES b2 Requ.-e upctaung7 NO 

YES 
NO 1r Yes. plan for sampling at nexr ratn. 
NO If Yes. sample and document. 

Whar was observed? 

The following pages provide Inspection observallon results. Results are to be cross-referenced wllh artached phorographs. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dikes 
2 Slope protection 
3 Vegetation 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage of Ma!erials 
6 Soil Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
B V-ditches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls 1 Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Silt Fence 
13 Drain Inlet Protection 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

15 Dun Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Comtruclion En !ranee 
17 Tracking on S!reet 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Debris OearHJp 
19 Disposal Areas (Export SitesJ 
20 SpiUs or leaks on Vehides, Equipment or Materials 
21 Portable Toilets and Septic 
22 Dumpsters. Roii-Offs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Paint S!ucco Wash Ours 

Non-Stonnwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatering Operations 
25 Paving or Grinding Operalions 
26 Concrete CuringiFinishing 
27 T emporaty Stream Crossing 
28 IUicit Connection/IUegal Discharge Reporting 
29 Vehicle and Equipment Cleaning 
30 Vehicle and Equipment Fueling Area 
31 Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance 
32 Vehicle and Equipment Drip Pans 
33 Spill Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

11/1912013 

I 
2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

1sl 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
2 
22 
23 

I 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
3 
32 
33 

I 

g. Are materials and supplies in compliance with the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Were damaged or dissipated materials removed from the site7 
I. Are appropriate spill response personnel trained7 

Items Noted "Repairs Required" or "BMP Missing· 

7 12 17 18 22 23 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

BMP 
Ac<eptable 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Ac<eprable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceprable 

Casa Mira View 

Repaln 
Required BMP Missing Not Applicable CASOABMP 

EC-3, 6, 7, 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1,2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

X SE-4, EC-11 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing Nor Appflcable CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 

X SE-1 
SE-10 
SE-2, 3 

Repairs 
Requited BMP Missing Not Appflcable CASOABMP 

I I WE-I 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing Not Appllcall!e CASOABMP 

I TC-1, 2, 3 
X SE-7 

Repairs 
Required SMP Missing Nor Appllcable CASOABMP 

X WM-5,6 

WM-4,6,7, I 0 
WM-9 

X WM-5 
X WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X NS-2 
X Ns-3 

NS-12, 14 
X NS-4 

NS-6 
X NS-8 

NS-9 
X NS-10 

NS-10 
WM-4 

Repair'S 
Requited SMP Missing Not Appflcall!e CASOABMP 

Ground Service Technology_ Inc. 
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ITEM 
7 

Response: 

12 

Response: 

17 

Response: 

18 

Response: 

22 
Response: 

23 

Response: 

0 

Resl"'"se: 

0 

Response: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 
Assigned 

Date Completed 
Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary to 

7. Remove or cover any concrete or misc. debris type stockpiles 

I 2. Reolace mlssln_g or dama~silt fence as needed. 

I 7. Sweep tracking as needed. Vosualtv Inspect daltv. 

18. Properly dispose of con5tiUCilon debr~trash. 

22. Dumpsters need 10 be covenod and lhe end of each wortday and prior/during a rain event. 

21 E~ ~ washoul fadlilies ate poridrrd fl'l!' plan and CASOA BMP standards. CJNn up trace washout per standards. 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the California Stormwater Ouatity Association (CASOA) Best Management Practices (SMPI Details 

and Cui Sheets In your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage stanctards. 

Inspection Report Received by. -------------------------

Da~-------------------------------

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 
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No Wanungs or Ad\ asories In Effect foe" thas Pomt 
For waminas and/or achisoncs an effce1 foe" edpccut weu 10 tb" pouu, 
sec 1!1!1'10. " w ,.rb.ngy apv/m 

Twt Nov 19 

Forecast For LaULon: 32.9270/-117.1390 (Eiev. 462ft) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

WedNov20 

Forecast Created at: 8am PST Nov 19,2013 
u-..r_T_ 

Thu Nov 21 Frl Nov 22 
Utely Chance Sliglll 

Sat Nov 23 Sun Nov 24 Mon Nov 25 

Sight 
Weather Chaoce 

ChaiiCI 
Rain 

Showers 

Raan Rain Cll811Ce 
Showers Showers TS1onns 

Sight 
Chance 

Rain 

Dally-Temp 

Chance of 
Preclp 
Preclp 
12-llr 

Snow Total 
FRET 

8-Hour 
Temp 

Cloudiness 
O.wpolnl 
RelaUve 
Humdlty 

Wind 

Snow 
Ltvel(ft) 

11rtd and end Rain 
TSiorms TStonns Showers 

Raan Showers 

tfagh 83 High« High 8C H~gh &7 High 68 
Low S-4 Low $3 Low 57 Low sa Low 52 

15'4 5~ 5~ ~ \ ~ 15~ 15~ 55~ 55~~~ 35~1 35 25~ 25~ 15~) 15~ ~ ~ ~~\15 
0 01" 0.00"0 00"0 00" 0 00" 0 00"0.00"0 osi 0 06"0 04"0 03"0 00 0.00"0 00"0 00" \ 

cr cr cr cr cr cr cr cr 

Hlgll 87 High as 
Low 63 LDw S-4 

15~ 15~ 1~; I~ 1~ 1~ 1~ 

0 .05" 0 05" 0 04" 0 1f1' 0 16" 0.15" O.lf1' 

.c.n 108m 4pm 10pm .cam !Clem 4pm 10pm <4am 1011m 4pm IOpm <4am to.m <4pm 10pm <4em lOam 4pm IOpm •am 10am4pm IOpm .cam 108m4pm IOpm 
ss 61 so ss S-4 61 12 sa 57 59 59 57 56 « 63 ss 53 « 84 56 S-4 63 « 57 ss « « ss 

88'4 75~ 81~ 73~ 84~ ~ 89% 119% 98~ 63% 8<4% 78~ 7~ <48~ <48% 47% <47'4 ~ 2W 3<4~ 3<4~ 24~ 24% '"" 14~ 14% 14% 11% 
5S 53 53 54 54 53 S4 56 56 S4 53 53 <49 .a 43 <40 37 38 38 37 36 39 42 41 <40 42 .... 42 

100% 75~ 77% QS~ 100% 7<4% 7<4% 92% 97% 8<4% 110% 88% 7~ 52% 48% 57% 55% 38% 38% <49% 51% <41~ 46~ 56% 58% «~ <48% 59% 

E WWE E SWSSWWWE ENEWE E E E E E ENWE ESSWE 
2 7 2 8 5 8 2 7 7 3 8 13 12 13 12 12 13 ,.. 13 12 12 2 6 5 8 5 

828981957429 n1669056653&t..a 5824590859065786 5788637163715941 5941 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 

11119/2013 8:12AM 



EROSION CONTROL-. OIVISION 

Owner. Scripps Mesa Developers 
contractor: Garden Communitie s 

Job No/PrOJeCt. 20623 Casa Mira View 
sue Address: I 1195 W e stview Parkwa y 

Cross StreetS/Area: M ira Mesa. California 
Performed by: M ichael P. Duff, JD 

nue· CESSWI. OSP # 24369 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP / EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 M rcro Place 

Escon dido, CA 9 2029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Pho n e 7 60-745-20 I 0 

Fax 760-74 1-1363 

CA Lie #84 7034 A & 8 

WOIDI· 9 3 7C353628 
Project Dates. 

Srte Area 3 acres 
Exposed Area: I 00% 

Srte contact: Robin Robinson 
Contact Number 

Report Date: 11/21/20 13 

Inspector Signature: =yvj .JQ. 4 Inspection Date: I 1/ 21/2013 

Tim e : 3 :30 PM 

Type of Inspection: I During Extended Storm Event Additional Report:! NO 

Phase(sJ of Construc tion: 1 ~1 ____ G_ra_d_i~~-~-n_d_~ ____ r. __ ~ 21~---------V~e~ro~·c~a_IC~on~~~·--------~ 
Summary of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current ______ C_Io_u_dy~----- Rain Gauge Reading: 0.2 

End date of~~ Rain Event -------------
Todayrs Day 

10.28. 13 Was it a Qualifying Rarn Event (ORE)? ___ -;:==~~=~ 

predicted rarn event days. Cumulative Rain: 0.2 of -------- -------
Is inspection d u nng or after a ORE o f .s· or more?--------------

NOM FOfecast Chance of Preaprtatron 

80'MI Wednesday, November 20. 2013 
75'1& Thurn:lay, November 21. 20 13 
35'1& Friday. November 22, 20 13 
20'1& Saturday, November 23. 2013 

f Did frrst two hours or discharge occur during busrness hours? 
~ Was any storm water discharged from srte7 
-'! Were water samples taken 7 

•If Yes. m1 out and pnnt Water Sal11>fe Report. 
SWPPP Questions 

a. Is there a SWPPP ~slte7 

b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls Installed per the SWPPP7 

IS% 
10% 
~~ 

10% 

d If the SWPPP tS not rmplemented. rs there an effectiVe combrnatron of Erosron 
& Sedrment control BMPs appropriate fOf the current stage of construction? 

e. Is there any leak. breach or malfunction to rncfrcate no~vrsrble pollutants? 
f Drd you observe any fiO<Iung matenals. Oil grease. odOf, toxins, and/ Of 

sedrment at any outfalls. drscharge pornts, or downstream locatrons7 

Number of OREs since July I :------------

Sunday, November 24. 20 13 
Monday, November 25. 20 13 
Tuesday, November 26. 20 13 

Wednesday, November 27. 2013 

Estrmated start of rain; 12.00 AM 

Dunng normal busrness hours? No 
If NO. please explarn: ___________________ _ 

YES 
YES b2. Require updating? NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan for samplrng at next ratn. 

NO If Yes. saf11>1e and document 
What was observed? 

The following pages provide Inspection observation results. Results are to be crou-i'eferenced with attached photographs. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dt.kes 
2 Slope protectiOn 
3 VegetatiOn 
4 Surf ace erosiOn 
S Storage of Matenals 
6 Sod Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
B V-dltches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls 1 Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Slit Fence 
13 Drain Inlet Protection 
14 Basns 

Wind Control Items 

IS Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

I 6 Construction Entrance 
17 Traclong on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Debris Oean-c.Jp 
19 Disposal Areas fExport Sties) 
20 Spills Of Leaks on Vehldes. Equipment « Matenals 
21 POftable TOilets and SeptJc 
22 Dumpsters. Rolf..Offs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Paint. Stucco Wash Outs 

NOI'l-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatenng Operattons 
25 PClWl<J Of Gnn<fng Operations 
26 Concrete Cunng/Fwushtng 
27 Temporary Stream CrOSSirlg 
28 IlliCit connecuorviHegal Discharge Reporttng 
29 VehiCle and Equipment Cleantng 
30 VehiCle and EqUipiTlef'lt Fuei111Q Area 
31 Vehicle and Equipment Matntenance 
32 VehiCle and EqU!pO'lellt Dnp Pans 
33 SpiU Klts 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

11/2112013 

I 
2 
3 
4 
s 
6 
7 
B 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

1sl 

:~1 

IB 
19 

20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 

2B 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g. Are materials and supplies 111 compliance With the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Were damaged or dlsstpated materials removed from the site? 
i. Are appropriate sptll response personnel trained? 

No dtscharqe observed or reported 

Items Noted "Repairs Required· or "BMP Missing· 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptal* 

X 

BMP 
Accep«.lbbe 

X 

X 

liMP 
Accep!Able 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

ll(. 

X 

X 

Ca5a Mira View 

CASOABMP 

EC-3, 6. 7. B 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM- 1. 2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

Sf-4. EC-1 I 

CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE~ 

Sf- I 
SE-10 

SE-2. 3 

Repairs 
Require<~ 8MP MISSing No( .l'.ppllc~ CASOABMP 

I I I WE-I 

~ 
Require<~ BMP Mos1lng No( Appllc.KIII! CASOABMP 

I I TC-1. 2. 3 
SE-7 

Rep.ws 
Required BMP Missing No( l\pplllc¥* CASOABMP 

WM-S.6 

WM-4.6,7.10 
WM-9 
WM-S 

WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X NS..2 
X NS..3 

NS..I2. 14 
X Ns-4 

N~ 

X Ns-8 - Ns-9 

X Ns-10 
NS-10 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 

I I 

Ground ScMCe Technology. IrK. 
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ITEM 

..ao.. 
Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 
.... : 

0 

Response: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

0 
Assigned 

Date Completed s Inspection bservation and Corrective Actions ummary_ to 

3 . Cl~ 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All Items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the california Stormwater Quality Assoclallon (CASOA) Best Management Practices (BMPI Details 
and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for Installation. maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by: ------------------------

Date:------------------------

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 



Ground ervice Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs November 21, 2013 
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Warninp and/or Advisorlts In Effcd (or tbb Poiut: 
Hu.1rdouJ \Vq.thcr OudQok 
F01 warnings m:l/or advisories in cffccl for adjacent Mr.lll to this point. 
see bttoJA\IWW \lrTh.ROAil goy/su 

Forecast FOr LaULon: 32.9270/-117.1390 (Eiav. 462ft) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forecast Created at: 7run PST Nov 21. 2013 
c.-....,..,r_._r..w.-

Thu Nov 21 Frl Nov 22 Sat Nov 23 SunNov24 

lil<ely Chanr:e Chance Sfi!Jht Slight 
\\ldosptBBd U<sly Rain Rail Rain Chanco Chance 

Slight Chanco Rain Weather Rain Rain ShoworsShowens ShowerS TStomls TSIGrms s-. Showens end end end end Rein end Rain Showens 

TSiorms TSionns TStomls ShowerS Showers 

Dally-Temp High B4 Hlgh84 High65 High 68 
Low 57 Low 53 Low 52 Low 52 

MonNov25 

High 67 
Low 50 

Chance of 
75'11o 70.. 70'11 35'11o 35'11o 25'11o 25'11o IS'IIo IS.. 2a.. 2a.. IS.. 15'11o IS.. S.. 10.. 10.. S'llo s.. 0'11 l'nlcfp 

Pntclp 0.09'" 0.14"" o.or 0.06" 0.02" 0.05"0.04"0.02" 0.02"0.02"0.01"0.02" 0.02"0.00" 
12-llr 

IT IT IT IT IT IT IT IT Snow TOtal 
FRET 0.06" o.or 0.08'" o.oa- 0.08" 

Tua Nov 28 WedNov27 

High 70 Hlgh70 
LON 53 LowB4 

0'11 0'11 a.. 10'11 10.. 10'1110.. IO'IIo 

O.IIT 0.09'" 

6-Hour 4am lOam 4pm IOpm 4am t0om4pm IOpm 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4om IOom4pm IOpm 4amt0am4pml0pm 4aml0om4pml0pm 4omiOom4pml0pm 
Temp 57 62 61 55 54 61 60 54 53 61 61 54 53 62 61 53 51 62 63 55 54 65 65 57 55 65 65 56 

Cloudiness - 87% 70'11 65% 84% 56% sr.. 57'11. 54% 53'llo 53% 44'llo 44% 35'llo 35'11o 21% 21% 16% 16%21% 21'11. 17'11. 17%34% 34% 43% 43'11. 89'11> 
Dewpolnt 55 55 53 50 47 46 46 47 46 45 46 48 47 46 47 49 47 46 46 60 47 46 47 60 46 <6 47 49 
Relative 

91% 77% 76% 84'11. ea.. 58% 59'llo 77% 77% 54'11o 57% 79'!1. ea.. 55'llo 60'11 87% 87% 56% 58% 62'llo 79'!1. 50% 53% 79'llo 77'11o 60% 52% 79'llo 
Humdlty 

Wlnd SE w w NE E SE SW E E w NW NE NE E NE NE E NE NW E E E E E E E sw E 
9 9 a 2 5 5 3 8 7 5 7 7 8 5 7 8 5 6 7 6 7 6 6 5 3 

Snow 
7611 7203 6629 6118 5938 6028 6028 5904 5904 5651 5651 6004 6004 61366136 

Lovel(ftl 

11/21/2013 7:00AM 



EROSION CONTROL.. OIVISION 

Owner Scripps Mesa Developers 
Contraaor: Garden Communities 

Job No/Project: 20623 Casa Mira View 
Srte Address: I I I 95 Westview Parkway 

Cross Street.VArea· Mira Mesa, California 
Performed by: Michael P. Duff, JD 

Tille CESSWI, OSP 124369 

T ot Inspection: 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Lie *847034 A & B 

WDIDf· 9 37(353628 
Project Dates: 

Srte Area. 3 acres 
Exposed Area: I 00% 

Site contact Robin Robinson 
Contac:t Number: 

Repon Date: I 1/22/20 I 3 

Inspection Date: I 1/22/2013 
Time: J 0:30 AM 

Additional Report:! NO 

Phase(s) or Construction: 1~1 ____ G_~--~~~~--n_d_D_e~ __ r. __ ~ 21~---------~-e_m_ca_r_c_on __ ~_. ________ ~ 

Summary or Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data CI.JTTel'lt: Goudy 
--~....:...;...::.L_ _ _ _ Rain Gauge Reading: 0.3 

End date of ~st Rain Event 10.28.13 Was 1t a Qualifying Rain Event (ORE)? - --- - - -- ---- --------
Today IS Day _ _.;_2 __ of predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 0.3 -----

Is inspection dunng or after a ORE of .5" or more? _______ _ 

NOAA F~ecast Chance of Preaptaoon 

• November 21 . 2013 
25% 

10'11> .November23. 2013 

• November 24. 20 I 3 

~ Did fnt two hours of discharge occur dUfVl9 business hours? 
g. Was any storm water drscharged from Slte7 

-'! Were water samples taken? 

•If Yes, fiH out and pi'Vlt Water sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 
a. Is there a SWPPP OI'Hite7 

b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls rnstalled per the SWPPP1 

()'If> 

()'If> 

30911 
35% 

d If the SWPPP IS not rmplemented. Is there an effectrve combination of EroSIOO 
& Sedunent control BMPs appropriate for the current stage of corutrucl1on7 

e. Is there any leak. breach ~malfunctiOn to rndrcate non-visrble pollutants? 

f Old you observe any lloallng materials. oil grease. ~. toKrns, anqtor 

sediment at any outfalls. discharge po10ts, ~downstream focauons7 

Number of OREs since July I :-------

Monday, November 25. 2013 

Tuesday, November 26. 2013 

Wednesday. Novernbef" 27. 20 I 3 
Th ,.., 

• November 28. 20 I 3 

Estmated start of ram: I 2;00 AM 

During normal business hours7 No 
If NO. please explain. __________ _ 

YES 
YES b2. Reqwe updabng7 NO 

YES 
NO It Yes. plan for samplng at next ram. 

NO If Yes. sample and document 

What w as observed? 

The ronowtng pages proVIde Inspection observation results. Results are 10 be cross-referenced with attached photographs. 

I( 



Inspection Page 3 11/22/2013 casa Mira View 

ITEM 
17 

Response: 

18 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 
~ : 

0 
Response: 

0 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

0 
Assigned 

Date Completed 
dC s Inspection bservation an orrective Actions ummary to 

17. Sweep tratklng as needed. Visually Inspect daily. 

I 8. Properly disPOse of construction debril/lrash. 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the California Stormwater Quality Association ICASOAI Best Management Practices fBMPI Details 

and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Recelvecl by: ------------------------

Dar~------------------------

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 



Ground ervice Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs November 22 20 13 



of I 

..... ,... ...................... _ ... •o""'""'"'" .... - ..... ·····--·--···--···r··r··-· ---· ·- ·-·-··· 

No Warnings or Advisorits In Effect for this Point 
For wamillgs and/or ad\-isorics in effect for adjatat areas to thit, point. 
sec lmp11www wrb noaa go\·/ss\ 

Weather 

O.Oy-Temp 

Chance of 
Preelp 
Preelp 
12-llt 

Snow Total 
FRET 

6-Hour 
Tamp 

Cloudiness 
Oewpolnl 
Relative 
Humdlly 

Wind 

Snow 
Level (IIJ 

Forecast For LaULon: 32.9270/-117.1390 (Eiov. 482 It) 
San Diego-Mira Masa CA 

Forecast Created at: 6am PST Nov 22.2013 
l"._ D4w!WrF.rnal,.....,.. 

Frl Nov 22 Sat Nov 23 Sun Nov 24 MonNov25 Tue Nov 28 Wad Nov 27 Thu Nov28 

ScalletedS<alterod Slighl S!lgl\1 S!lgl\1 Sliglll 
Chance Cl1anco Chanco Chanal 

~s S:rs TStonns TStorms TStorms TStorms 
BOd BOd and end end and 

TSIOrmS TSiotms ~~ ~~ 

Chance 
Rain 

~ 

0.12" 

-56 
62% 
51 

64% 

E 
6 

5566 

High 62 High 83 High 85 
LOW 51 

High 88 
Low 51 

High 70 
Low 52 

Hlgh88 
Low ISZ 

H.~G5 
LOW 51 Low58 Low52 

4Ml 25% 

0.03" 0.07" 

0.06" 
lOom 

60 
77% 
50 

66% 

s 
2 

4pm 
59 -47 

85% 

w 
7 

rT 

25% 

0.02" 

