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 STATE HATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
 RESOLUTION NO. 88- 63

 ADOPTION OF POLICY ENTITLED  
"SOURCES OF DRINKING WATER"

 WHEREAS:
 1.  California Water Code Section 13140 provides that the  

State Board shall formulate and adopt State Policy  
for Water Quality Control; and, 

 2.  California Water Code Section 13240 provides that  
Water Quality Control Plans "shall conform" to any  
State Policy for Water Quality Control; and, 

 3.  The Regional Boards can conform the Water Quality  
Control Plans to this policy by amending the plans to  
incorporate the policy; and,

 4.  The State Board must approve any conforming  
amendments pursuant to Water Code Section 13245; and, 

 5.  "Sources of drinking water" shall be defined in Water  
Quality Control Plans as those water bodies with  
beneficial uses designated as suita ble, or  
potentially suitable, for municipal or domestic water  
supply (MUN);  and, 

 6.  The Water Quality Control Plans do not provide  
sufficient detail in the description of water bodies  
designated MUN to judge clearly what is, or is not, a  
source of drinking water for various purposes.

 THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:
 All surface and ground waters of the State are Considered to be  
suitable, or potentially suitable, for municipal or domestic 
water supply and should be so designated by the Regional Boards1
 with the exception of:

 /
 1.  Surface and ground waters where:

 a.  The total dissolved solids (TDS) exceed 3,000 mg/L
 (5,000 uS/cm, electrical conductivity) and it is not  
reasonably expected by Regional Boards to supply a  
public water system, or
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 b.  There is contamination, either by natural processes or  
by human activity (unrelated to a specific pollution  
incident), that cannot reasonably be treated for  
domestic use using either Best Management Practices or  
best economically achievable treatment practices, or

 c.  The water source does not provide sufficient water to  
supply a single well capable of producing an average,  
sustained yield of 200 gallons per day.

 2.  Surface waters where:
 a.  The water is in systems designed or modified to  

collect or treat municipal or industrial wastewaters,  
process waters, mining wa stewa ters, or storm water  
runoff, provided that the discharge from such systems  
is monitored to assure compliance with all relevant  
water quality objectives as required by the Regional  
Boards; or,

 b.  The water is in systems designed or modified for the  
primary purpose of conveying or holding agricultural  
drainage waters,  provided that the discharge from such  
systems is monitored to assure compliance with all  
relevant water quality objectives as required by the  
Regional Boards.

 3.  Ground water where:
 The aquifer is regulated as a geothermal energy producing  
source or has been exempted administratively pursuant to  40 
Code of Federal Regulations, Section 146.4 for the  purpose 
of underground injection of fluids associated with  the 
production of hydrocarbon or geothermal energy,  provided 
that these fluids do not constitute a hazardous  waste 
under 40 CFR, Section 261.3.

 4.  Regional Board Authority to Amend Use Designations:
 Any body of water which has a current specific designation  
previously assigned to it by a Regional Board in Water  
Quality Control Plans may retain that designation at the  
Regional Board's discretion.  Where a body of water is not  
currently designated as MUN but, in the opinion of a  
Regional Board, is presently or potentially suitable for  
MUN, the Regional Board shall include MUN in the beneficial  
use designation.
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The Regional Boards shall also assure that the beneficial
uses of municipal and domestic supply are designated for
protection wherever those uses are presently being
attained, and assure that any changes in beneficial use
designations for waters of the State are consistent with
all applicable regulations adopted by the Environmental
Protection Agency.

The Regional Boards shall review and revise the Water
Quality Control Plans to incorporate this policy.

This policy does not affect any determination of what is a
potential source of drinking water for the limited purposes
of maintaining a surface impoundment after June 30, 1988,
pursuant to Section 25208.4 of the Health and Safety Code. 

CERTIFICATION
The undersigned, Administrative Assistant to the Boa rd, does
hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct
copy of a policy duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the
State Water Resources Control Board held on May 19, 1988. 

Maureen Marche’ 
Administrative Assistant to the 
Board
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 STATE HATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
 RESOLUTION NO. 89-32

 CONDITIONAL CERTIFICATION OF THE TAHOE REGIONAL  
PLANNING AGENCY REVISED WATER QUALITY  

MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE LAKE TAHOE REGION

 WHEREAS:

 1.  Lake Tahoe has been designated as 'on Outstanding National  
Resource Water and is undergoing a continuing trend toward  
increased levels of primary productivity and decreased water  
clarity.  Deterioration of the Lake's quality is related to  
nonpoint pollution sources and is in violation of State and  
federal water quality standards.  Water quality in the  
tributary lakes and streams is being impacted by sediment  
and nutrient loading linked to development in the Lake Tahoe  
Basin, and

 2.  Lake Tahoe is .located in both the States ofCalifornia and  
Nevada, and responsibility for its protection is jointly  
shared by those states and the bi-State Tahoe Regional  
Planning Agency (TRPA).  The States have designated TRPA cs  
the water quality management agency for the Lake Tahoe  
Region under Section 208 of the federal Clean Water Act, 
and

 3.  The California Regional Water Quality Control Board,  
Lahontan Region (Lahontan Regional Board) adopted the Water  
Quality Control Plan for the North Lahontan Ba sin (Basin  
Flan) in 1975, and .

 4.  The Stare Water Resources Control Boa rd (State Board)  
adopted its Lake Tahoe Basin Water Quality Plan in 
1980 (amended 1983), and

 5.  TRPA adopted its bi-State Lake Tahoe Basin Water Quality  
Management (208) Plan in 1981, which incorporated many  
portions of the State Board's 1980 Pla n.  The 1981 TRPA  206 
Plan was conditionally certified by the State Board and  
conditionally approved by the U.s.  Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), and

 6.  On November 30, 1988, TRPA adopted a revised 208 Plan in 
order to allow for implementation of its comprehensive  
1987 Regional Plan,  and

 7.  TRPA has submitted the revised 206 Plan to the State Board  
with a request for certification of the Plan, and
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 8.  State Board staff has reviewed the revised 208 Plan and has
 concerns about the Plan's adequacy to provide a level of  
water quality protection equal to or better then the  
existing TRPA 208 Plan, as previously expressed to TRPA and  
described in Attachment 1.

 THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, 
 That the State Board: 
 1.  Certifies the revised 208 Plan entitled “Water Quality  

Management Plan for the Lake Tahoe Region”, with the  
conditions listed in Attachment 2 to this resolution.

 2.  Directs the State Board and Lahontan Regional Board staffs  
to work with TRPA to develop and submit interim amendments  
to the State Board for updating the Lake Tahoe Basin Water
 Quality Plan, allowing use of the Individual Parcel  
Evaluation System (IPES)/capital Improvements, and coverage  
transfer programs; Incorporating the revised Best Management  
Practices handbook (Volume 2 of the revised 208 Plan);
 revising criteria for identification of stream Environment  
Zones (SEZ); and revising restrictions on encroachment and  
vegetation alterations in SEZ, consistent with the revised
 208 Plan, no later than July 1989.

 3.  Directs Lahontan Regional Board staff, with the assistance  of 
State Board staff, to work with TRPA to comprehensively 
review the revised 208 Pla n, the Lake Tahoe Basin Water  
Quality Plan, and the North Lahontan Basin Water Quality  
Control Plan and prepare amendments to the north Lahontan  
Basin Water Quality Control Pla n, containing all appropriate  
water quality control measures of the Lake Tahoe Basin Water  
Quality Plan and the revised 208 Pla n.  The amendments  should 
be prepared and circulated as soon as possible, so  that the 
Lahontan Regional Board can adopt the amendments no  later 
than December 1989.

 4.  Will consider the rescission of the Lake Tahoe Basin Water 
Quality Plan immediately upon State Board approval of the  
Worth Lahontan Basin Water Quality Control Plan,"as amended,  
provided that the Worth Lahontan Basin Water Quality Control  
Plan addresses all inconsistencies with the revised 208 Plan  
and incorporates all appropriate portions of the State  Board's Lake Tahoe Basin Water Quality Plan.

 5.  Authorizes the Executive Director to submit- the revised  
206 Flan and the State Board Resolution, conditionally 
certifying the revised 208 Plan to EPA with a request for approval, as conditioned.
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 6.  Mill periodically evaluate the performance of TRPA as the  
designated 208 planning agency for the Lake Tahoe Basin, the
 adequacy of the revised 208 Pla n, and its  implementation in  
accordance with the terms contained in the revised 208 Plan  
and the State Board's conditions on its certification.

 CERTIFICATION

 The undersigned. Administrative Assistant to the Board, does  
hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct  
copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of  
the State Water Resources Control Board held on April 20, 1989.

 Maureen Marche’
 Administrative Assistant to the Soard
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 Attachment 1

 SUMMARY Or STAFF CONCERNS WITH THE  
TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY  
WATER QUALITY MANAGEMENT PLAN

 FOR THE LAKE TAHOE REGION

 State Water Resources Control Board (State Board) staff has  
reviewed the revised Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA)
 208 Plan (Plan) and has provided comments to TRPA on the 208 Plan  
in writing and at several meetings and working group sessions.  
Many of staff's concerns have been resolved through TRPA  
revisions to the Plan,  but several basic concerns still remain.
 (Staff is not requesting resolution of various other outstanding,  
but less significant Issues.)
 The revised 208 Plan takes a different approach toward protecting  
water quality in the Lake Tahoe Region than does the existing  
certified 208 Plan.  The existing 206 Plan is based on the State  
Board's Lake Tahoe Basin Water Quality Flan and contains  
prohibitions against discharges of pollutants (1.e., sediments  
and nutrients) from development (land use) a ctivities.  The  
revised 208 plan, which TRPA is requesting the State Board to
 certify, would allow for development to occur (including  
development on environmentally sensitive land parcels) without  
applying a prohibition against discharges from those areas or  
parcels of land being developed.  The revised 208 Plan is based  
on the comprehensive TRPA Lake Tahoe Regional Plan (adopted by  
TRPA in 1987), and is designed to mitigate development-related  
water quality impacts through a variety of mitigation programs.  
Staff concerns center on the adequacy and implementation of the  
mitigation programs in the revised 208 Pla n.  The mitigation  
programs of the revised 208 Plan of primary concern are the  
Capital Improvements Program (CIP), the stream environment zone
 (SEZ) restoration program, the application of best management  
practices (BMPs), and the monitoring program for measuring  
progress toward attainment of water quality and other standards(called “Environmental Thresholds”)  cited in the revised 208  
Plan.  Staff concerns with these mitigation programs can be  
summarized as follows:
 1.  Capital Improvements Program (CIP):  The CIP is scheduled to

 spend approximately $270 million (1988 dollars) in order to  
provide the needed level of water quality mitigation during  
the 20-year life of the revised 208 Pla n.  The CIP consists  
of numerous projects for correcting existing road-related  
erosion problems in the Lake Tahoe Region.  The mitigation,  
provided by the CIP is being relied upon by TRPA to offset  
existing and future development-related water quality  
impacts.  The projected annual“cost of the CIP in the  
immediate future is $13.5 million; however, less than half 
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 of that amount ($6 million) has been identified by TRPA in
the revised 208 Plan.  TRPA has not determined where the 
remaining  necessary funding will come from in the immediate
future, nor have they identified the source of funding for 
the projects during the 20-yeax lifetime of the revised 
 208 Plan.

 2.'

 3.

 4.

Stream Environment Zone (SEZ) Restoration Program:  The SEZrestoration program calls lor the restoration of 25 percent
 of the SEZ lands in urban areas and 100 percent of the SEZs 
in the natural areas of the Region.  As with the CIP, these
levels of restoration are required in order to provide
adequate mitigation to offset projected water quality
impacts from existing and future development in the Region.
TRPA has not established the required funding levels needed
to meet the SEZ restoration goa ls, and has not identified
the source(s) of required funding.  At present, the SEZ
restoration program is incomplete and unrefined; however,
its mitigation value is necessary and is presumed by the
revised 208 plan.
Best Management Practices (BMPs) :  The revised 208 Plan
relies on the implementation of BMPs for existing
development ("retrofitting"), as well as for future 
development.  TRPA has stated .that 98 percent of all 
development in the Region has already occurred and is in 
place.  The State Board's 1981 conditional certification of
the existing 208 Plan required TRPA to develop a regulatory
program for retrofitting BMPs on existing development;
however, TRPA, to a significant extent, has relied on a
voluntary program.  In TRPA's revised 208 Plan, projects
approved by TRPA are required to retrofit BMPs on the entire
parcel as a condition of approval.  Although acknowledging
that the existing voluntary portion of the BMP program has 
been unsuccessful, the revised 208 Plan relies on voluntary
retrofitting of BMPs on parcels which have already been
developed and for which no TRPA-permitted activity is 
undertaken.
 In response to comments on the revised 208 Plan criticising
the lack of a regulatory program, TRPA included provisions
in its final program directing the Lahontan Regional Board
and the Nevada Division of Environmental Protection to 
continue their regulatory programs for urban drainage
problems.  The final revised 208 .Plan also encourages the
two state agencies to issue waste discharge requirements or
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permits for 
large parking lots, the South Tahoe Airport, golf courses,
and ski areas.
Monitoring Program:  The TRPA monitoring program is
essential to determining if adequate progress is being made
by the revised 208 Plan's programs toward meeting its
Environmental Thresholds (including water quality
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 standards).  The revised 208 plan's monitoring program is  
designed to gather data on several water quality and air  
quality parameters, amounts of soil and SEZ disturbances,  SEZ 
restoration, CIP project implementation, application and  
maintenance of BMPs, number of parcels developed, and other  
programs in the revised 208 plan that must be evaluated for  
adequate progress.  In order for the Individual Parcel  
Evaluation System (IPES) "line" (i.e., the minimum IPES  score 
which would allow a parcel to be built upon) to move  under 
the revised 208 Pla n, it requires that a water quality  
monitoring program must be "in place and shall establish  
baseline water quality conditions".  Water quality  
monitoring results and how they will be used (in determining 
if further development in the Region is to proceed) is not
 satisfactorily addressed.  The establishment of a water  
quality monitoring program and baseline conditions are not  
sufficient criteria for allowing further development.  If  
monitoring data is inadequate for assessing the cumulative  
water quality impacts of the revised 208 Pla n, further
 development should be suspended.  TRPA estimates that 30 to40 additional monitoring stations will be needed for the  
water quality monitoring program, and funding sources for  
these additional stations are not addressed in the revised  
208 Plan.
 TRPA is required to prepare annual and five-year reports for  
use in assessing the revised 208 Plan's progress in meeting  
its required thresholds and interim ta rgets.  Using the  
results of the monitoring program, TRPA will attempt to  
decide if (and how much) further development can occur,  while 
maintaining adequate progress toward attainment of the  
thresholds and interim targets.
 The recommended conditions attached to the draft Resolution  
are designed to require TRPA to report back to the State  
Board (through annual and five-year reports) on progress in  
financing and implementing the revised 208 Plan (i.e., CIP,
 SEZ restoration, BMPs, and monitoring programs) and in  
meeting the revised 208 Plan's required thresholds and
 Interim targets.  These reports will provide the State Board
 with the opportunity to determine if adequate progress is  
being made toward attainment of State Water Quality  
Standards before additional discharges are allowed due to  
development on progressively more sensitive land parcels in  
the Lake Tahoe Region.
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 Attachment 2

 CONDITIONS OF CERTIFICATION OF THE  
TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY  

REVISED HATER QUALITY MANAGEMENT FLAN  
FOR THE LAKE TAHOE REGION

 I.  The Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) will develop a
 financial plan fox the revised 208 Plan's key mitigation  
programs, which the revised 208 Plan relies on for  
mitigation of the water quality impacts of further 
 development in the Lake Tahoe Region.  The financial plan
 will identify responsible agencies, projected costs and  
staffing requirements (both short-term and for the  
revised 208 Flan's 20-year lifetime), and funding
 sources.  The financial plan will identify actions to be
 taken by TRPA to secure adequate funds for the program.  
The financial plan will also Identify contingency  
measures which will be taken if adequate funds are not  
acquired for each progra m.  The key mitigation programs  
to be addressed are:  .
 A. 
 B. 
 C. 
 D. 

 Capital Improvement Progra ms (CIP).
 Stream Environment Zone (SEZ) Restoration Program.  
Best Management Pra ctices (BMP) implementation  
Program.
 Monitoring Program. 

 The financial plan will be submitted to the State water  
Resources Control Board (State Boa rd) for acceptance by

 May 30, 1990.
 II.  TRPA will submit an annual 208 Plan report to the State

 Board by July 30 of each year, beginning in 1990, which  
will summarize monitoring results and trends for the
 following parameters: 
 A.Water Quality:

 1.  Littoral and pelagic water quality of Lake  
Tahoe, including primary productivity and  
clarity.

 2.  Lake Tahoe tributaries for total nitrogen,  
phosphorus, iron, and suspended sediment. Data  
will be analyzed for individual tributaries,  
watersheds, and the basin as a whole.
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 3.  Surface runoff for total nitrogen, phosphorus,  
iron, and suspended sediment.  Data will he  
analyzed for individual watersheds and the basin  
as a whole.

 4.  Ground water for total nitrogen, phosphorus,  
iron, turbidity, and grease and oil.

 5.  Other lakes in the Tahoe Region, for all
 applicable State Standards.  "Other lakes" shall
 include, but not be limited to, Fallen Leaf,  
Upper and Lower Echo, and Cascade Lakes.

 B.  Airborne Sources of Nutrients:
 1.  Traffic volume in terms of vehicle miles  

travelled (VMT) for peak summer days.
 2.  Atmospheric Nutrient Loading in terms of annual  average particulate NO3 concentration

 (ug/m3) At the Lake Tahoe Boulevard air
 quality monitoring station, and at appropriate  
air quality monitoring buoys on the Lake Tahoe  
surface.

 C.  Other Programs: 
 1.  CIP program expenditures, miles of Improved road  

shoulder, acreage of improved right of wa y, and  
operation and maintenance costs.

 2.  SEZ restoration program expenditures and acreage  
restored.

 3.  Results of a stratified random sample survey of  
the rate of 3MP application (i.e., voluntary  
BMPs).

 4.  Annual amount of land coverage and/or  
disturbance, as derived from the data base of  
TRPA-approved building permits.

 5.  Update on status of the financial plan,  
including revised costs of and success in  
obtaining funds for implementing key mitigation  
programs, specified in Condition I, and any  
contingency measures that will be taken if  
adequate funds have not been acquired for each  
program.
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 III.  TRPA will submit a progress report to the State Board,  
beginning in December 1991 and every five years  
thereafter, for the life of the revised 208 Pla n.  The  
five-year report will summarize the data contained in the  
previous annual reports, assess trends shown by the data,  
and determine progress made toward all Plan Thresholds  
and interim targets.  In addition, the 1991 five-year  
report will: 
 A.  Provide interim targets and compliance schedules 

for  all Thresholds.
 B.  Evaluate the adequacy of the revised 208 Plan's  

monitoring program.
 C.  Evaluate the adequacy of TRPA water quality  

mitigation fees and all other components of TRPA's  
financial plan in providing necessary funds for  
implementation of the revised 208 plan.

 IV.  TRPA will notify the State Board 90 days in advance of a  
proposed change in the Individual Parcel Evaluation  
System (IPES) line.  Upon notification of a proposed move  
in the IPES line, the State Board will assess the  
reasonableness of progressbeing made toward meeting the  
revised 208 Plan's Thresholds and interim targets a nd, in  
accordance with its responsibilities as a certifying  
agency under Section 208 of the Clean Water Act, make a  
determination regarding continued state Board  
certification of the revised 208 Plan.

 v.  No 208 Plan update or amendment shall be effective unless  
and until it has been certified by the State Board and  
approved by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.
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 CALIFORNIA STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

 STATE POLICY FOR  
WATER QUALITY 
CONTROL

 I.  FOREWORD

 To assure a comprehensive statewide program of water  
quality control, the California Legislature by its adoption  
of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act in 1969 set  
forth the following statewide policy:

 The people of the state have a primary interest  
in the conservation, control, and utilization of the  
water resources, and the quality of all the waters  
shall be protected for use and enjoyment.

 Activities and factors which may affect the  
quality of the waters shall be regulated to attain
 the highest water quality which is reasonable, con-  
sidering all demands being made a nd to be made on  those 
waters and the total values involved, beneficial  and 
detrimental,  economic and social,  tangible and  
intangible.

 •  The health, safety, and welfare of the people
 requires that there be a statewide program for the  
control of the quality of all the waters of the state.  
The state must be prepared to exercise its full power  
and jurisdiction to protect the quality of waters from  
degradation.

 The waters of the state are increasingly influenced  
by interbasin water development projects and other state-
 wide considerations.  Factors of precipitation, topography,
 population, recreation, a griculture, industry, and eco-  
nomic development vary from region to region.  The state-  
wide program for water quality control can be most effec-  
tively administered regionally, within a framework of  
statewide coordination and policy.
 To carry out this policy, the Legislature established the  

State Water Resources Control Board and nine California Regional  
Water Quality Control Boards as the principal state agencies  
with primary responsibilities for the coordination and control  of 
water quality.  The State Board is required pursuant to  
legislative directives set forth in the California Water Code
 (Division 7, Chapter 3, Article 3, Sections 13140 Ibid) to  
formulate and adopt state policy for water quality control  
consisting of all or any of the following:

 Adopted by the State Water Resources Control Board by  
motion of July 6, 1972. 
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 state policy for  Water Quality Control
 I.  (continued)

 Water quality principles and guidelines for long  
range resource planning, including groundwater and  
surface water management programs and control and use  
of reclaimed water.

 Water quality objectives at key locations for  
planning and operation of water resource development  
projects and for water quality control activities.

 Other principles and guidelines deemed essential  
by the State Board for water quality control.

 II.  GENERAL PRINCIPLES
 The State Water Resources Control Board hereby finds and  

declares that protection of the quality of the waters of the  
State for use and enjoyment by the people of the State requires  
implementation of. water resources management programs which will  
conform to the following general principles: 

 1.  Water rights and water quality control decisions  
must assure protection of available fresh water  
and marine water resources for maximum beneficial  
use.

 2.  Municipal, agricultural, and industrial wastewaters  
must be considered as a potential integral part of  
the total available fresh water resource.

 3.  Coordinated management of water supplies and waste-
 
waters on a regional basis must be promoted to  
achieve -efficient utilization of water.

 4.  Efficient wastewater management is dependent upon
 a balanced program of source control of environ-mentally hazardous substances1,  treatment of waste-

 waters, reuse of reclaimed wa ter, and proper disposal  
of effluents and residuals.

 5.  Substances not amenable to removal by treatment
 systems presently available or planned for the immediate  
future must be prevented from entering sewer systems

 l/  Those substances which are harmful or potentially harmful  
even in extremely small concentration to ma n, animals, or  
plants because of biological concentra tion, acute or chronic  
toxicity, or other phenomenon.
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 Water Quality Control 
 II. 5.  (continue a)

 in	 quantities which would be harmful to the aquatic  
environment, adversely affect beneficial uses of  
water, or affect treatment plant operation.
 Persons responsible for the management of waste  
collection, treatment, and disposal systems must  
actively pursue the implementation of their objec-  
tive of source control for environmentally hazardous  
substances.  Such substances must be disposed of  
such that environmental damage does not result.

 6.  Wastewater treatment systems must provide sufficient  
removal of environmentally hazardous substances which  
cannot be controlled at the source to assure against  
adverse effects on beneficial uses and aquatic  
communities.

 7.  Wastewater collection and treatment facilities must  
be consolidated in all cases where feasible and  
desirable to implement sound water quality manage-  
ment programs based upon long-range economic and  
water quality benefits to an entire basin.

 8.  Institutional and financial programs for implementa-  
tion of consolidated wastewater management systems  
must be tailored to serve each particular area in an  
equitable manner.