10pm 
54 

76% 
49 

64% 

E 
3 

5734 5565 5533 

4am 
52 

85% 
49 -E 
6 

rT 

~~~~~~MlMl~Ml~Ml~MlMlMl~~~~~~~ 

003" o.orro.orr o.orro.orro.orro.orr o.orro.orro.orr 

0.06" 
10om 

60 
64% 
47 

62% 

E 
2 

rT rT rT rT rT 

0.017" 0.09'" o.n· 0.09" 0.08" 

4pm 10pm 4am tOam o4pm 10pm 4am 10amo4pm 10pm 4em 1Dam4pm10pm 4am 10am4pmt0pm 4am t0am4pm 10pm 
60 53 51 81 61 53 51 63 63 54 52 85 85 55 53 63 63 54 52 61 62 57 

71% 53% 42% 34% 33% 26% 19% 7% 7% 20% 20%26%26%32% 32%40%40%72% 72% 60% 60% 55% 
46 47 46 .. 45 48 47 45 46 47 45 43 46 47 46 48 46 50 46 46 48 50 

60% 61% 83% 54% 55% 62% 85% 53% 52% 75% 16% 45% ~ 7~ 76% 54% 56%- - 62% 60% -

NWE E WNWNE E ENE E ENEE ESEW E E SSWS 
59968588 6 86 7668810108 

5187 5581 57038215 1030 703063246324 8168 

1112212013 6:55AM 



EROSION CONTROL.. OIVISION 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido, CA 92029 

WNVV.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741- 1363 

CA Uc H847034 A & B 

RAIN EVENT ACTION PLAN (REAPJ 

Owner. Scripps Mesa Developers 
Contractor: Garden Commun1t1es 

Job No/ProJect 20623 Casa Mira View 
Performed by Michael P. Duff, JD 
Site Address: I I 195 Westview Parkway 

cron StreetVArea Mira Mesa, California 

Signature: YV'\ ; y 9_.u.t( 
Site Stormwater Manager 

Name: Michael Duff 

company: GST -----------------------
24/1 Phone Number...:.7....:::6....:::0..:..:.8:...:0:..:2::... 7:....9:....:0:...:0:.__ ____ _ 

Erosion & Sediment Control Labor Force 

Contact Name: Wes Udwin 

Com~ny.~G~ST~-------------------
24{7 Phone Number. ...:.7....:::6....:::0..:..:.8::...;1....:::5:..:.;.2=..9:....:0::...;9;__ _______ _ 

Current Phase(s) of Construction 

.____X_....JI Grading and Land Development 

.____x_....Jistreets & Util1t1es Phase 

.___X _ _Jivertical Construction Phase 

Weather Conditions 

WOlDt: 9 37C353628 
Project Dates: 0 

Site Area: 3 acres 
Exposed Area: I 

Site contact: Robin Robinson 
Contact Number. 0 

Date: I 1/25/2013 
Time: 9:30AM 

Stormwater Sampling Agent 

Name: Michael Duff 

Co~y:....:::G~S~T _ _______ _ 

24/7 Phone Number ...:.7....:::6....:::0.:.:.8:..:0....:::2::..:.7_:9....:::0....:::0 _ ____ _ 

CRITICAL: THIS REAP IS PREPARED WITH YOUR SWPPP 
INSPEGOR. ALL ITEMS ARE TO BE ADDRESSED PRIOR 

TO START OF PREDIGED RAIN. Document this. 

.____X_....JI Final Landscaping & Site Stabilization 

.___ __ ....JIInactive Construction 

~..-__ .....~I complete 

.___,._X...___.I Clear ~ looudy '-----'I Raining .__ __ _JITemperature 

NOM Forecast Chance of Precipitation: 

0% Sunday. November 24. 2013 
0% Monday, November 25, 20 13 
0% Tuesday, November 26, 20 13 
10% Wednesday, November 27. 20 13 

Information Provided to Subcontractors 

.__ __ X __ ___.Icontractua1Language 

L--__ X __ _....JIFU1es & Penaltres 

._____.:.X..:...._---'1 Trainrngs 

._____:_;x _ _.JI s;gnage 

50% 
50% 
10% 
10% 

L--__ X __ ___.ITa1Jgate Mcetrngs .._ __ X __ ___.ll Educational Handouu 

Thursday, November 28, 20 13 
FridaY. November 29, 20 13 

Saturday, November 30. 20 13 
SundaY, December 0 I. 20 13 



REAP Page 2 

Current Activities 

Grading and Land Development 

I !Development 

I Rough Grade 

:====:I Soil Amendments 

~=;:=~I Rock Crushing 

'-----'X-'-----"Isurveying 

Streets and Utilities 

I Rough Grade 

:==x;:=~lFinish Grade 

:==X=~! Masonry 
,__ __ __Jicurb & Gutter/Culvert 

Vertical Construction 

X !Framing 

X !Masonry 

X !Exterior Siding 

X !Flooring 

X I carpentry 

X I Electrical 

Final Landscaping & Site Stabilization 

I X !stabilization 

lFinish Grade 

:====~!Painting & TouciHJp 

._ ___ _,!Drainage Inlet Stencils 

Inactive Construction 

._ ___ ...~!Trash Removal 

'-------"I street Sweeping 

Trade Crews Active On-Site 

X I Material Delivery X 

X !Trenching X 

X I Concrete Pouring X 

X I Foundation X 

I Demolition X 

X !Insulation X 

X I Exterior Siding X 

X lFireproof111g X 

X I steel Systems X 

X I carpenters 

I Pest Control 

11/25/2013 Casa Mira View 

X I vertical Removal 

X I Finish Grade 

X I Excavation 

!Blasting 

X !Soils Testing 

!Paving 

!Striping 

I Utility Install 

I Landscaping 

X I stucco X I Equipment MaintenancejFueling 

X !Plumbing X lconcretejFormsjFoundation 

X !Insulation X I Landscaping & Irrigation 

X lHVAC X I DrywalVlnterior Walls 

X !Roofing X lnle 

X !Painting 

I Vegetation 

I Landscape Installation 

llnlet Filtration 

!Irrigation Sysrem Testing 

._ ___ _,IE & S Controls Maint 

._ ___ _,I Routine Inspection 

!street Improvements X I Utility - Water X I Electrical 

!Grading Contractor X lUtility- Sewer X I carpentry 

I Water Pipe Install lUWity-Gas X !Plumbing 

I sewer Pipe Install X I Landscapers X !Masonry 

l Gas Pipe Install X lune Testers !Painters 

!Electrical Install X !Equipment Fueling X !Roofers 

!communications X I Equipment Maintenance I stucco .. 
IE & S Control X ln1e X !Riggers 

!sanitary Station Tech X lHVAC Install X !Drywall 

I Rock Products I survey/Soil Tech X !Irrigation 

Water Feature Install !Traffic Striping X I storm Drain 

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 
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Predicted Rain Event • 50% or greater chance of precipitation per NOAA fof£.'Cast 

Ouallfyfng Rain Event (OREj- If rain gauge is nor on site, nearest NOAA reponing site data will be used. 

Extended Rain Event - Rain occurs in successive 24-hour periods. There must be 72 hours without rain for the event to be considered complete. 

·Checklist of Items to Address Prior to Predicted Rain Event 

CONTRACTOR: Ensure each TO DO' Item listed below is completed prior to start of rain event. 

DatefTime; II· 2..'6 . '3 e If t/O Am 
,__ ___ _._, ____ _,(Foremen and Subcontractors informed of predicted rain 

./· 

'----'l:v,.c::..'_'__.I ___ ___..(Aiert Erosion & Sediment Control Provider. Request needed crews,tmaterials,tmaintenance. 
/ 

L------...L-__ _,1 Review that the BMP site map Is updated. Provide a copy ror Sediment & Erosion Control Provider/Subcontractor. 

Material Storage Areas 

L----...L ___ __,I Materials covered or Indoors 

,_ ___ __._ ___ __.(Perimeter controls around stockpiles 

Waste Management Areas 

Concrete Washout Areas 

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 
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Trade Operations & Securing of Site 

._ ___ _._ ___ _.I soil treatments not applied within 24 hours of predicted rain event 

._ ___ ...L_ ___ _.IMaterials. equipment and tools properly stored and covered 

._ ___ ...L_ ___ _.Iwaste and debris disposed of in covered receptacles or removed from site in accordance with approved manner 

'----...L ___ _.ITrenches and excavations protected 

Site Erosion & Sediment Control BMPs 

Spills & Drips 

Corrective Actions - CRITICAL 

CONTRACTOR: Address 'Deficient" Items listed here AND items listed on the Pre-Rain Inspection Report 

Check off each gray box here as completed and sign in gray box below when all REAP items are addressed. PRE-RAIN 
INSPECTION REPORT: Note the date and time each item is addressed for proof of your compliance. 

Once complete, place this REAP in the SWPPP binder with completed Rain Event Inspection Reports. 

Received by On-Site Representative: ________________________ __!D~a!!te~--------

All "Deficient" items addressed by: Date nme 

Ground SetVice Technology. Inc. 



EROSION CONTROL.. OIVISION 

OWner. Scripps Mesa Developers 
Contractor. Garden Communities 

Job No/PrOJeCt 20623 Casa Mira View 
Site Address: 1 I 1 95 Westview Parkway 

Cross StreervArea Mira Mesa, California 
Performed by: Michael P. Duff. JD 

Title; CESSWI. OSP f24369 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/ EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido, CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 7 60-7 45-20 I 0 

Fax 760-74 1-1 363 

CA Uc 1847034 A & B 

WDIDI: 9 37C353628 
ProjeCt Dates: 

sne Are<~: 3 acres 
Exposed Area: 1 00% 

Site Contact Robin Robinson 
Contact Number. 

Inspector Signature: ~ ·• ~ u./1 
Report Dale: 1 1/25/20 13 

Inspection Date: 11/25/2013 
Time: 1 1 :00 AM 

T}pe of Inspection: I Weekly Maintenance Additional Report:! NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: 1 I Grading/Land Devel. 21 Vertical Const 

Summary of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data 
c leo..r 

ClKrent Qet1dy --- --L---- Rain Gauge Reading: 0 

10.28. 13 Was it a Qualifying Rain Event (ORE)? -----;::::N::O::::::;::;;::=~ 
____ predrcted rarn event days. Cumulative Rain: 0.2 

End date of Last Rain Event - - ------
Today Is Day ---- of 

Is Inspection during or after a ORE of S or more 7 ___ ....;.NO_;;_ __ _ 

NOM Forecast Chance of PrecipitatiOn 

096 SUnday, November 24, 20 I 3 

096 Monday, November 25, 20 I 3 

096 Tuesday, November 26, 20 I 3 
1096 Wednesday, November 27. 20 I 3 

~ Did fnt two hours or d.scharge occur during busrness hourl7 

g. Was any storm water discharged rrom site? 
~ Were water samples taken? 

•If Yes. fill out and print Water Sample Report. 
SWPPP Questions 

a. Is th«e a SWPPP on-slle7 

b. Is a Wall Map updated7 
c. Are structural controls innalled per the SWPPP7 

5096 
5096 

1096 

1096 

d. If the SWPPP ts not implemented. is there an effectrve combinatiOn or EroSIOI'l 
& Sedrment control BMPs appropriate for the rurrent stage or construe lion 1 

e. Is there any leak. breach or rnalfunctron to mdrcate non-vtsrble pollutants? 

r. Drd you observe any tloatrng matenals. oil grease. odor, toxrru. and,lor 
sedrment at any outfafls. diScharge pocnts. or downstream locatrons7 

Number of OREs since July 1:-------

Thursday. November 28. 20 13 

Friday. November 29. 20 I 3 

SaturdaY. November 30, 20 13 

Sunday. D«ember 0 I, 20 13 

Esurnated start of rain: I 2:00 AM 

During normal business hoc..n7 No 
If NO. please explatn. __________ _ 

YES 

YES b2 Requireupdatrng7 NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan ror samprrng at next ra~n. 

NO If Yes. sample and document 

What was observed7 

The following pages provide Inspection observation results. Results are to be cross·referenced With attached photographs. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

1 Bemis and Dikes 
2 Slope protection 
3 Vegetation 
4 Surface eroSIOn 
5 Storctge of Materials 
6 Sod StOCkpiles 
7 Other Stockprles 
8 V-ditches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Frber Rolls I Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Silt Fence 
13 Drain Inlet ProtectiOn 
14 Basll'lS 

Wind Control Items 

I 5 Oust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Construction Enrrctnce 
17 Tracb-lg on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Oebns Cle.In-up 

19 Disposal Areas (Export Sites! 
20 Spills or leaks on Vehicles. Eqwpmeoc or Matenals 
21 Portable Toilets and SeptK: 
22 Dumpsters, RoU.Offs, Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Pall"lt. Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatenng Operations 
25 PaWlQ or Gnnding OperatiOnS 
26 Concrete Cunng/Frnishng 
27 Temporaty StTeam Crossing 
28 llfldt ConnectlOnflllegal DISCharge Report1119 
29 Vehicle and Equlpfllerlt Cleaning 
30 Vehkle and Equipment Fueling !\rea 
31 Vehrcle and EqUipment Maintenance 
32 Vehicle and Equipment Dnp Pans 
33 SptU Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

11/25/ 2013 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

tsl 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 

28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g. Are materials and supplies in compliance with the SWPPP1 

Other 

h. Were damaged or dimpated materials removed from the srte7 
i. Are apfXopnate spin response personnel trained? 

No drscharge observed or reported 

Items Noted "Repairs Required" or "BMP Missing· 

12 17 18 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

QMP 
lice~ 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Ac~ilble 

X 

8MP 
Ace~ 

X 

QMP 

~ 
X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Casa Mira View 

CASOABMP 

EC-3, 6. 7. 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM- 1,2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4, EC-11 

CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 

SE-6 
X SE· I 

SE-10 
SE-2. 3 

Repairs 

~ 8MP Ms1ing Not AppllcaOk! CASOABMP 

I I WE- I 

Repairs 
Rt!quired BW Mssing Not J'.jlplicable CASOABMP 

I I TC-1 . 2. 3 
)( SE-7 

~ 
~ BMP ~ NotAppllcaDie CASOABMP 

X WM-5. 6 

WM-4.6.7. 10 
WM-9 
WM-5 
WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X N5-2 
X N5-3 

NS-12. 14 
X Ns-4 

Ns-6 
X Ns-8 

N5-9 
X Ns-10 

NS- 10 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 

I I 

Ground setvlce Technology, Inc. 
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ITE M 
12 

Response: 

17 

Response: 

18 

Response: 

0 

~sponse: 

0 

Response: 

0 

: 

0 
Response: 

0 

Response: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 
Assigned 

Date Completed 
Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary to 

I 2. Replace missing or clamaged sin fence as needed. 

I 7. Sweep tracking as needed. Visually Inspect dally. 

18. Properly dlmose of constructlon debtts/trash. 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the California Stormwater Ooa!ily Association (CASOAJ Best Management Practices (BMPI Deta~s 
and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Repon Received by. ------------------------

Date:------------------------

GrolD1d SetVice Technology. Inc. 
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of I 

No Warnings or Advisories tn Effecl for lhis Point. 
For warnings and/or advisories in effect for adjacenl areas 10 lhis point. 
see hnp:/lwww.wrll.noaa.gov/sgx 

Weather 

MonNov25 

High 68 
Low45 

Tue Nov 26 

High 70 
Low48 

Forecast For Lat/Lon: 32.9270/-117.1390 (Eiev. 462 It) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forecast Created at: 6am PST Nov 25,2013 
Ca~t- rthwhrr Folwrul TdJI• 

WedNov27 Thu Nov 28 Fri Nov 29 

High 72 
Low64 

Patchy Fog Chance 
Rain 

High 63 
Low63 

Chance Rain Showers 

High 64 
Low 52 

SatNov30 

High 68 
Low63 

Sun Dec01 

High69 
Low63 

Dally· Temp 

Chanco of 
Proclp 
Preclp 
12·hr 

O'Mo O'Mo O'Mo O'Mo O'Mo O'Mo O'Mo O'Mo O'Mo O'Mo 0% 10% 10% 40% 40% 50% 50% 25% 25% 10% 10% 10% 10% 10% 10% 5% 5% 5% 

Snow Total 
FRET 

0.00' 0.00"0.00" 0.00" 0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00" 0.00"0.00" 0.02" 

o· 0" 0" 0" 0" cr 0" rJ' 

0.09" 0.10" 0.11" o.os· 0.09" 0.09" 0.10" 
6-Hour 4em 10om 4pm 10pm 4em 108m 4pm 10pm 4am 10arn4pm 10pm 4arn 1Dam4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4em10arn4pm10pm 
Tamp 48 62 82 52 49 64 85 57 55 67 67 57 54 60 60 54 53 61 61 55 54 64 64 56 54 85 64 54 

Cloudiness 0% 1% 1% 8% 21% 23% 28'Mo 33% 29% 33% 36% 98'Mo 98'Mo 52% 52% 56% 56% 51% 51% 46% 46% 34% 34% 20% 20% 22% 22% 20% 
Dewpolnt 40 39 50 48 34 37 42 39 36 39 44 49 48 48 46 49 48 43 47 51 50 48 49 52 46 45 44 42 

~:=~ 76% 43% 85% 87% 56% 37% 43% 51% 50% 36'1(, 44% 75% 82% 64% 60% 82% 63% 52% 60% 87% 87% 56%60% 87% 75%49%46% 64% 

Wind EWNWE ESWNWE EWWE ESSWE ESWE ENWNWE EWWE 

Snow 
Level (II) 

7 2 8 3 8 3 5 6 8 5 6 5 8 6 9 7 7 3 7 6 56688687 

8048 8048703170316788 6788714871486594 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1112512013 6:27AM 



EROiiiON CONTROL... OIVISION 

OWner. Scripps Mesa Developers 
contractor Garden Communities 

Job No/ Project: 20623 Casa Mira View 
sue Address: I I I 95 Westview Parkway 

Cross Streets/Area M ira Mesa, California 
Performed by. Michael P. Duff, JD 

Title: CESSWI. OSP ff24369 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SW PPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-74 1- T 363 

CA Lie ff84 7034 A & 8 

WOIDI. 9 37C353628 
ProjeCt Oates: 

Site Area: 3 acres 
Exposed Area: I 00% 

Site Contact: Robin Robinson 
Conlaet Number 

Report Date· I 2/3/20 13 

Inspector Signature: <'"})/) ,- ~ J2 :vv/1 -
Inspection Date: I 2/3/20 I 3 

Time: I 0:00 AM 

Type of Inspection: I Prior to Antklpated Storm Event Additional Report! NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: ~~~--~G~rn~d~in~W'-~-nd __ D_ev~e_l. __ ~ 2~~--------~V~e~~-~~~~~C~ons~t~----~ 
Summary of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data C~rmc ______ C_Io_u_dy~----- Ra111 Gauge Reading: 0 

End date of ~st Rain Event: I 0.28. 13 _____ :....::...:...:..__:..__ __ _ 
Today IS Day ------- of 

Was 1t a Qualifying Ra1n Event (ORE)7 _____ ~;:::::N::O:::===~ 

________ predicted min event days. Cumulative Rain: 

Is inspection during or after a ORE of .5" or more? ______ N __ o.;:__ ____ _ 

NOAA Forecast Chance or Precipltat1011 

OCI6 Monday, December 02, 20 I 3 
SOCI6 Tuesday, December 03. 20 I 3 
20CI6 Wednesday, December 04. 20 I 3 
20CI6 Thursday, December OS, 20 I 3 

~ Old fnttwo hours of discharge oc~ durang busineSs hours? 

~ Was any storm water diSCharged from Site? 

~ Were water samples taken? 

*If Yes, fill out and pnnt Water Sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 
a . Is there a SWPPP on-s•te7 

b Is a WaU Map Updated? 
c. Are structural controls installed per the SWPPP7 

IOCI6 

SOCI6 
5'111 
5'111 

d. rr the SWPPP is not lmplemmted, is there an effectiVe combination or Erosion 

Number of OREs since July I :-----------

Friday, December 06. 20 I 3 
saturday. December 07, 2013 

Sunday. December 08. 20 I 3 
Monday, December 09. 20 I 3 

Estii'TICited start of ram: I 2:00AM 

Durang nocmal business hours7 No 
If NO, p lease expJa•n: ___________________ _ 

YES 

YES b2 Reqwe updatang7 NO 

& Sedunent control BMPs appropnate for the currmt stage or constructl0fl7 YES 
e. Is there any leak. breach or malfunction to IndiCate non-VISible po/k.Jtants7 
f. Old you observe any float'"9 materials. 01l grease. odor, toJC~rn, and/or 

sed11Tlef1t at any outfalls, cfiSCharge potnts, or downstream local1011s7 

NO If Yes. plan for samplmg at next ra•n 
NO If Yes, sample and document 

What was observed? 

The following pages proVide ln.spectlon observation results. Results are to be cross-referenced With attached photographs 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and D•kes 
2 Slope protection 
3 Vegetation 
4 Surface erosion 
S Storage of Materials 
6 Soil Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V-ditches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Aber Rolls 1 Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Silt Fence 
I 3 Drain Inlet Protection 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

IS Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

I 6 Construction Entrance 
I 7 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Debris Clean-up 
19 Disposal Areas tExport Sites) 
20 Spills or leaks on Vehicles. Equipment or Materials 
2 I Portable Toilets and Septic 
22 Dumpsters. Roll-Offs, Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Paint Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatering Operations 
25 Paving or Grinding Operations 
26 Concrete Curtng/Anrshing 
27 Temporary Stream Crossing 
2B IUidt Connectioq/fllegal Discharge Reporting 
29 Vel1fcle a.nd Equipment Cleaning 
30 Vel1icle and Equipment Fueling Area 
31 Vel1icle and Equipment Marntenance 
32 Vehicle and Equipment Drip Pans 
33 Spill Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

12/3/2013 

I 
2 
3 
4 
s 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 

I 
12 
13 
14 

tsl 

:~1 

18 
T9 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 

25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 

33 

g. Are materials and supplies In compliance with the SWPPP7 

h. Were damaged or dissipated materials removed rrom the site? 
I. Are appropriate spill response personnel trained? 

Other 

No d rscharge observed or reported 

Items Noted 'Repairs Required' or 'BMP Missing' 

12 17 18 

8MP 
ACceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
A«~ 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

8MP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
A«eplable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

Casa Mira View 

Repairs 
Required 8MP MlssJng Not.ApplicaDie CASOABMP 

EC-3,6. 7, 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1.2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4, EC- 11 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing Nor .Applicable CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 

X SE· I 
SE- 10 

SE-2, 3 

Repairs 
Required 8MP Missing Not .AppliCable CASOABMP 

I I I WE-I 

Repairs 
RC(j~Jlrcd BMP Missing Not .Applicable CASOABMP 

I I TC-t , 2, 3 
X SE-7 

Repairs 
Required 8MP Missing Not .Applicable CASOABMP 

X WM•5, 6 

WM4,6,7.TO 
WM-9 
WM-5 
WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X N>2 
X NS-3 

NS-12. 14 
X NS-4 

Ns-.6 
X NS-8 

NS-9 

X NS..10 

NS..IO 
WM-4 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing No! J'.ppllcable CASOABMP 

I I 

,-_, · -'"" ~---- T .... .,. ... __ , __ ~ ,_,.. 
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CONTRAGOR: CORRECTIVE AGIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

ITEM Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary 
Assigned Date Completed 

to 

12 

Response: 

17 

Response: 

18 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 

Resoorue: 

I 2. Replace missing or damaged silt fence as needed. 

17. Sweep tradclng as needed. Vrsually Inspect daily. 

I 8. Property di<pase of construction debrWtrash. 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the Califomia Stormwater Ouafity Association (CASOAJ Best Management Practices (BMP) Details 
and Cut Sheets In your SWPPP for installation, maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by: ------------------------

Date:------------------------



:lltB 

-l+f'Z.. 

Ground ervice Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs December 3. 2013 
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Ground ervice Technology, Inc. WPPP Inspection Photographs December 3, 2013 



Warnings and/or Advisories In EfT«t for this Point: 
hh Hp..nrd1 Statemen! 
For warnings and/or advisories in effcc1 for adjaccnl areas to this point, 
Itt btm://www"Th J100:J_go ... lsg.-,; 

http://www. wrh.noaa.gov/forecast/wxtables/index.php?lat=32.91848& ... 

Forecast For Lat/Lon: 32.92701·117.1390 (Eiev. 462ft) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forecast Created at: 7am PST Dec 3. 2013 
c..,.,.,r,......,.Fflft'OUI rdlr 

Tue Dec OJ Wed Dec04 Thu DacOS Frl Dec 06 Sat0ec07 Sun0ec08 Mon0ec09 

Sligh I Sllghl Slight Slight 

Weather Patchy Chance Chance Rain Chance Chance Chance Chance Rain Showen; 
Fog Rain Showers Rain Rain Rein 

Showers Showers Showers Showen; 

Dally· Temp Hlgh 83 High 59 High 58 High 58 High 57 High 60 High 63 
Low 52 Low 52 Low47 Low« Low45 Low43 Low47 

Chance of 
5% 20% 50'11> 45% 25% 25%20% 20% 20% 20% 10% 5'11 5'11 5'11 5'11 10% 10'11 50% 50% 30% 30% 5'11 5% 5% 5'11 5'11 5'11 5% 

Pnclp 
Pnclp 0.00" 0.00" 0.02"0.00" 0.01"0.00"0.00'" 0.03"' 0.02" 0.00" 0.00'" 0.00" 0.00'"0.00" 0.00'" 
12-hr rr rr rr rr rr 0" rr rr SnowTo1al 
FRET 0.10" 0.09" 0.10" 0.08" 0.05" 0.08" 0.08" 

6-Hour 4am !Dam 4pm 1Dpm 4am 1Dam 4pm 10pm 4am 1Dam4pm tOpm 4am 1Dam4pm 1Dpm 4am tDam4pm tDpm 4am t0am4pm 1Dpm 4amtQam4pmtDpm 
Temp 52 61 60 55 52 58 55 50 47 54 52 47 44 55 54 48 45 55 53 46 43 57 58 50 47 60 59 52 

Cloudiness 80% 79'11 90% 77'11 80% 55'11 44% 58'11 58'11 26'11 26% 13'11 13% 8% 8% 40% 40% 60'14 60% 56% 58'1' 32% 32% 27'11 27%23% 23% 16% 
Dawpolnt 33 50 52 51 48 40 40 39 40 36 36 36 35 38 36 43 42 44 42 42 39 37 36 41 41 39 42 46 
RolaUvo 

48% 87% 75%88% 80% 51'11 55% 66% 78% 48% 53% 67% 69'11 48'11 55% 81% - 87'11 67'11 66% 84% 48'11 51'11 72% 80% 48% 53% 79'11 
Humdlty 

Wind SE s s w w sw sw w w w w w w s sw E SE w E NE E E w E E N w SE 

10 14 9 16 14 10 12 13 13 15 10 8 7 8 8 2 3 9 2 3 7 7 8 3 5 7 8 
Snow 8944 9463 8596 6387 4677 4079 4079 3972 3972 3843 3843 3603 3603 5008 5008 4947 49474949 4949 5148 5148 5317 5317 0 0 0 0 0 

Level (ft) 



EROSION CONTROL.. OIVISION 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.erosroncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741 -1363 

CA lie 1847034 A & 8 

RAIN EVENT ACTION PLAN (REAPJ 

Owner: Scripps Mesa Developers 
Contractor: Garden Communities 

Job No/Project 20623 Casa Mira View 
Perfonned by: Michael P. Duff, JD 
Site Address 11195 Westview Parkway 

cnm """"'Area' Mira Mesa: OJiiforni~ 

Signature: "YV) '" u.Q 
Site Stormwater Manager 

Name: Michael Duff, CESSWI. OSP 
Co~ny.~G~S;....;T __________________ __ 

24/7 Phone Number. ..;.7...;;6...;;0..:..:.8;..:0...::2..:..:. 7.....;9....;;0....;;0 __________ _ 

Erosion & Sediment Control Labor Force 

Contact Name: Wes Udwin 

Com~ny.~G~S~T __________________ __ 

24/7 Phone Number: ..:..7...;;6...;;0..:..:.8;....;1...;;5;.;.;.2;;;..9;;...:0;....;9;...._ _ ___ _ 

Current Phase(s) of Construction 

.__ __ X __ _.I Grading and Land Development 

.__ __ x __ -'lstreets & Utilities Phase 

.__ __ x __ _,lverttcal Construction Phase 

Weather Conditions 

WDIDf: 9 37C353628 
Project Dates: 0 

Site Area: 3 acres 
Exposed Area: J 

Srte Contact" Robin Robinson 
Contact Number. 0 

Date: 12/3/20 J 3 
Time: l 0:00 AM 

Stormwater Sampling Agent 

Name: Michael Duff. CESSWI. OSP 

Co~~G=ST~-----------------
24/7 Phone Number ..:..7...::6:...::0.:.:.8:.::0:...::2:.:..:. 7....:9...;;0...;;0 __________ _ 

CRillCAL: THIS REAP IS PREPARED WITH YOUR SWPPP 
INSPEGOR. ALL ITEMS ARE TO BE ADDRESSED PRIOR 

TO START OF PREDIGED RAIN. Document this. 

l--------'1 Final Landscaping & Site Stabilization 

.__ ____ _JIInactive Construction 

.__ ____ _~I complete 

.__ ____ _.I Clear .___x _ _JI Cloudy '-------'1 Rarning 6 2t I Temperature 

NOAA Forecast Chance of Precipitation: 

0% Monday, December 02, 20 13 
50% Tuesday, December 03. 20 13 
20% Wednesday, December 04. 2013 
20% Thursday, December OS. 20 13 

Information Provided to Subcontractors 

.__ __ X __ _.Icontractuaf Language 

.__ __ X __ -'IFint>S & Penalties 

L____:X..:....____JITrainings 

._____;_x_-'lsJgnage 

10% 
50% 
5% 
5% 

.__ __ X __ _.Irarlgate Meetrngs ~--X __ __,I Educational Handouts 

Frldav. December 06. 2013 
SaturdaY. December 07. 2013 
Sunday, December 08. 20 13 
Monday. December 09, 2013 
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Current Activities 

Grading and Land Development 

c==riDevetopment 

c==:=:z:j Rough Grade 

~ertrcal Removal 

~Finish Grade 

!===7~J Equrpment MaintenancejFueling 

I 7 ' I ErosionjSedrment Control 

,....1 ----,!Soil Amendments 

I I Rock Crushing 

'----~71_. Surveying 

Streets and Utilities 

..__ __ __.1 Rough Grade 

~==~I Excavation 
lsrastrng 

:=====~I Soils Testing 

:===:::::IPavrng 
!striping 

:===~IUtrlity Install 

c=::z:jMaterlal Delivery & Storage 

~Vegetation Salvage/Harvest 

~Material Delivery & Storage 

c=:z:5 Erosion/Sediment Control 

.------:X,-:------,1 Storm Drain Installation 
~==~I Finish Grade 

!Masonry 

~==~!Curb & Gutter/Culvert ..__ _ _ __.!Landscaping 

Vertical Construction 

~=:~ 
~Exterior S"Kftng 

7' !stucco 

:====/~I Plumbing 

:=::::::::::7:::.::!1 Insulation 

!=::::=:/;::::::~I Equipment MaintenancejFueling 

!==:::'::::~lconcretejForms,'Foundation 
7 !Landscaping & lrrigatron 

~::: 8:: :=:::::::/::;=:::!IDrywaiVJnterior Walls 

( ln1e 
I / lEiecmcal 

Final landscaping & Site Stabilization 

I lstabdllatron 

I Finish Grade 

~==~lPainong & Touch-up 

..__ _ _ __.! DraJnage Inlet Stendls 

/ 

:==:::7::::;£!_)Vegetation 

:===/~jlandsc.ape Installation 

~==~!Inlet Filtration 
..__ _ _ __.hmgauon System Tenrng 

Inactive Construction 

.---....,/),~Trash Removal 
/ 

.__ __ 7__.1 E & S Controls Maint. 

.__ __ .!..../ ....JJ Routine Inspection 

7 < IE & S Controls Installation 

.__ ___ ?1_,'street Sweeping 

Trade Crews Active On-Site 

.__ __ ?_<_,I Material Delivery 

Trenchrng 

Concrete Pourtng 

Foundation 

Demolition 

lnsulatron 

Exterior Siding 

,....1 - - __,7,...,4 Fireproofing 

~Steel Systems 

~carpenters 
r-------,IPest Control 

~==::;~I street Improvements 
.__ ___ 7___.4Gradrng Contractor 

c==:z::Jwater Prpe Install 

~Sewer Pipe Install 

7 " I Gas Prpe Install 

!===7~"':::!1Eiectncallnstall 
~==/::;;.:!lcommunicatrons 
!==:::::;/ ;::•:::!1 E & S Control 

~==/=:!!Sanitary Station Tech 

I Rock Products 

:====~I w ater Feature Install 

?j Utility -Water 

:=====z~1 Utility - sewer 

:====7~'fuolity - Gas 

!===z~flandscapers 
!===~lune Testers 

!:::==/~<I Equrpment Fueling 

~.--_---..~./__.< lEqUtpmenr Marntenance 

c=zjn1e 
c==zjHVAC Install 

L----~7_,] SurveyjSorl Tech 

L-- ---liTraffrc Stnprng 

.__ __ .LZI_, Electncal 

Z !carpentry 
:====7~fPrumbing 

/(Masonry 
~==:::. '-----'/11'-' Painters 

'-----'I(R'-' Roofers 

.__ ___ ?I_, stucco 

L-----=71~ Riggers 

L-----.:.7_,1 Drywall 

/l lmg uon 

~=====::-?,...;lstorm Drarn 

,,.,.,. JIVf (.(vvrrp TPrhnnlnnv lrv 
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PredJcted Rain E~nt • ~ 01 greater chance or prec1pttat10n per NOAA rorecast. 

Ouahfylng Rain EWnt {ORE) - tr rain gauge Is nor on s1re. nearest NOAA reporting Site data Wilt be used 

Extended Rain E~t - Rain occurs in successive 24-hour periods. There m~t be 72 hours Without rain for the ~nt to be considered complete. 

Checklist of Items to Address Prior to Predicted Rain Event 

CONTRACTOR: Ensure each TO DO' item listed below Is completed prior to start of rain event. 

Information & Scheduling 1J.. . J · /3 e 
Done/[ Finding 

..._ ___ ...._ ___ ..JISuperintendeot informed of predicted rain Oate,mme.:_~-=-q-(-=-frtv\:...;...:..._ _____ _ 

.__ ___ /_i~ ___ _,l Foremen and Subcontractors Informed or predicted rain 

..._ __ ,_Ll--'::,..-------'IAiert Erosion & Sediment Control Provider. Request needed crews{matenals,tmaimenance . 

.__ ___ 7_J...~...:-----JIA1ert Sample Collection Contractor if applicable 

.__ ___ ?_f_.__ ___ _,ISchedule staff for extended rain event inspections (once each 24 hours) 

.__ __ ...:/:.......J..( ___ ---'1 Pre-Storm Stormwater Site In spec bon completed 

.__ __ _Jz~f-::------'IAdequate erosion and sediment control measures are on hand for pre-storm preparation & extended maintenance 

.__ __ _;Z:........~.f ___ ---'IReview that the BMP s1te map Is updated. Provide a copy for Sed1ment & Erosion Control Provider/Subcontractor. 

Material Storage Areas 

..._ _ __ _.__ ___ -JI Materials covered or indoors 

..._ ___ ......_ ___ -JIPerimecer controls around stockpiles 

Waste Management Areas 

.__ ___ ....._ ___ _.I All trash receptacles and recyding bins dosed or covered 

.__ ___ ......_ ___ ..Jiorain holes plugged 

Concrete Washout Areas 

.__ _ _ _ ....._ _ _ _ _.I Washout receptacles covered 

.__ ___ _.__ ___ _.I Adequate capac1ty for raJn 
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Trade Operations & Securing of Site 

._ ___ _._ ___ _,I waste and debris disposed of in covered receptacles or removed from site in accordance with approved manner 

._ ___ _._ ___ _,I Trenches and excavations protected 

._ ___ _._ ___ _,I Perimeter controls around disturbed areas 

.__ ___ _._ ___ _,I cover and berm fueling and repair areas 

Site Erosion & Sediment Control BMPs 

L-___ ..J.... ___ _Jicarch basin and storm drain inlet protection in place 

.__ ___ _._ ___ _,I If previously-approved practice due to safety concerns. remove some or all storm drain inlet protection 

.__ ___ _.__ ___ _,IOeploy temporary erosion control on inactive areas 

Spills & Drips 

.__ ___ _._ ___ _,I Clean up all spills and drlps.induding paint. fuel. oil hydraulic Huid. etc. 

'------''------'I Empty drip pans 

Corrective Actions - CRmCAL 

CONTRACTOR: Address 'Deficient' items listed here AND items listed on the Pre-Rain Inspection Report. 

Check off each gray box here as completed and sign in gray box below when all REAP items are addressed. PRE-RAIN 
INSPECTION REPORT: Note the date and time each item is addressed for proof of your compliance. 

Once complete. place this REAP in the SWPPP binder with completed Rain Event Inspection Reports. 

Received by On-Site Representatlve: ________________________ _:D::::a:.::re=---------

All Deficient' items addressed by: Dare Time 

(:;rn••nrl ~rvirP T Pt"hnnlnnv lrv 



EROSION CONTROL- OIVISION 

OWner: Scripps Mesa Developers 
Contractor Garden Communities 

Job No/Project 20623 Casa Mira View 
Site Address: I 1195 Westview Parkway 

cross StreetvArea· Mira Mesa. California 
Performed by: Michael P. Duff. JD 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 76Q-745-2010 

Fax 76D-741-1363 

CA Uc #847034 A & B 

WDlDf: 9 37C353628 
PrOjeCt Oates: 

Site Area: 3 acres 
Exposed Area· I 00% 

S•te ContaCt. Robin Robinson 
Contact Number. 

Title· CESSWI. OSP #24369 

lnsp"'"'r Signature: m ; ~ Jdd 
Report Date: 12/18/2013 

Inspection Date: I 2/1 B/20 13 
Time: 1 0:30 AM 

Type of Inspection: I Weekly Maintenance Additional Reportl NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: ~~~ --~G~ra~d~i~~~La~n~d~D~e~v~e~l.--~ 2~~--------~V~e~rn~ca~IC~o~n~s~t.--------~ 
Summary of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current: Cloudy 
----~---

Rain Gauge Reading: 

End date of Last Ra1n Event:--------

Today is Day of 

Was it a Qualifying Rain Event (OREJ7-:--::--~;:::::=====~ 
____ predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: ----

Is inspection dunng or after a ORE of .5" or more7 --------

NOAA Forecast Chance of Precipitation 

()'1(, Tuesday, Deamber I 7, 20 I 3 
20% Wednesday, December I 8. 20 I 3 
75~ Thursday, December 19, 20 13 
I()% Friday, December 20. 20 13 

~ Drd fltSt two hours of dscharge occur dlling busmess hours7 

~ Was any stonn wat~ discharged from Slte7 

~ w~ wat~ samples taken7 

"If Yes, riU out and pnnt Wat~ Sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 
a. Is t~e a SWPPP on-SJte7 

b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls ll'lStaHed per the SWPPP7 

d If the SWPPP Is not implemented. IS there an effective comblnat1011 of Erosion 
& Sed~ment control BMPs appfoprlate for the current stage of constructJOn7 

e. Is there any leak. breach or matfunct1011 to Indicate non-VISible pollutants? 

f. D1d you obserVe any float1119 materials. 01l grease. odor, tox1ns. and,! or 

sed1ment at any outfalls. discharge points. or downstream locatioru7 

Number of OREs since July I :-------

, December 24, 20 I 3 

Estimated start ofra1n: __________ _ 

During normal buSiness hours7 

If NO. please explall'l:.·_ ----------

YES 

YES b2. Reqwe updattng7 NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan for sampling at next ran 

NO If Yes. sample and document 

What was observed? 

The following pages provide Inspection observation results. R~!!ults are to be cross-referenced with attached photographs 
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Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dikes 
2 Slope protection 
3 Vegetation 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage of Materials 
6 Soil Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V-ditches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls 1 Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Silt Fence 
13 Drain Inlet Protection 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

I 5 Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

I 6 Construction Entrance 
I 7 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

I 8 Debris Clean-up 
I 9 Disposal Areas (Export Sites) 
20 Spills or Leaks on Vehicles, Equipment or Materials 

· 2 I Portable Tolle!S and Septic 

22 Dumpsters. Rofi.Offs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Paint Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatering Operations 
25 Paving or Grinding Operations 
26 Concrete Curing/Finishing 
27 Temporary Stream Crossing 
2B UUdt ConnectlonfiUegal Discharge Reporting 
29 Vehicle and Equipment Cleaning 
30 Vehicle and Equipment Fueling Area 
3 I Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance 
32 Vehicle and Equipment Drip Pans 
33 Spill Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

1211812013 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 

I 
12 
13 
14 

1sl 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
2 
22 
23 

I 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
3 
32 
33 

I 

g. Are materials and supplies in compliance with the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Were damaged or dissipated materials removed from the site7 
i. Are appropriate spill response personnel trained? 

Items Noted "Repairs Required" or "BMP Missing· 

12 17 18 22 23 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceprablc 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

BMP 
Acceprable 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

Casa Mira View 

Repairs 
Required BMP Mlsslng Nor Appllcall!e CASOABMP 

EC-3. 6. 7. 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM·I. 2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4. EC-1 I 

Repairs 
Required BMP M>Slng Nor llppllcable CASOABMP 

SE·S 
SE-4 
SE-6 

X SE-1 
SE-10 
SE-2, 3 

Repairs 
Required BMP Msslng Nor Appllcatlle CASOABMP 

I I WE-I 

Repairs 
Requln!d BMP Mluing Nor Appllcable CASOABMP 

I I TC-1, 2, 3 
X SE-7 

Repairs 
Required BMP Mluing Nor App(ICable CASOABMP 

X WM-5.6 

WM-4,6.7,10 
WM-9 

X WM-5 
X WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X N5-2 
X Ns-3 

N5-12, 14 
X Ns-4 

Ns-6 
X Ns-8 

N5-9 
X NS.IO 

Ns-10 
WM-4 

Repairs 
Required BMP Mis~ng NOI Applicable CASOABMP 
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CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 
Assigned 

Date Completed ITEM Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary to 

12 12. Replace missing or damaged silt renee as needed. 

Response: 

17 I 7. Sweep tracking as needed. Visually Inspect dally. 

~se: 

18 I 8. Properly d"ISpo~e or construction debris/trash. 

Res_,se: 

22 22. Dumpsters need to be covered and the end of each wortcday and ptlor/durlnQ a rain ...,nt. 

Response: 

23 23. Concrete cfeanouts need to be covered prtor to a rain event 

Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 

: 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the Catifomla Storrnwater Quality Association (CASOAI Best Management Practices ( BMPJ Details 
and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by. ------------------------

Date:------------------------
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Ground ervice Technology, Inc. 

-

SWPPP Inspection Photographs 

tS 

12 .18. 2013 11 :34 

12.18 2013 11 :34 

December 18. 2013 
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Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs December 18,2013 



No Warnings or Ad,isories In Effect for this Point 
For warnings 1tndfor llthisories in effect far adjacent mus to this point, 
SC'C h1tp"/lwww wrh.n03.3..&2U!gs 

http://www. wrh .noaa.gov/forecastlwxtables/index. php?lat=32. 91848& ... 

Forecast For Lat/Lon: 32.9270/-117.13110 (Eiev. 462 II) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forecast Created at: Sam PST Dec 18, 2013 

Wed Dec 16 Thu Dec 19 Frl Dec 20 Sat Dec 21 Sun Dec22 MonDec 23 TueDec24 

Sight Chance 
SBght 

Weather 
Chance Chance Likely Rain Chance 

Rain Rain Showenl 
Rain ShowersS'-> and Rain 

Showers TStvrms Showers 

Dally· Temp Hlgh67 High 55 High 59 High 62 High66 High 70 High 69 
Low 55 Low 52 Low45 Low46 Low46 Low 51 Low49 

Chance of 
0'11> 0'11> 0'11> 20'11> 50'11> 75'llo S5'llo 20'11> IO'llo tO'llo 10'11> 0'11> 0'11> O'llo 0'11> O'llo 0'11> O'llo O'llo O'llo 0'11> O'llo 0'11> O'llo O'llo O'llo O'llo O'llo Preclp 

Preclp 0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.02" 0.06" o.tr 0.06" o.ot· 0.00"0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00" 
12-hr o· IT IT IT o· IT SnowTota1 
FRET 0.06" 0.05' 0.06" 0.06" o.or 0.12" O.tt" 
6-Hour 4am l0am4pm tOpm 4am lOam 4pm lOpm 4am lOam 4pm IOpm 4am lOam 4pm 10pm 4em lOam 4pm tOpm 4am 10am4pm tOpm 4am t0am4pm tOpm 
Temp 56 65 62 55 53 54 52 47 45 56 55 50 48 59 57 51 49 64 62 54 52 66 63 53 50 65 62 54 

Cloudiness 56'llo 65'llo 85'llo 96'llo 100'llo 97'llo - -59'llo 33'llo 33'llo 38'llo 38'llo "" "" 5'llo 5'llo 8'llo 8'llo 16'llo 16'llo 10'llo tO'llo 21'llo 21'llo 20'11> 20'llo 26'llo 
Dewpolnt 46 48 54 53 50 48 47 43 40 43 46 45 42 43 47 46 44 45 49 46 43 43 47 44 41 44 47 32 
Relatlve 69'llo 50'llo 76 .. 93 .. 89'llo 79'llo 93'llo 85'llo 93'llo 61'llo 72'llo 81'llo n'llo 55% 68'llo as'llo 83% 50'llo 61'llo 75'llo 72'11o 44'llo 56'llo 71'llo 71'llo 46'16 57'16 43'16 Humdlty 

Wind SE s s s s sw w E E w w E E s s E NE e -e E E NE NE e e NW E 
3 6 8 12 12 15 9 6 7 6 10 9 7 7 3 3 3 3 9 10 10 7 9 10 7 6 6 

Snow 
7469 8348 4716 4016 3561 4411 5292 5666 9035 9035 6463 6463 8603 8603 6956 6956 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Level (11) 



EROSION CONTROL. OIVISION 

Owner. Scripps Mesa Developers 
Contractor: Garden Communities 

Job No/Project 20623 Casa Mira View 
S1te Address: I I 195 Westview Parkway 

Cross srreetvArea. Mira Mesa, California 
Performed by: Michael P. Duff, JD 

Title: CESSWI. OSP 124369 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/ EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 
Escondido, CA 920 2 9 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-201 0 

Fax 760-74 1- 13 6 3 

CA Uc H8 470 34 A & 8 

WDIDI: 9 3 7C353628 
ProJect Dates: 

Site Are-a: 3 acres 
Exposed Area: I 00% 

Site Contact: Robin Robinson 
Contact Number: 

Report Date: 12/ 19/20 13 

/} . , j / Inspection Date: I 2/ I 9/20 13 
Inspector Signature:_yY)....:...._..:...._:(A)(:....=...~UA=...J.U.J!'J_________ Time: 12 :30 PM 

Trpe of Inspection: I Durfng Extended Storm Event Additional Report:! NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: q~ ___ G_r_ad_r_~~~--nd __ De __ v~--· --~ 2~1 _________ v_ern __ ·c_ai_C_o_n_st ________ ~ 

Summary or Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current Rarnrng 
--------~~----

Rain Gauge Reading: 0 . 1 

W as it a Qualifying Ram Event (OREJ7 ~~~--;;=:N::O::::;:;::=~ 
predicted rarn event days. Cumulative Rain: 0. 1 

End date of Last Rain Event ----------------
Today is Day of ------- -------

Is rnspection during or after a ORE of .5" or more7 ___ ....:NO...:.;::.. __ _ 

NOAA Forecast Chance of PrecipitatiOn 

0'16 w- ,. . December 19. 20 13 
90% ThiXSday, Oecembel" 19. 20 13 
20'16 Frtday. Oecem.ber 20. 20 13 
0'16 5aturda_y. December 21. 20 13 

~ Old firSt rwo hours of discharge occur dunng busllleSs hours7 

~ Was any storm water discharged from SJte7 
-'! Were water samples taken7 

•If Yes. fill out and pnnt Water 5ample Report 
SWPPP Questions 

a. Is there a SWPPP on-slte7 
b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls Installed per the SWPPP7 

0'16 

0'16 

O'l6 

0'16 

d. It the SWPPP is not implemented. is there an effectrve combinatiOn of Eros100 
& Sedment control BMPs appropriate for the current stage of construction? 

e Is there any leak. breach or malfunction to indicate non-v1s1ble pollutants? 
f 01d you observe any floaung materrals, oil grease, odor. toxins, and,/ or 

sediment at any outfalls, discharge po111ts. or downstream locat100s1 

Number of OREs Since July I :-------------

SurlCiay. December 22, 20 13 

Monday, December 23. 201 3 

Tuesday, December 24. 20 13 

Wednesday, December 25. 2013 

Estmated start of ra111: -------------------­
Dunng normal busineSs hours7 

If NO. please explain: _________________ _ 

YES 
YES b2. Require updating? NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan for sampl1ng at next ram. 
NO If Yes. sample and document 

What was observed7 

The following pages pro111de inspection obs~rvatlon results ~esults ar~ ro be crosw~fe~nced with attached photographs. 
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Soil Stabilization Items 

I Bem1s and Dtkes 
2 Slope protection 
3 VegetatiOn 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage or Matenals 
6 Soli Stockpiles 
7 Other StOCkptles 
B V-dttches & Slope Dratns 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls 1 Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Slit Fence 
13 Dratn Inlet ProtectiOn 
14 Basms 

Wind Control Items 

IS Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

I 6 Corutn.Ktlon Entrance 
17 Tracktng on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

IB Debris Clean-up 
19 Dtsposal Areas (Export SttesJ 
20 SptUS ()(' leaks on Vehicles. Equtpment or Matenals 
21 Portable Toilets and SeptiC 
22 Dumpsters. RoiJ.Offs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Patnt. Stucco Wash OUts 

Non-Stonnwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatenng Operations 
25 Paving or Gnndng Operations 
26 Concrete Curing/Fnshing 
27 Temporary Stream Crosstng 
2B lllictt ConnectloniUJegal Discharge Reporting 
29 Vehicle and Equipment Cleaning 
30 Vehicle and Equipment Fueltng Area 
31 Vehicle and EqUlpll'lerlt Mantenance 
32 VehiCle and Equipment Dnp Pans 
33 Spill Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

12/1912013 

I 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
B 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

151 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 

22 
23 

24 

25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g Are matenals and suppltes in compltance wtth the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Were damaged or diSSipated materials removed rrom the Slte7 
L Are approprtate sptll response personnel tratned7 

No dtscharge observed or reported 

Items Noted ·Repairs Required· or ·aMP Missing· 

17 

8MP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

8MP 
Accepcable 

X 

8MP 
Accept~ 

X 

BMP 
Accepta!lle 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

CASOABMP 

EC-3. 6, 7. B 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM- 1.2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4, EC- 1 I 

CASOASMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 
SE-1 

SE-10 
SE-2. 3 

~ 
l!equif'ed BMP MMng Noc l\pplle~ CASOABMP 

I I WE-I 

~ 
~ 8MP Missing Noc l\ppllcable CASOABMP 

I I TC-1, .2, 3 

X SE-7 

~ 
l1l!quRd BMP MISSif19 Noc llj)pllcallle CASOABMP 

WM-5,6 

WM-4,6,7,10 
WM-9 
WM-5 
WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X NS..2 
X NS..3 

Ns-12, 14 
X Ns-4 

NS-6 
X Ns-8 

NS..9 
X Ns-10 

Ns-10 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 

I I 
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CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 
Assigned 

Date Completed 
ITEM Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary to 

17 17. Sweep traCkif19 as needed. Visually_ Inspect daily. 

RespOnse: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

RespOnse: 

0 

Response: 

0 

ReSpOnse: 

0 

0 
RespOnse; 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the California Stormwater Quality Association (CASOA) Best Management Practices (BMPJ Details 

and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage standards. 

"Inspection Report Received by. ------------------------

Date:------------------------
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Ground ervice Technology, Inc. 
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SWPPP Inspection Photographs December 19, 2013 



No ~ings or Advisories In Effect for lhis Point. 
for warnings nnd/ar advisories in erfe<'1 for adjatenl 3ft':lS tD this point, 
sa: hup://w~w wrh.no.,3 go\·/~&,! 

Forecesl For Lai/Lon: 32.9270/·117.1390 (Eiev. 46211) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Weather 

Dally-Temp 

Chance of 
Prec:lp 
Preclp 
12-hr 

Thu Dec 19 
Widespread R . 

Numerous Rain S~ 
Rain Showers and 

Showers and 
TStorms TStorms 

High 56 
Low 52 

60% 95% 90% 

o.oa· o.2r 0.16" 

0" 0" 

0.06" 

Forecast Created at: 9am PST~ 19.20\3 
C'asttlm UbaA.T F~ Tt#llt 

Frt Dec 20 Sal Dec 21 SunDec22 

sr>ght 
Chance 

Rain 
Showers 

20% 20% 

High 58 
Low46 

5% 5% 0% 0% 

High 60 
Low48 

0% 0% 0% 0% 

High 67 
L<iw49 

0% 0% 

o.oo· o.o1· o.oo- o.oo· o.oo- o.oo· o.oo· o.oo· o.oo· o.oo· o.oo· o.oo-

0" 0" 0" 

0.06" o.or 0.08" 

0% 0% 

Mon Dec 23 

High 69 
Low 52 

0% 0% 

0.13" 

0% 0% 

TueDec 24 

High 70 
Low 52 

0% 0% 

0. It" 

0% 

Wed Dec25 

0% 

Hlgh68 
Low49 

0% 0% 

0.10" 

0% 

Snow Total 
FRET 

6·Hour 
Temp 

4am I Dam 4pm tOpm 4am t0am4pm tOpm 4am tDam4pm tOpm 4am tDam4pm IOpm 4aml0am4pm10pm 4am1Dam4pmt0pm 4am10am4pmt0pm 

Cloudiness 
Dewpofnt 
Relative 
Humdhy 

Wind 

Snow 
levet{tt) 

53 
100% 

49 

86% 

s 
10 

6348 

55 53 
97% 86% 
47 45 

74% 74% 

SW w 
14 14 

4716 4016 

49 46 55 55 51 48 57 57 52 49 63 63 56 53 65 64 57 53 66 64 55 50 64 63 55 
53% 59% 33% 25% 33% 33% 17% 17% 14% 14% 10% 10% 10% 10% 19% 19%31% 31%36%36%38% 38% 36%36%31% 
44 42 42 44 44 44 45 45 45 45 45 43 42 37 35 40 40 39 41 43 43 40 42 44 35 

82% 84% 61%66% 79% 86% 62% 64% 77% 85% 51% 48% 59% 56% 33% 40% 54% 59%40% 46% 64% 69% 45% 49% 46% 

NE se w NW e e s s e NE e NW e e NE NE NE e e NW e e se WSW 
6 6 2 7 8 7 9 3 6 5 3 5 8 8 10 7 8 8 8 7 8 8 3 6 3 

3581 4411 5292 5886 BOOS BOOS 8463 8463 8803 8803 8956 8956 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 



EROSION CONTROl- OIVISION 

Owner Scripps Mesa Developers 
Contractor. Garden Communities 

Job No/ProJeCt: 20623 Casa Mira View 
Srte Address. I I 195 Westview Parkway 

Cross Streety Area: Mira Mesa. California 
Performed by Michael P. Duff, JD 

Title· CESSWI. OSP #24369 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 76D-745-2010 

Fax 76D-741-1363 

CA Uc #847034 A & B 

WDIDI 9 37(353628 
ProJeCt Dates: 

Stte Area· 3 acres 
Exposed Area: I 00% 

Site conract. Robin Robinson 
Contact Number 

Inspector Signature: =r!\ ~ e.!)_ ~ 
Report Date 12/9/2013 

Inspection Date: 12/9/20 I 3 
Time: 1 I :00 AM 

Type of Inspection: Weekly Maintenance Additional Report! NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: '~I ____ G_rn_d_i~~-~-n_d_De __ v_e_l. __ ~ 2~l _________ v_e~rt~i~ca~I~C~o_n~tt~------~ 
Summary ot Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data CUtTent: Clear Rain Gauge Reading: 03 ----------------
10.28. 13 Was it a Oualirying Rarn Event (ORE)7 -------;:::::N:::O:::~==~ 

______ predicted rain event days. Cumulative Ram: 0.3 

End date of Last Ra1n Event -----------
Today 1s Day ______ __ of 

Is inspe<:tion during or after a ORE of .s· or more7 ___ .....;.NO;.;::... __ ___ 

NOAA Forecast Chance or Prectpltatton 

0'16 Sunday, December 08, 20 I 3 
5~ Monday. December 09. 2013 
0'16 Tuesday. December 10.2013 
0'16 Wednesday, December I I, 2013 

01 
~ D1d firSt two hours of discharge occur dunng busness hours? 

f Was any storm water discharged rrom Slte7 

-'! Were water samples taken7 

•If Yes. fin out and pnnt Water Sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 
a. Is there a SWPPP on-s1te1 

b Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls mstalled per the SWPPP7 

5% 

5% 

10'16 

10'16 

d. If the SWPPP 1s not implemented. rs there an effectiVe comblnat1011 of Erosion 
& Secfment conrrol BMPs appropriate fCK the rurrent stage or con.strucuon7 

e Is there any leak. ~each or malfunction to IndiCate non-visible pollutants? 

r Did you observe any rloat1ng matertals. 01l grease. odor. toxins. anclfor 

Sediment at any outfalls. dtscharge points. CK downstream locatloru7 

Number of OREs stnce July I:------------

Est mated start of ra1n _____ ..:..1 ::..:2:00.::...:....AM;...:..:.; ___ __ 

Dur1ng normal business hours? No 
If NO. please explain _____ _ _____ _ 

YES 

YES b2. Requll"e updatlfl91 NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan fCK sampltng at next ran. 

NO If Yes. sample and document. 

What was observed? 

The rollowing pages provide lnspeclfon observation results Results are ro be cross-referenced with attached photographs. 



lnspec;tion Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

1 Berms and D1kes 
2 Slope protection 
3 VegetatJOO 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage of Materials 
6 Sod Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V-<!Jtches & Slope Draans 

Sediment Control Items 

9 F1ber Rolls 1 Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I 8lKiap / Poly Rock Bags 
12 Slit Fence 
13 Dra11 Inlet ProtectJOO 
14 Bas.ins 

Wind Control Items 

I 5 Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 ConstructiOn Entrance 
I 7 Tracklng on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Debns Clean-up 
19 Disposal Areas (Export S1tes) 
20 Spills or Leaks on Vehicles, EqUipment or Materials 
2 I Portable Toilets and Septrc 
22 Dumpsters, RoiK>ffs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Pa111. Stucco Wash OUts 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Oewatenng OperatJOru 
25 Pavang or Gnnding Operations 
26 Concrete CuriflWFrmshtng 
27 Temporary Stream Crossing 
28 Illicit Connec:llorylllegal DLSCharge Reporting 
29 Vehicle and Eqwpment Cleanang 
30 Vehicle and Eqwpment Fueling Area 
31 VehiCle and EqUipment Maintenance 
32 VehiCle and Eqwpment Drip Pans 
33 Sprn Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

12/9/2013 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

15l 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g Are mater&als and supplres 1n compliance With the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Were damaged or diSSipated matenals removed from the Slte1 
L Are appropr&ate spill response personnel tramed7 

No drscharge obsCfVed or reported 

Items Noted "Repairs Required· or "BMP Missing· 

9 12 13 17 18 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMI' 
/Icc~ 

X 

liMP 

J\cc~ 

X 

liMP 
llecCj)(al)le 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
J\ccepcable 

X 

X 

X 

Rq»us 
~ 8MP M<nlnq Ncx Applial* 

I I 
Repan 
~ BMP M6slng Ncx Applicatllc 

X I I 
~rs 

~ llMI' MtSSing Ncx l'.ppl'l:liiJie 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

I I 

Casa M1ra View 

CASOABMP 

EC-3, 6, 7, 8 
EC-'1 
EC-2 

WM-1, 2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-'1, EC-11 

CASQ.A. BMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-f> 
SE-1 

SE- 10 
SE-2 3 

CASOABMP 

WE-I 

CASOABMP 

TC-1, 2, 3 
SE-7 

CASQ.A. BMP 

WM-5,6 

WM-'1,6,7,10 
WM-9 
WM-5 
WM-8 

CASOABMP 

NS-2 
Ns-3 

NS-12, 14 
NS-'1 
NS-f> 
NS-8 
NS-9 

NS-10 
NS-10 
WM-4 

Ci\SOJ\BMP 



Inspection Page 3 12/9/2013 casa Mira View 

CONTRAcrOR: CORREcriVE AcriONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

TEM 
Assigned 

Date Completed s I nspection Observation and Corrective Actions urn mal}'_ to 

9 9. Maintain existil'lg Fiber rollS/ Straw waddles per the CASOA standards. 

Response: 

12 I 2. Replace mlsslnq or damaged sill fence as needed. 

Response: 

13 13. Maintain existing Inlet prorecrion. 

ResPOnse: 

17 I 7. Sweeo tracklna as needed. VISUally lnsoect daltv. 

Respense: 

18 I 8. Properly diSPOse of construction ClebrWtrash. 

ResPOnse: 

0 
Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 

ResPOnse: 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Reier to the California Storrnwater Quality Association (CASOAJ Best Management Practices (BMPJ Details 

and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by:------------------------
Date:------------------------
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Ground ervice Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs December 9, 2013 
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Ground Service Technology, Inc. WPPP Inspection Photographs December 9, 2013 
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http://www. wrh.noaa.gov/forecastlwxtables/index.php?lat=32.91848& ... 

No Warnings or Advisories In Effect for this Point. 
for warnings and/or ad\'isories in effect for ndjaccnr areas to this point. 
see hnp·//www wrh.noan gov/sgx 

Forecast For Lat/Lon: 32.9270/-117.1390 (Eiev. 462ft) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forecast Created at: 9am PST Dec 9, 2013 
Cltllf;8ll nCarhtt" f.om:Tnt Tobk 

Mon Dec09 Tue Dec 10 Wed Dec 11 Thu Dec 12 Frl Dec 13 

Weather 

Dally-Temp 
High 60 High62 High65 High 66 High63 
low41 Low39 low40 Low44 low46 

Chance of 
5% 0% 0'11> 0'11> 0'11> 0% 0'11> 0'11> 0'11> 0'11> 0'11> 0% 0'11> 5% 5'11> 5% 5% 5% 5% 

Preclp 
Praclp 0.00" 0.00"0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00"0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00"0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00"0.00" 
12-llr 

0" 0" 0" 0" 0" o· 
Snow Total 

FRET 0.13" 0.11" 0.12" 0.10" 0.06" 

Sat Dec 14 Sun Dec 15 

High 68 High 69 
Low48 Low&O 

5'11> 5% 10'11> 10% 10'11> 10'11> 10% 10'11> 10'11> 

0.07" o.or 
6-Hour 4am 108m 4pm 10pm 4am lOam 4pm 10pm 4am 108m 4pm 10pm 4am lOam 4pm 10pm 4am 108m4pmt0pm 4am10am4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm10pm 
Temp 42 56 54 44 41 58 55 45 42 60 59 49 46 62 60 51 48 60 59 52 49 64 63 54 52 65 64 56 

Cloudiness 33% 6% 0% 0% 2'11> 6'11> 7'11> 9% 7'11> 13% 13% 14% 14% 13% 13% 17'11> 17'11> 31% 31'11> 24% 24% 19% 19% 29% 29%29%29% 29% 
Dewpolnt 36 26 5 9 7 12 23 22 14 18 32 32 31 30 33 36 37 38 40 43 43 44 45 47 46 48 46 47 

::~::7: 79% 31% 14% 24% 24% 16% 28% 39% 31% 20'11> 36% 53% 56% 30'11> 35% 56% 65% 44% 50'11> 71% 79% 49% 52%76% 82'11> 53% 56%71% 

Wind E E E E E S N E EWNSE E ENE ESWWE EENEE EEWE 

Snow 
Level (II) 

7 9 9 12 8 2 5 10 9 2 3 7 7 5 7 6 7 6 5 9 3 3 7 7 6 5 7 

7043 7043 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 



EROSION C:ONTROL OIVISION 

Owner. Scripps Mesa Developers 
contractor. Garden Communities 

Job No/ProJeCt 20623 Casa M ira View 
S1te Address: I I 195 Westview Parkway 

Cross Streets{ Area· Mira Mesa, (afifornia 
Perfooned by Michael P. Duff, JD 

Title: CESSWI, OSP *24369 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPPjEROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido, CA 92029 

www.eroSJoncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Uc 1847034 A & 8 

WOIOI. 9 37(353628 
Project Dates: 

Site Area: 3 acres 
Exposed Area I 00% 

S1te Contact. Robin Robinson 
Contact Numbef· 

Repott Date: 12/26/20 13 

Inspector Signature: ')'Y\ , -~ D .1/ Inspection Date: I 2/26/20 I 3 
Time: I I :30 AM 

Type or Inspection: I Weekly Maintenance Additional ReportJ NO 

Phase(s) or Construction: ~~~----G-~_d_i~~~--nd __ ~ __ e_J. __ ~ 2~1 --------~~~e~ru~·c~ar~c~o~n~tt~------~ 
Summary of Completed ActiVities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current: Clear Rain Gauge Reading: 0.2 - --------
End date of Last Ra1n Event: -------- --

Today is Day _ __ _ of 

Was rt a Qualifying Rain Event (ORE)? -----;:=N=O=:;;=;==~ 
__ ___ predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 0.3 

Is inspection during or after a ORE of S or more? ----'-N-'-0::.._ __ _ 

NOM Forecast Chance of Precq:~rtatron 

O'MI w . December 25.2013 
O'MI Thc.nday. December 26, 20 13 
O'MI frlda_y. December 27. 2013 
O'MI Satu--dav. December 28. 20 13 

~ D1d frrst two hours of discharge occur dunng busrness hours7 

~ Was any stonn water discharged from s1te1 
~ Were water samples taken? 

•tf Yes. fiJI out and print Water Sample Report. 
SWPPP Questions 

a. Is there a SWPPP on-slte7 
b. Is a WaU Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls installed per the SWPPP1 

O'MI 

O'MI 
O'MI 

O'MI 

d. If the SWPPP iS not ~ted. rs ther"e an effectrve combmatiOfl or Erosion 
& Sedment control 8MPs appropnate for the current stage or constructron 1 

e Is there any leak. breach or malfunctiOn to indicate non-vlstble poUutants1 
f. Old you observe any tloatll'lQ materials. oil. grease. odor, toxtns. and,lor 

sediment at any outfalls. discharge points, or downstream locatrons7 

Number of OREs s1nce July I :--------

Sunday. December 29, 20 13 
Monday, December 30, 2013 
Tuesday, December 31. 2013 

Wednesday. January 0 I, 2014 

Estrmated start of ra~n: ________ ___ _ 

Dunng normal busineSS hours1 
If NO. pleaseexplarr ___________ _ 

YES 
YES b2. Requite updating? NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan fOI' samphng at next rain. 

NO If Yes, sample and document 
What was observed? 

The following pages provide Inspection observation results. Results are to be cross-referenced with attached photographs. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

1 Berms and Dikes 
2 Slope protection 
3 VegetaiJOn 
4 Surface ~oSJon 
5 Storage or Matenals 
6 Soli Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V-d1tches & Slope Oratns 

Sediment Control Items 

9 F1ber RoHs I Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Bur1ap I Poly Rock Bags 
I 2 Sift Fence 
13 Dra1n Inlet Protection 
14 BaSins 

Wind Control Items 

15 Oust Controf 

Tracking Control Items 

I 6 Construction Entrance 
I 7 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Debris Clean-up 
19 Disposal Areas fExport Sites) 
20 Sptlts or Leaks on Vehicles. Eql.llprnel'lt or Mat~1als 
21 Portable TOIIeU and Sepuc 
22 ~sters, Rofi.Offs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Patnt Stucco Wash OUts 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatenng Operations 
25 PavlrlQ or Gnnding Operat1ons 
26 Concrete C~IOlshing 
27 Temporary Stream CroSSing 
28 IUlc1t ConnectionjiUegal Discharge Reponing 
29 VehiCle and Equipment Cleaning 
30 Vehicle and Eqtlipment Fuehng Area 
3 I VehiCle and EQUIPO'leflt Maint~nce 
32 Vehicle and EQUIPO'leflt Drip Pans 
33 Spill Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

1212612013 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

151 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g Are mat~ls and supplies in compliance With the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Were dama~ or dissipated mat~ials removed from the s1te1 
l Are appropriate spin response personnel tratnecl7 

No d1scharge observed or reported 

Items Noted "Repairs Required· or "BMP Missing· 

12 17 18 

8MP 
1'\ccepcatlle 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

8MP 
1'\cceplilble 

X 

BMP 
1'\cceptatlle 

X 

BMP 
~ 

l( 

X 

X 

X 

X 

8MP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

8MP 
1'\cceptable 

casa Mira View 

CASOABMP 

EC-3.6. 7. 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1 , 2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4. EC-11 

CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 

X SE- 1 
SE-10 
SE-2. 3 

~ 
~ BMP Mining Noll\ppllc¥* CASOABMP 

I I I WE- I 

l!epan 
~ 8MP Mmlng Nol~ CASOABMP 

I I TC- 1, 2, 3 
X SE-7 

l!ep.ws 
~ 8MP MisSing Nol Applicable CASOABMP 

X WM-5.6 

WM-4.6.7.10 
WM-9 
WM-5 
WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X NS-2 
X NS.3 

Ns-12. 14 

X Ns-4 
Ns-6 

X Ns-8 
NS..9 

X Ns-10 
NS-10 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 

I I 



Inspection Page 3 12f26j2013 Casa Mira View 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

IT 
Assigned 

Date Completed EM Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary to 

12 I 2. Replace missing or damaged silt fence as needed. 