 9.  Wastewater reclamation and reuse systems which assure
 .  maximum benefit from available fresh water resources  

shall be encouraged.  Reclamation systems must be an  
appropriate integral part of the long-range solution
 to the water resources needs of an area and incor-  
porate provisions for salinity control and disposal  
of nonreclaimable residues.

 10. Wastewater management systems must be designed and  
operated to achieve maximum long-term benefit from  
the funds expended.

 11.  Water quality control must be based upon latest scien-  
tific findings.  Criteria must be continually refined  
as additional knowledge becomes available.

 12.  Monitoring programs must be provided to determine the  
effects of discharges on all beneficial water uses  
including effects on aquatic life and its diversity  
and seasonal fluctuations.
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 Water Quality Control 

 III.  PROGRAM OF IMPLEMENTATION
 Water quality control plans and waste discharge require-  

ments hereafter adopted by the State and Regional Boards under  
Division 7 of the California Water Code shall conform to this  
policy.

 This policy and subsequent State plans will guide the  
regulatory, planning, and financial assistance programs of  the 
State and Regional Boards.  Specifically, they will (l)  
supersede any regional water quality control plans for the  
same waters to the extent of any conflict, (2) provide a basis  
for establishing or revising waste discharge requirements when  
such action is indicated, a nd (3) provide general guidance for  
the development of basin pla ns.  .

 Water quality control plans adopted by the State Board  will 
include minimum requirements for effluent quality and may  
specifically define the maximum constituent levels acceptable  for 
discharge to various waters of the Sta te.  The minimum  effluent 
requirements will allow discretion in the application  of the 
latest available technology in the design and operation  of 
wastewater treatment systems.  Any treatment system which  
provides secondary treatment, as defined by the specific minimum  
requirements for effluent quality, will be considered as pro-
 viding the minimum acceptable level of trea tment.  Advanced  
treatment systems will be required where necessary to meet water  
quality objectives.

 Departures from this policy and water quality control plans  
adopted by the State Board may be desirable for certain indi-  
vidual cases.  Exceptions to the specific provisions may be  
permitted within the broad framework of well established goals  
and water quality objectives.  .

-
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 STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
 RESOLUTION NO. 75-89

 ADOPTING AMENDMENTS TO THE "WATER QUALITY CONTROL PLAN FOR 
 CONTROL OF TEMPERATURE IN THE COASTAL AND INTERSTATE  
WATERS AND ENCLOSED BAYS AND ESTUARIES OF CALIFORNIA"

 (THERMAL PLAN)

 WHEREAS:
 1.  On February 25, 1975, the State Water Resources Control Board  

conducted a public hearing to consider proposed amendments to  
the "Water Quality Control Plan for Control of Temperature in
 the Coastal and Interstate Waters and Enclosed Bays and Estuaries  
of California",  hereinafter called the Thermal Plan.

 2.  As a result of that hearing, evidence was obtained from various  
parties regarding the desirability of the proposed amendments.

 5.  The State Water Resources Control Board has been advised by the  
Environmental Protection Agency that the proposed amendments  
are necessary in order to bring the Plan into full conformance  
with the provisions of P.L. 92-500.

 THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:
 That the State Water Resources Control Board adopt the proposed  
amendments as attached.

 CERTIFICATION
 The undersigned, Executive Officer of the State Water Resources  
Control Board, does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,  
true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly 
adopted at a meeting of the State Water Resources Control Board held on
 SEP 18 1975 

 Bill B. Dendy  
Executive 
Officer
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 STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL 
BOARD  ROOM 1140, RESOURCES BUILDING 

 1416 NINTH STREET  • SACRAMENTO 95814 

 JUN-5 1972

 NOTICE
 ADOPTION OF NEW "WATER QUALITY CONTROL  
PLAN FOR CONTROL OF TEMPERATURE IN THE  
COASTAL AND INTERSTATE WATERS AND  
ENCLOSED BAYS AND ESTUARIES OF CALIFORNIA"

 On May 18, 1972, the State Water Resources Control Board adopted  
a revised version of the above plan (formerly called Policy) .
 The following changes were made: 
 1.  Due to changes in the California Water Code effective  

March 4, 1972, the title was changed to:
 "Water Quality Control Plan For..."

 2.  A provision was added that the Environmental Protection  
Agency must approve all exemptions from water quality  
objectives of the plan.

 3.  The time schedules for conducting studies of the effects  
of existing discharges was shortened.

 We will advise you of Environmental Protection Agency’s approval  
which we anticipate receiving shortly.

 Bill B. Dendy  
Executive Officer
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State Water Resources Control Board 

WATER QUALITY CONTROL PLAN 
FOR CONTROL OF 

TEMPERATURE IN THE 
COASTAL AND INTERSTATE WATERS  

AND ENCLOSED BAYS AND ESTUARIES 
of californial/ 

DEFINITION OF TERMS 

1. Thermal Waste — Cooling water and industrial process water
used for the purpose of transporting waste heat.

2. Elevated Temperature Waste - Liquid, solid, or gaseous
material including thermal waste discharged at a temperature
higher than the natural temperature of receiving water.
Irrigation return water is not considered elevated tempera-  
ture waste for the purpose of this plan.

3. Natural Receiving Water Temperature - The temperature of
the receiving water at locations, depths, and times which
represent conditions unaffected by any elevated tempera-  
ture waste discharge or irrigation return waters.

4. Interstate Waters - All rivers, lakes, artificial impound-  
ments, and other waters! that flow across or form a part of
the boundary with other states of Mexico.

5. Coastal Waters - Waters of the pacific Ocean outside of
enclosed bays and estuaries which are within the territorial
limits of California.

6. Enclosed Bays — Indentations along the coast which enclose
an area of oceanic water within distinct headlands or
harbor works. Enclosed bays will include all bays where
the narrowest distance between headlands or outermost harbor
works is less than 75 percent of the greatest dimension of
the enclosed portion of the bay. This definition includes
but is not limited to the following: Humboldt Bay, Bodega
Harbor, Tomales Bay, Drakes Estero, San Francisco Bay,
Carmel Bay, Morro Bay, Los Angeles Harbor, Upper and Lower
Newport Bay, Mission Bay, and San Diego Bay.

7. Estuaries and Coastal Lagoons - Waters at the mouths of
streams which serve as mixing zones for fresh and ocean water
during a major portion of the year. Mouths of streams which
are temporarily separated from the ocean by sandbars shall be
considered as estuaries. Estuarine waters will generally be
considered to extend from a bay or the open

1  This plan revises and supersedes the policy adopted 
by the  State Board on January 7, 1971 and revised October 
13, 1971 
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ocean to the upstream limit of tidal action but may be  
considered to extend seaward if significant mixing of fresh 
and saltwater occurs in the open coastal waters. The  
waters described by this definition include but are not 
limited to the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta as defined by.  
Section 12220 of the California Water Code, Suisun Bay, 
Carquinez Strait downstream to Carquinez Bridge and appro-  
priate areas of Smith River, Klamath River, Mad River, 
Eel River, Noyo River, and Russian River. 

8. Cold Interstate Waters — Streams and lakes having a range
of temperatures generally suitable for trout and salmon
including but not limited to the following: Lake Tahoe,
Truckee River, West Fork Carson River,-East Fork Carson
River, West Walker River and Lake Topaz, East Walker River,
Minor California-Nevada Interstate Waters, Klamath River,
Smith River, Goose Lake, and Colorado River from the
California-Nevada Stateline to the Needles-Topoc Highway
Bridge.

9. Warm Interstate Waters - Interstate streams and lakes
having a range of temperatures generally suitable for warm
water fishes Such as bass and catfish. This definition
includes but is not limited to the following: Colorado River
from the Needles-Topock Highway Bridge to the northerly
international boundary of Mexico, Tijuana River, New River,
and Alamo River.

10. Existing Discharge - Any discharge (a) which is presently
taking place, or (b) for which waste discharge requirements
have been established and construction commenced prior to
the adoption of this plan, or (c) any material change in an
existing discharge for which construction has commenced
prior to the adoption of this plan. Commencement, of con-  
struction shall include execution of a contract for onsite
construction or for major equipment Which is related to the
condenser cooling system.

Major thermal discharges under construction which are
included within this definition are:

A. Diablo Canyon Units 1 and 2, Pacific Gas and Electric
Company. 

B. Ormond Beach Generating Station Units 1 and 2, 
Southern California Edison Company. 

C. Pittsburg No. 7 Generating Plant, Pacific Gas and 
Electric Company. 

D. South Bay Generating Plant Unit 4 and Encina Unit 4, 
San Diego Gas and Electric Company. 
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11. New Discharge - Any discharge (a) which is not presently 
taking place unless waste discharge requirements have
been established and construction as defined in Paragraph 10 
has commenced prior to  adoption of this plan or (b) which is 
presently taking place and for which a material change is 
proposed but no construction as defined in Paragraph TO has 
commenced prior to adoption of this plan.

12. Planktonic Organism - Phytoplankton, zooplankton and the 
larvae and eggs of worms, molluscs, and anthropods, and 
the eggs and larval forms of fishes.

13. Limitations or Additional Limitations - Restrictions on the 
temperature, location, or volume of a discharge, or restric-  
tions on the temperature of receiving water in addition to 
those specifically required by this plan.

SPECIFIC WATER QUALITY OBJECTIVES 

1. Cold Interstate Waters

A. Elevated temperature waste discharges into cold inter-  
state waters are prohibited. 

2. Warm Interstate Waters

A. Thermal waste discharges having a maximum temperature
greater than 5°F above natural receiving 
water temperature are prohibited. 

B. Elevated temperature wastes shall not cause the 
 temperature of warm interstate waters to increase 

by more than 5°F above natural temperature at any 
time  or place.

C. Colorado River - Elevated temperature wastes shall not 
cause the temperature of the Colorado River to 
increase above the natural temperature by more than 5°F 
or the  temperature of Lake Havasu to increase by more 
than  
3°F provided that such increases shall not cause the  
maximum monthly temperature of the Colorado River to  
exceed the following: 

- 60 °F — 90°F
- 65°F

Jul
y 
August

— 90°F
- 70°F — 90°F
- 75°F — 82°F
- 82°F — 72°F

January 
February 
March 
April May 
June

- 86°F

September 
October 
November 
December   - 65°F
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D. Lost River — Elevated temperature wastes discharged to  
the Lost River shall not cause the temperature of the  
receiving water to increase by more than 2°F when the  
receiving water temperature is less than 62°F, and 0°F  
when the receiving water temperature exceeds 62°F. 

E. Additional limitations shall be imposed when necessary 
to assure protection of beneficial uses. 

3. Coastal Waters

A. Existing discharges

(1) Elevated temperature wastes shall comply with 
limitations necessary to assure protection of  
the beneficial uses and areas of special bio-  
logical significance. 

B. New Discharges 

(1) Elevated temperature wastes shall be discharged 
to the open ocean away from the shoreline to  
achieve dispersion through the vertical water 
column.

(2) Elevated temperature wastes shall be discharged 
a sufficient distance from areas of special bio-  
logical significance to assure the maintenance  
of natural temperature in these areas. 

(3) The maximum temperature of thermal waste dis-  
charges shall not exceed the natural 
temperature of receiving waters by more than 20°
F. 

(4) The discharge of elevated temperature wastes 
shall not result in increases in the natural  
water temperature exceeding 40°F at (a) the  
shoreline, (b) the surface of any ocean substrate, 
or (c) the ocean surface beyond 1,000 feet from  
the discharge system. The surface temperature  
limitation shall be maintained at least 50 percent 
of the duration of any complete tidal cycle. 

Alternate water quality objectives may be specified  
in waste discharge requirements if such objectives  
would assure full protection of the aquatic environ-  
ment. Such objectives may be specified in waste  
discharge requirements only after receipt by the  
regional board of written concurrence from the  State 
Board and the Environmental Protection Agency. 

(5) Additional limitations shall be imposed when 
necessary to assure protection of 
beneficial uses. 
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Estuaries

4. Enclosed Bays

A. Existing discharges

(1) Elevated temperature waste discharges shall comply 
with limitations necessary to assure 
protection of beneficial uses. 

B. New discharges 

(1) Elevated temperature waste discharges shall comply 
with limitations necessary to assure protection 
of beneficial uses. The maximum temperature of  
waste discharges shall not exceed the natural  
temperature of the receiving waters by more than 
20°F. 

(2) Thermal waste discharges having a maximum tempera-  
ture greater than 4°F above the natural 
temperature of the receiving water are prohibited. 

A. Existing discharges 

(1) Elevated temperature waste discharges shall comply 
with the followings

a. The maximum temperature shall not exceed the
natural receiving water temperature by more
than 20°F.

b. Elevated temperature waste discharges either
individually or combined with other discharges
shall not create a zone, defined by water
temperatures of more than 1°F above natural
receiving water temperature, which exceeds
25 percent of the cross-sectional area of a
main river channel at any point.

c. No discharge shall cause a surface water
temperature rise greater than 4°F above the
natural temperature of the receiving waters
at any time or place.

d. Additional limitations shall be imposed when
necessary to assure protection of beneficial
uses.

(2) Thermal waste discharges shall comply with the 
provisions of 5A(1) above and, in addition, 
the maximum temperature of thermal waste 
discharges shall not exceed 86°F. 
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B. New discharges 

(1) Elevated temperature waste discharges shall comply 
with item 5A(1) above. 

(2) Thermal  waste discharges having a maximum - tempera-  
ture greater than 4°F above the natural 
temperature of the receiving water are prohibited. 

(3) Additional limitations shall be imposed when 
necessary to assure protection of beneficial uses. 

GENERAL WATER QUALITY PROVISIONS 

1. Additional limitations shall be imposed in individual cases if
necessary for the protection of specific beneficial uses and
areas of special biological significance. When additional
limitations are established, the extent of surface heat
dispersion will be delineated by a calculated 1-1/2°F isotherm
which encloses an appropriate dispersion area. The

• extent of the  dispersion area shall be:

A. Minimized to achieve dispersion through the vertical
water column rather than at the surface or in 
shallow water. 

B. Defined by the regional board for each existing and 
proposed discharge after receipt of a report 
prepared in accordance with-the implementation 
section of this plan.  

2. The cumulative effects of elevated temperature waste 
discharges shall not cause temperatures to be increased
except as provided in specific water quality objectives
contained herein.

3. Areas of special biological significance shall be designated
by the State Board after public hearing by the regional
board and review of its recommendations.

4. /////////////////////////////////////////////////

//////////////////////////////////////////////

////////////////////////////////////////////////////

//////////////////////////////////////////////////

///////////////////////////////////////////
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^XXXy/vfX^XXXM/^X^/Xf^XXXX/^^XXXXXXXXMX// 
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4. Regional Boards may, in accordance with Section 316(a) of

the Federal Water Pollution Control Act of  1972, and
subsequent federal regulations including 40 CFR 122.
grant an exception to Specific Water Quality Objectives
in this Plan. Prior to becoming effective, such exceptions
and alternative less stringent requirements roust receive the
concurrence of the State Board

5. Natural water temperature will be compared with waste
discharge temperature by near-simultaneous measurements
accurate to within 1°F. In lieu of near-simultaneous
measurements, measurements may be made under calculated
conditions of constant waste discharge and receiving water
characteristics.

IMPLEMENTATION 

1. The State Water Resources  Control Board and the California
Regional Water Quality Control Boards will administer this
plan by establishing waste discharge requirements for dis-  
charges of elevated temperature wastes.

2. This plan is effective as of the date of adoption by the
State Water Resources Control Board and the sections
pertaining to temperature control in each of the policies
and plans for the individual interstate and coastal waters
shall be void and superseded by all applicable provisions
of this plan.
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6
** Proposed dischargers of elevated temperature wastes may be 

required by the regional board to submit such studies prior  
to the establishment of waste discharge requirements. The  
regional board shall include in its requirements appropriate 
postdischarge studies by the discharger. 

7
** The scope of any necessary studies shall be as outlined by 

the regional board and shall be designed to include the 
following as applicable to an individual discharge: 

A. Existing conditions in the aquatic environment. 

B. Effects of the existing discharge on beneficial uses. 

C. Predicted conditions in the aquatic environment with 
waste discharge facilities designed and operated in 
compliance with the provisions of this plan. 

3. Existing and future dischargers of thermal waste shall
conduct a study to define the effect of the discharge on
beneficial uses and, for existing discharges, determine
design and operating changes which would be necessary to
achieve compliance with the provisions of this plan.

4. Waste discharge requirements for existing elevated tempera-  
ture wastes shall be reviewed to determine the need for
studies of the effect of the discharge on beneficial uses,
changes in monitoring programs and revision of waste
discharge requirements.

XX/XMX/XXXZrfXZ*XXX/XX£XXrfXX/XXX/X/X/ZX//XX/XXX//Z777Z//ZHX 
/XtfXXMXX/XXX/£/XKXXX//XXXXX/XXX/XXX4ZZX/2rf£/rfXZX/rfZZZXXMXZ 
ZXZXXXXXX/XX/XXXXX/XXZXKXZ^X/ZX^ZXZXXXXXZ/XZXXZ/XX/ZXXZXZZ 
X774/XX/XZZZZX/XXXXXXXXZX/XXXK/XXX/XXXXXXXHXX/XZXZXZZXXX 
xr/xwxx/xxxx/ .

x^xxzxx/Wxxh/xz^zxz/x^xxxzxx^x/^ x/zx^/xx/x^^^ /x/xxxx 
xxxx/xxx/xxx/xxxxz/xxxx/zxxxxxy/xw.

5. All waste discharge requirements shall include a time
schedule which assures compliance with water quality
objectives by July 1.  1977, unless the discharger can
demonstrate that a longer time schedule is required to
complete construction of necessary facilities: or, in
accordance with any time schedule contained in guidelines
promulgated pursuant to Section 304(b) of the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act.
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D. Predicted effects of the proposed discharge on 
beneficial uses. 

E. An analysis of costs and benefits of various design 
alternatives. 

F. The extent to which intake and outfall structures are 
located and designed so (that the intake of 
planktonic organisms is . at a minimum, waste plumes 
are prevented from touching the ocean substrate or 
shorelines, and  the waste is dispersed into an area 
of pronounced  along-shore or offshore currents. 

8. All waste discharge requirements adopted, for discharges
of elevated temperature wastes shall be monitored in
order to determine compliance with effluent or receiving
water temperature (or heat) requirements.

Furthermore,  for significant thermal discharges as
determined by the Regional Board or State, regional boards
shall require expanded monitoring programs, to
fee carried out either on a continuous or periodic basis,
designed to assess whether the source continues to provide
adequate protection to beneficial uses (including the
protection and propagation of a balanced indigenous
community offish, shellfish, and wildlife  in and on
the body of water into which the discharge is made) When
periodic expanded monitoring programs are specified 
the frequency of the program shall reflect the probable
impact of the discharge.

9. The State Board or  regional board may require adischarge(s)
to pay a public agency or other appropriate, person an amount
sufficient to carry out the expanded monitoring program
required purusant to paragraph 8 above if:

a. The discharger has previously failed to carry out
monitoring programs in a manner satisfactory to
the State Board or regional board, or:

b. More than a single facility, under separate
ownerships, may significantly affect the thermal
characteristics of the body of water, and the
owners of such facilities are unable to reach
agreement on a cooperative program within a
reasonable time period specified by the State
Board or regional board.
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION IX 

1OO CALIFORNIA STREET  
SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA 

94111 

w. w. Adams, Chairman 
State Water Resources Control Board 
1416 Ninth Street 
Sacramento CA 95814 

Dear Mr. Adams:

On June 18, 1975, my representative set with your staff to discuss 
the positions of our respective agencies regarding the four existing
exception provisions contained in California's Thermal plan and the  
revised exception procedure proposed by your staff for the April 2,  
1975 workshop. Your staff explained that the State Board was concerned  that 
the language contained in Section. 316(a) of PL 92-500 may not be  sufficient 
to prevent the commitment of large sums of capital for relatively little 
environmental benefit. My representative conveyed our opinion that  Section 
316(a) constituted the only exception procedure which, under 
PL 92-500, could be applied to water  quality standards pertaining to the  
thermal component of any discharge. 

I appreciate the Board's concern. Section 316(a) was included in the  
Federal Act to preclude the expenditure of large sums of capital for no 
benefit.. Thus, the basic intent of Section 316(a) is identical to that 
Interest expressed by the State Board. Section 316(a)  and the implementing 
regulations will serve as an exception to any water quality, standard for 
heat  when the discharger can satisfactorily demonstrate to the permitting 
agency that the discharge will not result in any appreciable harm to the  
biological community associated with the receiving water

Appreciable harm is damage to the balanced, indigenous community,  or 
to community components which results in such phenomena as the following: 

 Substantial increase in abundance or distribution of any nuisance  
species or heat tolerant community not representative of the highest 
community development achievable in receiving waters of comparable  
quality. 
— Substantial decrease of formerly indigenous species, other than 

nuisance spades. 

— Changes in community structure to resemble a simpler successional 
stage than is natural for the locality and season in question. 

-
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- Unaesthetic appearance, odor or taste of the waters. 

- Elimination of au established or potential economic or recrea-  
tional use of the waters. 

- Reduction of the successful completion of life cycles of 
indigenous species, including those of migratory species. 

- Substantial reduction of community heterogeneity or trophic 
structure. 

This definition describes harm which should be considered appreciable. 
It is not Intended that every change in flora and fauna should be considered 
appreciable harm. Biological changes resulting from discharges of heat will 
be spatially distributed from any discharge point. The magnitude and  
spatial distribution of such changes are the basis upon which a judgment  
must he made. 

While I appreciate your concern, I do feel Section 316(a) provides 
the flexibility to Insure that funds  will only be expended when true  
environmental gains are to he made. I feel that it would be in the  
best Interest of all the dischargers regulated under the Thermal Plan  
to retain the single exception procedure with a single set of rules. 

Sincerely,

Paul De Palco, Jr.  
Regional Administrator 
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COPY

State of California 

Memorandum 

To : Jananne Sharpless Date: July 10, 1986 
Secretary 
Environmental Affairs Agency 

/s/ 
W. DON MAUGHAN  
Chairman 

From : STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL 
BOARD 

Subject: RECONFIRMATION OF STATE BOARD RESOLUTION NO. 68-16

State Board Resolution 68-16, the "Statement of Policy with Respect to  
Maintaining High Quality of Waters in California", was adopted as part of  
State policy for water quality control. It has also been adopted, as a water  
quality objective, in all 16 of the State's regional water quality control  
plans. Recent interest in Resolution 68-16 has caused the State Board to  
review that policy. It has been the cornerstone of this State's successful  
water program for almost 20 years. We see no reason to amend that policy 
and  we will continue to follow it and make it part of the regional plans. 

If and when the Board decides amendments are ripe, the State Board will  
follow the procedures set forth in the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control  
Act. These procedures establish public review periods and public hearing  
requirements, and provide for the participation of the regional boards.

cc: Regional Board Chairs 
Regional Board Executive Officers 
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION NO. 68-16 

 STATEMENT OP POLICY WITH RESPECT TO  
MAINTAINING HIGH QUALITY OF WATERS IN 
CALIFORNIA 

WHEREAS the California Legislature has declared that it is the  
policy of the State that the granting of permits and licenses  
for unappropriated water and the disposal of wastes into the  
waters of the State shall be so regulated as to achieve 
highest  water quality consistent with maximum benefit to the 
people of  the State and shall be controlled so as to promote 
the peace,  health, safety and welfare of the people of the 
State; and 
WHEREAS water quality control policies have been and are 
being  adopted for waters of the State; and 

WHEREAS the quality of some waters of the State is higher 
than  that established by the adopted policies and it is the 
Intent  and purpose of this Board that such higher quality 
shall be  maintained to the maximum extent possible consistent 
with the  declaration of the Legislature; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED: 

1. Whenever the existing quality of water is better than the
quality established In policies as of the date on which such
policies become effective, such existing high quality will
be maintained until it has been demonstrated to the State
that any change will be consistent with maximum bene-  fit to
the people of the State, will not unreasonably affect present
and anticipated beneficial use of such water and will not
result in water quality less than that prescribed in the
policies.