Resoonse: 

17 I 7. Sweep tracking as needed. Vosually Inspect dally. 

Resoonse: 

18 18. ·Prooertv disPOse of construction debrisl_trash. 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Resoonse: 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the cafifomla Stormwater Ouatity Association (CASOA) Besl Management Practices 18MPJ Details 
and Cui Sheets In your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by: ------------------------

Dal~-------------------------
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Ground Service Technology, Inc. S WPPP Inspection Photographs December 26, 20 13 



www.EroslonCon 

1-855-GSf. 

1:? 26 2013 12 3' 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. WPPP Inspection Photographs December 26, 20 13 



No Warnings or Advisories In Effect for tltis Point. 
For warnings and/or advisories in effect for adjacent areas 10 this point. 
see ffi!Ir//www.wrh.noaa.gov/sg! 

Forecast For Lat/Lon: 32.9270/·117.1390 (Eiev. 462 «) 
San Diego-Mire Mesa CA 

Forecasl Crenled al: Sam PST Dec 26. 2013 

Thu Dec26 Frl Dec 27 Sat Dec 28 Sun Dec29 Mon Dec30 
Weather 

Dally-Temp High81 Hlgh77 High73 High 78 High 76 
Low 58 Low 57 Low 58 Low 57 Low60 

Chance of 
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% Preclp 

Preclp o.oo-o.oo·o.oo· o.oo· o.oo-o.oo· o.oo· o.oo· o.oo- o.oo· o.oo·o.oo· o.oo· o.oo· o.oo· 
12-hr o· o· 0" o· o· 0" o· o· Snow Total 
FRET 0.20" 0.14" 0.11" 0.16" o.tr 

Tue Dec 31 Wed Jan 01 

High 74 High 71 
Low60 Low 59 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

0.16" 0.13" 

6-Hour 4am l0am4pm 10pm 4am lOam 4pm 10pm 4am lOam 4pm 10pm 4am 108m 4pm 10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4am10am4pml0pm 4am10am4pm10pm 
Temp 59 75 73 61 58 72 71 61 59 69 68 60 58 73 72 63 61 72 71 63 61 71 69 62 60 68 66 58 

Cloudiness 4% 5% 4% 2% 4% 20% 29% 38% 44% 32% 25% 19% 17% 8% 8% 12% 12% 8% 8% 16% 16% 14% 14% 17% 17% 12% 12% 11% 
Dewpolnt 19 23 22 19 17 21 32 25 22 30 39 36 27 25 28 22 21 20 29 29 24 26 35 38 30 30 38 36 
Relative 
Humdlty 

Wind 

21%14%15%20% 20%14%24%25% 24%23%34%41% 30%17%19%20% 22%14%21%28%24%19%29%42% 33%24%36%45% 

E W NE E SE S E E E W NW E E E NE E E E N E E SE W E E W W E 
7 6 10 5 8 7 8 3 6 7 8 6 7 7 8 6 8 8 7 8 7 7 5 8 8 



Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

Phone 760·745·2010 
Fax 760-741-1363 

2280 Micro Place 
Escondido, CA 92029 
www.erosioncontroller.com CA Lie #847034 A & B 

EROSION CONTROL. OIVISION 

Owner. Scripps Mesa Developers 
ContractOI': Garden Communities Project Dates: 0 

Job No.IProJect 20623 Casa Mira View Site Area: 3 acres 
Performed by: Michael P. Duff, JD ExPOsed Area: 100% 
Site Address: 11195 Westview Parkway Site Contact Robin Robinson 

\ r\ /\ f1 Date: 12/26/2013 
Cross Streets/Area: Mira Mesa, Califombj/ia Contact Number. 0 

Signature: ~ .,.(Aj(_ Time: 11:30 AM 

Quarter: I 4th (Oct-Dec) Report Period: ._I __ J_u_I _20_1_3_-J_u_n_2_0_1_4 _ __. Risk: ._I _ 2 _ __. 

Current Stage(s) of Construction 

rnGrading and Land Development 
Streets & Utilities Phase 
Vertical Construction Phase 

VIsual Inspection 

§ Final Landscaping & Site Stabilization 
Inactive Construction 
Complete 

Inspect each drainage area on site and off. Were any of the following observed: 

a Odors 

b Floabng Materials 

c Suspended Materials 

d Sheen 

e Discolorations 

f Turbidity 

Is any evidence of NSWD observed? 

If evidence is observed, was it authorized? 

Were photos taken? 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

If Yes, Location(s) and Source 

If Yes, Location(s) and Source 
No I 

Contractor: Note date the Corrective 
Action/Change Is complete. Required. 

ITEM Corrective Actions Identified Is SWPPP Amendment or change needed? I No Date 

Photo References/Comments 



EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

Owner: Scripps Mesa Developers 
contractor: Garden Communities 

Job No/Project: 20623 Casa M ira View 
Srte Address.: I I 195 Westview Parkway 

Cross SlreetVArea. Mira Mesa. California 
Performed by. Michael P. Duff, JD 

Title: CESSWI, OSP 124369 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Uc 1847034 A & B 

WDIDI: 9 37C353628 
Project Oates: 

Site Area: 3 acres 
Exposed Area; I 00% 

S1re Contact Robin Robinson 
Contac'f Number 

Report Date: 1/2/2014 

"\/\/1 - (} (~ // Inspection Date: 1/2/2014 

Inspector Signature: _JVf____.~.--_ _.___~ _.~..c;_---'b=--~ ..... 4L/-q,.L-I-:_---- Time: 12:00 PM 

Type of Inspection: I WeeJdy Maintenance Additional Reportl NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: 21~ _________ v_~ __ ·c_~_c_o_n_st ________ ~ 

SumtnafY of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current Clear Rain Gauge Reading; ----------------

of 

Was It a Qualifying Rain Event {ORE)? -:--:-:----;::=N=O~===~ 
predrcted ra1n event days. Cumulative Rain: 

End date of Last Rarn Event -------------
Today is Day ___ _ -------

Is inspection during or after a ORE of .5" or more7 _____ N_o'-------

NOM Forecast Chance ot Preclp1tatiOI'l 

~ Did first two hours of discharge ocrur dunng business hours? 

g. Was any storm water discharged from s1te? 

-'! Were water samples taken? 

"If Yes, fill out and prmt Water Sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 
a. Is there a SWPPP Ol'l-SIIe7 

b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls 10stalled per the SWPPP7 

d If the SWPPP Is not IIT!plemented. IS there an effectrve combination of ErOSIOn 
& Sedrnent control BMPs appwpnate for lhe current stage of constructl007 

e Is there any leak. breach or malfunction to indicate non-viSible pollutants? 

f. Did you observe any float109 materials. Oil grease, odor, toxins, and/or 

sed1ment at any outfaUs. d•scharge po1nts. or downstream locallons7 

Number of OREs since July I : _____ _ 

Esllmaled start ot ran-----------------­
ounng normal busness houts7 

If NO, please explan: _________________ _ 

YES 
YES b2. Reqwe updatmg7 NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan for samphng at next ran. 

NO If Yes, sample and document. 

What was observed? 

The following pages provide Inspection observation results. Results are to be crossof'efcrenced With attached photographs. 



InSpection Page 2 

SoH Stabilization Items 

I Benns and Dikes 
2 Slope protecuon 
3 VegetatiOn 
4 Surface eros1011 
5 Storage ot Matenals 
6 SoU Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V-d1tches & Slope Dra1ns 

Sediment Control Items 

9 F1ber Rolls 1 Straw Wattles 
I 0 Chedc Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 S~t Fence 
13 Dra1n Inlet Protection 
14 BaSII'lS 

Wind Control Items 

I 5 Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Construction Entrance 
I 7 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

I B Debns Clean-up 
I 9 DISpOsal Areas 1 Export Sites) 
20 Spills or leaks on Vehtcles.. EqUipfl'lerlt or Matenals 
21 Portable Toclets and Septic 
22 Dumpsters. RoiJ..Otfs. Trash Recept.Kies 
23 Concrete. Pal'lt. Stucco Wash Outs 

NorrStormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatering OperatiOI'lS 

25 PaVIng or Grinding Operations 
26 COI"'Cme CUnng!Finishing 
27 Temporary Stream CroSSII'lQ 
28 Illicit Connecuonfltlegal Discharge Reportng 
29 VehiCle and EqUiplllent Cleaning 
30 VehiCle and EqUipment FuellrlQ Area 
3 I Vehicle and Eqwpment Maintenance 
32 Vehicle and Eqwpment Drip Pans 
33 Sp1ll K1ts 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

11212014 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

151 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g Ale materials and supplies in compllallCe WJth the SWPPP7 
h. Were damaged or diSS!pated matenals removed from the s1te? 

L Ale appropriate spell response personnel ualned1 

Other 

Items Noted "Repairs Required" or "BMP Missing· 

2 12 17 18 22 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
J\((~ 

X 

BMP 
J\((~ 

X 

BMP 
J\((~ 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
J\((~ 

X 

X 

Rtpajrs 

~ BMP Ml11lng Nolllpplable 

I I 
Repws 

Requtrec:l BMP MISsing Nol1lpplicable 

X I I 
Rcpan 

RequRd BMP MISsing Nol1\pplic<lble 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

I I 

Casa Mrra View 

CASOABMP 

EC-3. 6, 7, 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1,2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4, EC-1 I 

CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 
SE- 1 

SE-10 
SE-2. 3 

CASOABMP 

WE-I 

CASOABMP 

TC-1. 2. 3 
SE-7 

CASOABMP 

WM-5,6 

WM-4,6,7, I 0 
WM·9 
WM-5 
WM-8 

CASOI\BMP 

Ns-2 
NS-3 

NS-12. 14 
NS-4 
NS-6 
NS-8 
NS-9 

NS-10 
NS-10 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 



Inspection Page 3 1/2/2014 casa Mira View 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

ITEM 
Assigned 

Date Completed Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary to 

2 2. Inactive slopes require erosion and sediment control BMPs. 

Response: 

12 12. Replace mlssinq or damaQed sill fence as needed. trs<J llln!tcl 
Response: ' I 

17 17. Sweep trackinq as needed. Visually lnSI)ect dairy.££,.( I o..\.o t-(.1('"' lj(Oftf 
Response; . ] 

18 lB. Property dispose or cornttuct1on d e.. 
ResPOrue: 

22 22. Dumosten need to be ~and !he end or each worl<day and prl<N'{durfng a rain event. 

Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 

: 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the caJifomia Stormwater Quality Association (CASOAJ Best Management Practices (BMPJ Details 

and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Repon Received by. ------------------------

Date:------------------------



Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs January 2, 2014 



01 .02 201. 13:39 

Ground ervice Teclmology, Inc. WPPP Inspection Photographs January 2, 2014 



http://www. wrh.noaa.gov/forecast/wxtables/index.php?lat=32.91848& ... 

No Warnings 01 Advisories In Effect for this Point 
For warnings and/or advisories in effect for adjacent areas co this point 
see hup·//www wrh.noaa.gov/sg.~ 

Forecast For Latllon: 32.9270/-117.1390 (Eiev. 462ft) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forecast Created nt: Born PST Jan 2, 2014 
CWIDIII lflondtcor ~ Tabk 

ThuJan02 Fr1Jan03 Sst Jan 04 Sun Jan 05 MonJanOS 

Weather 

Dally-Temp High 73 High 71 High 70 High74 High 71 
Low 50 Low 52 Low 53 Low 53 Low60 

Chance of 
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0'16 0% 0'16 0% 0% Preclp 

Preclp o.oo- o.oo- o.wo.OO" o.wo.oo· o.OO" o.oo- o.oo-o.wo.oo· o.w o.oo-o.oa·o.oo-
12-hr 

0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 0" Snow Total 
FRET 0.09" 0.09" 0.08" 0.12" 0.11" 

TueJan 07 Wed JanOS 

Patchy 
Fog 

High 68 High 66 
LOW49 Low49 

0% 0% 0% 10'16 10'16 10% 10% 5% 

0.08" 0.08" 
6-Hour 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am 10em4pm 10pm 4am 108m 4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4am10em4pm10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 
Temp 51 66 67 56 53 65 66 56 54 65 65 56 54 67 67 54 51 64 65 53 60 62 63 52 60 61 61 52 

Cloudiness 20% 18% 17'11> 17% 27% 29% 23'16 35'16 35% 24% 24% 22% 22'16 14'16 14'16 11% 11% 13% 13% 14% 14% 16% 16% 76% 76% 17% 17% 27% 
Dawpolnt 36 37 41 37 32 33 47 46 41 42 45 39 33 33 42 39 34 35 43 40 35 37 47 45 40 41 48 41 
Relative 
~-~~~~~~~%~~~~~-~-~~%~-~~-~~~~~%~ 

Wind ESWWN EWWE EWNWE E ENWE EEWE ESWE ESWE 
323 5 23332577568 6332655352 



EROSION CONTROL... OIVISION 

Owner Scripps Mesa Developers 
Contractor Garden Communities 

Job No/Pro1ect: 20623 Casa Mira View 
Site Address: I I 195 Westview Parkway 

Cross StreetS/Area. Mira Mesa, California 
Performed by: Michael P. Duff, JD 

Title: CESSWI. OSP N24369 

Inspector Signature: -yv) <',.f. '"WI/ 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Lie N84 7034 A & 8 

WOIDI. 9 37(353628 
ProjeCt Oates: 

Site Area 3 acres 
Exposed Area I 00% 

S1te Contact Robin Robinson 
Contact Number 

Report Date: lj8j20 14 

Inspection Date: 1/8/20 14 
Time: 3:00AM 

Type of Inspection: I Weekly Maintenance Additional Report:! NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: 21~--------V~e_m_c~ai_C~o~ns~t--------~ 
Summary of Completed ActiVIties 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current: Clear Rain Gauge Reading: 0.2 ---------
End date of last Rain Event: -------- Was It a Qualifying Rain Event (OREJ7 NO 

-----~-----
Today is Day ___ _ of ____ predicted ra1n event days. Cumulative Rain: 0.3 

Is rnspecnon dunng or after a ORE of .s· or more? _ __ ....:NO..:.=.. __ _ 

NOAA Forecast Chance of Preop1tatJ0n 

~ Dtd fltl't two hours or discharge occur dunng busrness hours? 

g. Was any storm water discharged from s1te? 

~ Were water sampleS taken7 

•If Yes, fin out and pont Water Sample Report. 
SWPPP Questions 

a Is there a SWPPP on-s1te1 

b. Is a WaU Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls Installed per the SWPPP7 

d. If the SWPPP 1s not rmplemented, rs there an effectrve combination of frosron 
& Sed1ment control BMPs appropnate for the current stage of constructron1 

e. Is there any leak. breach or malfunction to rnd1cate non-VISible pollutants? 

f. Dtd you observe any floating matenals. oil grease. odor, toxrns, and,! or 

sedment at any outfalls. discharge po&nts, or downstream locatrons7 

Number of OREs slnce July I:--------

II . 2014 

12.2014 

13.2011 

11, 2014 

Estimated start or rarr __________ _ 
Durrng normal busaness hours7 

If NO. please expla111: __________ _ 

YES 

YES b2. Requrre updatrng7 NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan for samplrng at next ram. 

NO If Yes. sample and document 

What was observed? 

The following pages provide lnspecbon observation results Results are lObe cross-f'eJerenced with attached photographs. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Drkes 
2 Slope protection 
3 Vegetatron 
4 Surface erosron 
5 Storage or Matenals 
6 Sorl Stockpiles 
7 Other Stocl(prles 
8 V-ditches & Siope Drarn 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls/ Straw Wattles 
10 Check Dams 
I I Blllap / Poly Rock Bags 
12 SrltFence 
I 3 Dfarn Inlet Protection 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

I 5 Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Construction Entrance 
17 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Oebns Clean-up 
19 Disposal Areas jExport SrtesJ 
20 SprJJs CK Leaks on Vehrcles. EqUipment Of Materials 
21 PCKtabfe Toilets and Septrc 
22 Dumpsters, Rolf.Offs. Trash Recep~a<:Jes 
23 Concrece. Paint. Stucco Wash Outs 

NorrStormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatenng Operations 
25 PclWlg Of Gnnding Operatrons 
26 Concrete Cunnc}'FII'liShrng 
27 Temporary Stream Crossrng 
28 Illicit ConnectiorVIIIegal Drscharge Reporting 
29 Vehicle and Equipment Cleaning 
30 Vehrcle and Equipment Fueling Area 
31 VehJC.Ie and Equipment Marntenance 
32 Vehrcle and EqtJipll1el1t Drrp Pans 
33 Sptll Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

1/ 8/2014 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
I I 
12 
13 
14 

151 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g Are matenals and supplies rn comprrance wrth the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Were damaged Of drsslpated materrals removed from the srte7 
i. Are appropnate sprrr response personnel trarned7 

Items Noted "Repairs Required" or "BMP Missing· 

13 17 18 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

8MP 
Accepcablc 

X 

8MP 
Ace~ 

X 

8MP 
Acct!pl.lble 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
J\cc~ 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
J\cc~ 

Gua Mira View 

CASOABMP 

EC-3. 6. 7, 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1,2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4. EC-11 

CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
S£-6 
SE-1 

X SE-10 
SE-2. 3 

Rep;ln 
Requft'd 8MP Mssong Nol~ CASOABMP 

I I WE-I 

Rep;ln 

~ BMP M.ssong Nol~ CASOABMP 

I I TC-1. 2. 3 
X SE-7 

~ 
~ BMP MISSing Nol 1\ppBc<IA:* CASOABMP 

X WM-5.6 

WM-4.6.7,10 
WM-9 
WM-5 
WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X NS-2 
X NS.3 

NS-12. 1'4 
X NS-4 

Ns-6 
X Ns-8 

Ns-9 
X NS.IO 

Ns-10 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 

I I 



Inspection Page 3 1/8/2014 Casa Mira View 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 
Assigned 

Date Completed ITEM Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary to 
' 

13 13. Maintain existing Inlet protection. ?.MP c.\e .. ....,l ~ 1/1/~or.J_ 
' ' Response: 

17 17. Sweep tracking as needed. Visually ln<P«t daily. A ~ •• .c..al t ... : \.. \.... I til \x..,./ 
: \ I 

18 18. Properly diSpose of construction debriS/trash. ( I., " •"" c () M. . A c\;o....., ~ o\\ 1/•o/ ro/ 
Response: ) ' ) I I 

0 

Response: 

0 

: 

0 

Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 

Response: 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the California Stormwater Quality Association ICASOAJ Best Management Praaices j8MPJ Details 

and Cut Sheets In your SWPPP 

Inspection Report Received by. ---------'-,P..=='-'-..==-J=-=--------
Oate: ----------+f-.1-.f..!..:.L-----------



01 08 2014 16 45 

Ground ervice Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs January 8, 2014 



http://www. wrh.noaa.gov/forecast/wxtableslindex.php?lat=32. 91560& ... 

No Warnings or Advisories In Effect for tlris Point. 
For warnings and/or advisories in effect for adjacent areas to lhis point, 
see rum:t/www wrh.noan.gov/sgx 

Weather 

Dally· Temp 

Chance of 
Preclp 
Preclp 
12-hr 

Snow Total 
FRET 
6-Hour 
Temp 

Cloudiness 
Dewpolnt 
Relative 
Humdlly 

Wind 

Snow 
Level (ft) 

Wed JanOS Thu Jan09 
Patchy 

Fog 
Hlgh 66 Hlgh63 
Low61 Low64 

0% 5% 5% 10% 10% 10% 0% 

Forecast For Latllon: 32.92701·117.1390 (Eiev. 482ft) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forecast Created at: 7am PST Jan 8, 2014 
C:GJ~~::aR ll'ftlfbtr F~ TabJr 

Frl Jan 10 Sat Jan 11 Sun Jan 12 

High70 High 71 H'ljjh 72 
Low49 Low62 Low64 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5% 5% 5% 5% 0% 

o.OO" o.OO" o.OO" o.oo- o.oo- o.OO" o.OO" o.oo· o.OO" o.oo- o.oo- o.oo· o.oO" o.oo- o.oo-

0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 

0.06" o.or 0.10" 0.12" 0.13" 

MonJan 13 Tue Jan 14 

Hlgh 76 High77 
Low63 Low62 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

0.23" 0.21" 

4am 10em4pm 10pm 4am 10sm4pm 10pm 4am 10em4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4am10sm4pm10pm 4am10em4pm10pm 
52 62 62 56 55 61 59 51 50 64 64 55 53 66 66 56 55 67 66 56 64 70 66 55 53 70 70 57 

49% 51% 85% 91'11. 88% 68% 52% 65% 28% 8% 8% 12% 12% 15% 15% 22% 22% 11% 11% 5% 5% 5% 5% 6% 6% 5'11> 5% 4% 
45 43 49 50 47 45 49 48 41 37 40 37 33 34 44 44 39 40 39 31 25 20 30 29 23 19 24 21 

76% 49% 63% 82% 75% 56% 69% 83% 71% 37'11o 41% 52% 48% 31% 48% 63% 56% 38%38% 40% 33% 15% 24%37% 31% 14% 18% 25% 

E SSWSSENEWE EWNWE ENWEEEEEEEEEEEEE 
6 6 7 6 7 1 5 5 6 6 5 6 1 8 6 3 6 13 10 9 14 14 12 12 10 10 9 9 

7144 7144 7567 7567 7892 7892 0 0 0 0 0 0000 0000 0000 0000 



DAILY TIME SHEET 
Date: l!t.f! 2014 

GJI Job I Job I Start End Las half Employees on site '"~"' .. Scope of Work Quantity Quantity Note 

Name Time Time 
!:3 

X • Ali marked below Descrij)tion Loaded Installed Number • hourlundl workord11 number 

,~~- Lck0~ 
. -- --

j]~ )$~- ~]-J-= 
-- .. 

=r~ 
-- .. - _j __ 

I r-Sl--t6.fJ----- --·--- ~ .G-~06_ 7.'20 ·--- - ·-- -
I 

,-·-
.. - ~ - - . - -- - -·------ ----

ID!if.""c- ~- ::::: 
------- - --- -----

I 'Z.DCJ _DiC_:T _____ "7'7.D 74S: ---- ---- -- ---- ---·- ----- .. -~-

I - ---- ---- -·- - -- - --- - - ------ ---- ----·--- -- ---------··· -- .. ~I 
za;;f: _C"£".f.5tL.J-?'Jt·?:" 1/.:...t:!<- _7.''-/ ·r: ·---- _'({, _ J..<f..~. - ------ ... -- --------- I 

I I 
~- - ! .. r--- - -- ~ -------- - -

-~ -·- ---·--· -- -- ------ ·- ------ ----~ ----- ·~----- -~------
... 

. - .. ------ -- ----- -- ·-·--- --1 
-- --- ----- ;-~- -------- ----~ - -- ... --·-

--- ------- ---------- ---- ---- ---· ----1--- -I= ---- ----- -

~-1 
- - ------ -- ~- -- - I-----I- - --- - ... 

.. _ ... ---- ... .. - -- ----- ---- ~_-I- r--·- ------ ·---- ------ --- ---
-·-. '-- - - - -

TRUCKS GST EMP~On§ !.!n Scol!e of Wo[!s l Demjl!tion 

0 3500 0 105 Rogelio Abundis 0 236 VictOr Abundis 0 OAT- Drive Time;._~ SBG· Sand bag:! 
_.---.--~ 

0 1S04x4 0 109 Javier Guzman 0 238 Pedro Hernandez 0 ~"'rLO- Tm<l<loadl"" FBR· Fiber rolls 

0 FlSO 0 126 Juan G. Luna 0 249 Josiah Gorgas 0 ~uL=Tnidt.rni~ BLK- Blankets 

0 F4SOO 0 141 Rodrigo Villanueva 0 356 Victor Garcia 0 SfM· safety mnting CEN· Construction entrance 

0 F SSO 0 143 Roman Hernandez 0 378 Tony Hernandez 0 TCU· Truck dean up FFC· Filter fabric 

0 ssoo 0 152 Shawn Asbell 0 381 Alejandro Hernandez 0 TSF·Temporarv silt fendng SOP· Storm drain Inlet protection 

0 Tundra 0 155 Cartos Rodriguez 0 382 Avery Foote 0 RSF·Relnforced silt fenctna , ~W· Shao Wo•! .. J 
0 0 Truck 0 174 Eric Av]JT' 0 383 Sean Ames 0 ESA· ESA fencina 1'-... HY[).. Hydro seed~ · 

0 LBOOO 0 175 Luis linares fQj84 Richard O'Re~ 0 BGS. Butfap srnel baas STs.. Street s-weepin& 

0 0 176 Luis Luna 0 0 PGB· Poly aravel baas 

r-

·[-0~ t--~-fo-P-4-g~--L'!.-(..."--:z..t..l ----- -------- Crew Leader 

Vl - .. -- -- - - ------------- --- -- ---------- - &k:-.£ ..., 
1- -- ~~ ------------ ----· ---- ---· 
0 
z - ... - --- - - - - .. .. - ~- name 

....._ I Rental Equipment Used : (Job n ) I I Page: of I 



' ·~· 

DAILY VEHICLE li'<SPECTION SHEET 

Date /-/01//Time t{' de? 
~·fileage {. { ? 57 3 

The items on this inspection sheet should be checked daily. A separate sheet should be tilled out for each vehicle 
driven. Example: lf you drive vehicle #5500 and swap to ii-1500 during the day, 2 inspection sheets should be tilled 
out for that day. These fonns are due daily. Place an X by any item that needs attention. Place a check mark by the 
rest. Any discrepancies should detailed on the bottom of this sheet. 

/~nition Key 
?fuel Key 
--'7 Check Radio 
V Visual Inspection for Exterior Damage/leaks under vehicle 

~Check inside Engine compartment for leaks/loose item:> 
--..JL::9il level · 
_L~Vasher Fluid le\·el 
- Aoolant level 
---;r Power Steering Fluid level 

tart Engine and check Transmission Fluid level (Fluid should be hot} / 
Check for Air Gauge • J • 1 -· L _ 
Check Tires for wear and pressure {70 PSI COLD} lF ¢LR~11RF ~~f'> 
Check Hom 

-IL....Check Heater/Defroster · 
-...iL_Check Windshield \Vipers:Washers 
-lL,Check HighlighL'Signallights.'4way tlasheSITaillights!Backup light:;;Hom 
*Check lift, run one Complete Cycle 
----'L:._ Check Interior lights 
4--Check Mirrors for damage and adjustments 
____!,[_Check fuel level (Should l'ot be Less Than V, Tank) 
___L_ Check Adequate tie-downs/Tie-down Tracks (must be clean} 
__ V_As you drive, continually check for any strange smells, sounds, vibrations, or 

Anything that does not feel right. 

*Form to be completed and rumed in to Operations Manager DAilY. 

Driver'; Signature: _________________________________ _ 

Corrective action tak~n=---------------------------------

...... -----------------------------------------

I I 



WORK ORDER 
DATE J08. 

1/14112014 20623 

CONTRACTOR: Garden CommUillbes 

PROJECT NAME" 

ADDRESS: 11195 Westview Pkwy San Diego, CA 

CONTACT NAME AND PHONE • : _______ _,Rod.=c...;6:.;1:..:9-....:5:..:.7.:.2·..:.1..:..11.:..:4:..._ ______ _ 

JOB START Tlr.IE: LUNCH START: lUNCH END: JOB END TIME: 

I Eric 17:'-{<) I ;.z : 11t> I tz. )d I t. : 'ld 

I 
... , ..,, 

STOCKPILED ON RETURHED 
QTYLOADED SCOPE OF WORK QTY INSTAllED SITE TO SHOP 

~ 3/naJq, 

NEED TO RETURN TlU! FOLLOWING DAY: 

OVERTWE APPROVED: 

OFFICE CONTACT: __________ _ 

FIELD CONTACT: __________ _ 

RENTALEQUIPioiENTUSED: l 330 ¥) se.ec/v: 
NOTES: 

CREW LEADER: ~. ( I t:• JA-11 :;, 
SIGNATURE: ~ 

RECEIVED BY 

- ~M\~v\~ 



EROSION CONTROL. OIVISION 

OWner. Scripps Mesa Developers 
contractor Garden Communities 

Job No/Project: 20623 Casa Mira View 
S1te Address: I I 195 Westview Parkway 

Cross Streets/Area. Mira Mesa. California 
Performed by. Michael P. Duff, JD 

Title CESSWI, OSP H24369 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP /EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-20 I 0 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA lie H847034 A & 8 

WDIDI· 9 37053628 
ProJeCt Dates: 

Site Area. 3 acres 
Exposed Area: I 00% 

Slte Contact. Robin Robinson 
Contact Number. 

Report Date: 1/ I 5/20 14 

Inspector Signature: =y"Y"\ ; ~ Inspection Date: I/ I 5f20 I 4 

Time: I 0:00AM 

Type of Inspection: Weekly Maintenance Additional Report! NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: ~~~----G_rad~_in~gl~~~n_d~De~ve~l.--~ 2~l _________ v_e_~_ca~IC_on __ s_t. ________ ~ 

Summary of CompJeted Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current Clear Rain Gauge Reading: ----------------
End date of Last Ram Event Was it a Ouahfying Rain Event (OREJ7 NO --------

Todayls Day -------- of predicted rain event days. Cumwa~~e~~~in-:--;=~======~ 
--------

Is •nspection during or after a ORE or .5" or more? NO - ---------
NOM Forecast Chance of PrecipitatiOn 

~ Old flfSt two hours of discharge occur during buslfleSS hours? 

g. Was any storm water <fiSCharged from site7 
.!li Were water samples taken 1 

•If Yes. frR out and pmt Water Sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 

a. Is there a SWPPP on-.stte1 

b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
q Are structural controls nstalled per the SWPPP7 

d. If the SWPPP is not rnplemented. 1s there an effective combination of ErosiOn 
& Sedsment control BMPs appropnate for the current stage of construction? 

e. Is there any leak. breach or malfunctiOn to ind1cate non-viSible pollutants? 
t Did you observe any floatlflg matenals, 01l grease. odor. toxwu. andjor 

sed1ment at any outfaUs. discharge potnt:s. or downstream locatJons7 

Number of OREs since July I :-------------

18. 2014 

19.2014 

20.1014 

21, 2014 

Estmated start of ratn: ---------------
0\Jnng normal business hours? 

If NO. please explan: ___________________ _ 

YES 
YES b2 Reqwe upctanng7 NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan for sampl1119 at next ran 

NO If Yes. sample and document 

What was observed? 

The folloWing pages prOIIIde Inspection observation results Results are to be cross-referenced with attached photographs. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and D1kes 
2 Slope protectiOfl 
3 VegetatJon 
4 Surface emSJOn 
5 Storage or Materials 
6 Soil Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockptles 
B V-ditches & Slope Dra1ns 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls I Straw Wattles 
10 Check Dams 
I I BU11ap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Slit Fence 
13 Dra1n Inlet ProtectiOn 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

I 5 Dust Control 

Tracldng Control Items 

I 6 Construction Entrance 
17 Tra<:long on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

IB Debns Clean-up 
19 DISposal Areas !Export Sites) 
20 Spllls or Leaks on VehiCles. Eqt.npo'lellt or Materials 
21 Portable TOilets and Septic 
22 Dumpsters. Roii-Offs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Pa1nt Stucco Wash OUts 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewateong Operations 
25 PaV1fl9 or Glll'l<f1n9 Operations 
26 Concrete Curing/FII"liShlfl9 
27 Temporary Stream Oossng 
2B IUtelt ConnectiOn/Illegal DISCharge Report1ng 
29 Vehicle and Equipment Clean1n9 
30 VehiCle and EqUipment FueflflQ Area 
31 VehiCle and Equlp1Tle1lt Malfltenance 
32 VehiCle and EqUipment Dnp Pans 
33 Spill Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

1/1512014 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
B 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

151 

:~1 

IB 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g Are matenals and supplies lf1 compl~ance With the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Were damaged or diSSipated materials removed from the site7 
L Are appropr~ate sp1ll response personnel trained? 

Need t RP's ong1nal SK]nature in SWPPP Book 

Items Noted 'Repairs Required' or 'BMP Missing· 

6 18 22 

BMP 
Ace~~ 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

8MP 
Ace~ 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

8MP 
Accql(iJble 

X 

BMP 
Accepcatlle 

X 

X 

BMP 
Ace~ 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptal* 

Casa Mira View 

CASOABMP 

EC-3. 6, 7, 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1,2 
WM-3 

X WM-3 
SE-•t EC- 11 

CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 
SE-1 

SE-10 
SE-2. 3 

Rcpiljrs 

~ BMI' Missing Nof .llppllalble CASOABMP 

I I WE-I 

llej»>rs 

~ 8MP Missing Nol J\pplcable CASOABMP 

I I TC-1, 2. 3 
SE-7 

Repalrs 

R~ 8MP MISsing Not~ CASOABMP 

X WM-5, 6 

WM-4,6,7,10 
WM-9 

X WM-5 
WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X NS-2 
X NH 

NS-12. 14 
X NS-4 

NS-6 
X NS-8 

N5-9 
X NS-10 

N5-IO 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 

X I I 



Inspection Page 3 f/15/2014 casa Mira View 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

ITEM 
Assigned 

Date Completed 
Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary to 

6 6. Cover and berm inactive soil stockpiles. - ~ ~~ d-u(.Qt\.t. ·.~ " ,.1:.,., 
' Response: 

18 IS.Propertydlsposeofconstructionde~rrash.- or-.. cta\l'.o. {:k_ ~ ..., otr .. t:N'Io 1/1~ 
Response: J ) \ ) 

22 11. ~s need lobe c~ and the end at each.....artd.ay and prior/CfUrincl a ,.a:n cwm&. I o ... :\-4 
Response: ,I/ I 

0 inl .. c 
: ~ C.'-'l 

0 I 
Response: I 

0 

: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to !he cafifomia Stormwater Quality Association (CASOAJ Best Management Practices (BMPJ Details 

and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for ins! 

Inspection Report Received by. --------'~..,..;==.:lb>_,=:::;::~~~l...J!:::..~~~~­

~~-----~~---iL~~~---------



(~ 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. S WPPP Inspection Photographs January 15, 2014 



http://www. wrh.noaa.gov/forecastlwxtables/index.php?lat=32.91560& ... 

No Warnings or Advisories In Effect for this Point 
For warnings and/or advisories in effect ror adjacent areas to this point. 
see htto:/lwww wrh.nonagov/sqx 

Weather 

Dally-Tamp 

Wed Jan 15 

High 82 
Low64 

ThuJan 16 

High 80 
low 56 

Forecast For Latllon: 32.9270/·117.1390 (Eiev. 462 ftl 
San Diego-Mira Mese CA 

Forecast Created at: Sam PST Jan 15.2014 

Frl Jan 17 

High 78 
low66 

Sat Jan 18 

Hlgh76 
low 52 

Sun Jan 19 

High 75 
low 52 

MonJan20 

High 76 
low61 

TueJen 21 

High T7 
low 153 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Preelp 
Preelp 0.00"0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00" 
U-hr 

Snow Total 0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 

FRET 0.20" 0.17" 0.16" 0.14" 0.13" 0.14" 0.16" 

6-Hour 4am lOam 4pm 10pm 4am lOam 4pm 10pm 4am 10em4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4amt0em4pmt0pm 4am10em4pm10pm 
Tamp 56 75 74 61 58 74 73 60 58 72 70 57 54 70 69 58 54 69 68 55 53 70 69 57 55 71 71 59 

Cloudlnasa 3'Mo 3'MI 3'Mo 3'Mo 4% 4'Mo 2'MI 4% 3'Mo 6'Mo 6'Mo 5'Mo 5% 1~ 10% 11% 11'Mo 24% 24'Mo 15% 15% 11'Mo 11'11. 17'Mo 17%20% 20% 30% 
Oawpotnt 20 24 29 23 26 28 27 24 16 19 31 24 20 22 31 31 23 23 30 32 25 23 30 30 24 24 31 31 
Relative 
Humdlt¥ 

Wind 

24'Mo 15'Mo 16'Mo 23'11. 29% 18% 18% 25'1(, 

ESEEEWNE 
9 2 7 6 10 6 5 9 

21% 13'1(, 23% 26'Mo 

ESWNWE 
7 6 2 7 

21'*' 16'1(, 25'1(, 38% 30% 17% 24% 40'Mo 34% 17% 23% 35% 30'1(, 17'Mo 23% 35% 

ESEWE EWNWE EENWE EEWE 
8 3 57 6338 8358 9535 



EROSION C:ONTROL. OIVISION 

OWner Scripps Mesa Developers 
Contractor. Garden Communities 

Job No/ProJect. 20623 Casa Mira View 
Site Address. I 1195 Westview Parkway 

Cross Street¥ Area. Mira Mesa, California 
Performed by Michael P. Duff, JD 

Title; CESSWI. OSP 1124369 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 M icro Place 

Escondido, CA 92029 

WINW.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Uc 11847034 A & 8 

WDIDI. 9 37(353628 
Project Dates: 

S1te Area 3 acres 
Exposed Area~ I 00% 

S1te conract: Robin Robinson 
Contact Number 

Report Date: 1/20/20 14 

lnspe<tor Signature: m ; JD-4 Inspection Date: 1/20/2014 
Time: I 0:30 AM 

Type of Inspection: Weekly Maintenance Additional ReportJ NO 

Phase Is) of Construction: ti~ ____ G_rn_d_i~~-~-n_d_De __ v_~----~ 21~---------v~~~·c~a_IC~on~n~---------J 
Summaty of Completed Actlvities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current Clear Rain Gauge Reading: ----------------
End date of Last Rarn Event: --------

Todayis Day or 
Was it a Qualifying Rarn Event (ORE)7 ----;:::::N:::O:::===~ 

predrcted rain event days Cumulative Rain: ------ -------
Is rnspectJon dunng or after a ORE of .5" or more? ____ ___:_:NO-=-----

NOM Forecast Chance or Preopltation 

~ Did fht two hours of diSCharge occur dunng business hours7 
g. Was any storm water discharged from slle7 
-'! Were water samples taken7 

•If Yes. fiN out and pmt Warer Sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 

a Is there a SWPPP on-s1te1 

b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural conrrols lnstaUed per the SWPPP7 

d. If the SWPPP IS not rnplemented, IS there an effectiVe combnatJon of Eros JOn 
& Sediment control BMPs appropnate for the current stage of constructJon7 

e. Is there any leak. breach or rnalfunctJOn to lndiCclte ~VISible pollutants? 
f Did you observe any floatrng materials. 011. grease. odor. tox1ns, an4for 

sediment at any outfafls. diSCharge po111ts. or downstream locatJOns7 

Number of OREs s1nce July I :-------

Estmated start of ra1n. __________ _ 

Durvlg normal business hours7 
If NO, please explain: __________ _ 

YES 
YES b2. Requrre updat111g7 NO 

YES 

NO If Yes. plan for samplrng at next raJn. 

NO If Yes. sample and document 
What was observed? 

The followmg pages prollfde lnspecdon obsetVatlon results. Results are to be cross-referenced With attached photographs. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Drkes 
2 Slope protectron 
3 Vegetatron 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage or Matenals 
6 Soil Stockprles 
7 Other Stockprles 
8 V-drtches & Slope Dra~ns 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls 1 Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 SrltFence 
I 3 Dra1t1 Inlet Protection 
14 BaSins 

Wind Control Items 

I 5 Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Constructron Enuance 
17 Tracking on Slleet 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Debns Clean-up 
19 Drsposal Areas fExport SltesJ 
20 Spills or Leaks on Vehicles. EQUipment or Matenals 
21 Portable Toilets and SepUc 
22 Dumpsters. Roii-Oifs. Trash Receptacles 

23 Concrete Pant. Stucco Wash OUts 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatenng Operations 
25 Pavrng or Gnnding Operatrons 
26 Concrete CIJilrlg/Flnrshlf19 
27 Temporary Stream Crossng 
28 llrrcrt Connectron,llllegal Drscharge Reportrng 
29 Vehrcle and Equrpment Cleaning 
30 Vehrcle and Equrpment Fueling Area 
31 Vehicle and EQUIPITlefll Marntenance 
32 Vehicle and Eqtnpmenl IJrl> Pans 
33 SpdiKits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

112012014 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

t5l 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g Are matenals and supplies in compliance wrlh lhe SWPPP7 
h Were damaged or disS1Po3ted matenals removed from the srte7 

L Are appropr~ate sptU ~personnel trarned7 

Other 

Items Noted 'Repairs Required' or 'BMP Missing· 

18 22 

)( 

)( 

)( 

)( 

)( 

)( 

)( 

X 

)( 

)( 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
A«epcatR 

X 

BMP 
Ace~ 

X 

X 

8MP 

~ 

X 

)( 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

8MP 
Acceptabie 

Casa Mrra View 

O\SOABMP 

EC-3. 6, 7. 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1. 2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4. EC- 11 

CASOA8MP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 
SE- 1 

SE- 10 

SE-2, 3 

~ 
Rt!qURd 8MI' Missing No( J\ppllcAIIllc O\SOABMP 

I I WE- I 

Repaus 
R~ BMP M6sln9 No( Applleal* CASOABMP 

I I TC- 1, 2, 3 
SE-7 

lfepalrS 

~cd 8MI' M6sln9 Notl'.ppllcable O\SOABMP 

X WM-5, 6 

WM-4.6,7, 10 
WM-9 

X WM-5 
WM.S 

CASOABMP 

X N5-2 
X N5-3 

N5-12, 14 

X Ns-4 
Ns-6 

X Ns-8 
NS-9 

X NS..IO 
Ns-10 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 

I I 



Inspection Page 3 1/20/2014 Casa Mira View 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

ITEM 
Assigned 

Date Completed Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary to 

18 18. Properly aiSpose of construction debris/trash. l:td~l~~~ \/<U>/~1-\ 
: 

22 22. Trash receptacles need to have lidS or covers. I \ .. t,r.AJ 1/?t/''1 
~ I I 

0 

Response: 

0 

Resoonse: 

0 

: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

"' : 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the California Stormwater Quality Association (CASOAJ Best Management Practices (BMPJ DetaUs 

Inspection Report Received by: -2!!3·; ~ 
and Cut Sheets in your Sff~ lnsta~tion intenance and usage standards. 

Date: 1 

r.,....,,,n,tC:n..,,....nT,.....h~• lrv-
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Ground Service Technology, Inc. 

-=#-2:2. . .---.-r"L~-=-~~~~~g~ \rf<SH 

SWPPP Inspection Photographs January 20, 2014 

CM.J5 
\M.JS1 

HCA 1.}1; 

L-aclS. 

Dtbr,-s 
elet;l./) up 
•t.rp~res5 



Warnings and/or Advisories In EfTKl ror Ibis Poinl: 
tligh Surr Advisory 
For warnings and/or advisories in effect for adjacenl nrca!io 10 I his poinl, 
stc hur:l/www.wrh.nO'.ta.gov/s.lll 

Forecast For Lat/Lon: 32.9270/·117.1390 (Eiev. 462 It) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forecast Created at: 6am PST Jan 20. 20 14 

MonJan20 Tue Jan 21 Wed Jan 22 Thu Jan 23 FriJan 24 

Weather Patchy Fog Patchy 
Fog 

DaDy-Temp High 73 High 78 High 78 High 69 High 69 
Low 52 low 52 Low 55 low 53 Low 51 

Chance of 
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% Preclp 

Preclp o.oo·o.oo· o.oo· o.oo· o.oo· o.oo· o.oo- o.oo· o.oo·o.oo·o.oo· o.oo· o.oo-o.oo· o.OO" 
12-hr o· o· 0" o· o· o· o· o· Snow Total 
FRET 0.12" 0.12" 0.11" 0.12" 0.10" 

Sat Jan 25 Sun Jan 26 
Patchy 

Fog 
High 69 High 69 
Low 51 Low 52 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

0.12" 0.11" 

6-Hour 4am I Dam 4pm IOpm 4am lOam 4pm IOpm 4am lOam 4pm IOpm 4am I Dam 4pm tOpm 4amt0am4pm10pm 4amt0am4pm10pm 4amt0am4pm10pm 
Temp 53 67 68 57 53 71 12 60 56 72 72 59 54 65 64 55 52 64 64 55 52 64 65 56 53 64 64 55 

Cloudiness 31% 30% 31% 33% 37% 38% 41% 45o/o 44% 40% 25% 41% 41% 15% 15% 77% 77%34%34%53% 53%20%20% 17% 17% 27%27% 25% 
Dewpolnt 25 24 39 32 18 21 40 36 22 25 35 40 33 38 46 45 39 35 39 43 35 34 41 43 37 34 42 43 
Relative 
Humdlty 

Wlnd 

33% 20% 35% 40% 25% 15% 31% 41% 27% 17% 26% 50% 

E W NW E E W ~ E E W ~ ~ 
63637 356227 

45% 38% 51% 70% 60%33%40%63% 53%33%42%62% 54%33%44%63% 

ESSWE EWWE EEEE ESWWS 
7675 6266 8767 6263 



EROSION C:ONTRO~ OIVISION 

Owner. Scripps Mesa Developers 
Contractor Garden Communities 

Job No/ProJect. 20623 Casa Mira View 
Site Address: I f 195 Westview Parkway 

cross StreefVArea: Mira Mesa. California 
Performed by Michael P. Duff, JD 

Title CESSWJ. OSP f24369 

Inspector Signature: "'(Y\: Jd 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPPJEROSJON CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-20 I 0 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Uc f847034 A & B 

WDIDI: 9 37C353628 
PrOjeCt Dates: 

Site Area: 3 acres 
Exposed Area: I 00% 

Site contact. Robin Robinson 
Contact Number 

Report Date: 1/29/2014 

Inspection Date: 1/29/2014 
Time: 8:30AM 

Type of Inspection: I Weekly Maintenance Additional Report:! NO 

Phase{s) of Construction: '~' ____ G_~_d_i~~~--nd __ ~ ___ L __ ~ 2~1 _________ v~e~rt~ic~ai_C~~~~------~ 
SlllTll11al}' of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current Clear Rain Gauge Reading: --------

of 

Was it a Qualifying Rain Event (ORE)? -:--:-:-----;::=N=O====:::; 

predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 

End date of ~st Ratn Event ---------
Today is Day ___ _ ----

Is inspection during or after a ORE of S or more? ____ N_o ___ _ 

NOM Forecast Chance of Preq>itabon 

0'16 

35% 

25% 

~ Did rn~: two hours of discharge occur di.Ming business hours7 

~ Was any storm water discharged from sne7 

-'! Were water samples lal<en7 

*If Yes, fill out and pont Water sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 
a Is there a SWPPP on-s~te7 

b. Is a Wan Map updated7 
c. Are structural controls installed per the SWPPP7 

10'16 
10'16 

10'16 
10'16 

d. If the SWPPP Is not unplemented. 1s there an effective comblnabon of Erosion 

Number of OREs Since July J· -------

01.2014 

03.2014 
04,2014 

Estnnated start or ran __________ _ 
Durrng normal business hours7 

If NO. pleaseexpla111: __________ _ 

YES 
YES b2. Requ~re updaung7 NO 

& Sediment con1101 BMPs appropriate for the CUITent stage of constructlon7 YES 

e. Is there any teak. breach or malfunc!Jon to IndiCate non-VISible pollutants? 

r. Did you obsetVe any floaung matenals. 01l grease. odor. tox111s, and,! or 

secfliTleflt at any outfaUs. d•scharge points. or downstream locatl0fls7 

NO 

NO 

It Yes. plan for sampl.ng at next ra111 

If Yes. sample and document 

What was observed7 

The following pages provide Inspection observalion results. Results are to be cross-referenced with attached photographs 



tnspect1on Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I BellTlS and ()d(es 
2 Slope protectiOn 
3 VegetatiOn 
4 Surface eros100 
5 Storage or Materials 
6 So11 Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V-<11tches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls I Straw Wautes 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap/ Poly Rode Bags 
I 2 Silt Fence 
I 3 OfaJn lnlef Protection 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

I 5 Dust Conlrol 

Tracking Control Items 

16 ConstructiOn Entrance 
I 7 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Debns Clea~H~p 
19 Disposal Areas (Export Sites) 
20 Spills or leaks on Vehicles. Equipment or Matenals 
21 Porta~ Toilets and Septic 
22 Dumpsters. Rolf..Otfs. Trash Receptades 
23 Concrete. Paint. Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatenng OperatiOns 
25 Pavng or Gnndng Operations 
26 Concrete Ct.lrl1giF1111shlllQ 
27 Temporary Stream Crossing 
28 IIllo! ConnectiOr\lfllegal Discharge ReporllllQ 
29 Vehicle and Equipment Cleilning 
30 Vehtde and Equipment Fueling IVea 
3 I Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance 
32 Vehicle and EqUipment Drip Pans 
33 Spill Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

1/29/2014 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

1sl 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g Are materials and supplies l(l compliance wwth the SWPPP7 
h. Were damaged or dissipated matenals removed rrom the SJte7 
l Are appropnate sp~n response personnel traned7 

Other 

22 empry full dumpsters 

Items Noted "Repairs Required· or ·aMP Missing· 

7 9 II 12 17 18 

)( 

)( 

)( 

)( 

lC 

)( 

X 

8MP 
h:C~ 

X 

X 
)( 

liMP 
h:cepc.able 

X 

8MP 
h:cepc.able 

X 

8MP 
h:ceplable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

22 

Casa M1ra View 

0\SOABMP 

EC-3. 6. 7. 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1 , 2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

)( SE-4. EC-11 

0\SOABMP 

lC SE-5 
SE-4 

X SE-6 
lC SE·I 

SE-10 
SE-2. 3 

Repaors 
~ed BMP MISS<tlg Not Applicable 0\SOABMP 

I I WE-I 

~ 
Re<Pred BMP MISS<tlg Not J\pplic<lble 0\SOASMP 

I I TC-1. 2. 3 
lC SE-7 

Repatrs 
~ BMP Mining Not J\pplicill* 0\SOABMP 

lC WM-5.6 

WM-4.6.7.10 
WM-9 

X WM-5 
WM-8 

0\SOABMP 

)( NS-2 
X NS-3 

NS-12. 14 
X Ns-4 

NS-6 
X NS.S 

N5-9 
X NS·IO 

NS.IO 
WM-4 

0\SOABMP 

X 

I I 

Ground Scnnce Technology, Inc. 



Inspection Page 3 1/29/2014 Casa Mira View 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

ITEM nspectron Ob servatron an dC orrect1ve A" ctrons Summary 
Assigned Date Completed 

to 

7 7. Remove or cover any concrete or misc. debris type stockpiles _l(? "1/A..' 
• Response: 

9 9. Maintain existlnq fiber rollll Straw waddles per the CASOA standards. \~..h-,,.,1 If!.\ 
Response: 

II I I. Replace damaged or broken Bwfapfpoly roclt bags as needed. 1/r.~ .. ,..,,( \f '1 b/ IJ. Die/. . 
Response: 

12 12. Replace mlsslnQ or damaged_silt fence as needed. l •• f>.rt( 
Response: 

17 17. Sweep tracting as needed. VISUally Inspect daily. lr.l ,.._.r """' . 
Response: 

18 18. Pro ~ se of construction debrl$/trash. {.;(•,. [,.J.- i/11,.1 
Response: • 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the California Stormwater Ouafity Association (CASOAJ Best Management Practices (BMPJ OetaJis 

and Cut Sheets in your&~f · liation, maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Repon Received by.-------~'<'·<-;-~~-==-----------
Date: I /'b'\ 

I 

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 
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http://www.wrh.noaa.gov/forecast/wxtableslindex.php?lat=32.91560& ... 

W1l1'111nv udlor Ad•tsorkt In Efrtct ror dlls Pollll: 
[)gue fot. Adum 
For waminas andlor lldvuoncs rn elro:t for ldJecentlfeu to llus pomt. 
- Junl.[bl.ww writ I!OIIIO\ISL\ 

For.cast For Latllon: 32.9270/·117.1390 (Eiev. 482ft) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forecast Created at: 7am PST Jan 29,2014 
c- r.-.- T..., 

Wed Jan 29 ThuJan 30 Frt Jan 31 Sat Feb01 Sun Feb02 

Slight Slight 

WHther Fog 
Plldly Patchy Chance ChanceRMl Chance 

Fog Fog Rain Showers Rain 
Showers Showers 

Dally-Temp 
High 72 High 84 High 81 High 84 High 12 
Low61 Low6S Low 51 Low45 Low43 

Mon Feb03 

Hlgh69 
Low60 

Chance of 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 35% 35% 25% 15% 10% 10% 10% 5% 5% ~~ 10% 1~ 10% ~ ~~~1~10% 

Preclp 
Preclp 000"000"000"000" 0.00" o ocr o.o1· o.02" o ot·o ocro ocro ocr o.ocro.ocro.ocr 
12-hr (1' (1' (1' (1' (1' (1' (1' (1' 

Snow Total 
FRET 008" 0.08" o.or 0.11" o.or 0.07" 

Tuefeb04 

ttgh84 
Low45 

1~1~10% 5 .. 

0.09" 

6-Hour 4.-n 101m 4pm 10prn 4.-n 101m 4pm 10pm 4am to.m 4pm 10pm 41111 10am 4pm IOprn 4am 10em4pm IOpm 4.-n 10am4pm 10pm 4.-n 10am4pm tOpm 
Temp 52 65 87 56 54 60 81 53 51 58 57 49 46 58 59 47 44 58 511 52 50 56 56 45 46 58 61 52 

Ctoudlnese 91% 14% 17% 100% 100% 84% 98% 100% 55% 42% 35% 39% 37% 37% 37% 50% 50% 43% 43% 60% 50% 44% 44% 57% 57%42% 42% 53% 
Oewpolnt 42 45 47 49 47 50 55 53 51 45 43 45 42 36 39 44 40 38 45 47 45 40 45 45 38 34 43 46 
RelaUve 

69%49%46% 78% 80% 70% 81% 100% 98% 84% 80% 88% 84% 44'!1. 48% 91% 86% 52% ISO% 84% 80% 56% 87'!1. 93'!1. 73%41%52% 78% 
Humdlty 

Wind NE w w SE SE SE w w w w w E E sw w E E w w SE E w w E E w w E 

3 5 8 3 3 7 8 9 7 10 10 9 8 8 9 8 5 8 10 2 8 3 8 3 8 5 7 3 

Snow 
8880 8258 81141 8437 6214 4952 4952 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Level (tt) 



EROSION C:ONTROI- OIVISION 

Owner: Torrey Garden Hills 
Contractor: Garden Communities 

Job No/ PrOject. 24243 Torrey Garden Hills 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/ EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.eroSJoncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Uc 1¥847034 A & 8 

WDIDf· 9 37C362854 
PrOJect Oates; 

Site Address· Calle Mar de Mariposa! W. Ocean Dr. 
Site Area 8. 4 Acres 

Exposed Area: 50% 
Cross Street;~ .Area· Del mar 

Perlonned by Michael P. Duff. JD. CESSWl, OSP 
Title: OSP II 24369 

Srte Contact: Rod Fink 
Contact Nr..mber: (6 I 9) 572- 1 I I 4 

Report Date: I 0/ 7/ 20 13 

Inspection Date: I 0/7/20 I 3 

Inspector Signature:------------------­ Time: I 2:30 PM 

l}'pe of Inspection: I Prior to Anticipated Storm Event Additional Report:( 

2 

NO 

Phasels) of Construction: d~ ______ v_e_m __ ca_f_C_o_ns __ t ____ ~ 
~--------------------------~ 

Summary of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current Clear 
-----~-----

~aln Gauge Reading: 

End date of last Rain Event -------- Was 1t a Qualifying Rain Event (ORE)? 

Today is Day ---- of ______ predicted ra1n event days. Cwnu~t~~~~~.-:-~========~ 

Is inspection during or after a ORE of S or more?----------

NOM Forecast Chance of Preaprtatlon 

0% Sunday. October 06. 20 13 20% 

S% Monday. October 07. 20 13 
10% T~-' October 08. 20 13 
60% Wednesday, October 09. 20 13 

~ Did first two hours of diSCharge occur during buSilleSs hours? 

~ Was any storm water drscharged from site7 

~ Were water samples taken? 

• If Yes. till out and print Water Sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 

a. Is there a SWPPP on-site7 

b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls Installed per the SWPPP7 

0% 

0% 

0% 

NO 

NO 
NO 

d It the SWPPP Is not Implemented. ts there an effectrve combrnatron of ErosiOn 
& Sedrment control BMPs appropnate for the current stage or constructron7 

e. Is there any leak. breach or rnaffunctron to lndlcate non-vrsrble pollutants? 

f. Did you obsen~e any floating rnatenals. oil grease. odor. toxrns. anqtor 

sedunent at any outfalls. discharge pomts. or downstream locatrons7 

Number of OREs since July I :--------

Thursday, October I 0. 20 13 

Frrdav. October I 1. 20 13 

Saturday. October 12. 20 13 

Sunday. October 13. 20 13 

Estmated start of rain:-----------­
During normal buSiness houn7 

It NO. please explain: __________ _ 

YES 
YES b2 ReqUire updallng7 NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan tor sampllflg at next rain. 

NO rr Yes. sample and document 

What was obsen~ed7 

The following pages provide Inspection observallon results. Results are to be cross-referenced with attached photograplu. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soli Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dikes 
2 Slope protecuon 
3 Vegetation 
1 Surface erosion 
5 Storage of Matenals 
6 Sod Stod<ptles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V-ditches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 F1ber Rolls 1 Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Bur1ap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Silt Fence 
13 Drain Inlet ProtectJon 
14 BaSKIS 

Wind Control Items 

15 Dust Control 

Traclclng Control Items 

16 Construction Entrance 
I 7 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 DebriS Clean-up 
19 Disposal Areas !Export S1tesJ 
20 Spills or Leaks on VehiCles, Equrpment or Materials 
2 1 Portable Toilets and SeptiC 
22 Dumpsters. RoiJ.Offs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Pa101. StLICCO Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatenng Operations 
25 Pawlg or Gmd1ng Operauon.s 
16 Concrete Cunng/F1nish1ng 
27 Tempora~y Stream Crossing 
ZB 1111dl ConnectiorVIIJegal Discharge Reporllfl9 
29 VehiCle and EqUJpment Oeamng 
30 VehiCle and Equ1pment Fueling Area 
3 I VehiCle and EqUipment Marntenance 
32 VehiCle and Equipment Drip Pans 
33 Sp!lll<lts 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

10/712013 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

1sl 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
11 
22 
13 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

BMP 
Accep!Aible 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Accq)l.able 

X 

8MP 
Acceptable 

X 

8MP 
Accepcabfe 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Ac«PCaa:Jle 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

g Are materials and suppl~es n compliance With the SWPPP7 ..:YES-=-- --
h. Were damaged or dissipated matenals removed from the SJte7 

L Are appropriate sp11f response personnel trained? ....:Y.=ES=----

Other 

Items Noted ·Repairs Required· or ·aMP Missing· 

IS 17 22 

Torrey Garden Hills 

X EC-3, 6, 7, 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1 ,2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4, EC-11 

CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 
SE-1 

SE- 10 
X SE-2, 3 

RepilltS 
Required 8MP MlssAng No! J\ppllcable CASOABMP 

X I I I WE- I 

~ 
Reqwed BMP MISSing No! llppbalble CASOABMP 

I I TC-1, 2. 3 
X SE-7 

RepaotS 
Requited BMP Missing NoC llpplrc:Alble CASOABMP 

WM·5, 6 

WM-4,6,7, 10 
WM-9 

X WM-5 
WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X N5-2 
X NS-3 

N5- l 2, 14 
X N5-4 

NS-6 
X N5-8 

Ns-9 
Ns-10 
N5-IO 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 

I I 

Groc..nd Service Technology. Inc 



lnspealon Page 3 10/7/2013 Torrey Garden Hills 

ITE M 
15 

Resoonse: 

17 
Response: 

22 
Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

: 

0 
Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 

Response: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

Inspection Observation and c orrect1ve A ctions s ummC!fY 
Assigned Date Completed 

to 

I 5. ConiTol dust by using an approved method. 

I 7. Sweep tradtlng_as needed. VISUal~ lnspea dally._ 

22. Du1111>stets need to be covered and !he end of each workday and prfor/durlnq a raln .,..nl 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer ro the California Srormwarer Ouafily Association (CASOAJ Best Management Practices (BMPj Details 
and Cut Sheets In your SWPPP for lnsrallalion. maintenance and usage standards. 

lnspeaion Report Received by. ------------------------

Dal~-------------------------

Ground ServiCe Technology. Inc. 



Ground ervice Technology, Inc. 
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SWPPP Inspection Photographs October 7, 20 13 



f I 

http://www.wrh.noaa.gov/forecast/wxtables/index.php?lat=32.95949& ... 

\VIlr'Dlap and/or Advlsorlts Ia Etrecl ror tbb Point: 
SoecinJ Wq~her Stntemcnl 
For warnings end/or advisories in effect ror adj:lcent areas to this point, 
see h!!pJ/wwwwrh.noa;uo,·lsqx 

Mon0ct07 Tue0ct08 

Weather Patchy Fog 

O.Uy-Temp Hlgh 74 High 68 
Low 59 Low69 

Chance of 
011. 0'1!. 0'1!. 5'1to 5% 5'1to 5'1to 10% P"'clp 

P,..lp 0.00"0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00" 0.00"0.00" 0.00" 
12-hr 

0" 0" 0" 0" Snow Total 
FRET 0.12" 0.09" 
6-Hour Sam 11om Spm llpm Sam 11am5pm 11pm 
Temp 60 n 69 63 60 67 65 60 

Cloudiness 29'1to 30'11. 27'1to 1 OO'Ito IOO'Ito 33'1to 76% 95% 
Dewpolnt 49 50 56 54 52 55 55 50 
Ralatlve 87% 47'1to 63'1(, 74'1to 75% 67% 70'1to 71'1(, HumdUy 

Wind SE sw w s SE sw sw s 
2 5 7 2 2 7 9 7 

Snow 
10160 level (II) 

Forecast For LaULon: 32.9570/·117 .2540 (Eiov. 33SIIJ 
DeiMarCA 

Forecast Created at: 7am PDT Oct 7, 2013 
C.-..lft.awr F~ T#&ll 

Wed0ct09 Thu0ct10 
Slight 

Cha Chance Likely Chance Chance 
R ';::' RaJn Rain Rain RaJn 

a ShowersShowenJShowets Showers 

High 83 High 83 
Low 57 low 55 

25% 50% 80'Ito 35% 20'1!. 5% 5% 0'1!. O'lto 

Frl Ocl11 

High 67 
low 55 

0'11. 0'11. 

0.00" 0.03" 0.07" 0.02" 0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00" 

0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 

0.10" 0.11" 0.11' 

Sat Oct 12 Sun Oct 13 

High 71 High 70 
Low 57 Low 57 

O'lto 0% 0'11. 011. 0% O'lto O'lto O'lto O'lto 

0.11" 0.11" 
Sam t1am Spm t1pm 5am 11am5pm 1tpm Sam 11am5pm11pm 5am11am5pm ttpm 5am11am5pmt1pm 
57 62 61 57 55 62 61 57 55 65 64 59 57 69 67 60 56 ea 66 61 - 65'lto 92'lto 65% 67% 43% 43'1to 14'1to 14'1to 5'1to S'lto 5'lto 5'1to 12'1to 12% 12'1to 12'1to 6'1to B'lto 7'1to 
49 51 60 48 47 50 50 49 47 53 55 52 50 56 57 53 50 56 56 53 

74% 67% 69% 72'1(, 74% 66'1(, 66'1(, 75'1to 73% 66'1(, n'Mo 76% 76'1(, 64'1(, 70'1to 76% 76'1(, 64% 70'1(, 75'1to 

sw sw w w w w w N NE w w N NE w w s SE w w N 
6 16 16 18 12 7 9 2 5 7 9 2 3 7 8 2 2 7 2 

7675 6619 5961 5602 6449 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 



EROSION CONTROL. OIVISION 

owner: Torrey Garden Hills 
contractor: Garden Communities 

Job No/Pro.J«t 24243 Torrey Garden Hills 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 7 60-7 45-20 I 0 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Uc 1847034 A & 8 

WDIDf: 9 37C362854 
Project Dates: 

Site Address: Calle Mar de Mariposa/ W. Ocean Dr. 
Site Area: 8.4 Acres 

Exposed Area: 50% 
Cross Streets,! Area Del mar 

Performed by. Michael P. Duff. JD. CESSWI. OSP 
nue: OSP I 24369 

Site Contact: Rod Fink 
Contact Number: (619) 572-1114 

Report Date: I OJ I 0/20 13 

Inspection Date: I Of I 0/20 13 

Time: I :30 PM 

Additional Report:! NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: ~~~-----v_e_rn_·c_a_J_Con __ s_t ____ ~ 2~----------------------~ 
Summary of Completed ActMties 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current: Clear Rain Gauge Reading: 0.4 ---------

of 

Was it a Qualifying Rain Event (ORE)7-:--=-:-----;::=N:::O::::::;:::;;=:=:::; 

predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 0.4 

End date of Last Rain Event I 0. I 0. I 3 --------
Todayis Day ---- ----

Is Inspection during or after a ORE of .5" or more7 --------

NOAA Forecast Chance of Precipitation 

()9ft Wednesday, October 09. 20 13 
IS% ThursdaY. October I 0. 20 13 
()9ft Friday. October I I. 20 13 
0% Saturday, October 12. 20 13 

~ Did first two hours of discharge occur during busrness hours7 

~ Was any storm water drscharged from site7 

-'! Were water samples taken7 

•If Yes, fill out and print Water Sample Report. 
SWPPP Questions 

a. Is there a SWPPP on-Site1 

b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls rnstalled per the SWPPP1 

NO 

NO 
NO 

d If the SWPPP is not Implemented. Is there an effective combination or Erosion 
& Sedtment control BMPs appropriate for the current stage of construction? 

e Is there any leak. breach or malfunction to lndlcate non-vrsrble pollutants? 

f. Did you observe any floating materials. oil grease. odor. toxins, and,/or 

SedliTlerlt at any outfalls, discharge points, or downstream locat10ns1 

Number of OREs since July l: -------

Estimated start of rain: __________ _ 

Durrng normal busineSS houts7 
If NO, please explain:. __________ _ 

YES 
YES b2. Require updattng7 NO 

YES 
NO If Yes, plan ror sampling at next rain 

NO 1r Yes. sample and document 
What was observed? 

The fol.lowfng pages prollfde Inspection observation results. Results are to be cross-referenced with attached photographs. 



Soil Stabilization Items 

I 8~ and Dtkes 
2 Slope protection 
3 VegetatiOn 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage of Materials 
6 Sod Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V~1tches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls I Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Slit Fence 
13 Drain Inlet Protection 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

IS Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Constructlon Entrance 
17 Tracking on s~ 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Oebns Clean-up 
19 Disposal Areas ffxport Sites! 
20 Spills or leaks on VehiCles. Equipment or Materials 
2 I Portable Toilets and SeptiC 
22 Dumpsters, RoH-Offs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Patnt. Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatermg Operations 
25 Paving or Grinding Operations 
26 Concrete Curll19ffnlshlng 
27 Temporal)' Stream Crossing 
28 Rhot ConnectJon/lllegal DISCharge Reporting 
29 Vehicle and Equipment Cleaning 
30 Vehicle and Equipment Fueling Area 
31 VehiCle and Equipment Maintenance 
32 Vehicle and Equtprnent Dnp Pans 
33 SpiD Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

1011012013 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

1sl 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
2 
22 
23 

I 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

8MP 
Jlcc:eptallle 

X 

8MP 
Jlcc:epQblr 

X 

8MP 
J\cc:epQblr 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

g Ale materials and supplies In compliance With the SWPPP7 ...:..YES=----
h. Were damaged or dissipated materials removed from the site7 
l Ale appropriate spin response personnel trall'led7 ...:..Y:;.:ES;..._ __ 

Other 

Items Noted "Repairs Required" or "BMP Missing· 

17 

Torrey Garden Hills 

CASOABMP 

X EC-3, 6, 7, 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1, 2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4, EC-11 

CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 
SE- 1 

SE- 10 
X SE-2, 3 

~ 
R~ 8MP MisSing Not Applicable CASOABMP 

I I I WE-I 

~ 
~ed 8MP Missing Not Applbble CASOABMP 

I I TC-1, 2, 3 
X SE-7 

Rep.Ws 
~eel BMP Missing Not ApplicAble CASOABMP 

WM-5, 6 

WM-4.6.7, 10 
WM-9 
WM-5 
WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X NS..2 
X Ns-3 

Ns-12, 14 
X Ns-4 

Ns-6 
X NS..S 

N~9 

NS..IO 
Ns-10 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 

Ground Service Technology. Inc:. 



Inspection Page 3 10/10/2013 Torrey Garden Hills 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

ITEM lns()_ection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary 
Assigned Date Completed 

to 

17 17. Sweep tracking as needed. Visually Inspect daily. 

Response: 

0 ... ., 
Response: .. .. . "'· .. 

0 .· ·• .. ~~ .. 
Response: . ; .. ., 

0 

Response: 

0 .. ·~ .~ 

Response: 

0 ' '- ~ 

Response: _;"· 

0 

Response: ... 

0 

Response: 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the California Stonnwater Ouafity Association (CASOA) Best Management Practices (BMPJ Details 

and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by. ------------------------

Date:------------------------

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 



Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs October 10, 2013 



No Warnings or Advisories In Effect for lhis Point 
For warnings and/or advisories in effecr for adjacenl areas lo this point. 
see htrp:l/www. wrh.no.1tl gov/sg:< 

Forecast For Latllon: 32.9570/·117.2540 (Eiev. 335 It) 
Del MarCA 

Forecasl Crealed at Sam PDT Oct I 0, 2013 

Thu Oct 10 Frl Oct 11 Sat Oct 12 Sun Oct 13 Mon Oct 14 

Weather 

Dally· Temp High 67 High 69 High 69 High 67 
~$ ~57 ~~ ~$ 

Pau:hy 
Fog 

High69 
~57 

Tue Oct 15 

Hlgh 73 
~58 

Wed Oct 16 

High74 
Low 58 

c'::c:C::, ot 1S'Yo O'Yo 0% O'Yo O'Yo O'Yo O'Yo O'Yo O'Yo O'Yo 0% O'Yo O'Yo O'Yo 0% O'Yo O'Yo 0% O'Yo O'Yo O'Yo O'Yo 0% 0% O'Yo O'Yo O'Yo O'Yo 

Preclp o.oo·o.oo·o.oo·o.oo· o.oo·o.oo·o.oo·o.oo· o.OO"'O.OO"'O.OO"'o.oo· o.OO"' o.OO"o.oo-
12-hr ~ _ ~ - 0• o· 

SnowTotal u u u u 

FRET 0.12" 0.11" 0.09" 0.09" 0.10" 0.12" 0.13" 

6·Hour Sam 11am Spm 11pm Sam l1am 5pm 11pm Sam 11am Spm 11pm Sam 11am 5pm 11pm Sam11am5pm llpm 5am11am5pm11pm 5am11am5pm11pm 
Temp $ 65 64 $ 57 66 66 60 58 67 66 61 59 65 64 59 57 66 66 so 58 70 69 61 58 71 69 61 

Cloudiness 44% 31% 21% 16% 41% 8% 30'Yo 87% 72% 12% 12% 94% 94% 5% 5% 72% 72% 1% 1% 8% 8% 6% 6% 6% 6% 9o/o 9o/o 9% 
Dewpolnt 52 52 54 54 51 53 59 59 57 56 58 59 55 56 56 52 49 54 56 53 49 51 58 49 44 50 55 48 

RelaUve 76% 61 % 69% BS% 
Humdlty 

Wind W SW W 
12 8 8 

N 
6 

Snow 6550 7447 0 0 
Level (It) 

80% 81% 79o/o 85% 97% 69'Yo 76% 90'Yo 86% 72% 74% 79% 74%65%71% 77% 71%51% 63'Yo 64% 60'Yo 47%59%61% 