2. Any activity which produces or may produce a waste or in-   
creased volume or concentration of waste and which dis-  
charges or proposes to discharge to existing high quality
waters will be required to meet waste discharge requirements
which will result In the best practicable treatment or con-  
trol of the discharge necessary to assure that (a) a pollu-  
tion or nuisance will not occur and (b) the highest water
quality consistent with maximum benefit to the people of the
State will be maintained.

3. In Implementing this policy, the Secretary of the Interior
will be kept advised and will be provided with such infor-  
mation as he will need to discharge his responsibilities
under the Federal Water Pollution Control Act,
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a copy of this resolution be for-  
warded to the Secretary of the Interior as part of 
California’s water quality control policy submission. 

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned. Executive Officer of the State Water Resources 
Control Board, does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, 
true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly 
adopted  at a meeting of the State Water Resources Control Board 
held on  October 24, 1968. 
Dated: October 28, 1968

Kerry W. Mulligan 
Executive Officer 
State Water 
Resources  Control 
Board 
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 
RESOLUTION NO. 75-58 

WATER QUALITY CONTROL POLICY ON THE 
USE  AND DISPOSAL OF INLAND WATERS USED 
FOR  POWERPLANT COOLING

WHEREAS:

1. Basin planning conducted by the State Board has shown that
there is presently no available water for new allocations
in some basins.

2. Projected future water demands, when compared to existing
developed water supplies, indicate that general freshwater
shortages will occur in many areas of the State prior to
the year 2000.

3. The improper disposal of powerplant cooling waters may
have an adverse impact on the quality of inland surface
and groundwaters.

4. It is believed that further development of water in the
Central Valley will reduce the quantity of water 
available  to meet Delta outflow requirements and protect 
Delta water  quality standards. 

THEREFORE, BF, IT RESOLVED, that 

1. The Board hereby adopts the "Water Quality Control Policy on
the Use and Disposal of Inland Waters Used for Powerplant
Cooling".

2. The Board hereby directs all affected California Regional
Water Quality Control Boards to implement the applicable
provisions of the policy.

3. The Board hereby directs staff to coordinate closely with the
State Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission
and other involved state and local agencies as this policy is
implemented.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned, Executive Officer of the State Water Resources  
Control Board, does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,  
true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted  
at a meeting of the State Water Resources Control Board held on  
June 19, 1975. 

Bill B. Dendy  
Executive Officer 
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL 
BOARD RESOLUTION NO. 77-1 

POLICY WITH RESPECT TO WATER 
RECLAMATION IN CALIFORNIA 

WHEREAS: 

1. The California Constitution provides that the water resources of the
State be put to beneficial use to the fullest extent of which they are
capable, and that waste or unreasonable use or unreasonable method of
use of water be prevented, and that conservation of such waters is to
be exercised with a view to the reasonable and beneficial use thereof
in the interest of the people and for the public welfare;

2. The California Legislature has declared that the State Water Resources
Control Board and each Regional Water Quality Control Board shall be
the principal state agencies with primary responsibility for the
coordination and control of water quality;

3. The California Legislature has declared that the people of the State
have a primary interest in the development of facilities to reclaim
water containing waste to supplement existing surface and  - underground
water supplies;

4. The California Legislature has declared that the State shall undertake
all possible steps to encourage the development of water reclamation
facilities so that reclaimed water may be made available to help meet
the growing water requirements of the State;

5. The Board has reviewed the document entitled "Policy and Action Plan for
Water Reclamation in California", dated December 1976. This document
recommends a variety of actions to encourage the development of water
reclamation facilities and the use of reclaimed water. Some of these
actions require direct: implementation by the Board; others require
implementation by the Executive Officer and the Regional Boards. In
addition, this document recognizes that action by many other state,
local, and federal agencies and the California State Legislature would
also encourage construction of water reclamation facilities and the use
of reclaimed water. Accordingly, the Board recommends for its
consideration a number of actions intended to coordinate with the
program of this Board;

6. The Board must concentrate its efforts to encourage, and promote
reclamation in water-short areas of the State where reclaimed water
can supplement or replace other water supplies without interfering
with water rights or instream beneficial uses or placing an unreasonable
burden on present water supply systems; and

B-39



7. In order to coordinate the development of reclamation potential in
California, the Board must develop a data collection, research,
planning, and Implementation program for water reclamation and
reclaimed water uses.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED: 

1. That the State Board adopt the following Principles:

I. The State Board and the Regional Boards shall encourage, and
consider or recommend for funding, water reclamation projects  
which meet Condition 1, 2, or 3 below and which do not adversely  
impact vested water rights or unreasonably impair instream bene-  
ficial uses or place an unreasonable burden on present water  
supply systems; 

(1) Beneficial use will be made of wastewaters that would 
otherwise be discharged to marine or brackish 
receiving waters or evaporation ponds, 

(2) Reclaimed water will replace or supplement the use of 
fresh water or better quality water, 

(3) Reclaimed water will be used to preserve, restore, or 
enhance instream beneficial uses which include, but are 
not limited to, fish, wildlife, recreation and 
esthetics associated with any surface water or wetlands. 

II. The State Board and the Regional Boards shall (1) encourage
reclamation and reuse of water in water-short areas of the State,
(2) encourage water conservation measures which further extend the
water resources of the State, and (3) encourage other agencies, in
particular the Department of Water Resources, to assist in imple-  
menting this policy.

III. The State Board and the Regional Boards recognize the need to protect
the public health including potential vector problems and the environ-  
ment in the implementation of reclamation projects.

IV. In implementing the foregoing Principles, the State Board or the
Regional Boards, as the case may be, shall take appropriate actions,
recommend legislation, and recommend actions by other agencies in
the areas of (1) planning, (2) project funding, (3) water rights,
(4) regulation and enforcement, (5) research and demonstration, and
(6) public involvement and information.

2. That, in order to implement the foregoing Principles, the State Board:
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(a) Approves Planning Program Guidance Memorandum No. 9, "PLANNING FOR 
WASTEWATER RECLAMATION", 

(b) Adopts amendments and additions to Title 23, California 
Administrative Code Sections 654.4, 761, 764.9, 783, 2101, 2102,  
2107, 2109, 2109.1, 2109.2, 2119, 2121, 2133(b)(2), and 2133(b)(3), 

(c) Approves Grants Management Memorandum No. 9.01, "WASTEWATER 
RECLAMATION", 

(d) Approves the Division of Planning and Research, Procedures and 
Criteria for the Selection of Wastewater Reclamation 
Research and Demonstration Projects, 

(e) Approves "GUIDELINES FOR REGULATION OF WATER RECLAMATION", 

(f) Approves the Plan of Action contained in Part III of the document 
identified in Finding Five above, 

(g) Directs the Executive Officer to establish an Interagency Water 
Reclamation Policy Advisory Committee. Such Committee 
shall examine trends, analyze implementation problems, and 
report  annually to the Board the results of the 
implementation of  this policy, and 

(h) Authorizes the Chairperson of the Board and directs the Executive 
Officer to implement the foregoing Principles and the Plan 
of Action contained in Part III of the document identified in 
Finding Five above, as appropriate. 

3. That not later than July 1, 1978, the Board shall review this policy
and actions taken to implement it, along With the report prepared by
the Interagency Water Reclamation Policy Advisory Committee, to
determine whether modifications to this policy are appropriate to more
effectively encourage water reclamation in California.

4. That the Chairperson of the Board shall transmit to the California
Legislature a complete copy of the "Policy and Action Plan for Water
Reclamation in California".

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned, Executive Officer of the State Water Resources Control 
Board, does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct 
copy of a  resolution duly and regularly adopted at a special meet-trig of the 
State Water  Resources Control Board held on January 6, 1977. 

Bill B. Dendy  
Executive Officer 
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STATE HATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 
RESOLUTION NO. 87- 22

POLICY ON THE DISPOSAL OP SHREDDER HASTE

WHEREAS: 

1. Chemical analysis of wastes resulting from the shredding of automobile
bodies* household appliances, and sheet metal (hereinafter shredder
waste) by methods stipulated by the Department of Health Services
(hereinafter DHS) has resulted in the classification of shredder waste as
a hazardous waste and the determination that, if inappropriately handled,
it could catch fire and release toxic gases.

2. The California Legislature has declared that shredder waste shall not be
classified as hazardous for the purposes of disposal if the producer
demonstrates that the waste will not pose a threat to human health or
water quality if disposed of in a qualified Class III waste management
unit, as specified in Section 2533 of Subchapter 15 of Chapter 3 of
Title 23 of the California Administrative Code (hereinafter
Subchapter 15).

3. DHS has granted shredder waste a variance tor the purposes of disposal
from hazardous waste management requirements pursuant to Section 66310 of
Title 22 of the California Administrative Code.

4. Hazardous waste which has received a variance from DHS for the purposes
of disposal is classified as a designated waste pursuant to Section 2522
of Subchapter 15.

5. In general, designated waste must be disposed of in a Class I or Class II
waste management unit. However, designated waste may be disposed of in a
Class III waste management unit provided that the discharger establishes
to the satisfaction of the Regional Hater Quality Control Board
(hereinafter Regional Board) that the waste presents a lower risk of
degrading water quality than is indicated by its classification.
(Authority: Section 2520, Subchapter 15)

6. Analysis of shredder waste by the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency's
extraction procedure for heavy metals does not normally result in its
classification as a hazardous waste.

7. The disposal of shredder waste in a manner such that it is not in contact
with putrescible waste or the leachate generated by putrescible waste
will not result in the high mobilization of metals indicated by the tests
used to determine that shredder waste is hazardous; therefore, such
disposal may occur in accordance with Section 2520 of Subchapter 15.
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8. Levels of polychlorinated biphenyls (hereinafter PCB) which slightly
exceed 50 mg/kg, the level 86 defined by the U. S. Environmental  
Protection Agency which requires disposal to an approved site in  
accordance with the Federal Toxic Substances Control Act, have been 
measured in some existing shredder waste piles. 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: 

1. That shredder waste which is determined hazardous by DHS, but is granted
a variance for the purposes of disposal by DHS, is suitable for disposal
at Class III waste management units as designated by the Regional Board
when it has been demonstrated to the Regional Board that the waste
management units at least meet the minimum requirements for a Class III
waste management unit as defined by Subchapter 15 provided that:

a. The shredder waste producer has demonstrated to the Regional Board
that the waste contains no more than 50 mg/kg of PCB.

b. The shredder waste is disposed on the last and highest lift in a
closed disposal cell or in an isolated cell solely designated for the
disposal of shredder waste.

2. That shredder waste which is not determined hazardous by DHS is suitable
for disposal at Class III waste management units as designated by the
Regional Board without special segregation or management.

3. That this resolution in no way abridges the rights of the Regional Boards
to designate appropriate Class III waste management units for disposal of
shredder waste consistent with Section 25143.6 of the Health and Safety
Code (Chapter 1395, Statutes of 1985).

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned. Administrative Assistant to the Board, does hereby certify  
that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and 
regularly adopted at a meeting of the State Water Resources Control Board 
held on March 19. 1987. 

Maureen Marche' 
Administrative Assistant to the 
Board
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 
RESOLUTION NO. 92-49 

(As Amended on April 21, 1994 and October 2, 1996) 
POLICIES AND PROCEDURES FOR INVESTIGATION AND CLEANUP AND 

ABATEMENT OF DISCHARGES UNDER WATER CODE SECTION 13304 

WHEREAS: 

1. California Water Code (WC) Section 13001 provides that it is the intent of the 
Legislature that the State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board) and 
each Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Water Board) shall be the 
principal state agencies with primary responsibility for the coordination and control of 
water quality. The State and Regional Water Boards shall conform to and implement the 
policies of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Division 7, commencing with 
WC Section 13000) and shall coordinate their respective activities so as to achieve a 
unified and effective water quality control program in the state; 

2. WC Section 13140 provides that the State Water Board shall formulate and adopt 
State Policy for Water Quality Control; 

3. WC Section 13240 provides that Water Quality Control Plans shall conform to any 
State Policy for Water Quality Control; 

4. WC Section 13304 requires that any person who has discharged or discharges waste 
into waters of the state in violation of any waste discharge requirement or other order or 
prohibition issued by a Regional Water Board or the State Water Board, or who has 
caused or permitted, causes or permits, or threatens to cause or permit any waste to be 
discharged or deposited where it is, or probably will be, discharged into the waters of 
the state and creates, or threatens to create, a condition of pollution or nuisance may be 
required to clean up the discharge and abate the effects thereof. This section authorizes 
Regional Water Boards to require complete cleanup of all waste discharged and 
restoration of affected water to background conditions (i.e., the water quality that existed 
before the discharge). The term waste discharge requirements includes those which 
implement the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System; 

5. WC Section 13307 provides that the State Water Board shall establish policies and 
procedures that its representatives and the representatives of the Regional Water 
Boards shall follow for the oversight of investigations and cleanup and abatement 
activities resulting from discharges of hazardous substances, including: 

a. The procedures the State Water Board and the Regional Water Boards will follow in 
making decisions as to when a person may be required to undertake an investigation to 
determine if an unauthorized hazardous substance discharge has occurred; 

b. Policies for carrying out a phased, step-by-step investigation to determine the nature 
and extent of possible soil and ground water contamination or pollution at a site; 
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c. Procedures for identifying and utilizing the most cost-effective methods for detecting 
contamination or pollution and cleaning up or abating the effects of contamination or 
pollution; 

d. Policies for determining reasonable schedules for investigation and cleanup, 
abatement, or other remedial action at a site. The policies shall recognize the danger to 
public health and the waters of the state posed by an unauthorized discharge and the 
need to mitigate those dangers while at the same time taking into account, to the extent 
possible, the resources, both financial and technical, available to the person responsible 
for the discharge; 

6. "Waters of the state" include both ground water and surface water; 

7. Regardless of the type of discharge, procedures and policies applicable to 
investigations, and cleanup and abatement activities are similar. It is in the best interest 
of the people of the state for the State Water Board to provide consistent guidance for 
Regional Water Boards to apply to investigation, and cleanup and abatement; 

8. WC Section 13260 requires any person discharging or proposing to discharge waste 
that could affect waters of the state, or proposing to change the character, location, or 
volume of a discharge to file a report with and receive requirements from the Regional 
Water Board; 

9. WC Section 13267 provides that the Regional Water Board may require dischargers, 
past dischargers, or suspected dischargers to furnish those technical or monitoring 
reports as the Regional Water Board may specify, provided that the burden, including 
costs, of these reports, shall bear a reasonable relationship to the need for the reports 
and the benefits to be obtained from the reports; 

10. WC Section 13300 states that the Regional Water Board may require a discharger 
to submit a time schedule of specific actions the discharger shall take in order to correct 
or prevent a violation of requirements prescribed by the Regional Water Board or the 
State Water Board; 

11. California Health and Safety Code (HSC) Section 25356.1 requires the Department 
of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) or, if appropriate, the Regional Water Board to 
prepare or approve remedial action plans for sites where hazardous substances were 
released to the environment if the sites have been listed pursuant to HSC Section 
25356 (state "Superfund" priority list for cleanup of sites); 

12. Coordination with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), state 
agencies within the California Environmental Protection Agency (Cal/EPA) (e.g., DTSC, 
Air Resources Control Board), air pollution control districts, local environmental health 
agencies, and other responsible federal, state, and local agencies: (l) promotes effective 
protection of water quality, human health, and the environment and (2) is in the best 
interest of the people of the state. The principles of coordination are embodied in many 
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statutes, regulations, and interagency memoranda of understanding (MOU) or 
agreement which affect the State and Regional Water Boards and these agencies; 

13. In order to clean up and abate the effects of a discharge or threat of a discharge, a 
discharger may be required to perform an investigation to define the nature and extent 
of the discharge or threatened discharge and to develop appropriate cleanup and 
abatement measures; 

14. Investigations that were not properly planned have resulted in increases in overall 
costs and, in some cases, environmental damage. Overall costs have increased when 
original corrective actions were later found to have had no positive effect or to have 
exacerbated the pollution. Environmental damage may increase when a poorly 
conceived investigation or cleanup and abatement program allows pollutants to spread 
to previously unaffected waters of the state; 

15. A phased approach to site investigation should facilitate adequate delineation of the 
nature and extent of the pollution, and may reduce overall costs and environmental 
damage, because: (1) investigations inherently build on information previously gained; 
(2) often data are dependent on seasonal and other temporal variations; and (3) 
adverse consequences of greater cost or increased environmental damage can result 
from improperly planned investigations and the lack of consultation and coordination 
with the Regional Water Board. However, there are circumstances under which a 
phased, iterative approach may not be necessary to protect water quality, and there are 
other circumstances under which phases may need to be compressed or combined to 
expedite cleanup and abatement; 

16. Preparation of written workplans prior to initiation of significant elements or phases 
of investigation, and cleanup and abatement generally saves Regional Water Board and 
discharger resources. Results are superior, and the overall cost-effectiveness is 
enhanced; 

17. Discharger reliance on qualified professionals promotes proper planning, 
implementation, and long-term cost-effectiveness of investigation, and cleanup and 
abatement activities. Professionals should be qualified, licensed where applicable, and 
competent and proficient in the fields pertinent to the required activities. California 
Business and Professions Code Sections 6735, 7835, and 7835.1 require that 
engineering and geologic evaluations and judgements be performed by or under the 
direction of registered professionals; 

18. WC Section 13360 prohibits the Regional Water Boards from specifying, but not 
from suggesting, methods that a discharger may use to achieve compliance with 
requirements or orders. It is the responsibility of the discharger to propose methods for 
Regional Water Board review and concurrence to achieve compliance with 
requirements or orders; 
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19. The USEPA, California state agencies, the American Society for Testing and 
Materials, and similar organizations have developed or identified methods successful in 
particular applications. Reliance on established, appropriate methods can reduce costs 
of investigation, and cleanup and abatement; 

20. The basis for Regional Water Board decisions regarding investigation, and cleanup 
and abatement includes: (1) site-specific characteristics; (2) applicable state and federal 
statutes and regulations; (3) applicable water quality control plans adopted by the State 
Water Board and Regional Water Boards, including beneficial uses, water quality 
objectives, and implementation plans; (4) State Water Board and Regional Water Board 
policies, including State Water Board Resolutions No. 68-16 (Statement of Policy with 
Respect to Maintaining High Quality of Waters in California) and No. 88-63 (Sources of 
Drinking Water); and (5) relevant standards, criteria, and advisories adopted by other 
state and federal agencies; 

21. Discharges subject to WC Section 13304 may include discharges of waste to land; 
such discharges may cause, or threaten to cause, conditions of soil or water pollution or 
nuisance that are analogous to conditions associated with migration of waste or fluid 
from a waste management unit; 

22. The State Water Board has adopted regulations governing discharges of waste to 
land (California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 23, Division 3, Chapter 15); 

23. State Water Board regulations governing site investigation and corrective action at 
underground storage tank unauthorized release sites are found in 23 CCR Division 3, 
Chapter 16, in particular Article 11 commencing with Section 2720; 

24. It is the responsibility of the Regional Water Board to make decisions regarding 
cleanup and abatement goals and objectives for the protection of water quality and the 
beneficial uses of waters of the state within each Region; 

25. Cleanup and abatement alternatives that entail discharge of residual wastes to 
waters of the state, discharges to regulated waste management units, or leaving wastes 
in place, create additional regulatory constraints and long-term liability, which must be 
considered in any evaluation of cost-effectiveness; 

26. It is not the intent of the State or Regional Water Boards to allow dischargers, 
whose actions have caused, permitted, or threaten to cause or permit conditions of 
pollution, to avoid responsibilities for cleanup. However, in some cases, attainment of 
applicable water quality objectives for ground water cannot reasonably be achieved. In 
these cases, the State Water Board determines that establishment of a containment 
zone is appropriate and consistent with the maximum benefit to the people of the State 
if applicable requirements contained in the Policy are satisfied. The establishment of a 
containment zone does not limit or supersede obligations or liabilities that may arise 
under other laws; 
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27. The Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act allows Regional Water Boards to 
impose more stringent requirements on discharges of waste than any statewide 
requirements promulgated by the State Water Board (e.g., in this Policy) or than water 
quality objectives established in statewide or regional water quality control plans as 
needed to protect water quality and to reflect regional and site-specific conditions; and 

28. Pursuant to Section 13320 of the Water Code, aggrieved persons may petition the 
State Water Board to review any decisions made under this policy. 

 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: 

These policies and procedures apply to all investigations, and cleanup and abatement 
activities, for all types of discharges subject to Section 13304 of the WC. 

I. The Regional Water Board shall apply the following procedures in determining 
whether a person shall be required to investigate a discharge under WC Section 13267, 
or to clean up waste and abate the effects of a discharge or a threat of a discharge 
under WC Section 13304. The Regional Water Board shall: 

A. Use any relevant evidence, whether direct or circumstantial, including, but not limited 
to, evidence in the following categories: 

1. Documentation of historical or current activities, waste characteristics, chemical use, 
storage or disposal information, as documented by public records, responses to 
questionnaires, or other sources of information; 

2. Site characteristics and location in relation to other potential sources of a discharge; 

3. Hydrologic and hydrogeologic information, such as differences in upgradient and 
downgradient water quality; 

4. Industry-wide operational practices that historically have led to discharges, such as 
leakage of pollutants from wastewater collection and conveyance systems, sumps, 
storage tanks, landfills, and clarifiers; 

5. Evidence of poor management of materials or wastes, such as improper storage 
practices or inability to reconcile inventories; 

6. Lack of documentation of responsible management of materials or wastes, such as 
lack of manifests or lack of documentation of proper disposal; 

7. Physical evidence, such as analytical data, soil or pavement staining, distressed 
vegetation, or unusual odor or appearance; 
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8. Reports and complaints; 

9. Other agencies' records of possible or known discharge; and 

10. Refusal or failure to respond to Regional Water Board inquiries; 

B. Make a reasonable effort to identify the dischargers associated with the discharge. It 
is not necessary to identify all dischargers for the Regional Water Board to proceed with 
requirements for a discharger to investigate and clean up; 

C. Require one or more persons identified as a discharger associated with a discharge 
or threatened discharge subject to WC Section 13304 to undertake an investigation, 
based on findings of I.A and I.B above; 

D. Notify appropriate federal, state, and local agencies regarding discharges subject to 
WC Section 13304 and coordinate with these agencies on investigation, and cleanup 
and abatement activities. 

II. The Regional Water Board shall apply the following policies in overseeing: (a) 
investigations to determine the nature and horizontal and vertical extent of a discharge 
and (b) appropriate cleanup and abatement measures. 