~~~~~WW~~WWN NWW~~~W~E~WE 

6 9 9 5 5 9 7 3 5 10 8 3 3 7 7 3 5 6 8 3 8 7 6 2 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0000 0000 0000 0000 



Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/ EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

Phone 760-745-20 10 

Fax 760-741 - 1363 

www.erosioncontroller.com CA Lie 184 7034 A & 8 
EROSION CONTROL.. OIVISION 

OWner: Torrey Garden Hills 
Contractor: Garden Communities 

Job No/Project: 24243 Torrey Garden Hills 
Site Address.: Calle Mar de Mariposa/ W. Ocean Dr. 

Cross StreetS/Area: Del mar 
Performed by: Michael P. Duff. JD. CESSWJ. OSP 

Title: OSP II 24369 

Inspector Signature: J!\; ~ "[)~~ 
Type of Inspection: I Weekly Maintenance 

WDIDI: 9 37C362854 
ProjeCt Dates: 

S1te Area: 8. 4 Acres 
Exposed Area· 50% 

S1te Contact: Rod Fink 
Contact Number: (619J 572- 111 4 

Repon Date: I Of 15/20 13 

Inspection Date: 1 0/ I 5/20 l 3 

Time: I I :30 PM 

Additional Report! NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: ~~~ -------~_ert __ ica_I_C_o_ns __ t ____ ~ 2~----------------------~ 
Summary of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current: Gear Rain Gauge Read'n g : - -------
End date of last Rain Event ---------------

Today is Day _ __ _ of 

Was it a Oualrfying Rain Event (ORE)?-- - ---;:=====:::::::; 

_ ___ predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 

Is inspection during or after a ORE of S or more?--------

NOAA f()(ecast Charlce of PrecipitatiOn 

0% 

0'16 

0% 

0% 

01 
£ Dtd f.m two hours of discharge occu- during business hours7 

~ Was any storm water discharged from s1te1 

NO 

NO 
~ Were water samples taken7 NO 

•If Yes. fiJI our and pnnt Water Sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 
a Is there a SWPPP on-site7 

b. Is a Wall Map updated7 
c. Are structural controls installed per the SWPPP7 

d. If the SWPPP is not implemented. is there an effecuve combination of Erosion 
& Sedunent control BMPs appropriate f()( lhe current stage of construct10n1 

Number of OREs since July I :--------

F~ October 18. 2013 

Saturday, October 19. 20 13 

SUnday, October 20, 20 13 

Monday. October 21, 20 13 

Estll"'lated start ot ra.,: ______________ _ 

During nonnal buSrJess hours7 
If NO, please explatn: ___ ___ ____ _ 

YES 

YES b2. Requlfe updatll'lg7 NO 

YES 

NO If Yes. plan ror sampling at next rain. 

NO 1r Yes. sample and document 

e. Is there any leak. breach or malfunctiOn to indlcate non-vis1ble poUutants7 

f Did you observe any floating matenals. 01L grease. odor, tox111s. andfor 

Sediment at any outfalls, discharge po111ts, or downstream locatlons7 What was ob.served7 

The folloWing pages provide Inspection ob5ervab0n results. Results are to be cross-rererenccd with attached photographs. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dikes 
2 Slope protection 
3 Vegetation 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage of Materials 
6 Soli Stocl(piles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V-ditches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Aber Rolls I Straw Wattles 
10 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Silt Fence 
13 Drain Inlet Protection 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

IS Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Construction Entrance 
I 7 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Debm CleaTHJp 
19 Disposal Areas f Export Sites) 
20 Spills or Leaks on Vehicles. Equipment or Materials 
21 Portable Toilers and Septic 
22 Dumpsters. Roii-Offs, Trash Receptades 
23 Concrete. Paint. Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatering Operations 
25 Paving or Grinding Operations 
26 Concrete Curing/Finishing 
27 Temporary Stream Crossing 
2B llficlt Comectionjlllegal Discharge Reporting 
29 Vehlde and Equipment Cleaning 
30 Vehkle and Equipment Fueling Area 
31 Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance 
32 Vehicle and Equipment Drip Pans 
33 Spill Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

1011512013 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

rsl 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g. Are materials and supplies in comprrance with the SWPPP? 

Other 

h. Were damaged or dissipated materials removed from the site7 
i. Are appropriate spill response personnel trained? 

Hand held gas powered equipment needs to be stored 
upright. 
exposed trench outside property needs to be secured 

Items Noted "Repairs Required" or "BMP Missing· 

5 17 18 

BMP 
Acc~ble 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Al::ceptabje 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceplable 

X 

BMP 
.'lcceptable 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acct'P(a!lle 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Torrey Garden Hills 

Repairs 
Required BMP Missing Not Applicable CASOABMP 

X EC-3, 6. 7. 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1.2 
X WM-3 

WM-3 
SE-4. EC-11 

CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 
SE-1 

SE-10 
X SE-2. 3 

R~ 
Required BMP Missing Nor AppUcable CASOABMP 

I I WE-I 

Repalts 
Required BMP MISslng No! Applicable CASOABMP 

I I TC-1. 2. 3 
X SE-7 

Repairs 
Required BMP MISsing Not llppflcable CASOABMP 

X WM-5.6 

WM-4,6,7.10 
WM-9 
WM-5 

WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X N5-2 
X NS-3 

N5-12. 14 
X NS-4 

Ns-6 
X NS-8 

N5-9 
NS-10 

NS-10 
WM-4 

BMP Missing Not Applicable CASOABMP 

X 

I I X 

Ground SeiVice Technology. Inc. 



Inspection Page 3 10/15/2013 Torrey Garden Hills 

ITEM 

5 

Response: 

17 
Response: 

18 
Response: 

0 

Response; 

0 

ReSIJ()nse: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

nspect1on Ob servatlon an dC orrectJVe A" ct1ons s ummary 
Assigned Date Completed 

to 

5. Uqufd ot powder rype construction material needs ro have secondaty containment and should be covered. 

17. Sweep trackinQ as needed. Visually Inspect daily. 

18. Properly dispose of construction debriS/trash. 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the California Storrnwater Duality Association ICASOA) Best Management Practices {BMP) Details 

and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by: -------------------------

Oat~-------------------------

Ground 5eM<:c Technology. Inc. 



Ground ervice Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs October 15,2013 
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EROSION CONTROL. OIVISION 

Owner Torrey Garden Hills 
contractor. Garden Communities 

Job No/ProJect· 24243 Torrey Garden Hills 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/ EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escon dido, CA 92029 

www.eroSJoncontroller.com 

Pho ne 760-745-20 I 0 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Lie N84 7034 A & B 

WDIDI: 9 37C362854 
ProjeCt Dares: 

S1re Address: Calle Mar d e Mariposa; W. O cean Dr. 

S1te Area· 8. 4 A cres 
Exposed Area: 50% 

Cross Streef¥'Area: Del mar 
Pertonned by Michael P. Duff, JD, CESSWI. 05P 

Title: OSP N 24369 

Inspector Signature: TI); J:sJ/ 
Type of Inspection: I Weekly Maintenance 

S1te Contact. Rod Fin k 
Contact Number: (619) 572- 1114 

Report Date I 0/24/ 20 13 

Inspection Date: I 0/24/20 13 
Time: I I :30 PM 

Additional ReportJ NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: 11~-------V_ert_l_c_ai_C_o_ru __ t ____ ~ 2 
~--------------------------~ 

Summary of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current Clear Rain Gauge Reading: ---------------

of 

Was 1t a Ouahfylng Rain Event (ORE)?-:--=-:-----;:=====~ 
predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 

End date of last Rain Event ---------
TodayisDay ------- -------

Is Inspection during or after a ORE of .s- or more?--------

NOAA Forecast Chance of PrecipttatiOO 

0'16 Wednesday. October 23. 201 3 
0'16 Thursday. October 24. 20 13 
0'16 Friday. October 25. 201 3 
0'16 Saturday. October 26. 20 13 

f Old rJrSt two hours of discharge occur dunng busll'leSs hours7 
g. Was any storm water discharged from Slte7 
-'! Were water samples taken7 

•If Yes. fill out and pnnt Water Sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 
a . Is there a SWPPP on-site7 
b. Is a Wall Map updated7 
c. Are structural controls installed per the SWPPP7 

5% 

30'16 

30'16 

15% 

NO 

NO 
NO 

d If the SWPPP IS not implemented. is there an effecttve combmat1on of EroSion 
& Sec11ment control BMPs appropriate for the current stage of construcllon7 

e. Is there any leak. breach or malrunctiOI'l to indicate non-V1s1ble pollutants7 

r D1d you observe any floating matenals. 01l grease. odor. toxrns. and,/ or 

sediment at any outfalfs. diSCharge points. or downstream locaUom7 

Number of OREs since July I :------------

Sunday. October 27. 201 3 

MondaY. October 28. 20 13 

Tuesday. October 29. 20 13 

Wednesday. October 30. 20 13 

Estmated start of ram:----------­
During normal bu.seness hours7 

If NO. please explain:. _____ _____ _ 

YES 

YES b2. Requll'e updatmg7 NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan for samplrng at next rain. 

NO If Yes. sample and document. 
What was observed7 

The following pages provide inspectfon observation results. Results are to be cron-J"ererenced Wllh attached photographs. 



lnspeqlon Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dikes 
2 Slope protectiOn 
3 VegetatiOn 
4 Surface erosiOn 
5 Storage or Materials 
6 Sorl StOCkPiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V-clrtches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls I Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Silt Fence 
13 Dram Inlet Protectron 
14 Basrns 

Wind Control Items 

I 5 Oust Control 

Traddng Control Items 

16 Construction Entrance 
17 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Debru ClearHJp 
19 Drsposal Areas 1 Export Srtes) 
20 Spills or leaks on Vehrdes. Equrpment or Materials 
21 Portable Torlets and Sepbc 
22 Dumpsters. RoU.Otfs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Pant. Stucco Wash OUts 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatering Operat.ons 
25 Pavrng or Gnndrng OperatiOns 
26 Concrete Cunng/Frush.ng 
27 Temporary Stream Crossrng 
28 IUICrt ConnectforVIIIegal Drscharge Reporting 
29 Vehicle and Eqtnpment Cleanrng 
30 Vehrcle and Equipment Fuelrng Area 
3 I Vehicle and Equrpment Marntenance 
32 Vehicle and Equrpment Dnp Pans 
33 SptU Krts 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

1012412013 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

1sl 

:~1 

18 
19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 

30 
31 
32 
33 

g. Are materials and suppfres rn cornpkance wrth the SWPPP7 
h Were damaged or drsslpated matenals removed from the site7 
L Are appropriate sprH response personnel trclined7 

Other 

Items Noted 'Repairs Required' or 'BMP Missing· 

5 17 18 22 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

8MP 
Accepcable 

X 

8MP 
Accepl<lllle 

X 

8MP 
Acceplilt* 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Accepl<lllle 

Torrey Garden Hrlls 

CASOABMP 

X EC-3, 6, 7, 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1,2 
X WM-3 

WM-3 
SE-4. EC- 11 

CASOABMP 

SE·S 
SE-4 
SE-0 
SE-1 

SE-10 
X SE-2. 3 

~ 
R~ liMP Missing NOt Aflplk:ill* CASOABMP 

I I I WE-I 

R~ 
Reqund OMP Missing NOt~ CASOABMP 

I I TC-1, 2. 3 
X SE-7 

Rep.Ws 
Require<~ BMP Missing NOt Jlpplicable CASOABMP 

X WM-5, 6 

WM-4,6,7, 10 
WM-9 

X WM-5 
WPM! 

CASOABMP 

X NS-2 
X NS-3 

NS-12. 14 
X NS-4 

NS.O 
X Ns-8 

NS-9 
NS-10 
NS-10 
WM-4 

BMP CASOABMP 

X 

X 

Ground Selvice Technology. Inc. 
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Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs October 24, 2013 



,f I 

http://www.wrh.noaa.gov/forecast/wxtables/index.php?lat=32.84722& ... 

No Warnings or Ad\;sories In Effecc for this Point 
For warnings IUld/or mh·isories in cffecl for Bdjaccnt areas to this point, 
sec btJlrllwww wiD noM go\·/sgx 

Forecast For Latllon: 32.8410/·117.2590 (Eiov. 348ft) 
San Dlego·La Jolla CA 

Weather 

Dally· Temp 

Chance of 
Preelp 
Proclp 
12-llr 

Snow Total 
FRET 
&-Hour 
Tamp 

Forecast Created at Sam PDT Oct24, 20 I 3 
C11.1.rv. D~f~ Tdh 

Thu Oct24 Frt Oct 25 Sat Oct 26 Sun Oct27 Mon Oct28 

Slight 

Patchy Fog Patchy Fog 
Chance 

Rain 
Sh~ 

Hlgh64 High 65 High 71 High 72 High 67 
Low 58 Low 58 Low 58 Low 58 Low 57 

0"4 0"4 0"4 0"4 0"4 0% 0"4 0% 0"4 0"4 0"4 0"4 0"4 0"4 0"4 5% 5% tO% IS% 

O.Oil"O.Oil"O.Oil"O.Oil" 0.00"0.00"0.00"0.00" O.Oil"O.Oil"O.Oil"O.Oil" 0.00"0.00"0.00' 

()" ()" ()" ()" ()" 0" ()" ()" 

0.05" o.or 0.08" 0.09" o.or 
Sam I lam Spm ttpm Sam 11am5pm 11pm Sam 11em5pm llpm Sam ttamSpm llpm Sam !lam Spm 
58 63 62 59 58 64 63 58 56 69 67 60 58 70 58 60 57 66 64 

Cloudiness 99% 73% 96% 97% 96% 48'!6 60% 96% 96% 31% 31% 96% 96% 19% 19%100% tOO% 55% 88% 
Dawpotnt 55 59 58 56 55 57 57 55 53 59 58 54 51 57 57 54 52 57 57 
RelaUvo 

90"4 86% 87'!6 91% 89% 79% 83% 91% 88% 70"4 71% 81% 79% 62% 69% 83% 85%74% 78% 
Humdlty 

Wind NW N NW HW N NW NW N N NW NW N N w w w SE sw w 
3 5 8 6 5 8 7 3 3 7 5 2 3 5 8 2 8 13 

Tuo0ct29 Wed Oct30 

Chance 
Slight 

Rain 
Chance Patchy 

Rain Fog 
Showers 

Showers 
High 64 High 68 
Low 58 Low 55 

30% 30% 20"4 20"4 15% IS% 5% 5% 0% 

0.08" 0.09" 
11pm Sam llamSpm llpm Sam 11am5pm 11pm 

66 56 63 62 57 55 66 65 58 
100"4 100"4 67'!6 67'!6 75% 75% 26% 28% 52% 

54 52 55 54 52 50 54 52 50 

- 85% 75% 77'!6 85% 82'!6 64% 64% 74% 

WSWSWWNEWWN 
10 10 10 8 3 7 8 10 5 

Snow 
Level (II) 

9171 9171 8559 8559 816881588759 87598759 0 0 

.... _ .......................... ., 



Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

Phone 760-745-20 I 0 

Fax 760-741 - l 363 

www.erosioncontroller.com CA Uc #847034 A & 8 
EROSION CONTROL OIVISION 

OWner. Torrey Garden Hills 
Contractor: Garden Communities 

Job No/Project: 24243 Torrey Garden Hills 
Site Address: Calle Mar de Mariposa; W. Ocean Dr. 

Cross Street¥ Area: Del mar 
Performed by. Michael P. Duff, JD, CESSWI. OSP 

Title: OSP II 24369 

Inspector Signature: =yv--) ~ ~ 
Type of Inspection: l During Extended Storm Event 

WOlD,: 9 37C362854 
Project Oates: 

Site Area: 8.4 Acres 
Exposed Area: 50% 

Site Contact: Rod Fink 
ContactNumber. (619) 572- 1 I 14 

Report Date: 10/28/20 13 

Inspection Date: l 0/28/20 J 3 
Time: 2:00 PM 

Additional Reportl NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: '~'------~V~ern~·c~ai~C~o~n~s~t----~ 2 
~--------------------------~ 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current: Cloudy ----------"------ Rain Gauge Reading: 

of 

Was it a Qualifying Rain Event (ORE)?-~------;=====~ 
____ predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 

End date of last Rain Event --------
Today IS Day ----

Is inspection during or after a ORE of S or more?---------

NOAA Forecast Chance of Preopitation 

096 Sunday, October 27. 2013 
7096 Monday, October 28. 20 13 

45% Tuesday, October 29, 20 13 

5% Wednesday, October 30, 20 13 

-~ Did lim two hours of diScharge occur during business ho~1 
g. Was any storm water- discharged from s1te? 

~ Wer-e water samples taken? 

•If Yes. fiO out and print Water Sample Report. 
SWPPP Questions 

a Is there a SWPPP on-site7 
b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls Installed per the SWPPP7 

096 
096 

096 
096 

NO 

NO 

NO 

d. If the SWPPP IS not implemented. is I here an effective comb111atlon of Erosion 
& Sediment control BMPs appropriate ror the current stage or consiTUCtion7 

e. Is there any leak. breach or malrunctlon to indicate norwis1ble pollutants? 

f. Did ~ Observe any floating materials, oil grease, odor, tOXInS, anqtor 
sediment at any outfalls, cfiScharge points, or downstream locations? 

Number of OREs since July I : ______ _ 

Thursday. October 31. 20 13 

Friday, November 0 I , 2013 

Saturday, November 02. 20 13 

Stxlday, November 03. 2013 

Estimated start of rain: __________ _ 

During normal business hours? 
If NO, please explain:. __________ _ 

YES 

YES b2. Require updating? NO 

YES 
NO Jr Yes. plan ror sampliJ'l9 at next rain. 

NO If Yes, sample and document. 

What was observed? 

The following pages provide Inspection obseNatlon results. Results are to be crOSS"referenced with attached photographs. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

1 Berms and 01kes 
2 Slope protection 
3 Vegeta(JOn 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Slorage of Materials 
6 Sod Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V-d1tches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber RoUs / Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
I 2 Slit Fence 
I 3 Ora1n Inlet Procection 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

15 Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

I 6 Construction Entrance 
17 Traclong on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

I B DebriS Clearwp 
I 9 Disposal Areas {Export S1tes) 
20 Spills or Leaks on Vehicles. EqUipment or Materials 
21 Portable Toilets and Septic 
22 Dumpsters. R~ffs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Paint. Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatemg Operations 
25 Pavtng or Gnndmg OperatJons 
26 Concrete Curing/Flmshng 
27 Temporary Stream Crossing 
28 llllc1t Connecbol)/lllegal DISCharge Repol'tlflg 
29 Vehicle and Equrpment Clean111Q 

30 Vehicle and Equipment Fuelmg Area 
31 Vehicle and Equipment Mantenance 
32 Vehrcle and Eqwpment Dnp Pans 
33 SpiU Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

10/28/2013 

I 
2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
8 

I 

9 
10 
I 
12 
13 
14 

1sl 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g. Are materials and supplies in compliance With the SWPPP7 
h Were damaged or dissipated materials removed rrom the s1te? 
r. Are appropriate spill response personnel trained? 

Items Noted ·Repairs Required· or ·aMP Mlssfng· 

17 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
J\ccepQble 

X 

8t.1P 
Ace~ 

X 

BMP 
1\ccepcable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

8MP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Torrey Garden Hills 

CASQABMP 

X EC-3. 6. 7. 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1. 2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4. EC- 11 

CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE~ 

SE· I 
SE-10 

X SE-2. 3 

Repan 
Req.Jored 8MP ~No(~ CASOABMP 

I I WE- I 

~ 
Required BMP Missing No(~ CASOABMP 

I I TC-1. 2. 3 
X SE-7 

RqlairS 
Required BMP MISSing No( App/JCA!ble CASOABMP 

WM-5. 6 

WM-4,6.7.10 
WM-9 
WM-5 
MMI 

CASOABMP 

X N5-2 
X Ns-3 

NS-12. 14 
X NS-4 

Ns-6 
X NS-8 

Ns-9 
NS.IO 
NS..IO 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 

I I 

Ground SeNICe Technology. Inc 



Inspection Page 3 10/28/2013 Torrey Garden Hills 

I TE M 
17 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Respome: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary 
Assigned Date Completed 

to 

17. Sweep llacldng as needed. VIsually Inspect dally. 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the california S!ormwaler Oualily Association (CASOA) Best Management Practices (BMPJ Details 

and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation, maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by. ------------------------

Date:------------------------

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 



Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs October 28, 2013 



No Wantings or Advisories In Effrc1 for lhis Point. 
For warnings and/or advisories in effect. for 3dj3Cent nre.ts 10 lhis poinl. 
see ill.!(rllwww wrh.ru>..1a.go\·/sg\ 

Forecast For Latllon: 32.9570/·117.2540 (Eiev. 335 It) 
Del MarCA 

Forecast Created at: 9am PDT Oct 28, 2013 
Ott-~ ,.,mua r~Jbk 

TUe Oct 29 Wed Oct 30 Thu Oct 31 Frf Nov 01 Sat Nov 02 Sun Nov03 MonOct 28 

Weather Llkelylikely = 
Rain Rain Showers 

Chance Chance Slight Chance 
Rain Rain Chance Rain Patchy Patchy Patchy 

Sligh! 
Chance 

Rain ShowersShowersSh'!':rs Showers Fog 
Fog Fog 

Dally-Temp 

Chance of 
Preclp 
Preclp 
12-hr 

Snow Total 
FRET 

H'ogh 61 
Low 59 

70% 65% 70% 70% 45% 

0.05" 0.04"0.04"0.04" 0.09" 

0" 0" 

0.06" 
6-Hour Sam II am Spm 1 lpm Sam 
Temp 59 60 60 57 56 

Cloudiness 100% 80% 80% 66% 65% 
Dewpolnt 56 56 53 51 50 

Relative 96% 85% 79% 79% 80% 
Humdlty 

Wind SWWWW SW 
10 15 12 12 12 

0" 

High 62 High 65 High 70 
Low 56 

High 73 High 71 High 62 
Low 56 Low56 Low54 Low55 Low55 

25% 20% 

o.02" o.oo· 

0.06" 
I tam 
60 

78% 
51 

73% 

w 
7 

5pm 
60 

77% 
51 

73% 

w 
9 

0" 

25% 

0.02" 

11pm 
56 

68% 
51 

83% 

NE 
3 

5% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5% 5% 5% 5% 10% 10% 20% 

o.oo- o.oo- o.oo- o.oo- o.oo-o.oo- o.oo· 
o· 

0.09" 0.11" 0.12" 0.10" 0.07" 

Sam 11em5pm 1lpm Sam 11am5pm 11pm Sam11am5pm11pm Samttem5pm1lpm Sam11amSpm 1lpm 
55 61 63 59 57 65 66 59 56 67 69 60 56 65 67 60 57 60 60 56 

42% 29% 23% 56% 37% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 99% 99%40%40% 99% 99% 45% 45% 100% 
50 50 52 52 49 46 48 47 44 44 46 46 47 49 53 52 51 50 52 51 

64% 

E 
6 

67%67%78% 

W W NE 
8 9 5 

76%53%52%64% 64%43%45%61% 70%56%80%75% 79%71%76%-

E NENWNE E ENWE ESWW S ESWW S 
6 5 6 6 8 6 5 6 6 5 8 3 5 7 10 3 

Snow 
Level(ft) 7217 677662785520 5345 5946 6743 6915 7546 



Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido, CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-20 I 0 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Lie #847034 A & B 
EROSION CONTROL. OIVISION 

OWner: Torrey Garden Hills 
Contractor. Garden Communities 

Job No/Project: 24243 Torrey Garden Hills 
S1te Address: Calle Mar de Mariposa; W. Ocean Dr. 

Cross Street!{ Area: Del mar 
Performed by. Michael P. Duff, JD, CESSWI, OSP 

Title: OSP II 24369 

Inspector Signature: :=tv\: ~:;)..tt 
Type of Inspection: After Actual Storm Event 

WOIOf: 9 37(362854 
Project Oates: 

Site Area: 8. 4 Acres 
Exposed AreA 50% 

Site Contact Rod Fink 
Contact Number: (619) 572-1114 

Report Dare: I 0/29/20 13 

Inspection Date: I Of29j20 I 3 

Time: 2:30PM 

Additional Report! 

2 

NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: fl~ ______ v_e_ro_c_a_rc_o_nst __ . ____ ~ 
~--------------------------~ 

Summary of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data c~rent ______ C~l~e~ar ____ __ Rain Gauge Reading: 03 

End date of last Rain Event Was it a Qualifying Rain Event (ORE)? NO 
~----;::~:::;::;::==; ---------------

TodayJS Day ---- of predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 0.3 -----
Is inspection during or after a ORE of S or more? NO ---------------

NOM Forecast Chance of Preopttatlon 

25% 

10% 

f Did flf'St two hours of discharge occur durlflg business hours7 

~ Was any stOITTl water discharged from Slte7 

-'1 Were water samples taken7 

•If Yes. fiR out and pnnt Water Sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 
a. Is there a SWPPP on-site7 

b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls inst.:llled per the SWPPP7 

0% 

5% 

20% 

20% 

NO 

NO 
NO 

d If the SWPPP is not implemented. IS there an effectNe combination of ErosiOn 
& Sediment control BMPs appropriate for the current stage of construction? 

e Is there any leak. breach or malfunction to Indicate non-visible pollutants? 

f. Old you observe any floatrng materialS. o1t grease. odor. roxlfls. and/or 

sediTTlerlt at any outfalls, diSCharge p<>Jnts. or downstream locations? 

Number of OREs Since July I : ___ ...;_ __ _ 

Friday, November 0 I, 20 13 

Saturday, November 02. 20 13 

Sunday, November 03. 20 13 

Monday, November 04, 20 13 

Estrnated start of rarn: -------'12'-"am-"-----­
Ounng normal busineSS hours7 

If NO. please explain: _____ ______ _ 

YES 

YES b2. ReqUJre updaong7 NO 

YES 

NO If Yes. plan for sampling at next rarn. 

NO If Yes. sample and document 

What was observed? 

The following pages provide Inspection observatJon results Results are to be cross-referenced with attached photogr.~phs. 



lnspe'ctlon Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Drkes 
2 Slope protect1011 
3 Vegetation 
4 Surface eros1011 
S Storage of Materials 
6 Sod Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockprles 
8 V-ditches & Slope Drarns 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Frber Rolls/ Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap/ Poly Rock Bags 
12 Slit Fence 
13 Drain Inlet Protection 
14 Basru 

Wind Control Items 

IS Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Construction Entrance 
17 Tradung on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Debns Clean-up 
19 Disposal Areas (Export Sites) 
20 Sprns or Leaks on Vehicles, EqulpiTieflt ex Matenals 
21 Portable Toilets and Sepuc: 
22 Dumpsters. RoU-Offs, Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Parnt. Stucco Wash Outs 

N~Stormwater Management BMP Items 

21 Dewatenng Operations 
2S Pavrng or Grlf'ldrng Operations 
26 Concrete Curing/Frnishrng 
27 Tempcxary Stream CroSSing 
28 IUiot Connectronflllegal Drscharge Reportrng 
29VehKieandEq~t~nrng 

30 Vehicle and Equipment Fueling Area 
31 Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance 
32 Vehrcle and EqUipiTleflt Dnp Pans 
33 Spill Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

10/29/2013 

I 
2 
3 
4 
s 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

1sl 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
2S 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g. Are materrals and supplies in complranc:e With the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. We.-e damaged ex dlssiJ)ated matenals removed from the Slte7 
i. Are awopnate spin response personnel trarned7 

No drscharge observed or reported 

Items Noted ·Repairs Required· or ·aMP Missing· 

5 7 17 18 32 

8MP 
JICC~ 

X 
)( 

X 

X 

)( 

8MP 
Jlecepf.lble 

X 

X 

X 
)( 

X 

BMP 
A«epc:abll! 

X 

8MP 
Jlecrpcai:R 

X 

8MP 
Acccp!able 

)( 

X 

)( 

X 

)( 

8MP 
Jleceptallle 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Jleccpl<lble 

Torrey Garden Hills 

CJ\SOABMP 

X EC-3, 6, 7, 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1, 2 
)( WM-3 

WM-3 
)( SE-4, EC- 11 

CJ\SOABMP 

SE-S 
SE-4 
SE-6 
SE-1 

SE-10 
)( SE-2. 3 

llepilfn 
Requln!CI BMP MiSsing No! Jlpplicable CJ\SOABMP 

I I WE- I 

Repan 
Requitro BMP Mrsslng No!~ CJ\SOA BMP 

I I TC-1, 2,3 
X SE-7 

Rcpalf'S 

Requored BMP M<sslng No! "'Pflllcable CJ\SOABMP 

X WM-S, 6 

WM-4,6,7,10 
WM-9 
WM-S 
WM-8 

CJ\SOABMP 
)( NS-2 
X N5-3 

NS-12. 14 
X NS-4 

NS-6 
X NS-8 

NS-9 
NS-10 

X NS-10 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 

I I 

Ground SeMCe Technology, Inc 



Inspection Page 3 10/29/2013 Torrey Garden Hills 

ITEM 
5 

~spome: 

7 

Response: 

17 

~sponse: 

18 

Response: 

32 

Respon...: 

0 
Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 

Response: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 
Assigned Date Completed 

Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary to 

5. Bagged materfafs require palletizatlon and to be covered If stored outdoors. MaWiafs are not 10 be stored wilhln 50' ol 

7. Remove or cover anv concrete or misc. debris tvPe stockpiles 

17. Sweep tradcing as needed. Visually Inspect daily. 

18. Properly dispose or construction debrisjtrash. 

32. Place drip pans underneath stored ancVor Idle equipmenL 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the california Stormwater Quality Association ICASOAJ Best Management Practices fBMPJ Oetails 
and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by:-------------------------
Dar~ ________________________ __ 

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 



Ground ervice Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs October 29,2013 



£' ' 

http://www.wrh.noaa.gov/forecast/wxtables/index.php?lat=32.95949& ... 

No Warnings or Advisories In Etrect fOI" this Point 
For warnings and/or advisories in effect for adjttcmt areas to this point. 
Sl!'e hno"//www.wrh.nop.1ROy/sg_.,: 

Weather 

Dally-Temp 

Chance of 
Pntclp 
Preclp 
12-hr 

Snow Total 
FRET 

6-Hour 
Temp 

Cloudtnosa 
Dewpolnt 
Relative 
Humdlty 

Wind 

Snow 
loval (II) 

Forecast For Latllon: 32.95701-117.2540 (Eiov. 335 It) 
DoiMarCA 

Forecast Created at: Bam PDT Oct 29, 2013 
Cau-1/~rF~r..IW 

Tile Oct 29 Wod0ct30 Thu Oct31 Frl Nov 01 Sat Nov 02 Sun Nov 03 Mon Nov04 

SCattered Chanco Chance Chance P tchy Patchy 
Slight 

Rai'l Rai'l Rain Rain a Cllanoe 
Showers ShowersShowersShower.o Fog Fog Rain 

High 63 High 65 High 70 High 73 High 71 High 65 High 63 
low66 low 52 low 56 low 57 low 56 Low 55 Low 54 

50'1!. 25% 25% 25% 10% 0'1(, 0'1(, 0% 0'1(, 0'1(, 0'1(, 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5% 5% 5% 5% 20% 20% 10% 10% 5% 

0.06" 0.03" 0.06" 0.02" 0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00" 

0" 0" 0" o· o· o· 
0.08" 0.09" 0.10" 0.10" 0.11" 0.07" 0.07" 

Sam 11am Spm 1tpm Sam 11am5pm 11pm 5am 11am5pm tlpm Sam 11am5pm ltpm 5amt1am5pm11pm 5amltam5pmttpm Sam 11am5pmttpm 
57 60 61 57 55 61 63 59 57 65 66 59 57 66 69 60 56 65 67 60 57 61 62 57 55 60 62 57 

70% 56% 48% 42'11> 43'1fo 16'11> 5% 7% 7'!1. 4'!1. 3'!1. 3'!1. 3% 3'!1. 3'!1. 3'!1. 3'!1. 21'!1. 21'11> 99'11> 99'!1. 26'!1. 26'!lo 92'11> 92'!1. 38% 38'!1. 12'!1. 
51 51 51 51 so 51 52 52 49 50 51 52 49 49 51 51 49 50 52 53 52 53 53 53 51 51 52 53 

63'!1. 71'11. 71'11. 83'11> 84'11. 70% 66% 79'!1. 77'!1. 59'11> 59'11> 76'!1o 75% 54'11. 53'!1. 72'11. 76'11> 56'11. 57'!1. 76% 63'11. 73% 71'!1. 65% 88'11o 73'1!. 72'11. 66'1!. 

w w w N E N w NE E w NW N E E NW E E sw w E E sw w s SE SW w E 
8 6 8 5 6 3 8 5 6 3 7 3 6 6 3 6 7 5 8 3 6 7 10 3 7 3 8 3 

5551 5648 6789 6603 6403 6403 0 0 0 



Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido, CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Lie 1#847034 A & 8 
EROSION CONTROL. OIVISION 

OWner. Torrey Garden Hills 
Contractor Garden Communities 

JobNo/Pro1ect 24243 Torrey Garden Hills 
Site Address: Calle Mar de Mariposa; W. Ocean Dr. 

Cross Slreets/Area Del mar 
Performed by: Michael P. Duff, JD, CESSWI, OSP 

Title. OSP II 24369 I/) 

insp•dm Signature: Y'<:\ ', c. Q¥ 
Type of Inspection: I WeekJy Maintenance 

WDIDI: 9 37C362854 
Prqect Dares: 

Site Area. 8. 4 Acres 
Exposed Area SO% 

S1te Contact: Rod Fink 
ContactNumber (619) 572-1114 

Report Date: I 1/5/20 13 

Inspection Date: 11/5/2013 

Time: 2:00PM 

Additional Report! NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: '~'------~~~~·~ca~I~C~o~n~s~t.----~ 2~----------------------~ 
Summa~y or Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current Clear ___ ...:....,:..;__ ___ _ Rain Gauge Readrng: 

of 

Was •t a Qualifying Rain Event (ORE)?------;:=====~ 
____ predicted ra•n event days. Cumulative Rain: 

End date of last Rain Event --------
Today IS Day ----

Is inspection dunng or after a ORE of S or more7 --------

NOAA Forecast Chance of PrecrpttatJon 

0% Monday, November 04, 2013 

0% Tuesday. November 05. 20 13 
0% Wednesday, November 06, 20 13 
0% Thursday, November 07. 20 13 

~ Did frrst two hours or discharge occur dunng business hours7 

g. Was any stonn water disc.h.Yged rrom site7 

~ Were water samples taken7 

•Jf Yes. fill out and pnnt Water San1>le Report. 

SWPPP Questions 
a. Is there a SWPPP OtMite7 

b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls rnstalled per the SWPPP7 

0% 

0% 

5% 

5% 

NO 

NO 
NO 

d If lhe SWPPP 1s not implemented. 1s there an effectrve combinatron or Eros1on 
& Sediment control BMPs appropriale for the current stage of constructron7 

e. Is there any leak. breach or malfunction to 1ndrcate non-vls1ble pollutants? 

f Did you observe any floalrng materials. 01t grease. odor. toxrns. andjor 
sedl/'lleflt at any outralls. discharge pornts. or downstream locatrons7 

Number of OREs since July I :-------

Friday, November 08. 2013 

Saturdav, November 09. 20 13 

SUndaY. November I 0. 20 13 

Monday, November II. 2013 

Estmated start or ram _________ _ _ 

Dunng normal business hours7 
If NO. pleaseexplarn .. _____ _____ _ 

YES 
YES b2. Requrre updatrng7 NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan for samphng at next ram. 

NO If Yes. sample and document. 

What was observed? 

The following pages provide lnspecbon observation results. Results are to be cross-referenced With attached photographs. 



lnspecUcn Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Drkes 
2 Slope protecbon 
3 Vegetation 
4 Surface erosiOn 
5 Storage of Matenals 
6 Soil Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V~rtches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 FrberRolls/StrawWattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap/ Poly Rock Bags 
12 SiltFence 
13 Drain Inlet Protect1011 
14 Basm 

Wind Control Items 

15 Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Construction Entrance 
17 TrackUlg on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Debris Clean-up 
19 Drsposal Areas jExport Srtes) 
20 SprUs or Leaks on Vehicles, Equrpment or Matenals 
21 Portable Toilets and Septic 
22 Dumpsters. Rolf.Offs,. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Pant. Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewater1119 Operations 
25 Pavng or Grin<ftng Operatrons 
26 Concrete Cunng/Finrshing 
27 Temporary Stream CroSS11'19 
28 lllrot ConnectiOI'ljlllegal DISCharge Reportrng 
29 Vehrcle and Eqwpment Oean~ng 
30 Vehkle and Eqwpment Fuelrng Area 
3 I Vehkle and Equipment Marntenance 
32 Vehrcle and Equrpment Drtp Pans 
33 Spill Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

11/5/2013 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

151 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g Are materials and supplies n complrance W1th the SWPPP7 
h Were damaged or drssipated materials removed from the Slte7 
l Are appropnate spill response personnel trarned7 

Other 

Items Noted ·Repairs Required" or "BMP Missing· 

6 7 17 18 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
<'IC.ceptablc 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMI' 
<'IC.Cepl<lble 

X 

8MP 
<'IC.Cqxable 

X 

BMP 
Acccp~<lble 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
<'IC.ccpl<lble 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Torrey Garden Hrlls 

CASOABMP 

X EC-3, 6, 7. 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1, 2 
WM-3 

X WM-3 
X SE-4, EC· II 

CASOJ\BMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-{) 
SE- 1 

SE- 10 
X SE-2. 3 

~ 
R~ BMP Mossong N<X Appllable CASOJ\BMP 

I I WE- I 

Repaot5 

~ 8MP Mossing N<X Applicable CASOJ\BMP 

I I TC-1, 2, 3 
X SE-7 

~ 
RC!qlllrcd BMI' MisSing NOI .-,ppllcallle CASOJ\BMP 

X WM-5,6 

WM-4,6,7.10 
WM-9 
WM-5 
WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X N5-2 
X N5-3 

NS- 12, 14 
X NS-4 

NS-{) 

X NS.S 
NS-9 

N5-IO 
N5-IO 
WM-4 

Repain 
RequirOO 8MP Missing Nol AppliCable CASOJ\BMP 

I I 

Ground Scrvrce Technology. Inc 



Inspection Page 3 I 1/5/2013 Torrey Garden Hills 

ITEM 

6 

Response: 

7 

Response: 

17 

Response: 

18 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 

Response: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary 
Assigned Date Completed 

to 

6. CCNer and berm Inactive soil stoQplles. 

7. Remove or cover any concrete or misc. debris type stockpiles 

17. Sweep tracking as needed. Visually Inspect daily. 

18. Property dispose of construction debris/trash. 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the California Stormwater Quality Association JCASOAI Best Management Practices JBMP) Details 
and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by.-------------------------

Oat~-------------------------

Ground Service T cchnology, Inc. 



Ground ervice Technology, fnc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs November 5, 2013 



http://www.wrh.noaa.gov/forecast/wxtableslindex.php?lat=32.84720& ... 

Warninz.s and/or Advisories In Effect for tbis Pofnt: 
Bench Ho.znrds St:uement 
lto.7..nrdous Wenther Outlook 
For wnntings and/or od\'isorie:s in effect for adjncent areasro this point. 
see hnp·/lwww.wrh noon go\·lsg:" 

Forecast For Lai/Lon: 32.8410/-117.2590 (Eiev. 348ft) 
San Dlego-La Jolla CA 

Forecast Crealed at: ?am PST Nov 5, 2013 
C1r- llm:lo.-r FortCml Td&o 

Tue Nov 05 WedNov06 Thu Nov 07 Frf Nov 08 Sat Nov 09 

Weather Patchy Fog 
Patchy Patchy 

Fog Fog 

Dally· Temp High 69 High 75 High 74 High 87 High84 
Low 54 Low87 Low68 Low68 Low 58 

Chance of 
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% Preclp 

Preclp 0.00"0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00"0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00"0.00" 
12-llr 

0" 0" 0" o· 0" 0" 0" rr Snow Total 
FRET 0.10" 0.12" 0.11" 0.08" 0.06" 

Sun Nov 10 Mon Nov 11 

Patchy Fog 
Patchy 

Fog 
High68 High 68 
Low 58 Low 56 

0% 0% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 

0.07" o.oe· 
6-Hour 4am 1Dam4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am lOam 4pm 10pm 4am t0am4pm 10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4am10am4pm 10pm 4am 1Dam4pm 10pm 
Temp ss 67 68 59 sa 72 10 61 59 12 69 61 sa 68 64 68 87 63 62 sa 57 64 63 68 57 64 63 68 

Cloudiness 5% 4% 5% 5% 4% 5% 8% 15% 18% 20% 16% 58% 67% 11% 11% 96% 96% 20% 20% 98% 98% 21% 21% 98% 98% 27% 27% 98% 
Dawpolnt 51 37 42 40 36 36 44 43 37 40 47 50 47 50 54 53 51 53 54 53 52 52 53 52 49 49 51 51 

~-96%~~~~~~~-31%--~~71%~~98%~~~~-~~~~~ 
Humdlty 

Wind NENWNWNE E W N SE SENWNWSE SEW W S SESWSWSWSESWSWSWSESWWSW 

Snow 
Level (ft) 

5352 2283 5550 5372 3582 3683 5692 

89268926 913891369697 8997 

111CI'ln1'1 "7.C~ A ~A 



T 

EROSION CONTROL. OIVISION 

Owner: Torrey Garden Hills 
Contractor: Garden Communities 

Job No/Project 24243 Torrey Garden Hills 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.eroSloncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Uc #847034 A & 8 

WDIDI: 9 37C362854 
Project Dates: 

S1te Address.: Calle Mar de Mariposa; W. Ocean Dr. 
S1te Area 8.4 Acres 

Exposed Area. 50% 
Cross Streets( Area Del mar 

Performed by. Michael P. Duff. JD. CESSWI. OSP 
Title· OSP H 24369 

S1te Contact Rod Fink 
Contact Number {6 I 9) 572- I I I 4 

Report Date: I 1/ I 2/20 I 3 

Inspection Date: I I 1 1 2/20 13 
Time: 12:00 PM 

Additional Report:! NO 

Phase(sl of Construction: J!~ ______ v._em __ ·c_a_I_Co_n_tt ______ ~ 2~-------------------------J 
Svmmary of Completed .-.ctivides 

Weather & Rain Event Data CliiTent: Cloudy 
------~~------

Rain Gauge Reading: 

of 

Was it a Qualifying Rain Event (OREJ7 ~~-----;:=====~ 
predicted rain event days. cumulative Rain: 

End date of last Rain Event ---------------
Today is Day ____ _ --------

Is inspectton during or after a ORE of S or more7 ---------------

NOM Forecast Chance of Predp1rat10n 

0% Monday, November I I, 2013 

0% Tuesday. November 12. 2013 

0% w • November 13, 20 13 

5% Thursday, November 14. 2013 

~ Did r~nt two hours or discharge ocax dunng buSineSS hours? 
~ Was any norm water cfiSC.harged from Slte7 
~ Were water samples taken? 

•If Yes. fill out and pnnt Water Sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 

a . Is there a SWPPP on-slte7 

b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls installed per the SWPPP7 

5% 

IS% 

15'6 

5% 

NO 

NO 
NO 

d. If the SWPPP IS not implemented. 1s there an effectrve combinatiOn of Erosion 
& Sediment control 8MPs appropriate for the current stage or construcuon7 

e Is there any leak. breach or malfunction to Indicate non-visible pollutants? 

f. Old you observe any floating materials, od, grease. odor. toxins. anclfor 

sedment at any ourtalls. discharge points, or downstream locatJons7 

Number of OREs since July I : -------------

Friday, November 15, 20 13 

Saturday, November 16, 20 13 

Sunday, November 17.2013 

Monday, November 18, 2013 

Estmated start of rain: ____________________ _ 

Dunng normal bUsiness houn7 
If NO, please explain .. ____________________ _ 

YES 
YES b2. Require updating? NO 

YES 
NO If Yes, plan for sampling at next rain 

NO If Yes, sample and document 

What was observed? 

The following pages provide InspectiOn observation results. Results are to be cross-referenced with attached photogrctphs. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soli Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dllces 
2 Slope protectiOn 
3 Vegetation 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage of Materials 
6 Sod Stoc~1les 
7 Other Stoctptles 
8 V.<fltches & Slope DrainS 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls I Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap 1 Poly Rock Bags 
1 2 Silt Fence 
I 3 Ora111 lnfet ProtectJOn 
I 4 Ba$11'\S 

Wind Control Items 

I 5 Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

I 6 ConsiTUCtlon Entrance 
I 7 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Oebns CJeao.up 
I 9 Disposal Areas 1 Export Sites) 
20 SpiUs or Leaks on Vehicles. Equipment or Matertals 
2 I Portable Toilets and Septic 
22 ~sters. Roii-Otfs. Trash ReceptaCles 
23 Concrete. Pant Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stonnwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatenng Operaoons 
25 PCWVlQ or Grinding OpefatlonS 
26Cona~eC~Anhhng 

27 T~ry Stream Crossing 
28 IU10t ConnectiOf'\/lllegal Discharge ReportJng 
29 VehiCle and EqUipment Cleaning 
30 VehiCle and Equipment Fueling Area 
3 I VehiCle and EqlJ4)01ent Maintenance 
32 Vehicle and Equipment Drip Pans 
33 Sp4fl Klts 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

I 1/ 1212013 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

1sl 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g Are materials and supplies Ill compliance w.th the SWPPP7 

h. Were damaged or disstpated materials removed from the site7 
l Are appropriate sp1U response personnel trainedi' 

Other 

Rcpa1r S fence on north side 
keep so11 from ext1ng under fence on north s1de 

Items Noted ·Repairs Required· or ·aMP Missing· 

6 7 17 18 22 23 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

)( 

X 

BMP 
AccepGJble 

X 

liMP 
AccepGJble 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

)( 

X 

Torrey Garden Hills 

U.SOABMP 

X EC-3, 6, 7. 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1, 2 
WM-3 

)( WM-3 
)( SE-4, EC-11 

U.SOABMP 

SE·S 
SE-4 
s~ 

SE-1 
SE-10 

X SE-2, 3 

lfepaot'S 
Requited liMP Mmlng Ncx~ U.SOABMP 

I I WE- I 

~ 
~ liMP Missing Ncx ~ U.SOABMP 

I I TC-1.2.3 
)( SE-7 

R~ 
Required BMP Mis1lng 1\1()( Applicable CASOABMP 

)( WM-5.6 

WM-4,6,7, 10 
WM-9 

)( WM-5 
)( WM-8 

CASOABMP 

)( NS·2 
)( NS-3 

N5-12. 14 
)( Ns-4 

Ns-6 
I( N5-8 

N5-9 
NS.IO 
NS.IO 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 

X 

I I X 

Ground Service Technology. Inc 



Inspection Page 3 11/12/2013 Torrey Garden Hills 

ITEM 
6 

Response: 

7 
Response: 

17 
Res_jlOnse: 

18 
Response: 

22 
Response: 

23 
Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 
~se: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

nspection Ob servatlon an dC orrect1ve A' ct1ons s urn mary 
Assigned Date Completed 

to 

6. Cover and berm Inactive soli stoclrplles. 

7. Remove or cover any concrete or misc. debris type stod<piles 

17. Sweep tracking as needed. VIsually Inspect daily. 

18. Prooerlv disPOse or construction debris/trash. 

22. Dumpsters need 10 be covered and !he end or each workday and prlwfdurlng a rain event. 

13. El"dl.R appopiate washout~ are prowfded PI" pl.1n and CASOA BMP stancl.1rds. Clean up trace washouc per siJindatds. 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the california Stormwater OuaUty Association ICASOAI Best Management Practices (SMP) Details 
and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage stanclards. 

Inspection Report Received by:-------------------------

Oat~-------------------------

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 



Ground ervice Technology, Inc. 

~-6 

C!.O'Iu 
~~1~-~.:-~~- ~1ic.tp;fe, 

11 . 12.2013 12:58 

SWPPP lnspection Photographs November 12, 2013 



-~ . 

hnp://www.wrh.noaa.gov/forecast/wxtableslindex.php?lat~32.95940& ... 

No Warnings or Advisories In Effecl for this Point 
For warnings and/or advisories in effect for adjacent areas 10 this point. 
sec htrp:l/www.wrh.notut.go•t/sgx 

Forecast For Lat/Lon: 32.9570/-117.2540 (Eiev. 335 It) 
DeiMarCA 

Forecast Crealed at: lOam PST Nov 12, 2013 
c~ U}mhc-t fintml Tatlk 

Tue Nov 12 Wed Nov 13 Thu Nov 14 Frl Nov 15 Sat Nov 16 Sun Nov 17 Mon Nov 18 

Slight 

Weather Patchy Fog 
Patchy Charn:e Patchy 

Fog Rain Fog 
Showers 

Dally-Temp High 73 High 80 High 73 High 70 High 67 High 6& High 69 
low&& low&8 Low 59 Low&& low 53 low 53 Low&& 

Chance of 
0% O'Ho O'Ho O'Ho O'Ho O'Ho 0% O'Ho O'Ho O'Ho O'Ho 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 15% 15% IO'Ho IO'Ho 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 

Preclp 
Preclp 0.00"0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00" 
12-hr o· 0" 0'" 0'" 0" 0" Snow Total 
FRET o.os· 0.11" 0.11" 0.08" 0.0&" o.os· o.or 
6-Hour 4am lOam 4pm IOpm 4am lOam 4pm 10pm 4am 10am 4pm IOpm 4am lOam 4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm10pm 4am 10am4pm IOpm 4am 10am4pm10pm 
Temp 56 70 69 61 59 77 75 63 61 71 &8 58 56 56 56 56 54 65 63 56 54 63 62 57 56 67 65 56 

Cloudiness 61% 56% 34% 14% 2% 4% 5% 2% 11% 13% 13% &6% 66% 32% 32% 95% 95%67% 67%95% 95% 75%75% 77% 77% 19% 19% 19% 
Dewpolnt 52 50 51 53 49 46 51 54 52 46 55 52 48 49 56 52 48 50 55 53 49 50 55 52 49 49 56 48 

RalaUva 88% 49% 53% 74% 69% 34% 43% 73% 72% 41% 63% 80'Ho 73% 52% 70'Ho 87% 80'Ho 58% 75% 90'Ho 83% 63%75%84% 77% 53% 72%75% 
Humdlly 

Wind N NW NW NE E S N SE E S S S S W W E SE S S NE NE NW W E E W NW NE 

Snow 
Level (It) 

5 6 10 3 6 3 8 7 7 9 8 10 12 6 7 6 6 8 8 5 566376 

795379530 0 0 0 0 0 0 



EROSION CONTROL- OIVISION 

Owner: Torrey Garden Hills 
Contractor Garden Communities 

Job No/ Project: 24243 Torrey Garden Hills 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 
2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.erosroncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Uc #847034 A & B 

WDIDI 9 37C362854 
Project Oates: 

srte Address: Calle Mar de Mariposa/ W. Ocean Dr. 
Site Area: 8.4 Acres 

Exposed Area 50% 
cross Street¥ Area: De/ mar 

Performed by. WES UDWIN 
ntte: OSP H 24185 

Srre ContaCt Rod Fink 
Contact Number. (619) 572-1114 

Report Date I I /21/20 13 

._ , ~']- /~ / 
Inspector Signature: __ -__..:;_,_~ ___ {/ _ ___ / ________ _ 

Inspection Date: t l/2 l /20 t 3 
Time: t 2:00 PM 

Type of Inspection: I During Extended Storm Event Additional Report:! 

2 

NO 

Phase(sJ of Construction: ~~l ______ v_e_~_·c_a_I_C_~------~ 
~--------------------~ 

Summary or Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Ctxrent: Cloudy ------<---- Rain Gauge Reading: . I· 

End date of Last Rarn Event I 0/29/13 - -----'----'-----
Todayrs Day of 

Was it a Qualifying Rarn Event (OREJ7 -:--=--:---;:=Y=ES:::::;::;:::::=::::; 
__ 3 __ predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: . 1· 2 - - --

Is rnspection during or after a ORE of .s· or more? ____ YES.:.= ___ _ Number of OREs Stnce July I : ----=3 __ _ 

NOAA Forecast Chance of Prec!pltatJOn 

20CN> Wednesday. November 20. 2013 

70CN> Thursday. N ovember 21 . 20 13 
70% Frrday. November 22. 20 13 

30% Saturday. November 23. 2013 

f Old flfSt two hours or discharge occur dtxng busness hours7 

g. Was any storm water discharged from stte7 

~ WeTe water samples talcen7 

• If Yes. fill out and pnnt WateT Sample Report 

SWPPP Questions 
a Is theTe a SWPPP on-srte7 

b. Is a Wall Map updated7 
c. Are structural controls InStalled per the SWPPP7 

5% 

QCN, 

0% 

5% 

NO 

NO 
NO 

d If the SWPPP is not Implemented. Is there an effectiVe combination of ErosiOn 
& Sediment control BMPs appropriate for the current stage or construction? 

e. Is theTe any leak. breach or malfunction to indicate non-V!stble pollutants? 

f Otd you obseTYe any floating materials. orl. grease. odor. toxns, and,! or 

sediment at any outfalls.. dtscharge po1nts, or downstream locations? 

Sundav. November 24. 20 I 3 

MondaY. November 25. 2013 

Tuesday. November 26. 20 13 

w<;UA • November 27. 20 13 

Estmated start of ra10: I 1/21/ 13 4AM 

Dtx1ng normal busrness hours? No 
If NO. please explain: __________ _ 

YES 
YES b2. Requ~re updaong7 NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan for sampUng at next rain . 

NO If Yes. sample and document. 

What w as observed7 

The following pages proll!de inspecnon observadon results. Results are ro be cross-referenced with attached photographs 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Drkes 
2 Slope protectiOn 
3 VegetatiOn 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage of Materials 
6 Soli Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V-ditches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls 1 Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
I 2 Slit Fence 
13 Drasn Inlet Protection 
14 8as1ns 

Wind Control Items 

I 5 Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Construction Entrance 
I 7 Track109 on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Debris Clean-up 
19 Disposal Areas (Export Sites) 
20 SprHs or Leaks on Vehicles. EqUipment or Materials 
21 Pona~T~and~K 
22 Dumpsters. RoiJ.Offs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Paint. Stucco Wash Outs 

Noo-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatering Operations 
25 Paving or Gnnding Operations 
26 CorKrete Cursng/FIIllshl'lQ 
27 Temporary Stream Crossing 
28 IlliCit Connection/Illegal Discharge Reportlfl9 
29 Vehicle and EqUipment Cleaning 
30 Vehicle and Equipment Fuefng Area 
3 I Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance 
32 VehKie and Equipment Drip Paru 
33 SpiH Klts 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

I 1/211 2013 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
B 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

1sl 

:~1 

1B 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 

32 
33 

g Are matenals and supplies ., compliance wrth the SWPPP7 
h Were damaged or dissipated materials removed from the SJte7 