A. The Regional Water Board shall: 

1. Require the discharger to conduct investigation, and cleanup and abatement, in a 
progressive sequence ordinarily consisting of the following phases, provided that the 
sequence shall be adjusted to accommodate site-specific circumstances, if necessary: 

a. Preliminary site assessment (to confirm the discharge and the identity of the 
discharg- ers; to identify affected or threatened waters of the state and their beneficial 
uses; and to develop preliminary information on the nature, and vertical and horizontal 
extent, of the discharge); 

b. Soil and water investigation (to determine the source, nature and extent of the 
discharge with sufficient detail to provide the basis for decisions regarding subsequent 
cleanup and abatement actions, if any are determined by the Regional Water Board to 
be necessary); 

c. Proposal and selection of cleanup and abatement action (to evaluate feasible and 
effective cleanup and abatement actions, and to develop preferred cleanup and 
abatement alternatives); 

d. Implementation of cleanup and abatement action (to implement the selected 
alternative, and to monitor in order to verify progress); 

e. Monitoring (to confirm short- and long-term effectiveness of cleanup and abatement); 
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2. Consider, where necessary to protect water quality, approval of plans for 
investigation, or cleanup and abatement, that proceed concurrently rather than 
sequentially, provided that overall cleanup and abatement goals and objectives are not 
compromised, under the following conditions: 

a. Emergency situations involving acute pollution or contamination affecting present 
uses of waters of the state; 

b. Imminent threat of pollution; 

c. Protracted investigations resulting in unreasonable delay of cleanup and abatement; 
or 

d. Discharges of limited extent which can be effectively investigated and cleaned up 
within a short time; 

3. Require the discharger to extend the investigation, and cleanup and abatement, to 
any location affected by the discharge or threatened discharge; 

4. Where necessary to protect water quality, name other persons as dischargers, to the 
extent permitted by law; 

5. Require the discharger to submit written workplans for elements and phases of the 
investigation, and cleanup and abatement, whenever practicable; 

6. Review and concur with adequate workplans prior to initiation of investigations, to the 
extent practicable. The Regional Water Board may give verbal concurrence for 
investigations to proceed, with written follow-up. An adequate workplan should include 
or reference, at least, a comprehensive description of proposed investigative, cleanup, 
and abatement activities, a sampling and analysis plan, a quality assurance project 
plan, a health and safety plan, and a commitment to implement the workplan; 

7. Require the discharger to submit reports on results of all phases of investigations, 
and cleanup and abatement actions, regardless of degree of oversight by the Regional 
Water Board; 

8. Require the discharger to provide documentation that plans and reports are prepared 
by professionals qualified to prepare such reports, and that each component of 
investigative and cleanup and abatement actions is conducted under the direction of 
appropriately qualified professionals. A statement of qualifications of the responsible 
lead professionals shall be included in all plans and reports submitted by the discharger; 

9. Prescribe cleanup levels which are consistent with appropriate levels set by the 
Regional Water Board for analogous discharges that involve similar wastes, site 
characteristics, and water quality considerations; 
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B. The Regional Water Board may identify investigative and cleanup and abatement 
activities that the discharger could undertake without Regional Water Board oversight, 
provided that these investigations and cleanup and abatement activities shall be 
consistent with the policies and procedures established herein. 

III. The Regional Water Board shall implement the following procedures to ensure that 
dischargers shall have the opportunity to select cost-effective methods for detecting 
discharges or threatened discharges and methods for cleaning up or abating the effects 
thereof. The Regional Water Board shall: 

A. Concur with any investigative and cleanup and abatement proposal which the 
discharger demonstrates and the Regional Water Board finds to have a substantial 
likelihood to achieve compliance, within a reasonable time frame, with cleanup goals 
and objectives that implement the applicable Water Quality Control Plans and Policies 
adopted by the State Water Board and Regional Water Boards, and which implement 
permanent cleanup and abatement solutions which do not require ongoing 
maintenance, wherever feasible; 

B. Consider whether the burden, including costs, of reports required of the discharger 
during the investigation and cleanup and abatement of a discharge bears a reasonable 
relationship to the need for the reports and the benefits to be obtained from the reports; 

C. Require the discharger to consider the effectiveness, feasibility, and relative costs of 
applicable alternative methods for investigation, and cleanup and abatement. Such 
comparison may rely on previous analysis of analogous sites, and shall include 
supporting rationale for the selected methods; 

D. Ensure that the discharger is aware of and considers techniques which provide a 
cost-effective basis for initial assessment of a discharge. 

1. The following techniques may be applicable: 

a. Use of available current and historical photographs and site records to focus 
investigative activities on locations and wastes or materials handled at the site; 

b. Soil gas surveys; 

c. Shallow geophysical surveys; 

d. Remote sensing techniques; 

2. The above techniques are in addition to the standard site assessment techniques, 
which include: 

a. Inventory and sampling and analysis of materials or wastes; 
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b. Sampling and analysis of surface water; 

c. Sampling and analysis of sediment and aquatic biota; 

d. Sampling and analysis of ground water; 

e. Sampling and analysis of soil and soil pore moisture; 

f. Hydrogeologic investigation; 

E. Ensure that the discharger is aware of and considers the following cleanup and 
abatement methods or combinations thereof, to the extent that they may be applicable 
to the discharge or threat thereof: 

1. Source removal and/or isolation; 

2. In-place treatment of soil or water: 

a. Bioremediation; 

b. Aeration; 

c. Fixation; 

3. Excavation or extraction of soil, water, or gas for on-site or off-site treatment by the 
following techniques: 

a. Bioremediation; 

b. Thermal destruction; 

c. Aeration; 

d. Sorption; 

e. Precipitation, flocculation, and sedimentation; 

f. Filtration; 

g. Fixation; 

h. Evaporation; 

4. Excavation or extraction of soil, water, or gas for appropriate recycling, re-use, or 
disposal; 
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F. Require actions for cleanup and abatement to: 

1. Conform to the provisions of Resolution No. 68-16 of the State Water Board, and the 
Water Quality Control Plans of the State and Regional Water Boards, provided that 
under no circumstances shall these provisions be interpreted to require cleanup and 
abatement which achieves water quality conditions that are better than background 
conditions; 

2. Implement the provisions of Chapter 15 that are applicable to cleanup and 
abatement, as follows: 

a. If cleanup and abatement involves corrective action at a waste management unit 
regulated by waste discharge requirements issued under Chapter 15, the Regional 
Water Board shall implement the provisions of that chapter; 

b. If cleanup and abatement involves removal of waste from the immediate place of 
release and discharge of the waste to land for treatment, storage, or disposal, the 
Regional Water Board shall regulate the discharge of the waste through waste 
discharge requirements issued under Chapter 15, provided that the Regional Water 
Board may waive waste discharge requirements under WC Section 13269 if the waiver 
is not against the public interest (e.g., if the discharge is for short-term treatment or 
storage, and if the temporary waste management unit is equipped with features that will 
ensure full and complete containment of the waste for the treatment or storage period); 
and 

c. If cleanup and abatement involves actions other than removal of the waste, such as 
containment of waste in soil or ground water by physical or hydrological barriers to 
migration (natural or engineered), or in-situ treatment (e.g., chemical or thermal fixation, 
or bioremediation), the Regional Water Board shall apply the applicable provisions of 
Chapter 15, to the extent that it is technologically and economically feasible to do so; 
and 

3. Implement the applicable provisions of Chapter 16 for investigations and cleanup and 
abatement of discharges of hazardous substances from underground storage tanks; 

G. Ensure that dischargers are required to clean up and abate the effects of discharges 
in a manner that promotes attainment of either background water quality, or the best 
water quality which is reasonable if background levels of water quality cannot be 
restored, considering all demands being made and to be made on those waters and the 
total values involved, beneficial and detrimental, economic and social, tangible and 
intangible; in approving any alternative cleanup levels less stringent than background, 
apply Section 2550.4 of Chapter 15, or, for cleanup and abatement associated with 
underground storage tanks, apply Section 2725 of Chapter 16, provided that the 
Regional Water Board considers the conditions set forth in Section 2550.4 of Chapter 
15 in setting alternative cleanup levels pursuant to Section 2725 of Chapter 16; any 
such alternative cleanup level shall: 
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1. Be consistent with maximum benefit to the people of the state; 

2. Not unreasonably affect present and anticipated beneficial use of such water; and 

3. Not result in water quality less than that prescribed in the Water Quality Control Plans 
and Policies adopted by the State and Regional Water Boards; and 

H. Consider the designation of containment zones notwithstanding any other provision 
of this or other policies or regulations which require cleanup to water quality objectives. 
A containment zone is defined as a specific portion of a water bearing unit where the 
Regional Water Board finds, pursuant to Section III.H. of this policy, it is unreasonable 
to remediate to the level that achieves water quality objectives. The discharger is 
required to take all actions necessary to prevent the migration of pollutants beyond the 
boundaries of the containment zone in concentrations which exceed water quality 
objectives. The discharger must verify containment with an approved monitoring 
program and must provide reasonable mitigation measures to compensate for any 
significant adverse environmental impacts attributable to the discharge. Examples of 
sites which may qualify for containment zone designation include, but are not limited to, 
sites where either strong sorption of pollutants on soils, pollutant entrapment (e.g. 
dense non-aqueous phase liquids [DNAPLS]), or complex geology due to heterogeneity 
or fractures indicate that cleanup to applicable water quality objectives cannot 
reasonably be achieved. In establishing a containment zone, the following procedures, 
conditions, and restrictions must be met: 

1. The Regional Water Board shall determine whether water quality objectives can 
reasonably be achieved within a reasonable period by considering what is 
technologically and economically feasible and shall take into account environmental 
characteristics of the hydrogeologic unit under consideration and the degree of impact 
of any remaining pollutants pursuant to Section III.H.3. The Regional Water Board shall 
evaluate information provided by the discharger and any other information available to 
it: 

a. Technological feasibility is determined by assessing available technologies, which 
have been shown to be effective under similar hydrogeologic conditions in reducing the 
concentration of the constituents of concern. Bench-scale or pilot-scale studies may be 
necessary to make this feasibility assessment; 

b. Economic feasibility is an objective balancing of the incremental benefit of attaining 
further reductions in the concentrations of constituents of concern as compared with the 
incremental cost of achieving those reductions. The evaluation of economic feasibility 
will include consideration of current, planned, or future land use, social, and economic 
impacts to the surrounding community including property owners other than the 
discharger. Economic feasibility, in this Policy, does not refer to the discharger's ability 
to finance cleanup. Availability of financial resources should be considered in the 
establishment of reasonable compliance schedules; 
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c. The Regional Water Board may make determinations of technological or economic 
infeasibility after a discharger either implements a cleanup program pursuant to III.G. 
which cannot reasonably attain cleanup objectives, or demonstrates that it is 
unreasonable to cleanup to water quality objectives, and may make determinations on 
the basis of projection, modeling, or other analysis of site-specific data without 
necessarily requiring that remedial measures be first constructed or installed and 
operated and their performance reviewed over time unless such projection, modeling, or 
other analysis is insufficient or inadequate to make such determinations; 

2. The following conditions shall be met for all containment zone designations: 

a. The discharger or a group of dischargers is responsible for submitting an application 
for designation of a containment zone. Where the application does not have sufficient 
information for the Regional Water Board to make the requisite findings, the Regional 
Water Board shall request the discharger(s) to develop and submit the necessary 
information. Information requirements are listed in the Appendix to this section; 

b. Containment and storage vessels that have caused, are causing, or are likely to 
cause ground water degradation must be removed or repaired, or closed in accordance 
with applicable regulations. Floating free product must be removed to the extent 
practicable. If necessary, as determined by the Regional Water Board, to prevent further 
water degradation, other sources (e.g., soils, nonfloating free product) must be either 
removed, isolated, or managed. The significance and approach to be taken regarding 
these sources must be addressed in the management plan developed under H.2.d.; 

c. Where reasonable, removal of pollutant mass from ground water within the 
containment zone may be required, if it will significantly reduce the concentration of 
pollutants within the containment zone, the volume of the containment zone, or the level 
of maintenance required for containment. The degree of removal which may be required 
will be determined by the Regional Water Board in the process of evaluating the 
proposal for designation of a containment zone. The determination of the extent of mass 
removal required will include consideration of the incremental cost of mass removal, the 
incremental benefit of mass removal, and the availability of funds to implement the 
provisions in the management plan for as long as water quality objectives are exceeded 
within the containment zone; 

d. The discharger or a group of dischargers must propose and agree to implement a 
management plan to assess, cleanup, abate, manage, monitor, and mitigate the 
remaining significant human health, water quality, and environmental impacts to the 
satisfaction of the Regional Water Board. Impacts will be evaluated in accordance with 
Section III.H.3. The management plan may include management measures, such as 
land use controls(footnote 1), engineering controls(footnote 2), and agreements with 
other landowners or agreements with the landlord or lessor where the discharger is a 
tenant or lessee(footnote 3). The contents of the management plan shall be dependent 
upon the specific characteristics of the proposed containment zone and must include a 
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requirement that the Regional Water Board be notified of any transfer of affected 
property to a new owner(s); 

e. The proposed management plan must provide reasonable mitigation measures to 
substantially lessen or avoid any significant adverse environmental impacts attributable 
to he discharge. At a minimum, the plan must provide for control of pollutants within the 
containment zone such that water quality objectives are not exceeded outside the 
containment zone as a result of the discharge. The plan must also provide, if 
appropriate, for equivalent alternative water supplies, reimbursement for increased 
water treatment costs to affected users, and increased costs associated with well 
modifications. Additional mitigation measures may be proposed by the discharger based 
on the specific characteristics of the proposed containment zone. Such measures must 
assist in water quality improvement efforts within the ground water basin and may 
include participating in regional ground water monitoring, contributing to ground water 
basin cleanup or management programs, or contributing to research projects which are 
publicly accessible (i.e., not protected by patents and licenses) and aimed at developing 
remedial technologies that would be used in the ground water basin. Proposals for off-
site cleanup projects may be considered by the Regional Water Board as a mitigation 
measure under the following criteria: 