I. Are appropriate sptll response personnel trasned? 

Other 

Reparr S renee on north side 

keep sorl from ex!lng under renee on north side 

Items Noted ·Repairs Required· or ·aMP Missing· 

6 7 18 22 23 

BMP 
Ace~ 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
~ 

X 

BMP 
Ace~ 

X 

X 

BMP 
Accept.Jble 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceptable 

Torrey Garden Hills 

CASQABMP 

X EC-3. 6, 7, B 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1, 2 
WM-3 

X WM-3 

X SE-4, EC- 11 

CASQ.o\BMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE.O 
SE-1 

SE-10 
X SE-2. 3 

11epans 
~~~ BMP Missing Not~ CASOABMP 

I I WE-1 

l1cpiltrs 
flequored BMP MISsing Not Applicable CASOI\BMP 

I I TC-1. 2, 3 
SE-7 

~ 
~ed BMP Mo5slng Not~ CASOI\BMP 

X WM-5,6 

WM-4,6,7. I 0 
WM-9 

X WM-5 
X WM-6 

CASOABMP 

X Ns-2 
X Ns-3 

NS.IZ. 14 
X Ns-4 

NS.O 
X Ns-8 

NS-9 
Ns-lo 
Ns-10 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 

I I 
X 

X 

Ground setvice Technology, Inc. 



·Inspection Page 3 11/21/2013 Torrey Garden Hills 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

ITEM Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary 
Assigned Date Completed 

to 

6 6. Cover and berm rnactlve soU stoctplles. 

Response: 

7 7. Remove or cover any concrete or misc. debris rype stockpiles 

Response: 

0 N/A 

Response: 

18 I 8. Property dispose of construction debtil;/trash. 

22 22. Dumpsters need lo bo covered and !he end or each wortdav and PfiOt/durlng a rain event 

Response: 

23 Zl. Emunt approptal:e washout facilUes .-e provick!d pcor plan and CASOA BMP sundarcb. Clean up trace- washoul pet ~s. 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Resl'''""' 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the california Stormwater Ouatity Association (CASOAJ Best Management Practices (BMPJ Details 

and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by: ------------------------­
Date: -------------------------------------

Ground Service Tec:hnology, Inc. 





:>f I 

nrrp:f/www.wm.noaa.goVJrorecast/wxtabtestmdex.php'llat=32.K32H 1 & • -=- 117 .27127&;>rin ... 

\ aroin and/or Advi ories In Effect for this Point: 
Htll.ardou. Weather Outlool. 
For wammgs !llld/or advisories in effect for adJacent areas lo this pomt, 
see hllp, Jwww.wrh.noaa.gov/sg\ 

Weather 

Daily-Temp 

Chance of 
Prec1p 
Precip 
12-hr 

Forecast For Latllon: 32.83801-117.2850 (Eiev. 0 ft) 
San Olego-La Jolla CA 

Forecast Created at: I lam PST Nov 21,2013 
CHStom l+<.ath., f'orrtcrnl Tobit 

Thu Nov 21 Fri Nov 22 Sat Nov 23 Sun Nov 24 
Likely Chance Chance Slight 

. Llkely Rain Rain Ra1n Chance 
ShRatn Rain ShowersShowers Showers TStorrns 

Slight 
Chance 
TStorrns 
and Rain 
Showers 

Slight Chance Rain 
Showers owersShowers and and and and Rain 

95% 

0.09" 

0" 

TStorrns TStorrns TStorrns Showers 
~h~ ~h~ 
Low59 Low58 

High 63 
Low 57 

High 63 
Low 57 

70% 70% 30% 30% 25% 25% 15% 15% 20% 20% 15% 15% 15% 5% 

0.13" 0 07'' 0.06" 0.02" 0.05" 0.01" 0.02" O.Q1" 0.01" 0.01" 0.02" 0.02" 0.00" 

0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 

0.06" 0.06" 0.06" 0.06" 

10% 

0" 

Mon Nov 25 

High 63 
Low 56 

10% 5% 5% 

0.06" 

0% 0% 

Tue Nov 26 

High 63 
Low 57 

0% 0% 

0.06" 

5% 

Wed Nov 27 

5% 

H1gh 63 
Low 57 

5% 5% 10% 

0.05" 

Snow Total 
FRET 
6-Hour 
Temp 

4am 
59 

10am 
63 

4pm 10pm 4am 
63 60 58 

10am4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 
63 63 60 57 62 63 60 57 62 

Cloudiness 
Oewpoint 
Relative 
Humdity 

Wind 

Snow 
Level (ft) 

97% 
56 

91% 

s 
10 

8169 

85% 
55 

77% 

w 
10 

7694 

77% 87% 72% 
55 54 52 

76% 79% 80% 

w w NE 
9 6 3 

6653 6151 5924 

63 59 56 62 63 60 57 62 63 60 57 62 63 60 
55% 56% 56% 54% 52% 52% 43% 43% 32% 32% 18% 18% 15% 15%34% 34%21%21% 35% 35%44%44%91% 
52 54 52 50 51 54 53 52 53 56 54 53 54 56 55 53 54 56 55 53 53 55 54 

69%72% 76% 79% 66% 72% 78% 83% 72% 78% 84% 89%73%78%83% 86%73%78%83% 87%72%76%81% 

SW w SE E NW NW NE NE E N NE NE N NW NE E E N NE E s sw SE 
5 3 5 6 7 6 6 6 7 6 5 2 7 5 5 3 3 3 3 2 5 3 

6030 6030 5906 5906 5859 5859 6047 6047 6201 6201 

11121/2013 11 :46 AM 



http://www.wrh.noaa.gov/forecastlwxtables/index.php?lat=32.84722& ... 

No Warnings or Advisories In Effect for this Point 
For warnings ondlor advisories in cffecl for adjaccnl areas to this point. 
see http://www, .. Th.noaa.gov/sws 

Weather 

Dally-Temp 

Chance of 
Preclp 
Preclp 
12-hr 

Snow Total 
FRET 

TueOct 15 Wed Oct 16 
Patchy Fog 

High73 High 78 
Low&& Low&& 

0'!4 0% 0% 0'!4 0'!4 0'!4 0'!4 

Forecast For Latllon: 32.84101·117.2590 (Eiev. 348 11) 
San Diego-La Jolla CA 

0'!4 

Forecast Created at: 9am PDT Oct 15, 2013 
C~DJ~:Wifhdrt FolrtfUI TDIIIt 

Thu Oct 17 Frl Oct 18 
Patchy Fog 

High 72 High 72 
Low&7 Low 58 

0'!4 0'!4 0'!4 0'!4 0'!4 0'!4 0% 0% 0% 

Sat Oct 19 

Hlgh74 
Low&& 

0% 0% 0% 

o.oO" o.oo· o.oo· o.oo· o.OO" o.oO" o.oO" o.OO" o.oo· o.oo· o.oo· o.OO" o.oo·o.oo· o.OO" 
0" o· o· o· 0" 0" 0" 0" 

0.10" 0.12" 0.13" 0.11" 0.13" 

Sun Oct 20 MonOct 21 

High 73 High 71 
Low 56 Low 58 

0% 0'!4 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

0.11" 0.11" 
&-Hour Sam 11am Spm 11pm sam 11am Spm 11pm Sam 11am Spm 11pm Sam 11am Spm 11pm Sam11am5pm11pm 5am11am5pm11pm 5am11am5pm11pm 
Temp 57 71 69 59 57 75 73 61 58 70 69 61 59 70 68 59 57 72 70 59 57 71 69 59 57 69 67 58 

Cloudiness 0'!4 3'!4 4% 43'!4 33% 3% 5% 5% 7% 9% 28% 66% 66% 3% 3% 3% 3'!4 7% 7% 6% 6% 5% 5% 4% 4% 4% 4% 5% 
Dewpolnt 54 51 52 53 51 49 47 47 46 45 46 47 46 48 47 48 47 47 48 50 49 50 51 52 51 51 51 51 
Relative 
Humdlty 

Wind 

92% 50% 55% 81% 81% 39% 40% 61% 

E SW W NE E W NW E 
223 5383 

64% 41% 44% 61% 64% 42% 46% 66% 70%41%46%70% 77%48% 52%77% 82% 52% 57% 78% 

E W NW SE EWNWE EWNWE EWWE EWWE 
5 7 7 0 38 7 3 3572 3372 2682 



Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP / EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 M icro Place 

Escondid o, CA 9 2 0 2 9 

Pho n e 7 6 0-745-20 10 

Fax 760-741- 1363 

www.erosioncontroller.com CA Uc # 847034 A & B 
EROSION C::ONTROL. OIVISION 

OWner: Torrey Garden Hills 
contractor: Garden Communities 

Job No/Project 24243 Torrey Garden Hills 
Site Address: calle Mar de Mariposa/ W. Ocean D r. 

Cross Streets,~ Area: Del mar 
Performed by. M ichael P. Duff, JD, CESSWJ, OSP 

Title; OSP f 24369 

Inspector Signature: --yyJ . (A Q JJ..t/ 
Type of Inspection: I Weeldy Maintenance 

WOlDt: 9 37C3628 5 4 
ProjeCt Dates: 

Site Area: 8 .4 A c res 
Exposed Area: 5 0 % 

Site Contact Rod Fin k 
ContactNumber: (619) 572- 111 4 

Report Date: 12/ 1 0/20 I 3 

Inspection Date: l2/ I 0/20 I 3 

Time: 9 :30 A M 

Additional Reportf NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: 1 ._I ____ V_ert_,_ica_I_C_o_n_s_t. __ ___. 2~----------------------~ 
Summary or Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current: Clear Rain Gauge Reading: 0.2 ---------------
10.28. 13 Was it a Qualifying Rain Event (ORE)?-:--=-:--;:=N=O=:;:;===. 

predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 0.2 

End date of last Rain Event --------
Todayis Day of -------- --------

Is inspection during or after a ORE of .5" or more? _____ __:_N:...:o:....... ____ _ 

NOAA forecast Chance of Precipitation 

0% Monday, December 09, 20 13 
0% Tuesday, December 10. 20 13 
0% Wedne5clay, December I I, 20 13 
0% Thursday, December 12. 20 13 

~ Did first two hours of cfJSCharge occur during business hours7 
~ Was any storm water discharged from site7 
~ Were water samples taken7 

•rt Yes. fiU out and print Water Sample Report. 
SWPPP Questions 

a. Is there a SWPPP orKite7 
b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls installed per the SWPPP7 

5% 

5% 

NO 

NO 
NO 

d. If the SWPPP is not implemented, is there an effective combination of Erosion 
& Sediment control BMPs appropriate for the current stage of construction 7 

e. Is there any leal<. breach or malfunction to indicate non-visible pollutants? 
f. Did you observe any floating materials. oil. grease. odor, toxins, andjor 

secfunent at any outfalls. discharge points, or downstream locations? 

Number of OREs since July I:-------------

Estimated start of rain:-------------------­
During normal business hours7 

If NO, please explain: ___________________ _ 

YES 
YES b2. Require upclating7 NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan for sampling at next rain. 

NO If Yes. sample and document. 
What was observed? 

The following pages provide inspection observation results. Resula are to be cross;eferenced with attached photographs. 



lnspK1100 Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dckes 
2 Slope protectiOn 
3 VegetatiOn 
4 SUrface erosion 
5 Storage of Matenals 
6 Soli Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V-dltches & Slope Dram 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls I Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Slit Fence 
13 Dra1n Inlet Protection 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

IS Oust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 ConstructiOn Entrance 
17 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Oebns Clean-up 
19 DISpOsal Areas f Export Sites) 
20 Spills ex Leaks on VehiCles. Equ!p~Tlelt ex Matenals 
21 Portable Toilets and Septic: 
22 Dumpsters. RoU-Offs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete Pacnt. Stucco Wash Outs 

N~Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Oewatenng Operations 
25 Paving ex GrindJng OperatiOns 
26 Concrete Cunng/Fnshlng 
27 Temporary Stream CrOSSing 

28 llliat Connec:tlofy'lllegal DISCharge Reporong 
29 VehiCle and EqUipment Cleaning 
30 Vehicle and Eqwpment Fueling Area 
3 I VehiCle and EqUipO'lel'lt Mantenance 
32 Vehlde and Equ&pment Dnp Pans 
33 Spill Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

1]/1012013 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

ISl 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g. Are matenals and supplies U1 compliance With the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Were damaged ex diSs&pated materials l'elllOIIed rrom the s•te7 
L Are approprcate sptU response persorvlel trallled7 

Items Noted 'Repairs Required' or 'BMP Missing· 

5 7 12 13 17 16 

BMP 
Accrpc.lble 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Ace~ 

X 

8MP 
Ace~ 

X 

8MP 
Ace~ 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

8MP 
Ace~ 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

8MP 
Ace~ 

Torrey Garden Hills 

CASOABMP 

X EC-3. 6. 7. 8 
EC-'4 
EC-2 

WM-1 . 2 
X WM-3 

WM-3 
X SE-4. EC- 11 

CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-'4 
SE-6 

X SE- 1 
X SE-10 

X SE·2. 3 

RepairS 
Rrquired llMI' Mss.ng Not~ CASOASMP 

I I WE-I 

llep~n 

~ 8MP Mossong Not~ CJ\SOABMP 

I I TC-1. 2. 3 
X SE-7 

~ 
~ 8MP Mlswlg Not~ CASOABMP 

X WM-5. 6 

WM-4.6.7.10 
WM-9 
WM-5 
WM-8 

CJ\SOABMP 
X N5-2 
X N5-3 

N5-12. 14 
X NS-'4 

N5-6 
X N5-8 

N5-9 
N5-IO 
N5-IO 
WM-4 

CASOASMP 

I I 

GrOtxld Service Technology. Inc 



Inspection Page 3 12/10/2013 Torrey Garden Hills 

ITEM 
5 

Response: 

7 

Response: 

12 

Response: 

13 

Resoonse: 

17 

Response: 

18 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 
Assigned 

Inspection Observation and Corrective ctrons ummary to A" s Date Completed 

5. Uquld or powder type conslruction material needs to have secondary containment and should b~ 

7. Remove or cover anv concrete or mlsc. debris type stod<J)iles 

12. Replace mlsslnq or dilmaqed silt fence as needed. 

I 3. Maintain existing Inlet protection. 

I 7. Sweeo tracklnQ as needed. _jflsually InSPeCt dailY. 

I 8. ProDei1V dlsoose of conslruction debrisftrash. 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the california Stormwater Quality Association (CASOAJ Best Management Practices (BMPJ Details 
and Cut Sheets in yotu SWPPP for instaUation. maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by. -------------------------

Date:-------------------------

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 
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Ground Service Technology, Inc. S WPPP Inspection Photographs December 1 0, 20 13 
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Ground ervice Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs December 10, 2013 
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http://www.wrh.noaa.gov/forecast/wxtables/index.php?lat=32.84720& ... 

Warnings and/or Ad,·isories Ia Effect for tbis Point: 
Frost Advisory 
For warnings and/or advisories in effect for adjacent areas to this point, 
see hno://www wr1\.noan gov/sgx 

Weather 

Oaily-Temp 

Chance of 
Precip 
Precip 
12-llr 

Snow Total 
FRET 

Tue Dec 10 Wed Dec 11 

High 60 High 63 
Low43 Low46 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Forecast For Latllon: 32.8410/-117.2590 (Eiev. 348 It) 
San Dlego-La Jolla CA 

Forecast Created at: Sam PST Dec 10.2013 
CRJII:Wf IJloothtr Foirnw Tabk 

Thu Dec 12 Fri Dec 13 Sat Dec 14 

High64 High 63 High 67 
Low48 Low49 Low48 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5% 5% 0% 0% 5% 5% 5% 

o.oo-o.oo· o.OO"o.oo- o.oo-o.oo- o.OO"o.OO" o.wo.oo-o.OO"o.OO" o.oo-o.oo- o.oo· 
o· 0" 0" 0" 

0.09" 0.09" o.or o.oa· 0.09" 

Sun Dec 15 Mon Dec 16 

High 70 High 70 
Low61 Low62 

5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 

0.13'' 0.09" 

6-Hour 4am lOam 4pm tOpm 4am lOam 4pm tOpm 4am lOam 4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am10am4pm tOpm 4am 10am4pm10pm 
Temp 45 56 55 50 48 59 58 52 50 60 59 53 51 60 58 52 50 62 62 56 53 65 64 57 54 66 64 57 

Cloudiness 36% 35% 22% 15% 13% 10% 13% 21% 18% 21% 21% 25% 25% 26% 26% 23% 23% 20%20% 25% 25% 27% 27% 21% 21% 24% 24% 18% 
Dawpolnt 11 27 33 32 28 32 36 36 33 37 42 45 41 45 47 48 41 37 35 33 32 33 33 34 35 39 43 42 
Relative 
Humdlty 

Wind 

Snow 
Level (It) 

33% 33% 42% 50% 45% 37% 48% 53% 51% 43% 53% 74% 68% 59% 66% 79% 72% 39% 36%42% 45% 30% 31%41% 47% 36% 47% 58% 

N SW NW S SE N NW SE E W NW E SE SW NW NE E E NE E E E NE E E E W E 
3 855 6323235373756888666236 

7091 7091 0 0 0 0000 0000 0000 



Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/ EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

Phone 760-745-20 10 

Fax 760-741 -1363 

www.erosioncontroller.com CA Uc lf847034 A & 8 
EROSION CONTROL. OIVISION 

Owner: Torrey Garden Hills 
Contractor Garden Communities 

Job No/Project: 24243 Torrey Garden Hills 
S1te Address.: Calle Mar de Mariposa/ W. Ocean Dr. 

Cross streetVArea. Del mar 
Performed by. Michael P. Duff, JD, CESSWI. OSP 

""'" OSP # 24369 !1 
Inspector Signature: "YV) ; J J:l,tf_ 

Type of Inspection: I Weekly Main tenance 

WDIDf: 9 37(362854 
PrOJect Dates: 

S1te Area: 8. 4 Acres 
Exposed Area: 50% 

S1te Contact: Rod F1nk 
Contact Number: (619) 572-1 114 

Report Date: I 2/ 16/20 13 

Inspection Date: 12/ 16/20 I 3 
Time: 9:00 AM 

Additional ReportJ NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: 1~I _______ V_ert __ k _a_IC_o_ru __ t ____ ~ 2 
~--------------------------~ 

Summary of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Ctxrent: Clear Rain Gauge Reading: ----------------

of 

W as it a QualifYing Rain Event (ORE)7 -:--=-:---;=N=O====~ 
_______ predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 

10.28. 13 End date of last Ra1n Event --------
Today is Day ----

Is inspection during or after a ORE of .5" or more7 ___ _:.NO-.::... __ __ 

NOAA Forecast Chance of Predpttation 

0% 40% 

IS% 

f Old flfSt two hours of discharge ocrur during busness hours7 

g. Was any storm water discharged from site7 

"i Were water sampleS taken7 

• It Yes, fiU out and print Water Sample Report. 
SWPPP Questions 

a . Is there a SWPPP on-site7 

b. Is a WaH Map updated7 
c. Are structural controls Installed per the SWPPP7 

10% 

59(, 

59(, 

NO 

NO 
NO 

d. If the SWPPP is not Implemented. is there an effective combination of Erosion 
& Sediment control BMPs appropriate for the current stage of construction? 

e. Is there any leak. breach or malfunction to mdicate norwtS1ble poUutants7 

f. Drd you observe any floatll'lQ materials, oil grease. odor, toxns, andfor 

sedunent at any outfalls. discharge pomts, or downstream locauons7 

Number of OREs Since July I :-------------

Thursday, December 19, 20 13 

Friday, December 20, 20 13 

SatlKday, December 2 1. 20 13 

Sunday, December 22, 2013 

EstiiTklted start of raut: -------------------­
Dunng normal business hours? 

If NO, please explain; _________________ _ 

YES 

YES b2. Requre updating? NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan for sampling at next rain. 

NO If Yes, sample and document 

What was observed? 

The following pages provide lns~tlon o bservation results Results are to be cron-referenced with attached photographs 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dtkes 
2 Slope protectiOn 
3 VegetatiOn 
1 Surface erosion 
5 Storage of Materials 
6 Soli Stockpiles 
7 Other .stod;pites 
8 V·<Mches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Ftbef Rolls I Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Silt Fence 
I 3 Dratn Inlet Protection 
11 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

IS Oust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Constrvct:JOn Entrance 
17 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

I 8 Debns CJean..up 
I 9 DISposal Areas 1 Export Sites) 
20 Spills or leaks on VehiCles. Equipment or Materials 
2 I Portable Totlets and SepOc 
22 Dl.mpsten. RoJI.Otfs. Trash Receptacles 
23 COI'lCTete. Patnt. Stucco Wash OUts 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

21 Dewatenng Operations 
25 P.wtng or Gnndng Operations 
26 Concrete CU'T19'Fncshing 
27 Temporary Stream Crossing 
28 Illicit ConnectiOf\/lllegal Discharge Reporttng 
29 Vehicle and Equipment Cleamng 
30 Vehicle and Equipment Fueling Area 
3 I Vehtde and Equipment Maintenance 
32 Vehicle and EqUipment Drip Pans 
33 Spill Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

12/1612013 

I 
2 
3 .. 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

1sl 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 

30 
31 
32 
33 

g. Are matenals and suppltes in compliance With the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Were damaged or dtssipated materaals removed rrom the Stte7 
L Are appropnate spdl response personnel traned7 

Items Noted "Repairs Required " or "BMP Missing· 

12 l6 17 18 22 

BMP 
Accepc.allk! 

X 

X 

I( 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Accep!able 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Accep~Mlir 

X 

llMP 
Ac~ 

6MP 
Ace~ 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

I( 

X 

X 

X 

Torrey Garden Hills 

CASOABMP 

X EC-3. 6. 7. 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM- 1, 2 

WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4. EC· I I 

0\SQABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 

X SE-1 
SE-10 

X SE-2. 3 

~ 
~ liMP MISSlng Noc Applbllle CASQABMP 

I I WE-I 

~ 
Rrq.Jifecl BMP MISSing Noc J'.pplbble CASOABMP 

X I I TC· I , 2. 3 
X SE-7 

~ 
Requml BMP MoSSing Noc Appllc.able 0\SOABMP 

X WM-5, 6 

WM-4,6,7.10 
WM-9 

X WM-5 
WM-8 

0\SQABMP 

X NS-2 
X N5-3 

N5-12. 11 
X Ns-1 

NS-6 
X N5-8 

NS-9 
NS.IO 
NS.IO 
WM-4 

0\SOABMP 

I I 

Ground Service Technology. Inc 



Inspection Page 3 12/16/2013 Torrey Garden HiUs 

ITEM 
12 

Response: 

16 

Response: 

17 

Response: 

18 

: 

22 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 
~>P<nnn«>: 

0 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

Inspection 0 bservatlon and Corrective Actions s ummary 
Assigned Date Completed 

to 

I 2. Replace missing or damaged silt fence as needed. 

16. Maintain vour existing construction entrances. 

I 7. Sweep tracking as needed. VISuallY Inspect daily. 

I 8. Properly dispose of construction debfWtrash. 

22. Trash receptades need to have lids or coven. 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the cardomia Storrnwater Quality Association (CASOA) Best Management Practices (BMPJ Details 
and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage stanclards. 

Inspection Report Received by. -------------------------

Date:-------------------------

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 



Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs December 16,2013 
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Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs December 16,2013 



.~I 

http://www.wrh.noaa.gov/forecast/wxtables/index.php?lat=32.84720& ... 

Wamlnes and/or Advisories In Effect for Ibis Polnr: 
Bgh H(l7Jlfds Stn!emcnt 
For warnings ~mdlor B(:l\·isories in eff"ect for odjaecnt areas to this point. 
stc http'//www wrh.ncmR.goy/sn 

Mon Dec 16 Tue Dec 17 

Weather 

Dally-Temp High 75 Higl170 
Low 56 Low 55 

Chance of 
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% Precip 

Precip 0.00' 0.00' 0.00" 0.00' 0.00' 0.00'0.00" 0.00' 
12-llr 

0" 0" 0" 0" Snow Total 
FRET 0.09" 0.08" 

6-Hour 4am 10am 4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm JOpm 
Temp 56 72 70 60 55 68 68 58 

Cloudlneaa 37% 35% 35% 34% 35% 37% 35% 32% 
Dewpoint 28 22 37 39 32 35 44 45 
Relative 

34% 15% 30% 45% 41% 30% 46% 63% 
Humdity 

Wind E w N SE SE s s SE 
3 2 3 3 3 2 2 

Snow 
Laval (II) 

Forecast For Latllon: 32.8410/·117.2690 (Eiev. 348ft) 
San Diogo-La Jolla CA 

Forecast Created ol: 8arn PST Dec 16,2013 

Wed Dec 18 Thu Dec 19 Frl Dec 20 

Sligh I 
Patchy C:';"'oe Chance Rain Showef!l 

Fog "'" Showers 
High 62 High 58 High 60 
Low 53 Low48 low47 

0% 0% 0% 15'11 25% 40% 40% 30% 30% 10% 10% 10% 

0.00" 0.00"0.00'0.00' 0.04" 0.11"0.04" 

0" ()'" 

0.05" 0.05" 0.06" 

Sat Dec 21 Sun Dec 22 

High 63 High 65 
Low49 Low 50 

10% 5'11 5% 5% 5% 0% 0% 0'11 

0.07" 0.07" 

4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am t0am4pm10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 
53 61 59 53 49 57 55 50 47 58 57 52 49 61 60 54 50 63 81 55 

81% 43% 71% 87'11 91% 90% 90% 63% 63% 40% 40% 33% 33% 38% 38% 30% 30% 21% 21% Ill% 
40 41 49 51 47 47 49 47 41 40 45 44 39 40 48 46 41 43 49 46 

61% 48% 71% 98% 91% 68% 79%98% 79% 51% 84% 75% 69% 46% 61% 75% - 49% 63% 79% 

s sw w s s s s SE E NW NW NE NE NE N NE SE E E E 
2 5 3 7 8 9 5 5 2 7 3 5 8 6 3 5 5 7 8 

7561 8847 4905 4905 4569 4589 5557 5557 6292 8292 7322 7322 7873 7873 8244 8244 0 

t..,lt.CI"''f\1'1 0.1., A ll..r 



EROSION CONTROL- OIVISION 

Owner. Torrey Garden Hills 
Contractor Garden Communities 

Job No/ProJeCt: 24243 Torrey Garden Hills 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP /EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido, CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Uc *847034 A & 8 

WDIDI: 9 37C362854 
ProjeCt Oates: 

S1te Address: Calle Mar de Mariposa/ W. Ocean Dr. 
S1te Area: B. 4 Acres 

ExposedArea: 50% 
Cross Street¥ Area: Del mar 

Performed by Michael P. Duff, JD, CESSWI, OSP 
Site Contact: Rod Fink 

Contact Nt.mber (619) 572-1114 
Report Dare: 12/19/2013 .... os~=3~ -, n ~;I 

Inspector Signature: __ __, l'---v __, \ __ ~---=....:U:.........;'L/4-~r,.t(/f-----------
Inspection Date: 12/19/2013 

Time: 9:30AM 

Type of Inspection: I During Extended Storm Event Additional Report! NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: ~~~------V~e_rr_ic_a_IC~o_n~n_. ____ ~ 2~--------------------~ 
Summary of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data eurrmr: _____ R~a~1n_1ng~---- Rain Gauge Read111g: 0.1 

10.28.13 Was it a Qualifying Ram Event (OREJ7~-=-:---;=:N::O=:;;::::;:==~ 
_____ predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 0. I 

End date of last Rain Event ---------
Today IS Day ---- of 

Is 1nspect1on dunng or after a ORE of .5" or more7 ____ ....:..:NO=----

NOAA Forecast Chance of Predpitat1011 

0% Wednesday. December 18. 20 13 
95% Ttlursday, December 19. 20 13 

20% Fridav. December 20. 20 13 
0% Satudav. December 21. 20 13 

~ Did frst two hotxs of discharge OCClX duiVlQ bUSiness hours? 

g. Was any storm water discharged from Slte7 
-'! Were water samples takm7 

"If Yes. fiU out and print Water Sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 
a. Is there a SWPPP on-site7 

b. Is a Wan Map updated? 
c. Are srructural controls installed per the SWPPP7 

0% 

0% 

0% 

0% 

NO 

NO 

NO 

d. If !he SWPPP Is not implemented. is there an effective combination or Erosion 
& Sedment control BMPs appropriate for the current stage of construcrion7 

e Is there any leak. breach or malfunct1011 to IndiCate norwlSible poUutants7 

f Did you observe any lloatmg matenals. 01l grease odor. toxins. an<Vor 
sedtment at any outfalls. discharge potnts. or downstream locatioru7 

Number of OREs Since July I:--------

Sundav, December 22. 2013 

Mondav. December 23. 20 13 

Tuesdav. December 24. 20 13 

WednesdaY. December 25. 2013 

EstJmated start of ran: _____ ---!:2am!::!! _____ _ 

Ounng normal buSII1esS hours? No 
If NO. please explan ___________ _ 

YES 

YES b2 Requrre updating? NO -------

YES 

NO If Yes. plan for sampling at next ratn. 

NO If Yes, sample and document 

What was observed? 

The following pages provide inspecnon obs~tlon results. Results are to be cross-referenced With attached photographs. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dikes 
2 Slope protectiOn 
3 VegetatiOn 
4 Surface eroSIOn 
5 Storage of Materials 
6 SOli Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V-d1tches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 F1ber Rolls I Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Slit Fence 
13 Dralfl Inlet ProtectiOn 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

IS Dust Control 

Traddng Control Items 

16 ConstructiOI'l Entrance 
17 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Debris Oean-up 
19 Disposal Areas (Export Sites) 
20 Spills or leaks on Vehicles. Eqwpment or Matenals 
21 Portable Toilets and 5eptJC 
22 Dumpsters. RoJI.Offs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Panl Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatering Operations 
25 Paving or Grincf.ng OperatiOnS 
26 Concrete CunngiFinishing 
27 Temporaty Stream CrOSSIOQ 
28 UIKit CCitlnectiorVlllegaJ Discharge Reporttng 
29 Vehicle and Equrpment Cleaning 
30 Vehicle and Equipment Fueling Area 
31 Vehicle and EQUipment Ma111tenance 
32 Vehicle and Equrpment Drip Pans 
33 Spill Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

1211912013 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

1sl 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
ll. 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g. Are materials and supplies ., compliance With the SWPPP7 
h. Were damaged or disSipated materials removed from the Site? 
L Are appropnate spill response personnel trall1ed7 

Other 

No d1scharge observed or reported 

Items Noted "Repairs Required" or "BMP Missing· 

17 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

liMP 
Ac~ 

X 

BMP 
Aro!pCable 

X 

BMP 
Accep(able 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Torrey Garden Hills 

OOOABMP 

X EC-3. 6, 7. 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1. 2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4, EC- 11 

OOOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 
SE-1 

SE-10 
X SE-2. 3 

l!epan 
Requirl'd BMP Mrs1ing Ncx J\pplcal* OOOABMP 

I I WE-I 

~ 
Requored 8MP Mdslng Not Applicable u.saASMP 

I I TC-1. 2. 3 
X SE-7 

l!epaln 
R~ BMP Mwng Not ,o,pp!icable CASOABMP 

WM-5, 6 

WM-4,6,7, 10 
WM-9 
WM-5 
WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X NS-2 
X NS.3 

NS-12.14 
X Ns-4 

Ns-6 
X NS.S 

N5-9 
NS.IO 
NS-10 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 

I I 

Ground ScMCc Technology. Inc. 



Inspection Page 3 12/19/2013 Torrey Garden Hllfs 

.. 

ITEM 
17 

Response: 

0 

Res_ponse: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

nspection Ob servation an dC orrective A. ctrons s urn mary 
Assigned Date Completed 

to 
17. Sweep tracking as needed. Visually Inspect daily. 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the California Stormwater Ouafity Association ICASOA) Best Management Practkes IBMPJ Details 
and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage standards. 

. 

Inspection Report Received by. ------------------------

Date:------------------------

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 



Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs December 19. 2013 



No Warnings or Advisories In Effect (or this Poina. 
For wnmings ltndlor advisories in errcct for adj:teent nte;l$ to this point. 
see hlln://www wrh.no:u..r;m1"2A 

Thu Dec 19 

Widespread Rain 
Numorous Rain 

Weather Rain Showers ShoWers 

Showms and 
and 

TSlorms TStorms 

Daily-Temp High 56 
low 52 

Chencaof 
60% 95% 90% Preclp 

Preclp 0.04" 0.15" 0.24" 
12-hr 

0" 0" Snow Total 
FRET o.os· 

&·Hour 4am lOam 4pm 
Temp 52 56 55 

Cloudiness 100% 85% 86% 
Dewpolnt 51 so 48 
Relative - 81% 77% Humdity 

Wind s sw w 
15 17 17 

Snow 
6379 4772 4091 Lawl (It) 

snght 
Chance 

Rain 
Showers 

Forecast For Latllon: 32.8380/-117.2850 (Eiav. 0 II) 
San Dlego-La Jolla CA 

Forecast Created at: 9am PST Dec 19. 2013 
Ca:.w llNWr Fntt«dll rdllt' 

Frl Dec 20 Sat Dec 21 Sun Dec22 

HIIJh 54 High 57 High 81 
Low 51 Low 52 Low 53 

Mon Dec 23 

High 62 
Low 53 

20% 20% tO% HI% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

o.os· o.o1· o.oo- o.oo· o.oo- o.oo- o.oo· o.oo· o.oo· o.oo- o.oo-o.oo-

o· 0" o· 

o.os· o.os· o.os· 0.07" 

TUeDec24 Wed Dec 25 

High 63 High 63 
Low 54 Low 52 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% ()% 0% 0% 

0.07" 0.06"" 

tOpm 4am lOam 4pm tOpm 4am lOam 4pm tOpm 4am tOam 4pm tOpm 4am10am4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm10pm 4am 10am4pm tOpm 
53 51 54 54 53 52 56 56 55 53 60 60 56 53 61 61 57 54 62 61 56 52 62 61 56 

57% 69% 36% 30% 49% 49% 23% 23% 21% 21% tO% 10% tO% 10% 19% 19%32% 32%37%37%39% 39%37%37%32% 
47 45 46 49 49 49 49 49 49 49 so 52 49 44 47 51 47 46 49 52 49 46 48 so 46 

79% 79% 75% 83% - 88% 76% 75% 80% 84% 68% 75% 75% 72%59%71%69% 72%63%72%75% 80%61%67%64% 

NE SE NW NW SE SE s s E E N NW NE NE N N NE NE N NW NE E SW W SW 

8 5 3 9 6 6 10 6 5 5 2 7 5 7 8 8 6 7 8 9 6 7 3 6 5 

3608 4455 5367 5688 8073 8073 8528 8526 8822 8822 8974 8974 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 



Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/ EROSJON CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido, CA 92029 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741- 1363 

www.erosioncontroller.com CA Lie 1847034 A & 8 
EROSION CONTROL. OIVISION 

Owner: Torrey Garden Hills 
Contractor: Garden Communities 

Job No/PrOJeCt 24243 Torrey Garden Hills 
S1te Address: Calle Mar de Mariposa/ W. Ocean Dr. 

Cross Streets/Area: Del mar 
Performed by. Michael P. Duff, JD, CESSWI, OSP 

Trtle: OSP N 24369 

Inspector Signature: Yn ' "'.!2 121' 
Type of Inspection: l Weekly Maintenance 

WDIDI: 9 37062854 
Project Dates: 

Site Area: 8.4 Acres 
Exposed Area: 50% 

Site Contact: Rod Fink 
Contact Number. {619} 572- 111 4 

Report Date: 12/23/ 20 13 

Inspection Date: 12/23/20 13 
Time: 1 0:30 AM 

Additional Reportl NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: r l~ ______ v __ em_·_ca_I_C_o_n_n_. ____ ~ 2 
~--------------------------~ 

Summ<uy of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data C~.XTent Clear Rain Gauge Reading: 0. 1 --------
10.28.13 Was it a Qualifying Rain Event fORE)? ~-=-:----;::=N=O:::::::;:;;::::=:::; 

predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 0.2 

End date of L.att Ra1n Event --- -----
Today is Day ___ _ of ------

Is inspection during or after a ORE of S or more7 ____ NO ___ _ 

NOAA Forecast Chance of PrecipitatiOn 

OCI6 Sunday, December 22. 201 3 

OCI6 Monday, December 23. 201 3 

OCI6 Tuesday, December 24, 20 13 

OCI6 w .... • December 25. 2013 

~ Did first two hotxs or discharge occur dunng business hours7 

g. Was any stom1 water discharged from s1te? 

-'! Were water samples taken? 

*If Yes. fiU out and pmt Water Sample Report. 
SWPPP Questions 

a. Is there a SWPPP on-Site7 

b. Is a w an Map updated7 
c. Are structural con trols installed per the SWPPP7 

OCI6 
0% 

OCI6 

OCI6 

NO 

NO 
NO 

d . If the SWPPP is not llllplemented. IS there an effectiVe combination of Erosron 
& Sediment control SMPs appropnate for the current stage of construction 7 

e. Is there any leak. breach or malfunction to indiCate non-visible pollutants7 

f. Old you observe any floating materials, oil. grease. odor. toxins, and/or 
sediment at anyoutfalls, discharge points, or downstream locations? 

Number o f OREs since July I :--------

ThiXSday. December 26. 20 13 

Friday, December 27, 20 I 3 

Saturday, December 28. 20 1 3 

Sunday, December 29. 20 13 

Estimated start of racn: 2am 

Dtx111Q nonnaJ busness hotxs7 No 

If NO, please explain. 

YES 
YES b2. RequiTe updating? NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan for sampling at next raU1. 

NO If Yes. sample and document. 

What was observed? 

The following pages provide inspection observation results Results are to be cross-refermced with attached photographs. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dikes 
2 Slope protectiOO 
3 VegetatiOn 
'I Surface erosion 
5 Storage of Materials 
6 Soli Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V-d1tches & Slope Orauu 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls 1 Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Silt fence 
13 Dram Inlet Prorect100 
14 Baswu 

Wind Control Items 

I 5 Dust Control 

TracJclng Control Items 

16 ConstructiOn Entrance 
17 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

16 Debris Clean-up 
19 Disposal Areas (Export Sites) 
20 Spills or leaks on Vehicfe:s. Equipment or Matenals 
21 Portable Toilets and Septic 
22 Dumpsters. Roli-Orts. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Pa~nt. Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatenng Operations 
25 Pav~ng or Gnnding Operaoons 
26 Concrete Curing/FmtShi1g 
27 Temporaty Stream CroSSIOQ 
28 IUic1t Connectlofl/lllegal Discharge Reporting 
29 VehiCle and Equipment Cleaning 
30 Vehicle and EqUipment Fueling AreiJ 
3 I Vehicle and EqUipment Maintenance 
32 Vehicle and Equipment Drip Pans 
33 Sp~H Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

12/2312013 

I 
2 
3 

" 5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 

'" 
rsl 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

2'1 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g Are matenals and supplies 1n compliance With the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Were damaged or diSSipated materials removed from the SJte7 
1. Are appropnate spin response personnel tramed7 

No diSChdrge observed or reported 

Items Noted "Repairs Required' or "BMP Missing· 

12 17 18 

BMP 
llecepwble 

X 

)( 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
1\cceptable 

X 

)( 

X 

X 

BMP 
IICC~ 

X 

liMP 
Accep~Alb~e 

X 

BMP 
IICC~ 

)( 

X 
)( 

X 

)( 

)( 

X 

)( 

)( 

X 

X 

8Mf> 
Acceptable 

Torrey Garden Hills 

CASQABMP 

X EC-3. 6. 7. 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1, 2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4, EC- 1 I 

CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 

)( SE-1 
SE-10 

)( SE-2. 3 

Repairs 
Required liMP Mos.slng NIX J\pplicllllll! CASOABMP 

I I WE-I 

Repairs 

RecJ.*ed BMP Mos.slng NIX Ajlpliuble CASOABMP 

I I TC-1. 2. 3 
X SE-7 

~ 
Required 6MP MiSSing Nol Jlpplic.1llle CASOABMP 

X WM-5.6 

WM-4,6,7. I 0 
WM-9 
WM-5 
WM-8 

CASOABMP 

)( NS-2 
X NS-3 

NS-12, 14 
X NS-4 

N5-{) 
)( NS-8 

NS-9 
NS-10 
NS-10 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 

I I 

Ground Sci'VJCe Technology, IOC 
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ITE M 

12 

Response: 

17 

Response: 

18 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 

Response: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary 
Assigned Date Completed 

to .. 
12. Replace missing or damaged silt fence as needed. 

17. Sweep tracking_ as needed. Vrsually Inspect daily. 

18. Property dlspase of construction debris/trash. 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the Cafifomia Storrnwater Quality Association ICASOAJ Best Management Practices (8MPJ Details 

and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and wage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by: ------------------------

Date:------------------------

Ground Service Technology. Inc 
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Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs December 23, 2013 
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Ground ervice Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs December 23. 2013 



http://www.wrh.noaa.gov/forecast/wxtables/index.php?lat=32.95940& ... 

Warnings and/or Ad,·isories In Effect for Ibis Point: 
Beach HllZRrds Stolement 
For warnings and/or advisories in eiTeca for ndjac::cnt areas to this point, 
sec hnp:/(www wrh.noaa gov/sax 

Forecast For Latllon: 32.9570/-117.2540 (E!ev. 335 It) 
Del MarCA 

Forecast Created at: Bam PST Dec 23. 20 13 
C~ Jn>dbrr f~as1 Tablt 

Mon Dec 23 Tue Dec 24 Wed Dec 25 Thu Dec 26 Frl Dec 27 

Weather 

DaQy-Temp High 69 High 69 High 72 High 73 High 72 
Low48 Low62 Low62 Low62 Low63 

Chance of 
I)% 0% I)% I)% I)% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Preclp 
Preclp 0.00"0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.011"0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00" 
12-hr 

0" 0" 0" 0" o· 0" 
Snow Total 

FRET 0.09" 0.09" 0.09" 0.12" 0.12" 

Sat Dec 28 Sun Dec29 

Patchy Patchy 
Fog Fog 

High 68 High 66 
Low62 Low61 

0% 0% 0% I)% 10% 10% 10% 10% 10% 

0.09" 0.08" 

6-Hour 4em 10am 4pm 10pm 4am 1Dam4pm 10pm 4om 10am4pm 10pm 4am 1Qam 4pm 10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4am10am4pm 10pm 
Temp 48 63 63 55 53 84 83 55 53 87 65 58 53 87 88 57 54 87 88 58 53 84 62 54 52 62 61 55 

Cloudtnesa 7% 0% 0% 0% 6% 12% 9% 15% 15% 20% 20% 20% 20% 15% 15% 20% 20%25%25% 30'Ifo 30%44%44%56% 56% 35%35% 48% 
Dawpolnt 40 41 43 44 40 41 41 41 37 38 40 40 35 35 36 37 32 33 36 38 34 36 44 48 44 44 46 48 

:~:;; 72% 44% 47% 88% 62% 42% 44% 56% 55% 35% 39% 54% 

Wlnd NEENE ESNSEEWNE 
7 5 8 7 6 3 5 3 2 5 7 

51% 31% 33% 47% 44% 29%34% SO% 48%36% 51%80% 76% 52%58% 78% 

E E NE E E E NE E E NE W E E SW NW NE 
7637775553857675 



Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido. CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Uc 1847034 A & 8 
EROSION CONTROL. OIVISION 

Owner: Torrey Garden Hills 
Contractor Garden Communities 

Job No/PrOjeCt 24243 Torrey Garden Hills 
Site Address. Calle Mar de Mariposa; W. Ocean Dr. 

Cross Street!{ Area Del mar 
Penonned by. Michael P. Duff. JD. CESSWI, OSP 

Titre: OSP H 24369 

lnspectorSignature: ~. J.:;;;.d 
Type of Inspection: I Weekly Maintenance 

WDIDI: 9 37(362854 
Project Dates: 

Site Area: 8. 4 Acres 
Exposed Area: 50% 

Slle Contact: Rod Frnk 
Contact Number. {619) 572- I I I 4 

Report Date: J2j30j20 13 

Inspection Date: 12/30/20 13 

Time: 1 0:30AM 

Additional Report! NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: '~'------~V~ert~,~·c~ai~C~on~s~t----~ 2~----------------------~ 
Summal}' of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data CUITent Clear Rain Gauge Reading: --------

of 

Was it a Qualifying Rain Event IORE)7 ~~--;:::N::O=:====; 
____ predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 

End date of Last Rain Event I 0.28.13 ----------
Today is Day ___ _ 

Is rnspection dunng or after a ORE of S or more7 ___ ...:.NO.:.::.. __ _ 

NOAA Forecast Chance of Precipitation 

~ Did flfSt two hours of discharge occur during business hours7 

~ Was any storm water discharged from site7 

-'! Were water samples taken7 

•rf Yes. flU out and prnt Water Sample Repott. 

SWPPP Questions 
a. Is there a SWPPP on-sl!e7 

b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Are structural controls installed per the SWPPP7 

0% 

0% 

0% 

0% 

NO 

NO 
NO 

d. If the SWPPP is not mplemented. Is there an effectJve combination of Eros1on 
& Sediment control BMPs appropriate for the rurrent stage of constructl0rl7 

e. Is there any leak. breach or malfunctJOn to indicate llOil-YISible polkJtants7 

f. 01d you observe any floatlflQ materials, 011. grease. odor. toxns. and,! or 
sediment ar any outfalls, discharge pornts. or downstream locations? 

Number of OREs since July I:-------

ThursdaY. Januarv 02. 20 14 

FridaY. Januarv 03. 20 14 

Sattxdav. January 04. 2014 

Sunday. Januarv OS. 20 14 

Estmated start of ran: ____ ___::2:!:a:..:.m:........ ___ _ 

Dunng normal busmess hours7 No 
If NO. please explan:. __________ _ 

YES 
YES b2 Requrre updating? NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan for sampling at next ra10 

NO If Yes, sample and document 
What was observed? 

The following pages provide inspection observation results. Results are to be cross--referenced with attached photographs. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soli Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dikes 
2 Slope protectiOn 
3 VegetatiOn 
4 Sudace erosion 
5 Storage of Materials 
6 Soil Stockpiles 
7 Other Stodcprles 
8 V-drtches & Slope Dri!ll'ls 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Frbef Rolls I Straw Wattles 
I 0 Checlc Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Srlt Fence 
13 Dra111lnlet Protection 
14 8asll'ls 

Wind Control Items 

I 5 Dust Control 

Traddng Control Items 

16 Construction Entrance 
17 Trac:Jong on Streer 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Debns Clean-up 
19 Disposal Areas (Export SrtesJ 
20 Spi(ls or Leaks on Vehicles. Equ.pment or Matenafs 
21 Portable Torlets and Septic 
22 ~ers. Rolf..Offs. Trash Recepracles 
23 Concrete. Parnt. Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewaterng Operations 
25 Paving or Gnnding Operations 
26 Concrete CunngtPrnlshrng 
27 Temporaty Stream Crossrng 
28 llllat ConnectJorVIIIegal DISCharge Reportrng 
29 Vetucle and Equrpment Cleaning 
30 Vehicle and Equipment Fueling Area 
31 Vehide and EqulpiTlC!'I'lt Mantenance 
32 Vehide and Equrpment Dnp Pans 
33 SpiiKJts 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

121 3012013 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 

II 
12 

13 
14 

t5l 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 

22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 

30 
31 
32 
33 

g. Are materials and supplres In compliance With the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Were damaged or diSSipated matenals removed from the srte7 
L Are appropriate sprU response personnel trarned7 

Items Noted "Repairs Required" or "BMP Missing· 

12 13 15 16 17 18 

8MP 
Accepcable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Accepcable 

8MP 

Ac~ 

BMP 
Ace~ 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

22 

Torrey Garden Hills 

~BMP 

X EC-3. 6, 7, 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1. 2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

SE-4. EC- 11 

~BMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 

X SE- 1 
X SE- 10 

X SE-2. 3 

Repairs 
R~ 8MP Missing No( Appl~ CASOABMP 

X I I WE-I 

~ 
~ BMP MISS.tng No! AppiiCCible ~BMP 

X I I TC- 1, 2. 3 
X SE-7 

Repaors 
RequRd 8MP Missing No!~ CASOABMP 

X WM-5, 6 

WM-4,6.7, 10 
WM-9 

X WM-5 
X WM-8 

l( NS-2 
l( NS-3 

NS-12. 14 
J( NS-4 

NS-6 
J( NS-8 

NS-9 
NS-10 
NS.IO 
WM-4 

CASOABMP 

I I 
23 

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 
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IT EM .... 
12 

Resoonse: 

13 

Resoonse: 

15 

: 

16 

Res_ponse: 

17 

18 

Response: 

22 

Rl5ponse: 

23 

Response: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary 
Assigned Date Completed 

to 

12. Replace missing or damaged silt fence as needed. 1&-s.f fZf'J.c. , 

13. Maintain existing inlet protection. \n\.,1'1\f nh;-, 
I I 

15. Control dust bv using an approved method. 

16. Maintain your exlstinQ construction enuances. [.,.\.~.- r IV 2 ~ 
I 

17. Sweep !lacking as needed. Vrsually Inspect daily. t ~ ·~ \. ~ '-"' 

18. Properly dispose of construction debri5/trash. IA1\Wli 'i P-I· S'.o 
"I 

22. Dutnpslets need 10 lle covered and the end of each workday and prior/during a rain event. I~:..'-~ f ·...J t) f J........J , '" J 
23. Maintain tun concrete deanout devices. 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Reier to the California Stormwater Quality Association (CASOAJ 8est Management Practices (BMP) Details 

and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for instaDation. maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by: ------------------------

Date:------------------------

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 
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12.30.2013 11 !37 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs December 30, 2013 



12. 30. 2013 11 : 34 •. 

Ground ervice Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs December 30, 20 13 



http://www. wrh.noaa.gov/forecast/wxtables/index.php?lat=32.83281 & ... 

No Warnings or Advisories In Effed for this Point 
For warnings and/or advisories in cffea for adjacem areas to this point, 
see huo:/lwww.\\Th.noaa.gov/sgx 

Forecast For Lat/Lon: 32.8380/·117.2850 (Eiev. 0 ft) 
San Dlego·La Jolla CA 

Weather 

Dally-Temp 

Chance of 
Prectp 
Preclp 
12-hr 

Snow Total 
FRET 

Mon Dec 30 Tue Dec 31 

High 64 High 61 
Low 52 Low 52 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Forecast Created at: Sam PST Dec 30, 20 13 
CH$b:l! ln-odrtt Fornm1 Ta&k 

Wad Jan01 ThuJan02 

High 69 High 63 
Low 52 Low63 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00"0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00"0.00"0.00" 

0" 0" 0" 0" o· 0" 0" o· 
0.08" 0.06" 0.06" 0.06" 

Fr1Jan03 

High 62 
Low64 

0% 0% 

0.07" 

SatJan04 Sun Jan 05 

High 63 High 62 
Low 55 Low 53 

5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 0% 0% 0% 

o.or 0.06" 
&-Hour 4am 10am 4pm 10pm 4am 10am 4pm 10pm 4am 10am 4pm 10pm 4am 10am 4pm 10pm 4am1Dam4pm10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 
Tamp 53 60 63 57 54 58 60 58 53 57 58 58 54 60 62 58 55 59 61 58 56 60 62 57 55 59 61 57 

Cloudiness 9% 7% 13% 21% 27% 27% 26% 27% 33% 25% 25% 27% 27% 22% 22% 14% 14% 21%21% 25% 25% 27% 27% 18% 18% 13% 13% 12% 
Dewpolnt 37 40 47 45 43 48 49 48 48 48 49 46 45 47 50 47 45 45 47 45 43 43 43 40 37 39 41 40 
Relatlva 
Humdlty 53% 48% 58% 63% 65% 64% 66% 76% 81% 73% 71% 71% 71% 64% 65% 67% 68%60%59% 61% 62% 52% 50% 52% 52% 47% 46% 52% 

Wind E NW NW N NE NW N N NE NW N NE NE N NW E NE W W SE E N NE NE E E N NE 
6 2 6 2 2 7 6 5 3 8 8 2 2 3 7 3 5 3 6 3 2 7 7 5 5 2 3 



EROSION CONTROL OIVISION 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/ EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 M icro Place 

Escondido, CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-20 10 

Fax 760-74 1- 1363 

CA Lie #847034 A & B 

. RISI< LEVEL 2 SITE INSPECTION REPORT 
OWner: Torrey Garden Hills 

Contractor: Garden Communit ies 
Job No/ Project: 24243 Torrey Garden Hills 

Site Address: Calle Mar de Mariposa; W. Ocean Dr. 
Cross SlfeetVArea: Del mar 

Performed by: Michael P. Duff, JD, CESSWI. OSP 

Title: OSP H 24369 I J 
Inspector Signature: VJ"• ,__.,_Q J;t,if 

Type of Inspection; I Weekly Maintenance 

WOlDt: 9 37C362854 
Project Dates: 

Site Area: 8. 4 A cres 
Exposed Area: 50% 

Stte Contact: Rod Fink 
ContactNumber.(619) 572- 11 14 

Report:Date: 1/ 9/ 201 4 

Inspection Date: 1/9/2014 

Time: I 0:30 AM 

Additional Report! 

2 

NO 

Phase(s) of Construction: tl~ ______ v_e_m_·_ca_I_C_o_n_s_t ____ ~ 
~--------------------------~ 

SUmmary of Completed J\ctivities 

Weather & Rain Event Data Current: Oear --------------- Rain Gauge Reacfmg: 

of 

Was it a Oualirying Rain Event (ORE)? -----;::=N=O====~ 
predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain : 

End date of Last Rain Event --------------
Today is Day _ _ _ _ ------

Is inspection during or after a ORE of S or more? _______ N..;..O ______ _ 

NOAA Forecast Olance of f>req>ttation 

.~ Did first two houl's of discharge occur during business hours7 

~ Was any storm water d"tscharged from site7 

~ Were water samples taken7 

•If Yes, frU out and print Water Sample Report 

SWPPP Questions 

a. Is there a SWPPP on-stte7 

b. Is a WaU Map updated7 
c. Are structural controls installed per the SWPPP7 

NO 

NO 

NO 

d. If the SWPPP is not implemented, is there an effective combination of Erosion 

Number of OREs since July I : - -----------

Estmated start of rain: - --------=2=am:.:..:...._ ______ _ 
Dunng normal business hours7 No 

It NO, please explan: ________________ _ 

YES b2. Require updattng7 NO 

& Sedwnent control BMPs appropriate for the current stage of construction? YES 
e. Is there any leak. breach or malfunctton to Indicate n~visible pollutants? 
f. Did you observe any tloatmg materials. 01l grease. odor. toXI11s, and/or 

sediment at any outfalls. discharge points, or downstream locations7 

NO 

NO 

If Yes. plan for sampltng at next rain 

If Yes. sample and document. 

What was observed? 

The following pages provide Inspection observation results. Results are to be cross-referenced With attached photographs. 



lnspmlon Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Otkes 
2 Slope protm10n 
3 Vegetatt011 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage or Matenals 
6 Soil Stockpiles 
7 Other StOCkpiles 
8 V..<fitches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls I Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Btxlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Salt Fence 
13 Dran Inlet Protm1011 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

IS Dust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Construct1011 Entrance 
I 7 Traclung on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Debns ClearHJp 
19 Disposal Areas jExport Sites) 
20 Spills or Leaks on Vetudes. Equipment or Matenals 
2 I Portable Toilets and SeptiC 
22 Dumpst~ Roii-Offs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Paint. Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Oewatenng Operauons 
25 Paving or Gnndlrl9 Operauons 
26 Concrete Curinglfhshng 
27 Temporary Stream Crossing 
28 llliat ConnectJonjlllegal Discharge Reportng 
29 Vehicle and Equipment Cleaning 
30 Vehicle and Equipment fueling Area 
31 Vehicle and EqUipment Matntenance 
32 Vehicle and Equipment Drip Pans 
33 SpiU Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

1/9/2014 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

1sl 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g. Are materials and supplies n compliance With the SWPPP7 
h. Were damaged or dissipated matenals removed from the site7 
L Are appropriate sp~U response personnef tralfled7 

Items Noted ·Repairs Required· or ·aMP Missing· 

5 12 13 17 18 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
~ep«abbe 

)( 

X 

X 

8MP 
~ 

X 

BMP 
Accepl.ilble 

X 

BMI' 
~~ 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Torrey Garden Hills 

CJ\SQABMP 

X EC-3, 6, 7, 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1,2 
X WM-3 

WM-3 
SE-4. EC-1 I 

CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 

)( SE-1 
)( SE-10 

)( SE-2. 3 

RqlilltS 
Required 8MP Missing 1\10(~ CASOABMP 

I I WE· I 

l!epM's 
Required BMP MISSing No! Applcable CASOABMP 

I I TC-1. 2. 3 
)( SE-7 

RepM 
Reqwed 8MP Mrsslng l\lo( Jlpplicllble CASOABMP 

X WM-5,6 

WM-4,6,7, I 0 
WM-9 
WM-5 
WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X NS-2 
X NS-3 

NS-12. 14 
X NS-4 

NS-6 
X Ns.-6 

NS-9 
NS..JO 
NS..IO 
WM-4 

8MP CASOABMP 

Ground Setvlce Technology. Inc 
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ITEM 

5 

Response: 

12 

Response: 

13 

Response: 

17 

Resllonsc: 

18 

Resfl()llSe: 

0 

0 
Response: 

0 

: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

nspect1on Observation and Corrective Actions Summary 
Assigned Date Completed 

to 
S. Uquid or~ 1ype <onstruttion material' needs to hoM!' R'Condary cantainmmt and should be cov«ed. !I~ b. ./ I I" . 

I 

12. Replace misslnq or clamaqed sill fence as needed. I 6. ~...;./ J/~ 

13. Maintain existlnq Inlet protection. 

.-.. . 
17. Sweep tracting as needed. Visually inspect daily. (_.......I I I {.!, 'lc' a.Li 

r v~""~ \,.. k~' ~ .~r. l / c:· 
18. Property dispose of construction deb!W'trash. "--- \ I J 

I 

I G..~ t/'1. 
I 1 

23. Maintain fuD concrete cleanout devices. 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the Caflfomia Stormwater Quality Association (CASOAJ Best Management Practices (BMPJ Details 

and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation. maintenance and usage standards. 

-Dnn/ 
• 

Inspection Report Received by: -----------------------

Date:-----------------------

Ground Servlce TechnoJogy, Inc. 
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Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs January 9, 2014 
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Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs January 9, 2014 



No Warnings or Advisories In Effect for this Point 
For warnings and/or advisories in effect for adjacent areas co this point, 
sec h!!p:l/www wrh.nopa gov/sn:s 

Forecast For Lai/Lon: 32.9270/·117.1390 (Eiev. 462 It) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forecast Created at: Sam PST Jan 9, 2014 

ThuJan 09 Frl Jan 10 Sat Jan 11 Sun Jan 12 MonJan 13 Tue Jan 14 Wed Jan 15 
Weather 

Dally-Temp High 64 High 71 High 71 High 70 High 76 High 78 High 78 
Low 52 Low 50 Low64 Low 52 Low 55 Low 53 Low 54 

Chance or 1 0% 1 0% 0% 
Precfp 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5% 5% 0% 0% 0% 0% !Wo 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Prectp o.oo-o.oo· o.oo-o.oo- o.oo- o.oo· o.oo- o.oo· o.oo- o.oo· o.oo· o.oo- o.oo· o.oo· o.oo· 
12-hr o· o· o· o· o· 0" o· o· Snow Total 
FRET 0.07" 0.10" 0.12" 0.11" 0.20" 0.22" 0.23" 
6-Hour 4am 10am 4pm 10pm 4am 10am 4pm 10pm 4am 10am 4pm 10pm 4am 10am 4pm 10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4am 10am4pm10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 
Temp 53 61 59 53 51 65 65 57 55 66 65 56 53 65 65 58 56 70 66 57 54 71 70 59 55 71 70 59 

ctoudlness 96% 46% 72% 66% 6% 6% 6% 9% 6% 11% 11% 13% 13% 10% 10% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 5% 4% 4% 3% 3% 3% 
Dewpofnt 46 44 46 47 42 39 41 40 35 3S 45 45 39 36 39 36 31 24 26 25 19 19 29 26 22 23 31 29 

Relative 79% 53% 65o/o 80% 71% 36% 41% 52% 
Humdlty 

Wind SE 
5 

s 
5 

w 
8 

E 
5 

NE W 
5 2 

N 
3 

E 
7 

Snow 
Level (It) 7567 7662 7662 0 0 o o o 

46% 32% 46% 67% 

E W W E 
6 6 5 3 

0 0 0 0 

60% 37% 39% 45% 39% 16%20%26% 25% 14%21%31% 27% 16%23%33% 

E NE E E E E E E E E E E E E E E 
5 6 7 10 9 12 9 12 9 13 10 10 12 14 12 8 

0000 0000 0000 0000 



Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP /EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido, CA 92029 

Phone 760-745-2010 

Fax 760-741-1363 

www.erosioncontroller.com CA Uc 1847034 A & 8 
EROSION C:ONTROL.. OIVISION 

OWner: Torrey Garden Hills 
Contractor. Garden Communities 

Job No.{Project 24243 Torrey Garden Hills 
Site Address: Calle Mar de Mariposa; W. Ocean Dr. 

Cross Streets,IArea· Del mar 
Performed by. Michael P. Duff, JD, CESSWI, OSP 

TitJe QSP N 24369 

Inspector Signature: yY\; t-.12 ,Q4 
Type of Inspection: I Weekly Maintenance 

WDIDI: 9 37C362854 
PrOJect Dates: 

S1te Area. 8. 4 Acres 
Exposed Area. SO% 

S1te Contact· Rod Fink 
Contact Number: {619) 572- 1114 

Report Dare: If 16/20 14 

Inspection Date: 11 16/20 14 
Time: 9:00AM 

Additional Report:! 

2 

NO 

Phase(sJ of Construction: '~l _______ v_e_ro_·c_a_IC_o_n_rt ______ ~ 
~--------------------------~ 

Summary of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data eurr~c _______ C_Je_a_r ____ __ Rain Gauge Reading: 

of 

Was it a Qualifying Rain Event (QREJ7 -------;::=N=O====~ 
__ ___ predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain: 

End date of Last Rain Event ---------------
Today is Day _____ __ 

Is inspection during or after a ORE of S or more? ____ NO_;:_ __ _ 

NOAA Forecast Chance of PreCipitation 

~ Old frst two hours of diSCharge occur dunng busmess hours7 

~ Was any stonn water discharged from stte7 

-'! Were water samples tak~7 
•1r Yes. fiU out and pnnt Water Sample Report. 

SWPPP Questions 

a. Is there a SWPPP on-site7 

b. Is a WaH Map updared7 
c. Are structural controls mstaHed per the SWPPP7 

NO 

NO 
NO 

d If the SWPPP Is not implemented. Is there an effectiVe combination of Eros10n 

Number of OREs since July I:------------

Estrnated start of ratn: -----------"2=am-'-------­
Durlng normal buSitleSs hoUrs7 No 

If NO. please expla10: ____________________ _ 

YES 

YES b2. Require updating? NO 

& Sed11Tlef1t control BMPs appropriate for the current stage of construction] YES 

e. Is there any leak. breach or malfunction to indicate non-visible pollutants? 

f Did you observe any floating mat~ Is, oil, grease. odor, toXItlS, and( or 

sedment at any outfalls. discharge pornts, or downstream locauons7 

NO 

NO 

If Yes. plan for samplng at next ra1n 

If Yes. sample and document 

What was observed? 

The following pages provide Inspection observation results. Results are to be cross-f"eferenced with attached photOgraphs. 



lnfP«tlon Page 2 

Soli Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dikes 
2 Slope protection 
3 Vegetation 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage of Materials 
6 Soli Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V-ditches & Slope Dra1ns 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls 1 Straw Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poty Rock Bags 
12 SiltFence 
13 Drain Inlet Protection 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

15 Oust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Construction Entrance 
17 Tracklng on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Debris Clean-up 
19 D1sposal Areas (Ex.port Sites) 
20 Sp1lls or leaks on VehiCles. Equipment or Matenals 
21 Portable Tatlets and Septic 
22 Dumpsters, RoiHJffs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Paint. Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatenng Operat1011s 
25 Paving or Gnnding Operations 
26 Concrete Cunng/Filllshing 
27 Temporary Stream Crossing 
28 llf10t ConnectJon,llllegal Discharge Reportrng 
29 Vehicle and EqUipment Cleaning 
30 Vehicle and Eqwpment Fueling Area 
31 VehiCle and Equipment Maintenance 
32 Vehicle and EqUipment Drip Pans 
33 Spill K1ts 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

1/16/2014 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 

10 
I 

12 
13 
14 

1sl 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g. Are materials and supplieS m compliance with the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Were damaged or d1sslpared matenafs removed from the s1te1 
l Are appropnate spill response personnel tralned7 

Ad)!!cenl project responsible for south slope 

Items Noted ·Repairs Required· or ·aMP Missing· 

7 12 17 18 21 22 

BMP 
Accep«abbe 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Accepc.ilble 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceplilble 

X 

BMP 
Acceplilble 

X 

BMP 
Acceplilble 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acceplilble 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Torrey Garden Hills 

Repairs 
Required BMP Ms.smg N<X AppriCable CASQABMP 

X EC-3. 6, 7. 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1. 2 
WM-3 
WM-3 

X SE-4. EC-11 

CASOABMP 

SE-5 
SE-4 
SE-6 

X SE-1 
SE-10 

X SE-2. 3 

Repairs 
l!eqwed BMP Missing N<X Applbble CASOABMP 

I I WE-I 

l!epiws 
lleqwed BMP Msslng N<X Appllc4lble CASOABMP 

I I TC- 1. 2. 3 
X SE-7 

Repitlf"S 
Reqtked BMP MisSing N<X Appllc4lble CASOABMP 

X WM-5,6 

WM-4,6,7,10 
X WM-9 
X WM-5 

WM-8 

CASOASMP 

X NS-2 
X NS-3 

NS-12, 14 
X N5-4 

NS-6 
X NS-8 

NS-9 
NS-10 
NS-10 
WM-4 

CASOASMP 

I I 

Ground ScMce Technology. Inc. 



' Inspection Page 3 1/16/2014 Torrey Garden Hills 

ITEM 
7 

Response: 

12 

Response: 

17 

Response: 

18 

_llesponse: 

21 

Response: 

22 

0 

-Response: 

0 

Response: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

Inspection 0 bservation an dC orrect1ve Actions Summary 
Assigned Date Completed 

to 

7. Remove or cover any concrete or misc. debris type stockpiles ' 

I 2. Replace misslnq or damaqed silt fence as needed. I / .4;, 
r 

I 7. Sweep traclclng as needed. Vrsually Inspect daily. kr lt:l.httt{ 

I 8. Properly arspose of construction debr!Vtrash. }t\ /~ni!M 
I 

2 I. Portable toilets need to be secured. 

22. Dumpstcn need to be' c.oweted and the mel of each wort.d.ly and priarfdwfng a rain~ lA,.: l...t 
~.,) "t:!. 1 ... 

' 

23. Maintain fuD concrete deanout devices. .J 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the cafilomia Storrnwater Quality Association fCASOAJ Best Management Practices fBMPJ Details 

and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for Installation. maintenance and usage standards. 

lilt. 
I 

Inspection Report Received by.-------------------------
Date ________________________ _ 

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 
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http://www. wrh.noaa.gov/forecast/wxtables/index.php?lat=32. 91560& ... 

Warnings aodlor Ad\isorltsla Effrcl ror tbb Point: 
Beach Hazards Statement 
For warnings and/or advisories in effec1 for adjaceru areas to this point. 
see http://www wrh noaJt.gov/sax 

Weather 

Dally-Temp 

Chance of 
Proctp 
Proclp 
12-llr 

Snow Total 
FRET 

ThuJan 16 Frl Jan 17 

High 83 Hlgh80 
Low 55 Low 55 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Forecast For Latllon: 32.9270/·117.1390 (Eiev. 462ft) 
San Diego-Mira Mesa CA 

Forecast Created at: 8am PST Jan 16, 2014 
c~ ~,Fomm~Tobh 

Sat Jan 18 Sun Jan 19 MonJan20 

Hlgh77 High 76 Hlgh78 
Low 54 Low63 Low63 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

0.00"0.00"0.00"0.00" 0.00"0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00"0.00" 0.00" 0.00"0.00" 0.00" 

o· 0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 0" 

0.21" 0.15" 0.18" 0.15" 0.14" 

TueJan 21 Wed Jan 22 

High 78 High 75 
Low 54 Low 55 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

0.16" 0.13" 
6-Hour 4em 10am 4pm 10pm 4am 10am 4pm 10pm 4am 10am 4pm 10pm 4am 10am 4pm 10pm 4am1Dam4pm 10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4am 10am4pm10pm 
Temp 58 76 76 60 57 74 73 59 58 71 71 57 55 70 70 57 55 70 70 58 58 72 72 60 56 70 69 57 

Cloudiness 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% O% 1% 11% 18% 18% 17% 17% 11% 11% 11% 11% 17% 17% 22% 22%27% 27% 30% 30% 22% 22% 17% 
Dewpolnt 19 22 20 15 13 22 33 22 15 21 37 30 19 19 30 30 23 24 33 33 23 23 31 30 25 30 37 39 
Relative 
Humdlty 

Wlnd 

21% 13% 12% 17% 

ESENESE 
8 6 12 5 

17% 14% 23% 24% 20% 15% 30% 35% 

SE SW NE E E 
6 6 6 6 

w 
7 

N 
2 

E 
6 

24% 14% 23'!(, 35'!(, 28'!(, 17% 26'!(, 39% 28'1(, 16'!(, 22% 31% 28% 22% 31% 52% 

E S W E E E NW E E E NW E E NW W SE 
8566 6637 8835 5663 

111LI"'ti\1AI O."''A AlA 



EROSION CONTROL- OIVISION 

Owner: Torrey Garden Hills 
Contractor. Garden Communities 

Job No/ProJect 24243 Torrey Garden Hills 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 

2280 Micro Place 

Escondido, CA 92029 

www.erosioncontroller.com 

Phone 7 60-7 45-20 I 0 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Uc *847034 A & 8 

WDIDI: 9 37C362854 
Project Dates: 

sue Address: Calle Mar de Mariposa/ W. Ocean Dr. 
S1te Area: 8. 4 Acres 

Exposed Area: 50% 
Cross Streets,~ Area: Del mar 

Performed by. Michael P. Duff, JD, CESSWI. OSP 
TrUe: OSP #124369 

Inspector Signature: YY\: !A. Q. D/ 
Type of Inspection: I Weekly Maintenance 

Site Contact Rod Fink 
Contact Number: (619) 572- 1114 

Report Date: lf24f20 14 

Inspection Date: Jf24f20 14 

Time: T T :30 AM 

Additional Report! 

2 

NO 

Phase{s) of Construction: '~'-------~-e~ __ ·c_ai_C_o_n_~------~ 
~--------------------------~ 

Summary of Completed Activities 

Weather & Rain Event Data CtXrenr: Clear Rain Gauge Reading: --------
End date of last Rain Event -------- Was it a Oualify1ng Ra1n Event (ORE)7 ____ __..:.N~O;:._ ___ _ 

Todayis Day ---- of ____ predicted rarn event days. Cumulative Rain: 

Is inspection during or after a ORE of S or more? NO ----'------ Number of OREs since July I :-------

NOM Forecast Chance of Preopitauon 

~ Did frrst two hours or discharge occur during busllleSS hours7 

~ Was any stonn water discharged from sile7 
~ Were water samples taken7 

•If Yes. f!H out and pnnt Water Sa~ Report. 
SWPPP Questions 

a. Is there a SWPPP orHite7 

b Is a wan Map updated7 
c. Are structural controls installed per the SWPPP7 

NO 

NO 
NO 

d. If the SWPPP 1s not unplemented. •s there an elfectrve combinatiOn of Erosion 
& Sediment control BMPs appropriate ror the current stage of construction? 

e. Is there any leak. breach or malfunction to indicate non-visible pollutants? 

f. Did you observe any floating materials. atL grease. odor, toXJns, and/or 
sediment at any outfalls. discharge poults, err downstream locatJOnS? 

Estimated start of ran ____ _.;;:2am;;:::..;.; ____ _ 

Duong normal business hours7 No 
If NO, please explarn: __________ _ 

YES 
YES b2. ReqUlfe updatrng7 NO 

YES 
NO If Yes. plan for sampr~ng at next ra111. 

NO If Yes, sample and document. 
What was observed? 

The following pages provide Inspection obsetv.~tlon results. ResuliS are to be cross-f'eferenc~ with ar:tach~ photographs. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soil Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dlkes 
2 Slope protectiOn 
3 VegetatiOn 
4 Surface er-oSIO(l 
S Storage of Matenals 
6 Soil Stockpiles 
7 Other- Stockpiles 
8 V-drtches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Frber Rolls I StraW Wattles 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I BU1ap I Poly Rode Bags 
12 Stlt Fence 
I 3 Drain Inlet Protection 
14 BaSinS 

Wind Control Items 

IS Oust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

I 6 Construction Entrance 
I 7 Traclang on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

I 8 Debris ClearHJp 
I 9 Disposal Areas fExport Sttes) 
20 Spills or Lealts on Vehicles. EqUipment or Materials 
21 Portable Toilets and Septic 
22 DtMnpsters, Roli-Offs. Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Pawlt. Stucco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

2-4 Dewatenng Operations 
25 Paving or GB-lding Operations 
26 Concrete Cumg/Finishfng 
27 T~ Stream Crossing 
28 Illicit ConnectJon/lllegal Discharge Reporung 
29 Vehicle and EqUIJ)ITlel'lt Oeamng 
30 Vehicle and Equipment Fuef1119 Area 
31 Vetude and Equipment Maintenance 
32 Vetude and Equipment Drip Pans 
33 SpiiiKtts 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

1/ 2412014 

I 
2 
3 
4 
s 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

rsl 

:~1 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
2S 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g . Are matenals and supplles in compliance with the SWPPP7 

Other 

h. Wer-e damaged or dissipated materials removed from the SJte7 
i Are appropnate spin response personnel train~ 

Adjacent prOJeCt responSible for south slope 

Items Noted ·Repairs Required· or "BMP Missing· 

5 7 18 22 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

BMP 

~ 

X 

BMP 

~~ 

X 

X 

llMI' 
~epcallle 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Torrey Garden Hills 

CASOASMP 

X EC-3. 6. 7. 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1 . 2 
X WM-3 

WM-3 
X SE-4, EC-1 I 

CASOASMP 

SE-S 
SE-4 
SE-6 
SE-1 

SE-10 
X SE-2. 3 

Rcpaits 

~ 8MP MISSing Nor J\ppllcilble CASOABMP 

I I I WE-I 

~ 
~ BMP MdSing Noc Applicable CASOABMP 

I I TC- 1. 2. 3 
SE-7 

Rcpaits 

~ liMP MISslng Noc J\pplic.10ie CASOASMP 

X WM-5,6 

WM-4,6,7, 10 
WM-9 

X WM-S 
WM-8 

CASOABMP 

X NS-2 
X NS-3 

NS-12. 14 
X N5-4 

Ns-6 
X NS-8 

NS-9 
N5-IO 
NS-10 
WM-4 

BMP CASOABMP 

Ground Service Tedlnology. Inc. 



Inspection Page 3 1/24/2014 Torrey Garden Hills 

ITEM 
5 

Response: 

7 

Response: 

18 

Response: 

22 

Response: 

0 

Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 

Response: 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary 
Assigned Date Completed 

to 

S..t.Jqtrid 01 ~ typeo conwuctJon material MCds to have SIXOndary conr.afnmenl and should be ccwcr«t. tl"ll 

7. Remove or cover any concrete or misc. debris type stocltpiles //)! 

I 8. Properly dispose of construction debriS/ !rash. 1 l<t ) .... 1:.(0.-&/ 
I 

22. Dumpstets need <o be covered and the end of each worJolay and aralnevenL A ... :\ . .-~ 
I 

. 

NOTE: Not all instances are necessarily photographed. All items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the california Stonnwater Oualily Association ICASOAJ Best Management Praaices (BMPI Details 

and Cut Sheets in your SWPPP for installation, maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by. ------------------------

Date:------------------------

Ground Service Technology. Inc. 



·(.J~ 

N Srfe. 

01 .24 2014 13 : 11 

01 24 2014 \9 12 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. SWPPP Inspection Photographs January 24,2014 
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Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
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SWPPP Inspection Photographs January 24, 2014 



http://www. wrh.noaa.gov/forecast/wxtables/index.php?lat=32.83281 & ... 

\Vamfogs and/or Advisories In Effect ror tbls Point: 
High Surf Advisory 
For warnings and/or advisories in effect for adjacent areas to this point, 
see hnp://www wrh.noan.sov/sgx, 

Forecast For Latllon: 32.8380/.117.2850 (Eiev. 0 ft) 
San Dlego-La Jolla CA 

Forecast Created at: Sam PST Jan 24. 2014 
CUllOm QM~Jr, FotrrtiSI Tll&k 

FriJan 24 Sat Jan 25 SunJan26 MonJan27 TueJan28 
Weather Patchy Fog 

Dally-Temp High 66 High 64 High 62 High 61 H"ogh 86 
Low 58 Low 58 Low 55 Low 56 Low 55 

Chance of 
0'11. 0'11. 0'11. 0'11. 0'11. 0'11. 0'11. 0% 0'11. 0% 0'11. 0% 0'11. 0'11. 0'11. 0'11. 0'11. 0'11. 0'11. 0'11. Preclp 

Preclp 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 0.00" 
12-llr o· o· 0" o· 0" 0" 0" 0" Snow Total 
FRET 0.08" 0.07" 0.06" 0.05" 0.07" 

Wed Jan 29 ThuJan30 

High 66 High 63 
Low68 Low 58 

0'11. 0'11. 0% 0% 0% 0'11. 0% 5% 

0.08" 0.08" 
6-Hour 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am 10am4pm 10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 4am10am4pm10pm 
Tamp 58 63 64 60 58 82 63 59 55 61 61 58 55 60 80 58 55 63 64 60 58 83 64 60 58 62 62 59 

Cloudlnaaa 76% 81% 65% 41% 29'1(, 23% 40% 47% 59% 35% 35% 81'11. 81% 23% 23% 21% 21% 17% 17% 22% 22% 22% 22% 16'11. 16% 18% 18% 23'11. 
Dewpolnt 47 46 51 49 48 48 52 52 52 52 53 52 52 52 53 50 49 48 50 48 47 47 51 49 48 48 52 51 

~:= 72% 54% 62% 66% 72% 59% 87% 77% 88% 74% 74% 60% 89% 78% 77% 75% 78% 57% 61% 64% 70'11. 55'11163% 87% 74'11. 82% 89% 73'111 

Wind E N N NE N NW NW NW E W W E NE W NW NE E W NW NE E NW W SE E S SW SE 
22 2 3372 2532 2672 23723263 5582 



EROSION CONTROL.. OIVISION 

Owner. Torrey Garden Hills 
contractor. Garden Communities 

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 
SWPPP/EROSION CONTROL DIVISION 
2280 Micro Place 

Escondido, CA 92029 

www.erosloncontroller.com 

Phone 760-745-20 I 0 

Fax 760-741-1363 

CA Lie H84 7034 A & B 

WDIDI: 9 37C362854 
Project Dates: 

Job No.fPrC!iect: 24243 Torrey Garden Hills Site! Area; 8.4 Acres 
Exposed ,4.rea: 50% Site! Address: Calle Mar de Mariposa/ W. Ocean Dr. 

Cross StreetsjArea: Del mar 
Performed by. Wes Udwin 

Title: OSP/D H 24185 

Site Contact: Rod Fink 
Contact Number: (6191 572-1114 

Report Date: 1/31/2014 

Inspection Date: 1/ 31/ 2014 
Inspector Signature: ________________ _ Time: 9:30AM 

'TYpe or Inspection: I Wee!dy Maintenance AddJtlonal Report: I NO 

Phase(sJ of Construction: r l~ _____ v_e~rt~lc~a~IC~o~rn~t. ____ ~ 2~--------------------~ 
SUmmary of Completed Activities 

Clear Rain Gauge Reading; I Weather & Rain Event Data Current --------

Today is Day ___ _ of 

Was it a Qualifying Rain Event {OREJ7~----;::=N=O~===~ 
____ predicted rain event days. Cumulative Rain; 

End date of last Rain Event --- ---- -

NO Is inspection during or after a ORE of .s· or more? ___ ~=----- Number of OREs since July I : 

NOM Forecast Chance of Precipitation 

30% 

45% 

10'16 

40% 

.~ Did first two hours of discharge occur dlKing business hours7 

~ Was any storm water discharged from Slte7 

~ Were water samples taken7 

' If Yes. fill out and print Water Sample Report 
SWPPP Ouestlons 

a. Is there a SWPPP oo-site7 

b. Is a Wall Map updated? 
c. Ne structural controls installed per !he SWPPP7 

0% 

0% 

0% 

0% 

NO 

NO 
NO 

If the SWPPP is not implemented, Is there an effective combination of 
d. Erosion & Sedtment control BMPs appropriate for the current stage of 

construction 7 
e. Is there any leak. breach or malfunction to indicate non-llisible pollutants? 

r. Did you observe any floating materials. 01~ grease. odor. toxins. and/or 

sediment at any outfalls. discharge points, or downstream locations? 

Thu 

Estimated start of rain: 2am 

During normal business hours7 No 

If NO. please explain: 

YES 
YES b2. Require updattng7 NO _......:...:=--

YES 
NO If Yes. plan for sampltng at next rain. 

NO If Yes. sample and document 

What was observed? 

The following pages provide Inspection observation results. Results are to be cross-referenced with attached photographs. 



Inspection Page 2 

Soli Stabilization Items 

I Berms and Dilces 
2 Slope protectiOn 
3 Vegetation 
4 Surface erosion 
5 Storage of Materials 
6 Sod Stockpiles 
7 Other Stockpiles 
8 V-d1tches & Slope Drains 

Sediment Control Items 

9 Fiber Rolls 1 Straw WattJes 
I 0 Check Dams 
I I Burlap I Poly Rock Bags 
12 Silt Fence 
13 Dra•n Inlet Protmon 
14 Basins 

Wind Control Items 

I 5 Oust Control 

Tracking Control Items 

16 Construction Entrance 
17 Tracking on Street 

Good House Keeping & Waste Management Items 

18 Debr1s Oean-up 
19 Disposal Areas (Export Sites) 
20 SpiUs or Leaks on Vehicles, Eqwpment or Materials 
21 Portable Toilets and Septic 
22 Dumpsters. Roii-Offs, Trash Receptacles 
23 Concrete. Paint. Swcco Wash Outs 

Non-Stormwater Management BMP Items 

24 Dewatering Operations 
25 Paving or Grind1ng Operations 
26 Concrete Curing/Flnlsh1ng 
27 Temporary Stream Crossing 
28 Illicit Connection/Illegal DISCharge Reporting 
29 Vehicle and Equipment Cleaning 
30 Vehicle and Equipment F~ling Area 
31 Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance 
32 Vehlde and Equ1pment Drip Pans 
33 Split Kits 

Non-Storm Water Management BMP Items 

lf31f2014 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

1sl 

:~1 

18 

19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 

g. Are materials and supplies in compliance with the SWPPP7 

BMP 
Acceptable 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

8MP 
Accrpuo~ 

X 

8MP 
Acc<'Ptal>le 

X 

X 

BMP 
Acc~ptable 

X 
X 
X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

h. Were damaged or diSsipated materials removed from the stte7 ___ _ 
l Ne appropriate spin response personnel trained? 

Items Noted "Repairs Required" or "BMP Missing• 

7 18 22 

Torrey Garden Hills 

R~rt Not 
Reqylred BMP M1S1lng Appllcabl~ CASOABMP 

X EC-3, 6, 7, 8 
EC-4 
EC-2 

WM-1, 2 
X WM-3 

WM-3 
X SE-4, EC·II 

R~lrs Not 
ll~red BMP MlnlnQ Applk al>l<' CASOA8MP 

SE·5 
SE-4 
SE~ 

SE- 1 
SE- 10 

X SE-2, 3 

RqNirs Not 
Requor<'d BMP Montng Applluble CASOABMP 

WE· I 

Repaks Not 
Required 8MP Mmlng Applicable CASOABMP 

I TC-1, 2, 3 
SE-7 

R~ Not 
llrqulr<'d BMP Mlu lng ~ CASOABMP 

X WM-5. 6 

WM-4,6.7. 10 
WM-9 

X WM-5 
WM..S 

Rrpao<s Not 
Requlr<'d BMP Mlsllng Applicable CASOA BMP 

X NS-2 
X NS.3 

NS...I2. 14 
X NS-4 

Ns-6 
X Ns-8 

Ns-9 
NS-10 
NS.IO 
WM-4 

Repairs Not 
R~ed BMP Mtsslnq Applk.able CASOABMP 

Ground Sennce Technology. Inc. 



Inspection Page 3 1/31/2014 Torrey Garden Hflls 

CONTRACTOR: CORRECTIVE ACTIONS REQUIRED WITHIN 72 HOURS. 

ITEM Inspection Observation and Corrective Actions Summary 
Assigned Date Completed 

to 

0 N/A 

Response: 

7 7. Remove or cover any concrete or misc. debris type stockpiles 1/'?r 
Response: I 

18 I 8. Property dispose of construction debris/trash. ,/11 ltA.bo .,.......r" 
Response: 

22 22. Dumpsters need to be covered and the end of each workday and prior/during a rain evenL 1 'J~~lu 
Response; I 

0 

Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 
Response: 

0 

Response: 

NOTE: Not all Instances are necessarily photographed. All Items apply throughout site. 

Refer to the California Stormwater Quality Association (CASOAJ Best Management Practices (BMPJ Details 

and Cut Sheets in your S PP for tion, maintenance and usage standards. 

Inspection Report Received by. ------;:=;~~'IP;....,=-----------
Date: ______ ::__'P-'---------------

Ground Service Technology, Inc. 



Stockipile is sufficiently covered 

Remove broken concrete/trash 

Stockpiled is sufficiently 
covered. 

Finished slope on neighbor's property needs to be stabilized to 
mitigate potential for a discharge onto Garden Communities' 

Remove any litter/trash/debris 

\ 
01 . 31 . 2014 10 . 03 



Run Name = Viol 2

Present Values as of Noncompliance Date (NCD), 25-Oct-2010

A) On-Time Capital & One-Time Costs $1,926

B) Delay Capital & One-Time Costs $0

C) Avoided Annually Recurring Costs $0

D) Initial Economic Benefit (A-B+C) $1,926

E) Final Econ. Ben. at Penalty Payment Date,

10-Jul-2014 $2,433

C-Corporation w/ CA tax rates

Discount/Compound Rate 6.5%

Discount/Compound Rate Calculated By: BEN

Compliance Date 26-Oct-2010

Capital Investment:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

Consider Future Replacement (Useful Life) N/A (N/A)

One-Time, Nondepreciable Expenditure: avoided

Cost Estimate $2,000

Cost Estimate Date 21-Aug-2014

Cost Index for Inflation PCI

Tax Deductible? N

Annually Recurring Costs:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

User-Customized Specific Cost Estimates: N/A

On-Time Capital Investment

Delay Capital Investment

On-Time Nondepreciable Expenditure

Delay Nondepreciable Expenditure

Case = Casa Mira View (CWA); Analyst = Melbourn, Region 9; 12/2/2014 BEN v. 5.4.0; p. 1 of 1

fmelbourn
Text Box
Exhibit No. 8
Economic Benefit Calculation Violation No. 2




Run Name = Viol 3

Present Values as of Noncompliance Date (NCD), 01-Oct-2010

A) On-Time Capital & One-Time Costs $32,530

B) Delay Capital & One-Time Costs $32,384

C) Avoided Annually Recurring Costs $0

D) Initial Economic Benefit (A-B+C) $146

E) Final Econ. Ben. at Penalty Payment Date,

10-Jul-2014 $185

C-Corporation w/ CA tax rates

Discount/Compound Rate 6.5%

Discount/Compound Rate Calculated By: BEN

Compliance Date 27-Oct-2010

Capital Investment:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

Consider Future Replacement (Useful Life) N/A (N/A)

One-Time, Nondepreciable Expenditure:

Cost Estimate $31,208

Cost Estimate Date 01-Jul-2007

Cost Index for Inflation PCI

Tax Deductible? N

Annually Recurring Costs:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

User-Customized Specific Cost Estimates: N/A

On-Time Capital Investment

Delay Capital Investment

On-Time Nondepreciable Expenditure

Delay Nondepreciable Expenditure

Case = Casa Mira View (CWA); Analyst = Melbourn, Region 9; 12/2/2014 BEN v. 5.4.0; p. 1 of 1

fmelbourn
Text Box
Exhibit No. 8
Economic Benefit Calculation Violation No. 3



SECTIONFOUR     Conclusions  
 

 16

Table 4-1.  Installed Cost Ranges for Soil Stabilization BMPs 

Mean5 Range Mean5 Range Mean5 Range Mean5 Range

Wood (bark) Mulching $20,000 $16,000  ▬  $24,000 $23,000 $18,400  ▬  $27,600 $13,676 $10,941  ▬  $16,411 $19,901 $15,921  ▬  $23,881

Straw with Tackifier $3,020 $2,416  ▬  $3,624 $3,417 $2,734  ▬  $4,100 $1,823 $1,458  ▬  $2,187 $2,172 $1,738  ▬  $2,607

Crimped or Punched Straw $2,349 $1,879  ▬  $2,819 $2,968 $2,374  ▬  $3,562 $2,033 $1,626  ▬  $2,440 $2,778 $2,223  ▬  $3,334
Hydraulic Mulch Fiber with 
Polyacrylamide (PAM) $3,226 $2,581  ▬  $3,871 $3,378 $2,702  ▬  $4,054 $2,537 $2,030  ▬  $3,044 $2,438 $1,950  ▬  $2,926

Temporary Hydroseed $3,149 $2,519  ▬  $3,779 $3,473 $2,778  ▬  $4,168 $1,951 $1,561  ▬  $2,341 $2,150 $1,720  ▬  $2,580

Temporary Hydraulic Mulch $2,862 $2,290  ▬  $3,434 $3,103 $2,482  ▬  $3,724 $1,688 $1,351 ▬  $2,026 $1,861 $1,488  ▬  $2,233

Bonded Fiber Matrix $4,057 $3,246  ▬  $4,868 $5,222 $4,178  ▬  $6,266 $3,901 $3,121  ▬  $4,682 $4,219 $3,375  ▬  $5,063

Caltrans Erosion Control Type C $4,705 $3,764  ▬  $5,646 $5,077 $4,062  ▬  $6,092 $2,816 $2,253  ▬  $3,380 $3,284 $2,627  ▬  $3,940

Caltrans Erosion Control Type D $7,291 $5,833  ▬  $8,749 $5,537 $4,430  ▬  $6,644 $3,390 $2,712  ▬  $4,069 $3,841 $3,073 ▬  $4,610

Erosion Control Blanket $14,162 $11,330  ▬  $16,994 $15,334 $12,267  ▬  $18,401 $12,445 $9,956  ▬  $14,934 $14,238 $11,390  ▬  $17,086

Erosion Control Netting $17,468 $13,974  ▬  $20,962 $19,120 $15,296  ▬  $22,944 $14,971 $11,977  ▬  $17,965 $16,523 $13,218  ▬  $19,828

Temporary Cementitious Binder $3,048 $2,438  ▬  $3,658 $3,198 $2,558  ▬  $3,838 $3,012 $2,410  ▬  $3,615 $3,179 $2,543  ▬  $3,815

NOTES:
1 Small Projects: 0.12 acres (5,000 sq ft) to 0.5 acres (22,000 sq ft); slope inclination of 2:1 and slope length that does not exceed 30 feet
2 Large Projects:  2.0 - 5.0 acres; 2:1 slope and slope length from 50 - 100 feet
3 Category 1: Within 20 miles; access from top and bottom (but not both); shooting from the tower; no long hose runs.
4 Category 2: Further than 20 miles; access from top or bottom (but not both); long hose runs will likely be required
5 Mean was established by eliminating outlier data using professional judgement.  Value ranges set at 20% above and below the mean installed costs.

ADDITIONAL NOTES:
Contractors indicated that Category 1 & 2 (less difficult versus more difficult) had less bearing on pricing than the actual size of the project.  A consistent comment was that more difficult projects are not 
necessarily those that require long hose deployments or areas that have steeper slopes, but consist of those projects that have existing vegetation in the form of ornamental or containerized plantings that need to 
be "worked around".

Category 24

Installed Cost (cost/acre)
Small Project1 Large Project2

BMP Type & Description Category 13 Category 24 Category 13

 



Violation No. 4 Failure to Implement Sediment Control BMPs (1 day) 

Gravel 

Discharger added 112 cubic yards of gravel to the construction entrance.  Three inch minus 

driveway gravel costs $30.50 per ton from Enniss, Inc. of Lakeside, CA.  Rock of that size is 

about 1.2 tons per cubic yard. 

112 cubic yards  1.2 tons  $30.50 
=  $4,099 

  cubic yard  ton 
 

Using BEN computer model equates to an economic benefit of $24. 

Fiber Rolls 

Discharger failed to protect the site slope perimeters, approximately 1,000 feet.  Twenty‐five 

feet long eight inch diameter fiber rolls/straw wattles cost $25 each.  Fiber rolls are installed 

with a foot overlap on each side.  Therefore 48 25 foot long wattles will cover a 2,000 foot run 

and cost $1,050.   

Using BEN computer model equates to an economic benefit of $1,280. 

Therefore the delayed implementation of an adequate construction entrance and the avoided 

cost of protecting the slope perimeter is $1,304. 

 

fmelbourn
Rectangle

fmelbourn
Typewritten Text
Exhibit No. 10
Economic Benefit Calculation Violation No. 4




Run Name = Viol 4 gravel

Present Values as of Noncompliance Date (NCD), 01-Oct-2010

A) On-Time Capital & One-Time Costs $4,273

B) Delay Capital & One-Time Costs $4,254

C) Avoided Annually Recurring Costs $0

D) Initial Economic Benefit (A-B+C) $19

E) Final Econ. Ben. at Penalty Payment Date,

10-Jul-2014 $24

C-Corporation w/ CA tax rates

Discount/Compound Rate 6.5%

Discount/Compound Rate Calculated By: BEN

Compliance Date 27-Oct-2010

Capital Investment:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

Consider Future Replacement (Useful Life) N/A (N/A)

One-Time, Nondepreciable Expenditure:

Cost Estimate $4,099

Cost Estimate Date 01-Jul-2007

Cost Index for Inflation PCI

Tax Deductible? N

Annually Recurring Costs:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

User-Customized Specific Cost Estimates: N/A

On-Time Capital Investment

Delay Capital Investment

On-Time Nondepreciable Expenditure

Delay Nondepreciable Expenditure

Case = Casa Mira View (CWA); Analyst = Melbourn, Region 9; 12/2/2014 BEN v. 5.4.0; p. 1 of 1



• Home
• Our Services »
• Location
• About »
• Contact

Materials Office: (619) 443-9024
Main Office: (619) 561-1101

Home »Homeowner's Pricelist - Enniss Inc.
Search this website... Search

Topsoil

Sand

Fill Dirt

Rock Products

$17.50 per ton

$10.50 per ton

$17.50 per ton

$14.50 per ton

$25.50 per ton

$30.50 per ton

$10.00 per ton

$10.00 per ton

$18.00 per ton

$65.00 per ton

$65.00 per ton

$65.00 per ton

$65.00 per ton

3/4″ Crushed Rock

3/4″ Natural Rock

1 1/2″ Natural Rock

3/8″ Pea Gravel (Natural)

3″ Minus Driveway Rock —
Direct Ship
3″ Minus Driveway Rock —
Pick Up Only
Class II Base (Recycled)

Asphalt Base (Recycled)

D-G

River Rock Mix (12″ Minus)

Mt. Woodson Rock

Landscape Boulders

Rip Rap (Misc.)

Page 1 of 2Homeowner's Pricelist - Enniss Inc.

9/3/2014http://ennissinc.com/pricelist/



Enniss Inc. was founded in 1961 by Reid and Delpha Enniss. What began as a "two man" steel fabrication 
and erection operation, known as Enniss Steel, has since evolved into a storied San Diego construction company 
capable of achieving the project you need done.

12535 Vigilante Road, Lakeside, 92040

View Larger Map | Get Directions

View on Google Maps 

7am-4pm 8am-1pm

(619) 443-9024 619-561-1101

• About
• History
• Privacy Policy
• Contact

© Enniss Inc., 2011-2013
Contractor's License #809017 - A General Engineering; B General Building; C51 Steel, Structural; C21 Building 
Moving, Demolition
Serving the Lakeside, Poway, El Cajon, and Greater San Diego community since 1961.

Behind the scenes: K&J Web Productions

Page 2 of 2Homeowner's Pricelist - Enniss Inc.

9/3/2014http://ennissinc.com/pricelist/



PALMER COKING COAL CO LLP
Topsoil Red Cinders Sand Gravel
360-886-2841 425-432-4700

Landscape Supplies U-Haul or We Deliver

Palmer 
Coking Coal 
History and 
Recent Articles

Products
Crushed Gravel

Washed & Drain 
Rock

Sand

Topsoil

Red Cinders

Safeco Field Mix

Beauty Bark, 
Mulch & Play 

Chips

Clay Products

Lava Rock

Quarry Rock

Specialty Products

Special Services

Planning & 
Calculating

U-Haul

Directions

Price Schedule

PLANNING YOUR SAND, GRAVEL, 
TOPSOIL AND EXPORT MATERIAL NEEDS

  Custom homes demand customized services when it comes to the basic 
materials which are incorporated into your site plan.  Driveways, foundations, 
garages, parking pads, and future landscape areas all have differing material 
needs.  Many home sites are also confronted with either an excess or shortage 
of fill material.  Even when your site has a material balance, setbacks, 
protected native growth areas, and small building lots often result in a situation 
where excavated soils cannot be stored on site for future backfill.  Sand, 
gravel, and topsoil companies are important partners in building that dream 
home at an affordable price. 

One of the first things to happen at your building site is the provision of an 
access driveway and construction pad.  A construction entrance of 4”x 8”
quarry rock or another bony crushed rock is usually required to minimize 
tracking onto nearby streets.  Once you’re on site, the most popular materials 
for access driveways and construction pads are pit run gravel and crushed 
single pass.  Pit run gravel, as the name implies, is unprocessed gravel straight 
out of the bank.  Pit run includes all sizes of gravel from sand up to perhaps 8”
round rocks.  While pit run gravel is usually the least expensive gravel, the fact 
that it is round and of varying sized particles means that it may roll and pump.  
Another problem with pit run gravel is captured in the old adage that you can’t 
build a 4” thick road with 8” minus pit run.

 A more attractive option for entrances, driveways, and construction pads is a 
large crushed product with few fines or binder.  This heavy crushed gravel is 
usually called crushed single pass or railroad ballast.  It spreads smoothly and 
the large fractured pieces of rock lock into place providing a firm foundation.  
Crushed single pass can be utilized during the construction phase and later 
covered with a top dressing of crushed gravel or ultimately paved.  Crushed 
single pass is particularly useful during those wet winter months when many 
gravels will simply disappear into the mud.  If the driveway is to remain 
unpaved, your typical choices are 1-¼” crushed, 1-1/4 crushed clear, 5/8”
crushed, homeowner’s 5/8” crushed, 5/8” crushed clear, or 3/8” crushed 
gravel.  1- ¼”, 5/8”, and 3/8” crushed are all specification products with a 
larger percentage of fines or binder for packing.  Both homeowner’s 5/8”
crushed and 5/8” clear crushed have more rock and less fines.  They do not 
pack as tightly, but many homeowners find them more attractive as the crushed 
rock shows more prominently.

 Once you’ve established your access drive, it’s usually time to start digging 
the foundation.  The cheapest option is, of course, to simply pile the excavated 
foundation soil nearby and use it for a future backfill.  However, if your site is 
small or there is excess material on site, it’s time to consider export 
alternatives.  The best option is to find a nearby fill site, but given complex 

Page 1 of 5Palmer Coking Coal Co. - Home Page
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Shangri-La

Photo Album

Links

Order On Line

filling and grading regulations, this is not usually practical.  Many sand and 
gravel pits accept “clean fill” for a modest tipping fee.  Make sure your “clean 
fill” is free of any stumps, branches, or other deleterious material, as a failure 
to do so can sometimes result in a rejected load heading to a very expensive 
landfill.  Some fill sites have varying charges depending on the nature of your 
export.  Wet or muddy fill is always more expensive to dispose of than dry 
fill.  Gravelly soils are typically easier to handle and hence cost less to dispose 
of than clay soils.  Plan ahead and call your sand and gravel supplier to find 
out what “clean fill” materials they can accept and at what cost.  Prices are 
usually quoted per cubic yard.  Figure 10 or 12 cubic yards per solo dump 
truck load.

 After the foundation is dug, some sites require a blanket of crushed or drain 
gravel to serve as a capillary barrier.  A slab on grade almost always requires a 
crushed, screened, or drain gravel base.  The more compacted the base, the less 
likely you are to experience significant cracks in the concrete slab.  Either 5/8”
crushed gravel or a 1” minus screened pit run will pack nicely.  Pea gravel or 
7/8” washed are usually the drain gravels of choice.  While using a compactor 
or roller to compact the gravel is best, in a pinch a sprinkler or several days of 
rain will help settle the base material.

 Once your foundation is poured it’s time for footing drains.  Well drained 
gravels are the best choice for backfilling around the foundation.  Pea gravel, 
7/8” or 1-½” drain gravel can all work for this function.  Some new 
construction sites with over 5,000 square feet of impervious will require an 
engineered on-site stormwater collection system.  One cost-effective solution 
is to carry the stormwater from roofs and slabs to an infiltration trench lined 
with a perforated pipe and surrounded by drain gravel.  If groundwater needs 
to be diverted, a French drain or cut-off ditch filled with drain gravel is an 
attractive option.  If your new home requires a septic tank and drainfield, 
specification sands and gravels will be needed.  Cover soil for drainfield areas 
can be a tricky business.  Consult your drainfield installer for the proper soil 
mix over drainfields.

 After the home and garage are constructed and the sidewalks poured, it’s time 
to bring it all together with attractive landscaping.  The basics for landscaping 
around the house involve covering this former construction zone with either 
topsoil or beauty bark.  Most construction areas have been heavily compacted 
which means that the native soils won’t drain as well as they once did.  Many 
landscape contractors will skimp on the imported topsoil and put down 2-3” of 
topsoil over hard compacted soil.  Many homeowners are later heard 
bemoaning the lack of well-drained topsoil as they look at a dying lawn.  Have 
your site work contractors loosen the compacted soil using the clearing rake on 
a bulldozer, or you can simply build up the soil layer above compacted areas 
through the use of cheap fill materials such as pebbles and dirt.  Topsoil 
manufacturing companies often screen out the small pebbles when creating 
topsoil.  This inexpensive product can serve as a base material upon which 
good topsoil is ultimately placed.

 When considering what kind of topsoil to use, there are a number of important 
factors;  namely quality and depth.  The manufacturing of commercial topsoil 
is as much an art as it is a science.  Typical ingredients include native soils, 
sands, silts, composts, and sawdust.  Avoid topsoils with a high clay content.  
Clay soils tend to compact easily and are typically poorly drained.  If the 
native on-site soils are poorly drained, consider choosing a topsoil with a 
higher sand content for enhanced drainage.  Sandy topsoils are sometimes 
called golf course mix.  If the native soils are rocky and well to excessively 
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drained, consider choosing a 3-way mix with a higher soil content to help 
retain moisture.  Whether you plan to sod or seed your site, a good quality 
topsoil is the key to a beautiful lawn in the future.  Beauty bark and other 
decorative landscape materials such as quarry rock, screened oversize cobbles, 
red cinders, or lava rock will help accent your home and landscaping.

CUBIC YARD (C.Y.) CALCULATIONS:
CALCULATING CUBIC YARDS  FOR SQUARE / RECTANGULAR AREAS:

Length x Depth x Width (all expressed in feet) = cubic feet divided by 27 = cubic yards. 
NOTE: 1 cubic yard = 27 cubic feet (3’ x 3’ x 3’).

Example: A 20-foot by 40foot rectangular area 3 inches deep.
20’ x 40’ x .25’ (i.e. 3”) = 200 cubic feet divided by 27 = 7.41 cubic yards

CALCULATING CUBIC YARDS FOR CIRCULAR AREAS:

Radius squared x 3.14 (Pi) x depth (all expressed in feet) = cubic feet divided by 27 = cubic 
yards.  NOTE: 1 cubic yard = 27 cubic feet (3’ x 3’ x 3’).

Example: A 50-foot diameter circular area, 4 inches deep.  Note: the radius is 1/2 of the 
diameter
25’ x 25’ x 3.14 x .33 = 648 cubic feet divided by 27 = 24 cubic yards

CONVERTING INCHES TO FRACTIONS OF FEET:

1” 2” 3” 4” 5” 6” 7” 8” 9” 10” 11” 12”
.08     .16     .25      .33      .42       .50         .58     .67       .75       .83         .92        1.0

ONE CUBIC YARD (C.Y.) OF MATERIAL COVERS:

338 Square feet @ 1” deep
169 Square feet @ 2” deep
108 Square feet @ 3” deep

82 Square feet @ 4” deep
64 Square feet @ 5” deep
54 Square feet @ 6” deep

SQUARE FOOTAGE (S.F.) CALCULATING:

Length x Width (or Height) (expressed in feet) = Square Footage

Example: A 3 foot high by 40’ long rockery = 3’ x 40’ = 120 square feet.

CALCULATING TONNAGE NEEDED PER S.Q. OF ROCKERY:

Length x Height (all expressed in feet) divided by 18 (for half-man rocks) = tons needed.

Length x Height (all expressed in feet) divided by 15 (for one man rocks) = tons needed.

Example: A rockery 3 feet high by 40 feet long using one-man rocks.
3’ x 40’ = 120 square feet divided by 15 = 8 tons of one-man rocks. 

APPROXIMATE POUNDS / TONS* PER CUBIC YARDS (C.Y.)*:

PRODUCT POUNDS PER 
C.Y.*

ONVERSION (TONS PER C.Y

PIT RUN GRAVEL 3,050 lbs 1.52 +/- Tons Per C.Y.
CRUSHED GRAVEL 3,000 lbs 1.50 +/- Tons Per C.Y.
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ROCKERY ROCK SPECIFICATIONS (per W.S.D.O.T. 9-13.7(1)

* NOTES: All of the product weights and conversions are approximations only 
and there is no warranty, expressed or implied, that our products equal those 
weights or conversions. There can be wide variances in the weight of various 
products due to a number of factors, including the moisture content, season, 
recent weather (dry vs. wet), the material density, the composition of the 
product, the absorptive qualities of the product, changes in the product, etc.  As 
a general rule, denser material without much void space is heavier, such as 
rockery rock or pit run gravel.  By the same token, bigger rocks and boulders 
are denser and thus heavier than smaller loose products, such as sand, which is 
lighter.  The greater the capacity for a product to absorb water (particularly 
weather sensitive materials such as topsoil, cinders, clay, etc.) the more prone 
that material is to changes in weight due to moisture, rain, or other wet 
conditions.  By the same token, well-drained materials such as pea gravel, 
7/8”, or 1-1/2 drain gravel are not very susceptible to weight changes due to 
the presence of moisture.  A crushed gravel product with a higher content of 
fines (or sandy binder) such as State Spec. 5/8” or 1-1/4” crushed gravel 
(typically 50% fines) is typically heavier than a clear crushed product such as 
5/8” or 1-1/4” Clear (typically 5-10% fines), due to there being more void 
space and the better draining characteristics of  the Clear crushed product.    

WASHED GRAVEL 2,800 lbs 1.45 +/- Tons Per C.Y.
SCREENED SAND 2,700 lbs 1.35 +/- Tons Per C.Y.
TOPSOIL 2,000 - 2,400 lbs 1.00 - 1.20 +/- Tons Per C.Y.
1/4" RED CINDERS 2,000 - 2,200 lbs 1.00 - 1.10 +/- Tons Per C.Y.
3/4" RED CINDERS 2,000 - 2,200 lbs 1.00 - 1.10 +/- Tons Per C.Y.
1/4" LAVA SAND 1,800 lbs 0.90 +/- Tons Per C.Y.
3/8" LAVA ROCK 1,500 lbs 0.75 +/- Tons Per C.Y.
1/2" - 1" LAVA ROCK 1,400 lbs 0.70 +/- Tons Per C.Y.
1" - 2 1/2" LAVA 
ROCK

1,350 lbs 0.65 +/- Tons Per C.Y.

SAFECO FIELD MIX 2,000 lbs 1.00 +/- Tons Per C.Y.
GOLF COURSE 
SAND

2,200 lbs 1.10 +/- Tons Per C.Y.

GRAY CLAY 3,000 lbs 1.50 +/- Tons Per C.Y.
COMPOST 1,000 - 1,300 lbs 0.50 - .65 +/- Tons Per C.Y.
4" QUARRY ROCK 2,400 lbs 1.20 +/- Tons Per C.Y.
4" - 8" QUARRY 
ROCK

2,400 lbs 1.20 +/- Tons Per C.Y.

HALF MAN ROCK 2,800 lbs 1.40 +/- Tons Per C.Y.
ONE MAN ROCK 2,800 lbs 1.40 +/- Tons Per C.Y.
BOULDERS 3,000 lbs 1.50 +/- Tons Per C.Y.

ROCK SIZE ROCK WEIGHT*(LBS.) AVERAGE DIMENSIONS
Half Man 25 - 50 lbs. 6" - 12"
One Man 50 - 200 lbs. 12" - 18"
Two Man 200 - 700 lbs. 18" -28"
Three Man 700 - 2,000 lbs. 28" - 36"
Four Man 2,000 - 4,000 lbs. 36" - 48"
Five Man 4,000 - 6,000 lbs. 48" - 54"
Six Man 6,000 - 8,000 lbs. 54" - 60"

Page 4 of 5Palmer Coking Coal Co. - Home Page

9/3/2014http://www.palmercc.com/planningyourneeds.htm
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Run Name = Viol 4 fiber rolls

Present Values as of Noncompliance Date (NCD), 01-Oct-2010

A) On-Time Capital & One-Time Costs $1,009

B) Delay Capital & One-Time Costs $0

C) Avoided Annually Recurring Costs $0

D) Initial Economic Benefit (A-B+C) $1,009

E) Final Econ. Ben. at Penalty Payment Date,

10-Jul-2014 $1,280

C-Corporation w/ CA tax rates

Discount/Compound Rate 6.5%

Discount/Compound Rate Calculated By: BEN

Compliance Date 03-Sep-2014

Capital Investment:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

Consider Future Replacement (Useful Life) N/A (N/A)

One-Time, Nondepreciable Expenditure: avoided

Cost Estimate $1,050

Cost Estimate Date 03-Sep-2014

Cost Index for Inflation PCI

Tax Deductible? N

Annually Recurring Costs:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

User-Customized Specific Cost Estimates: N/A

On-Time Capital Investment

Delay Capital Investment

On-Time Nondepreciable Expenditure

Delay Nondepreciable Expenditure

Case = Casa Mira View (CWA); Analyst = Melbourn, Region 9; 12/2/2014 BEN v. 5.4.0; p. 1 of 1



Login or Create an account

Advanced Search

Brand:   |  Product Code: 262SCRS825(White Cap # 262SCRS825)

Shipped to your door
Shipped to a Local Store

$24.09

Availability: Usually Ships in 1 Day

QTY Add to Cart

Please Login to receive Special Pricing
Not Registered? Create an Account

Description
Rice Straw Wattle, 8 in Diameter, 25 ft Length, Fiber, For Slopes to Reduce Runoff Velocity and Control or Capture Eroded 
Sediment

Features
• More effective, easier to install and less maintenance intensive than silt fence and other sedimentation control devices
• Used on slopes to reduce runoff velocity and control or capture eroded sediment

Specifications
• Material: Fiber
• Type: 0
• Diameter: 8 in
• Length: 25 ft
• Usage: For Slopes to Reduce Runoff Velocity and Control or Capture Eroded Sediment

The MOST KNOWLEDGEABLE
pros in construction supplies
The premier nationwide supplier of 
hardware, tools, and materials to the 
professional contractor market with 
more than 140 locations.

Contact Us

800-944-8322

Follow Us

Company Info

Careers

Branch Locations

Services

Catalog /Trader Requests

Government Customers

D.O.T. Guides by State

About White Cap
Privacy Policy

Terms & Conditions

Site Map

About SSL Certs

Secure Shopping
View Your Invoice/Statement

Update Your Account

Login

Register (New Accounts)

Help Center

My Account
Order Status

Contact Us

Return Policy

MSDS Publications

Need A Quote?

Credit Application

Join Our Mailing List

Customer Service

Home >> 8" x 25' Rice Straw Wattle Fiber Roll

8" x 25' Rice Straw Wattle Fiber Roll 

Cart Empty

Search

Products Brands Locations Specials Resources My Account Quick Order Help

Page 1 of 2Buy 8" x 25' Rice Straw Wattle Fiber Roll | HD Supply White Cap

9/3/2014http://www.whitecap.com/shop/wc/55535



Violation No. 5, 8 days without erosion control BMPs on exterior slopes. 

Estimated area unprotected:  1,467’ by 67’ = 98,289 ft2 =2.3 acres 

Estimated cost of bonded fiber matrix:  $3,901 per acre 

 

Cost to spray exposed slopes with bonded fiber matrix:   

$3,901  2.3 acres 
=  $8,972 

acre   
 

Using the US EPA BEN Model the economic benefit for delaying compliance was $19. 
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Economic Benefit Calculation Violation No. 5



Run Name = Viol 5

Present Values as of Noncompliance Date (NCD), 02-Jan-2014

A) On-Time Capital & One-Time Costs $9,597

B) Delay Capital & One-Time Costs $9,578

C) Avoided Annually Recurring Costs $0

D) Initial Economic Benefit (A-B+C) $19

E) Final Econ. Ben. at Penalty Payment Date,

10-Jul-2014 $19

C-Corporation w/ CA tax rates

Discount/Compound Rate 6.7%

Discount/Compound Rate Calculated By: BEN

Compliance Date 13-Jan-2014

Capital Investment:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

Consider Future Replacement (Useful Life) N/A (N/A)

One-Time, Nondepreciable Expenditure:

Cost Estimate $8,972

Cost Estimate Date 01-Jul-2007

Cost Index for Inflation PCI

Tax Deductible? N

Annually Recurring Costs:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

User-Customized Specific Cost Estimates: N/A

On-Time Capital Investment

Delay Capital Investment

On-Time Nondepreciable Expenditure

Delay Nondepreciable Expenditure

Case = Casa Mira View (CWA); Analyst = Melbourn, Region 9; 12/2/2014 BEN v. 5.4.0; p. 1 of 1



Violation No. 6 – Sediment Control BMPs (14 days) 

 

Downed Silt Fence:  Silt fence costs approximately $7 per linear foot to install with a 6 
month lifespan1.  Estimate a 40’ section each violation.  There were 10 reports of 
downed silt fence in the inspection reports by the QSP. 

10 
reports 

40 feet $7 
= $2,800

 Report linear foot 
 

Economic benefit from delaying one week is $4. 

Additionally, the Regional Board observed about 100’ of damaged silt fence on the 
northern perimeter of the site.  The cost is approximately $700. 

Economic benefit from delaying one week is $1. 

Total economic benefit for silt fencing is $5. 

Inlet Protection:  Average annual cost for installation and maintenance is $200 per 
inlet2.  There were two reports of failure to maintain inlet protection by the QSP and one 
by the Regional Board.  A $600 delayed cost results in an economic savings of $1. 

Fiber Rolls:  Discharger failed to maintain two fiber rolls on a slope on December 9, 
2013.  Twenty-five feet long eight inch diameter fiber rolls/straw wattles cost $25 each.  
Therefore 2 25 foot long wattles will cost $50. 

Using BEN computer model equates to an economic benefit of less than one dollar. 

Entrance Racks:  Average annual cost for installation and maintenance may vary from 
$1,200 to $4,800 each, averaging $2,400 per entrance.  Economic benefit from delaying 
one week is $3. 

                                                            
1 Silt Fence, SE‐1, California  Stormwater BMP Handbook, Construction, California Stormwater 
Quality Association, November 2009 
2 Storm Drain Inlet Protection, SE‐10, California  Stormwater BMP Handbook, Construction, 
California Stormwater Quality Association, November 2009 
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Run Name = Viol 6 silt fence 40

Present Values as of Noncompliance Date (NCD), 05-Nov-2013

A) On-Time Capital & One-Time Costs $3,041

B) Delay Capital & One-Time Costs $3,037

C) Avoided Annually Recurring Costs $0

D) Initial Economic Benefit (A-B+C) $4

E) Final Econ. Ben. at Penalty Payment Date,

10-Jul-2014 $4

C-Corporation w/ CA tax rates

Discount/Compound Rate 6.6%

Discount/Compound Rate Calculated By: BEN

Compliance Date 12-Nov-2013

Capital Investment:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

Consider Future Replacement (Useful Life) N/A (N/A)

One-Time, Nondepreciable Expenditure:

Cost Estimate $2,800

Cost Estimate Date 01-Nov-2009

Cost Index for Inflation PCI

Tax Deductible? N

Annually Recurring Costs:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

User-Customized Specific Cost Estimates: N/A

On-Time Capital Investment

Delay Capital Investment

On-Time Nondepreciable Expenditure

Delay Nondepreciable Expenditure

Case = Casa Mira View (CWA); Analyst = Melbourn, Region 9; 12/2/2014 BEN v. 5.4.0; p. 1 of 1



Run Name = Viol 6 silt fence 100

Present Values as of Noncompliance Date (NCD), 09-Jan-2014

A) On-Time Capital & One-Time Costs $763

B) Delay Capital & One-Time Costs $762

C) Avoided Annually Recurring Costs $0

D) Initial Economic Benefit (A-B+C) $1

E) Final Econ. Ben. at Penalty Payment Date,

10-Jul-2014 $1

C-Corporation w/ CA tax rates

Discount/Compound Rate 6.7%

Discount/Compound Rate Calculated By: BEN

Compliance Date 14-Jan-2014

Capital Investment:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

Consider Future Replacement (Useful Life) N/A (N/A)

One-Time, Nondepreciable Expenditure:

Cost Estimate $700

Cost Estimate Date 01-Nov-2009

Cost Index for Inflation PCI

Tax Deductible? N

Annually Recurring Costs:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

User-Customized Specific Cost Estimates: N/A

On-Time Capital Investment

Delay Capital Investment

On-Time Nondepreciable Expenditure

Delay Nondepreciable Expenditure

Case = Casa Mira View (CWA); Analyst = Melbourn, Region 9; 12/2/2014 BEN v. 5.4.0; p. 1 of 1



Silt Fence SE-1 

toe of the slope, but should be constructed as far from the toe of the slope as practicable. Silt 
fences close to the toe of the slope will be less effective and more difficult to maintain. 

• Construct the length of each reach so that the change in base elevation along the reach does 
not exceed 1/3 the height of the barrier; in no case should the reach exceed soo ft. 

• Cross barriers should be a minimum of'/3 and a maximum ofl/2 the height of the linear 
barrier. 

• See typical installation details at the end of this fact sheet. 

Installation Guidelines -Static Slicing Method 

• Static Slicing is defined as insertion of a narrow blade pulled behind a tractor, similar to a 
plow blade, at least 10 inches into the soil while at the same time pulling silt geotextile fabric 
into the ground through the opening created by the blade to the depth of the blade~ Once the 
gerotextile is installed, the soil is compacted using tractor tires. 

• This method will not work with pre-fabricated, wire backed silt fence. 

• Benefits: 

o Ease of installation (most often done with a 2 person crew). In addition, 
installation using static slicing has been found to be more efficient on slopes, in 
rocky soils, and in saturated soils. 

Costs 

o Minimal soil disturbance. 

o Greater level of compaction along fence, leading to higher performance (i.e. 
greater sediment retention). 

o Uniform installation. 

o Less susceptible to undercutting/undermining. 

• It should be noted that costs vary greatly across regions due to available supplies and labor 
costs. 

• Average annual cost for installation using the traditional silt fence installation method 
(assumes 6 month useful life) is $7 per linear foot based on vendor research. Range of cost 
is $3.50 - $9.10 per linear foot. 

• In tests, the slicing method required 0.33 man hours per 100 linear feet, while the trenched 
based systems required as much as 1.01 man hours per linear foot. 

Inspection and Maintenance 
• BMPs must be inspected in accordance with General Permit requirements for the associated 

project type and risk level. It is recommended that at a minimum, BMPs be inspected 
weekly, prior to forecasted rain events, daily during extended rain events, and after the 
conclusion of rain events. 

• Repair undercut silt fences. 

November 2009 California Stormwater BMP Handbook 

Construction 
www.casqa.org 
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Run Name = Viol 6 inlet protection

Present Values as of Noncompliance Date (NCD), 09-Dec-2013

A) On-Time Capital & One-Time Costs $435

B) Delay Capital & One-Time Costs $434

C) Avoided Annually Recurring Costs $0

D) Initial Economic Benefit (A-B+C) $1

E) Final Econ. Ben. at Penalty Payment Date,

10-Jul-2014 $1

C-Corporation w/ CA tax rates

Discount/Compound Rate 6.6%

Discount/Compound Rate Calculated By: BEN

Compliance Date 16-Dec-2013

Capital Investment:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

Consider Future Replacement (Useful Life) N/A (N/A)

One-Time, Nondepreciable Expenditure:

Cost Estimate $400

Cost Estimate Date 01-Nov-2009

Cost Index for Inflation PCI

Tax Deductible? N

Annually Recurring Costs:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

User-Customized Specific Cost Estimates: N/A

On-Time Capital Investment

Delay Capital Investment

On-Time Nondepreciable Expenditure

Delay Nondepreciable Expenditure

Case = Casa Mira View (CWA); Analyst = Melbourn, Region 9; 12/2/2014 BEN v. 5.4.0; p. 1 of 1



Storm Drain Inlet Protection SE-10 

• DI Protection Type 6 - Biofilter bags - Biofilter bags may be used as a substitute for 
gravel bags in low-flow situations. Biofilter bags should conform to specifications detailed 
in SE-14, Biofilter bags. 

1. Construct in a gently sloping area. 

2. Biofilter bags should be placed around inlets to intercept runoff flows. 

3. All bag joints should overlap by 6 in. 

4· Leave room upstream for water to pond and for sediment to settle out. 

5· Stake bags to the ground as described in the following detail. Stakes may be omitted 
if bags are placed on a paved surface. 

Costs 
• Average annual cost for installation and maintenance of DI Type 1-4 and 6 (one year useful 

life) is $200 per inlet. 

• Temporary geotextile inserts are proprietary and cost varies by region. These inserts can 
often be reused and may have greater than 1 year of use if maintained and kept undamaged. 
Average cost per insert ranges from $50-75 plus installation, but costs can exceed $100. 
This cost does not include maintenance. 

Inspection and Maintenance 
• BMPs must be inspected in accordance with General Permit requirements for the associated 

project type and risk level. It is recommended that at a minimum, BMPs be inspected 
weekly, prior to forecasted rain events, daily during extended rain events, and after the 
conclusion of rain events. 

• Silt Fences. If the fabric becomes clogged, torn, or degrades, it should be replaced. Make 
sure the stakes are securely driven in the ground and are in good shape (i.e., not bent, 
cracked, or splintered, and are reasonably perpendicular to the ground). Replace damaged 
stakes. At a minimum, remove the sediment behind the fabric fence when accumulation 
reaches one-third the height of the fence or barrier height. 

• Gravel Filters. If the gravel becomes clogged with sediment, it should be carefully removed 
from the inlet and either cleaned or replaced. Since cleaning gravel at a construction site 
may be difficult, consider using the sediment-laden stone as fill material and put fresh stone 
around the inlet. Inspect bags for holes, gashes, and snags, and replace bags as needed. 
Check gravel bags for proper arrangement and displacement. 

• Sediment that accumulates in the BMP should be periodically removed in order to maintain 
BMP effectiveness. Sediment should be removed when the sediment accumulation reaches 
one-third of the barrier height. 

• Inspect and maintain temporary geotextile insert devices according to manufacturer's 
specifications. 

• Remove storm drain inlet protection once the drainage area is stabilized. 

November 2009 California Stormwater BMP Handbook 

Construction 
www.casqa.org 
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Run Name = Viol 6 fiber roll maint

Present Values as of Noncompliance Date (NCD), 09-Dec-2013

A) On-Time Capital & One-Time Costs $49

B) Delay Capital & One-Time Costs $49

C) Avoided Annually Recurring Costs $0

D) Initial Economic Benefit (A-B+C) $0

E) Final Econ. Ben. at Penalty Payment Date,

10-Jul-2014 $0

C-Corporation w/ CA tax rates

Discount/Compound Rate 6.6%

Discount/Compound Rate Calculated By: BEN

Compliance Date 16-Dec-2013

Capital Investment:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

Consider Future Replacement (Useful Life) N/A (N/A)

One-Time, Nondepreciable Expenditure:

Cost Estimate $50

Cost Estimate Date 03-Sep-2014

Cost Index for Inflation PCI

Tax Deductible? N

Annually Recurring Costs:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

User-Customized Specific Cost Estimates: N/A

On-Time Capital Investment

Delay Capital Investment

On-Time Nondepreciable Expenditure

Delay Nondepreciable Expenditure

Case = Casa Mira View (CWA); Analyst = Melbourn, Region 9; 12/2/2014 BEN v. 5.4.0; p. 1 of 1



Login or Create an account

Advanced Search

Brand:   |  Product Code: 262SCRS825(White Cap # 262SCRS825)

Shipped to your door
Shipped to a Local Store

$24.09

Availability: Usually Ships in 1 Day

QTY Add to Cart

Please Login to receive Special Pricing
Not Registered? Create an Account

Description
Rice Straw Wattle, 8 in Diameter, 25 ft Length, Fiber, For Slopes to Reduce Runoff Velocity and Control or Capture Eroded 
Sediment

Features
• More effective, easier to install and less maintenance intensive than silt fence and other sedimentation control devices
• Used on slopes to reduce runoff velocity and control or capture eroded sediment

Specifications
• Material: Fiber
• Type: 0
• Diameter: 8 in
• Length: 25 ft
• Usage: For Slopes to Reduce Runoff Velocity and Control or Capture Eroded Sediment

The MOST KNOWLEDGEABLE
pros in construction supplies
The premier nationwide supplier of 
hardware, tools, and materials to the 
professional contractor market with 
more than 140 locations.

Contact Us

800-944-8322

Follow Us

Company Info

Careers

Branch Locations

Services

Catalog /Trader Requests

Government Customers

D.O.T. Guides by State

About White Cap
Privacy Policy

Terms & Conditions

Site Map

About SSL Certs

Secure Shopping
View Your Invoice/Statement

Update Your Account

Login

Register (New Accounts)

Help Center

My Account
Order Status

Contact Us

Return Policy

MSDS Publications

Need A Quote?

Credit Application

Join Our Mailing List

Customer Service

Home >> 8" x 25' Rice Straw Wattle Fiber Roll

8" x 25' Rice Straw Wattle Fiber Roll 

Cart Empty

Search

Products Brands Locations Specials Resources My Account Quick Order Help

Page 1 of 2Buy 8" x 25' Rice Straw Wattle Fiber Roll | HD Supply White Cap

9/3/2014http://www.whitecap.com/shop/wc/55535



Run Name = Viol 6 Entrance Rack

Present Values as of Noncompliance Date (NCD), 09-Jan-2014

A) On-Time Capital & One-Time Costs $2,615

B) Delay Capital & One-Time Costs $2,612

C) Avoided Annually Recurring Costs $0

D) Initial Economic Benefit (A-B+C) $3

E) Final Econ. Ben. at Penalty Payment Date,

10-Jul-2014 $3

C-Corporation w/ CA tax rates

Discount/Compound Rate 6.7%

Discount/Compound Rate Calculated By: BEN

Compliance Date 16-Jan-2014

Capital Investment:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

Consider Future Replacement (Useful Life) N/A (N/A)

One-Time, Nondepreciable Expenditure:

Cost Estimate $2,400

Cost Estimate Date 01-Nov-2009

Cost Index for Inflation PCI

Tax Deductible? N

Annually Recurring Costs:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

User-Customized Specific Cost Estimates: N/A

On-Time Capital Investment

Delay Capital Investment

On-Time Nondepreciable Expenditure

Delay Nondepreciable Expenditure

Case = Casa Mira View (CWA); Analyst = Melbourn, Region 9; 12/2/2014 BEN v. 5.4.0; p. 1 of 1



Stabilized Construction Entrance/Exit TC-1 

• Select construction access stabilization (aggregate, asphaltic concrete, concrete) based on 
longevity, required performance, and site conditions. Do not use asphalt concrete (AC) 
grindings for stabilized construction access/roadway. 

• If aggregate is selected, place crushed aggregate over geotextile fabric to at least 12 in. depth, 
·or place aggregate to a depth recommended by a geotechnical engineer. A crushed aggregate 
greater than 3 in. but smaller than 6 in. should be used. 

• Designate combination or single purpose entrances and exits to the construction site. 

• Require that all employees, subcontractors, and suppliers utilize the stabilized construction 
access. 

• Implement SE-7, Street Sweeping and Vacuuming, as needed. 

• All exit locations intended to be used for more than a two-week period should have stabilized 
construction entrance/ exit BMPs. 

Inspection and Maintenance 
• Inspect and verify that activity-based BMPs are in place prior to the commencement of 

associated activities. While activities associated with the BMPs are under way, inspect BMPs 
in accordance with General Permit requirements for the associated project type and risk 
level. It is recommended that at a minimum, BMPs be inspected weekly, prior to forecasted 
rain events, daily during extended rain events, and after the conclusion of rain events . 

• Inspect local roads adjacent to the site daily. Sweep or vacuum to remove visible 
accumulated sediment. 

• Remove aggregate, separate and dispose of sediment if construction entrance/ exit is clogged 
with sediment. 

• Keep all temporary roadway ditches clear. 

• Check for damage and repair as needed. 

• Replace gravel material when surface voids are visible. 

• Remove all sediment deposited on paved roadways within 24 hours. 

• Remove gravel and filter fabric at completion of construction 

Costs 
Average annual cost for installation and maintenance may vary from $1,200 to $4,800 each, 
averaging $2,400 per entrance. Costs will increase with addition of washing rack, and sediment 
trap. With wash rack, costs range from $1,200 - $6,ooo each, averaging $3,600 per entrance. 

References 
Manual of Standards of Erosion and Sediment Control Measures, Association of Bay Area 
Governments, May 1995. 

January 2011 California Stormwater BMP Handbook 

Construction 
www.casqa.org 
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Violation No. 7:  Good Housekeeping BMPs 

Debris:  Four months of non‐compliance (October, November, December 2013, and January 

2014). 

Lack of debris management throughout the site.  Refuse total weight was 67 tons in December 

2013 and 90 tons in February 2014.  Estimate that 20 tons of refuse per month should have 

been collected.  Two additional dumpsters1 per month would have cost approximately $700.  

Estimate that one additional laborer2 could have been used to pick up the refuse each month.  

Labor cost would have been $3,333 per month.  So four months of labor and dumpsters would 

be ($3,333 + $700)x4 = $16,132.  Using the U.S. EPA BEN computer model the economic benefit 

of delaying compliance is $250. 

 

Street Sweeping:  :  Four months of non‐compliance (October, November, December 2013, and 

January 2014). 

A 9 cubic yard hopper street sweeper costs approximately $100 per hour to rent3.  Estimate one 

hour additional per day Monday through Saturday, for the time period (October 2013, 27 days; 

November 2013, 26 days; December 2013, 26 days; and January 2014, 26 days.) is 105 hours.  

105 hours x $100 per hour equals $10,500.  Using the U.S. EPA BEN computer model the 

economic benefit of delaying compliance is $179. 

 

Concrete Washout Bin:  Rental is $475 plus 8% fuel surcharge, and $7 daily rental4.  There were 

two reports of full bins.  Therefore, estimate that two rentals for 30 days equals $1,446.  Using 

the U.S. EPA BEN computer model the economic benefit is $11. 

The total economic benefit is $440. 

 

 

 
                                                            
1 40 yard roll off cost approximately $350 and contains an estimated 10 tons of refuse. 
2 Construction laborer:  $20/hour or $3,333.33 per month based upon San Diego average salary 
of $40,000 per year. 
3 Street Sweeping and Vacuuming, SE‐7, California  Stormwater BMP Handbook, Construction, 
California Stormwater Quality Association, November 2009 
4 American Concrete Washouts, www.SanDiegoConcreteWashout.com, September 15, 2014 
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Run Name = Viol 7 Debris

Present Values as of Noncompliance Date (NCD), 01-Oct-2013

A) On-Time Capital & One-Time Costs $15,840

B) Delay Capital & One-Time Costs $15,602

C) Avoided Annually Recurring Costs $0

D) Initial Economic Benefit (A-B+C) $238

E) Final Econ. Ben. at Penalty Payment Date,

10-Jul-2014 $250

C-Corporation w/ CA tax rates

Discount/Compound Rate 6.6%

Discount/Compound Rate Calculated By: BEN

Compliance Date 01-Feb-2014

Capital Investment:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

Consider Future Replacement (Useful Life) N/A (N/A)

One-Time, Nondepreciable Expenditure:

Cost Estimate $16,132

Cost Estimate Date 15-Sep-2014

Cost Index for Inflation PCI

Tax Deductible? N

Annually Recurring Costs:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

User-Customized Specific Cost Estimates: N/A

On-Time Capital Investment

Delay Capital Investment

On-Time Nondepreciable Expenditure

Delay Nondepreciable Expenditure

Case = Casa Mira View (CWA); Analyst = Melbourn, Region 9; 12/2/2014 BEN v. 5.4.0; p. 1 of 1



Run Name = Viol 7 Street Sweeping

Present Values as of Noncompliance Date (NCD), 01-Oct-2013

A) On-Time Capital & One-Time Costs $11,385

B) Delay Capital & One-Time Costs $11,215

C) Avoided Annually Recurring Costs $0

D) Initial Economic Benefit (A-B+C) $170

E) Final Econ. Ben. at Penalty Payment Date,

10-Jul-2014 $179

C-Corporation w/ CA tax rates

Discount/Compound Rate 6.6%

Discount/Compound Rate Calculated By: BEN

Compliance Date 01-Feb-2014

Capital Investment:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

Consider Future Replacement (Useful Life) N/A (N/A)

One-Time, Nondepreciable Expenditure:

Cost Estimate $10,500

Cost Estimate Date 01-Nov-2009

Cost Index for Inflation PCI

Tax Deductible? N

Annually Recurring Costs:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

User-Customized Specific Cost Estimates: N/A

On-Time Capital Investment

Delay Capital Investment

On-Time Nondepreciable Expenditure

Delay Nondepreciable Expenditure

Case = Casa Mira View (CWA); Analyst = Melbourn, Region 9; 12/2/2014 BEN v. 5.4.0; p. 1 of 1



Street Sweeping and Vacuuming SE-7 

• If not mixed with debris or trash, consider incorporating the removed sediment back into 
the project 

Costs 
Rental rates for self-propelled sweepers vary depending on hopper size and duration of rental. 
Expect rental rates from $58/hour (3 yd3 hopper) to $88/hour (9 yd3 hopper), plus operator 
costs. Hourly production rates vary with the amount of area to be swept and amount of 
sediment. Match the hopper size to the area and expect sediment load to minimize time spent 
dumping. 

Inspection and Maintenance 
• Inspect BMPs in accordance with General Permit requirements for the associated project 

type and risk level. It is recommended that at a minimum, BMPs be inspected weekly, prior 
to forecasted rain events, daily during extended rain events, and after the conclusion of rain 
events. 

• When aCtively in use, points of ingress and egress must be inspected daily. 

• When tracked or spilled sediment is observed outside the construction limits, it must be 
removed at least daily. More frequent removal, even continuous removal, may be required 
in some jurisdictions. 

• Be careful not to sweep up any unknown substance or any object that may be potentially 
hazardous. 

• Adjust brooms frequently; maximize efficiency of sweeping operations. 

• After sweeping is finished, properly dispose of sweeper wastes at an approved dumpsite. 

References 
Stormwater Quality Handbooks - Construction Site Best Management Practices (BMPs) Manual, 
State of California Department ofTransportation (Caltrans), November 2000. 

Labor Surcharge and Equipment Rental Rates, State of California Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans), April I , 2002- March 31, 2003. 

January 2011 California Stormwater BMP Handbook 

Construction 
www .casqa.org 
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Run Name = Viol 7 Washout Bins

Present Values as of Noncompliance Date (NCD), 01-Nov-2013

A) On-Time Capital & One-Time Costs $1,422

B) Delay Capital & One-Time Costs $1,412

C) Avoided Annually Recurring Costs $0

D) Initial Economic Benefit (A-B+C) $10

E) Final Econ. Ben. at Penalty Payment Date,

10-Jul-2014 $11

C-Corporation w/ CA tax rates

Discount/Compound Rate 6.6%

Discount/Compound Rate Calculated By: BEN

Compliance Date 01-Jan-2014

Capital Investment:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

Consider Future Replacement (Useful Life) N/A (N/A)

One-Time, Nondepreciable Expenditure:

Cost Estimate $1,446

Cost Estimate Date 15-Sep-2014

Cost Index for Inflation PCI

Tax Deductible? N

Annually Recurring Costs:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

User-Customized Specific Cost Estimates: N/A

On-Time Capital Investment

Delay Capital Investment

On-Time Nondepreciable Expenditure

Delay Nondepreciable Expenditure

Case = Casa Mira View (CWA); Analyst = Melbourn, Region 9; 12/2/2014 BEN v. 5.4.0; p. 1 of 1



CONCRETE  WASHOUT 
SERVICE PROPOSAL

                       Concrete Washout Service Proposal   

SERVICING PROJECTS IN NORTHERN CALIFORNIA • SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA • TEXAS • NEVADA SINCE 2004 

Cost by services from Mission Valley Within 20 miles Within 20 to 40 miles Within 40 to 60 miles

Each Ramped or Rampless Concrete Washout $475 each $525 $575

300 gallon vacuum at removal or swap No Charge No Charge No Charge
Daily rental $7 $7 $7
Removal fee None None None

Environmental surcharge None None None
Mileage surcharge None None None

Fuel surcharge 8% and up 8% and up 8% and up
Diversion reporting - LEED None None None

Water vacuums or relocates if needed $275 each $325 $375

Trash or plastic debris in bin 
surcharge

$75 PER TON $75 PER TON $75 PER TON
Saw cuttings or grindings $300 $300 $300

Same day service fee - if able $175 $175 $175

SanDiegoConcreteWashout.com

 
Why Choose us?

•  Unlike any other washout provider, we offer both the ramp & rampless style EPA compliant, portable, watertight, patented Concrete Washout  
System (CWS).  Our CWS is a 5.5 cubic yard bin that on average will accommodate a 360 cubic yard pour. 

    (approximately 36 mixer trucks and 2 pump trucks)

•  Established in 2004, we are the industries trusted service provider for infrastructure, military, commercial & residential projects. Some of our 
customers include: 

                Kiewit, Sundt, Hensel Phelps, McCarthy, Flatiron, Granite, Balfour Beatty, Coffman & many more builders/constructors to name a few.

• Our roll off tucks have a built in vacuum system, allowing us to service job sites, on average, with a single truck.  

• As the preferred service provider, we not only properly handle and recycle the concrete washout material, we properly handle and recycle the 
caustic, high PH water collected.

 Our company participates in the RapidGate program to access military base projects.

AVOID THESE SURCHARGES BELOW - NO PLASTIC OR TRASH - CALL AHEAD



Violation 8, Checklist 

Estimate that employees receive $20 per hour. 

Estimate that employee works five hours per week reviewing and implementing weekly 

inspection form. 

12 weeks of failure to implement checklist. 

12 weeks  5 hours  $20 
=  $1,200

  week  hour 
 

Using the EPA BEN model results in an economic savings of $1,238. 
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Run Name = Viol 8 checklist

Present Values as of Noncompliance Date (NCD), 01-Oct-2013

A) On-Time Capital & One-Time Costs $1,178

B) Delay Capital & One-Time Costs $0

C) Avoided Annually Recurring Costs $0

D) Initial Economic Benefit (A-B+C) $1,178

E) Final Econ. Ben. at Penalty Payment Date,

10-Jul-2014 $1,238

C-Corporation w/ CA tax rates

Discount/Compound Rate 6.6%

Discount/Compound Rate Calculated By: BEN

Compliance Date 15-Jan-2014

Capital Investment:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

Consider Future Replacement (Useful Life) N/A (N/A)

One-Time, Nondepreciable Expenditure: avoided

Cost Estimate $1,200

Cost Estimate Date 19-Sep-2014

Cost Index for Inflation PCI

Tax Deductible? N

Annually Recurring Costs:

Cost Estimate $0

Cost Estimate Date N/A

Cost Index for Inflation N/A

User-Customized Specific Cost Estimates: N/A

On-Time Capital Investment

Delay Capital Investment

On-Time Nondepreciable Expenditure

Delay Nondepreciable Expenditure

Case = Casa Mira View (CWA); Analyst = Melbourn, Region 9; 12/2/2014 BEN v. 5.4.0; p. 1 of 1



STAFF HOURS PRE 7‐1‐14

STAFF HOURS MONTHLY SALARY Hourly Hourly total Benefits Total

CCLEMENTE 6775 $39.09 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

RSTEWART 6208 $35.82 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

FMELBOURN 0 8630 $49.79 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

TOTAL COSTS  $0.00

STAFF HOURS POST 7‐1‐14

STAFF HOURS MONTHLY SALARY Hourly Hourly total Benefits Total

CCLEMENTE 0 6911 $39.87 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

RSTEWART 0 6332 $36.53 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

FMELBOURN 152.5 8630 $49.79 $7,592.89 $3,280.89 $10,873.77

TOTAL COSTS  $10,873.77

fmelbourn
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Exhibit No. 16 Penalty Methodology Decisions
Site:  Casa Mira View R9-2014-0044

Physical, Chemical, 
Biological or 

Thermal 
Characteristics

[0 -4]
Violation 1 2

[minor, moderate, major] [WC § 13385] [0.5 - 1.5] [0.75 - 1.5]
Violation 1 major 0.22 1 $10,000 1.5 1.0 1.0 $3,300 $0 $0 $10,000

Non-Discharge Violations

 [ minor, moderate, major ] [WC § 13385] [0.5 - 1.5] [0.75 - 1.5]

Violation 2 major 0.55 1 $10,000 1.5 1.0 1.0 $8,250 $2,433 $2,676 $10,000

Violation 3 moderate 0.35 2 $10,000 1.3 1.0 1.0 $9,100 $185 $204 $20,000

Violation 4 moderate 0.35 3 $10,000 1.3 1.0 1.0 $13,650 $1,304 $1,434 $30,000

Violation 5 moderate 0.35 11 $10,000 1.3 1.0 1.0 $50,050 $19 $21 $110,000

Violation 6 moderate 0.35 14 $10,000 1.3 1.0 1.0 $63,700 $9 $10 $140,000

Violation 7 moderate 0.35 16 $10,000 1.3 1.0 1.0 $72,800 $440 $484 $160,000
Violation 8 moderate 0.35 12 $10,000 1.3 1.0 1.0 $54,600 $1,238 $1,362 $120,000

Other Other

N/A N/A

1 (per day factor) x (days of violation) x (statutory maximum) x (culpability) x (cleanup & cooperation) x (history of violations) = Liability Amount

Statutory 
Max per 

Day

minor, moderate, major 

moderate

Total Potential for 
Harm

[0 - 10]
6

moderate

Potential for Harm

Ability to Pay & Continue in Business Other Factors as Justice May Require

moderate

Liability 
Amount1

[Yes, No, Partly, Unknown]

Total Liability (All liabilities plus staff costs)

moderate

Economic 
Benefit

Economic 
Benefit

Susceptibility to 
Cleanup or 
Abatement

[0 or 1]
1

Discharge Violation

Total Potential for Harm

Violations

6

Discharge Violation:  Potential for Harm

Liability

Minimum Maximum

Culpability

Deviation from 
Requirement

Total per 
Day 

Factor

Culpability
Liability

Minimum

Harm/Potential 
Harm to Benficial 

Uses

[0 -5]

Violations

3

Statutory 
Max per 

Day
Days of 

Violation

[0 - 10]

Deviation from 
Requirement

Total per 
Day 

Factor

Days of 
Violation

Maximum

Cleanup and 
Coopeartion

$286,324

Costs of Investigation & Enforcement

$10,874

Violations

Yes

moderate

History of 
Violations

History of 
Violations

Liability 
Amount1

Cleanup and 
Cooperation

moderate

moderate
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