1. Off-site cleanup projects must be located in the same ground water basin as the 
proposed containment zone, and 

2. Implementation of an off-site project must result in an improvement in the basin's 
water quality or protect the basin's water quality from pollution, and 

3. Off-site projects must include source removal or other elements for which water 
quality benefits or water quality protection can be easily demonstrated, and 

4. Off-site projects may be proposed independently by the discharger or taken from 
projects identified as acceptable by the Regional Water Board through a clearinghouse 
process, or 

5. In lieu of choosing to finance a specific off-site project, the discharger may contribute 
moneys to the SWRCB's Cleanup and Abatement Account (Account) or other funding 
source. Use of such contributions to the Account or other source will be limited to 
cleanup projects or water quality protection projects for the basin in which the 
containment zone is designated. Contributions are not to exceed ten percent of the 
savings in continued active remediation that discharger will accrue over a ten-year 
period due to designation of a containment zone (less any additional costs of 
containment zone designation during this period, e.g., additional monitoring 
requirements, Regional Water Board application costs, etc.). Contributions of less than 
ten percent must be accompanied by a detailed justification as to why a lesser 
contribution would provide adequate mitigation. 
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Except where prohibited by Federal law, Federal agencies may be required, based on 
specific site conditions, to implement mitigation measures; 

f. The proposed management plan must include a detailed description of the proposed 
monitoring program, including the location and construction of monitoring points, a list of 
proposed monitoring parameters, a detailed description of sampling protocols, the 
monitoring frequency, and the reporting requirements and frequency. The monitoring 
points must be at or as close as reasonable to the boundary of the containment zone so 
as to clearly demonstrate containment such that water quality objectives outside the 
containment zone are not violated as the result of the discharge. Specific monitoring 
points must be defined on a case-by-case basis by determining what is necessary to 
demonstrate containment, horizontally and vertically. All technical or monitoring 
program requirements and requirements for access shall be designated pursuant to WC 
Section 13267. The monitoring program may be modified with the approval of the 
Regional Water Board s Executive Officer based on an evaluation of monitoring data; 

g. The management plan must include a detailed description of the method to be used 
by the discharger to evaluate monitoring data and a specific protocol for actions to be 
taken in response to evidence that water quality objectives have been exceeded outside 
the containment zone as a result of the migration of pollutants from within the 
containment zone; 

3. In order for a containment zone to be designated, it shall be limited in vertical and 
lateral extent; as protective as reasonably possible of human health and safety and the 
environment; and should not result in violation of water quality objectives outside the 
containment zone. The following factors must be considered by the Regional Water 
Board in making such findings: 

a. The size of a containment zone shall be no larger than necessary based on the facts 
of the individual designation. In no event shall the size of a containment zone or the 
cumulative effect of containment zones cause a substantial decline in the overall yield, 
storage, or transport capacity of a ground water basin; 

b. Evaluation of potentially significant impacts to water quality, human health, and the 
environment, shall take into consideration the following, as applicable to the specific 
factual situation: 

1. The physical and chemical characteristics of the discharge, including its potential for 
migration; 

2. The hydrogeological characteristics of the site and surrounding land; 

3. The quantity of ground water and surface water and the direction of ground water 
flow; 

4. The proximity and withdrawal rates of ground water users; 

B-58



Containment Zone Policy – Resolution No. 92-49 15 

5. The patterns of rainfall in the region and the proximity of the site to surface waters; 

6. The present and probable future uses of ground water and surface water in the area; 

7. The existing quality of ground water and surface water, including other sources of 
pollution and their cumulative impact on water quality; 

8. The potential for health impacts caused by human exposure to waste constituents; 

9. The potential damage to wildlife, crops, vegetation, and physical structures caused by 
exposure to waste constituents; 

10. The persistence and permanence of any potential adverse effects; 

11. Exposure to human or other biological receptors from the aggregate of hazardous 
constituents in the environment; 

12. The potential for the pollutants to attenuate or degrade and the nature of the 
breakdown products; and 

13. Potential adverse effects on approved local development plans, including plans 
approved by redevelopment agencies or the California Coastal Commission. 

c. No provision of this Policy shall be interpreted to allow exposure levels of constituents 
of concern that could have a significant adverse effect on human health or the 
environment; 

d. A containment zone shall not be designated in a critical recharge area. A critical 
recharge area is an artificial recharge area or an area determined by the Regional 
Water Board to be a critical recharge area after the consultation process required by 
Section III.H.9. Further, a containment zone shall not be designated if it would be 
inconsistent with a local ground water management plan developed pursuant to Part 
2.75 of Division 6 of the WC (commencing at Section 10750) or other provisions of law 
or court order, judgment or decree; 

4. After designation, no further action to reduce pollutant levels, beyond that which is 
specified in the management plan, will be required within a containment zone unless the 
Regional Water Board finds that the discharger(s) has failed to fully implement the 
required management plan or that violation of water quality objectives has occurred 
beyond the containment zone, as a result of migration of chemicals from inside the 
containment zone. If the required tasks contained in the approved management plan 
are not implemented, or appropriate access is not granted by the discharger to the 
Regional Water Board for purposes of compliance inspection, or violation of water 
quality objectives occurs outside the containment zone and that violation is attributable 
to the discharge in the containment zone, the Regional Water Board, after 45 days 
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public notice, shall promptly revoke the zone's containment status and shall take 
appropriate enforcement action against the discharger; 

5. The designation of a containment zone shall be accomplished through the adoption 
of a cleanup and abatement order as authorized by WC Section 13304. The Regional 
Water Board shall make a finding of fact with regard to each of the conditions which 
serve as a prerequisite for containment zone designation in the cleanup and abatement 
order. All applicable criteria of Section III.H. must be met as a prerequisite to 
designation. The Regional Water Board may reject an application for designation of a 
containment zone for failure to meet any applicable criteria without having to make 
findings with regard to each prerequisite. Such orders shall be adopted by the Regional 
Water Boards themselves and not issued by the Executive Officers of the Regional 
Water Boards. These orders shall ensure compliance with all procedures, conditions, 
and restrictions set forth in Section III.H. As authorized by WC Section 13308, time 
schedules issued as part of the establishment of a containment zone may prescribe a 
civil penalty which shall become due if compliance is not achieved in accordance with 
that time schedule; 

6. A containment zone shall be implemented only with the written agreement of all fee 
interest owners of the parcel(s) of property containing the containment zone. Exceptions 
may be allowed by the Regional Water Board where opposition is found to be 
unreasonable. In such cases, the Regional Water Board may use the authority of WC 
Section 13267 to assure access to property overlying the containment zone; 

7. Local agencies which are supervising cleanup under contract with the State Water 
Board or by agreement with the Regional Water Board pursuant to provisions of the 
Underground Storage Tank Program may propose containment zones for consideration 
by the Regional Water Board. The local agency will forward its files and proposal to the 
Regional Water Board for consideration. Regional Water Boards shall use the same 
procedures, processes, public notice, and criteria that are noted elsewhere in this 
policy. Approval of Technical Impracticability Waivers by the Department of Toxic 
Substances Control or the United States Environmental Protection Agency under the 
requirements of the Federal Resource Conservation and Recovery Act or the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act are deemed 
to be equivalent to the actions outlined in Section H. of this Policy if : 

a. the substantive provisions of Sections III.H.2.b., e., f., and g. are met; 

b. interested parties described in III.H.8.a. are included in the public participation 
process; and 

c. site information is forwarded from the approving agency to the Regional Water Board 
so that sites for which Technical Impracticability Waivers have been approved can be 
included in the master listings described in Section III.H.10.; 
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8. The Regional Water Board shall comply with the following public participation 
requirements, in addition to any other legal requirements for notice and public 
participation, prior to the designation of a containment zone: 

a. Public notice of an intention to designate a containment zone shall be provided to all 
known interested persons, including the owner of the affected property(s), owners and 
residents of properties adjacent to the containment zone, and agencies identified in 
Section III.H.9, at least 45 days prior to the proposed designation of a containment 
zone; 

b. Interested persons shall be given the opportunity to review the application, including 
the proposed management plan, and any other available materials and to comment on 
any proposed designation of a containment zone. These materials, which contain 
information upon which the proposed designation of a containment zone is based, must 
be available for review at least 45 days prior to the proposed designation of a 
containment zone; 

c. The proposed designation of a containment zone shall be placed on the agenda for 
consideration at a Regional Water Board meeting; 

9. At least 45 days prior to the proposed designation of a containment zone, the 
Regional Water Board shall invite a technical advisory committee to review any 
proposed designation and shall meet as a committee at the request of any committee 
member. The committee or any committee member shall provide advice to the Regional 
Water Board as to the appropriateness of the requested designation and such 
designation will become part of the public record. No person or agency shall be made a 
member of the committee who is employed by or has a financial interest with the 
discharger seeking the designation. The following agencies shall be invited to 
participate in the advisory committee: 

a. The California Department of Toxic Substances Control; 

b. The California Department of Health Services, Drinking Water Branch; 

c. The California Department of Fish and Game; 

d. The local health authority; 

e. The local water purveyor, in the event ground water is used or planned to be used as 
a source of water supply; 

f. Any local ground water management agency including an appointed water master; 

g. The United States Environmental Protection Agency; and 
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h. The California Coastal Commission if the site is located within the coastal zone of 
California. 

10. The Regional Water Boards shall keep a master listing of all designated 
containment zones. The master listing shall describe the location and physical 
boundaries of the containment zone, the pollutants which exceed applicable water 
quality objectives, and any land use controls associated with the containment zone 
designation. The Regional Water Board shall forward the information on the master list 
to the State Water Board and to the local well permitting agency whenever a new 
containment zone is designated. The State Water Board will compile the lists from the 
Regional Water Boards into a comprehensive master list; 

11. To assure consistency of application of this Policy, the State Water Board will 
designate a Containment Zone Review Committee consisting of staff from the State 
Water Board and each of the Regional Water Boards. This review committee shall meet 
quarterly for two years and review all designation actions taken. The committee shall 
review problems and issues and make recommendations for consistency and improved 
procedures. In any event the State Water Board shall review the containment zone 
issue not later than five years after the adoption of Section III.H... and periodically 
thereafter. Such review shall take place in a public proceeding; 

12. In the event that a Regional Water Board finds that water quality objectives within 
the containment zone have been met, after public notice, the Regional Water Board will 
rescind the designation of the containment zone and issue a closure letter; and 

13. The Regional Water Board s cost associated with review of applications for 
containment zone designation will be recoverable pursuant to Section 13304 of the 
Water Code, provided a separate source of funding has not been provided by the 
discharger. 

14. Designation of a containment zone shall have no impact on a Regional Water Board 
s discretion to take appropriate enforcement actions except for the provisions of Section 
III.H.4. 

IV. The Regional Water Board shall determine schedules for investigation, and cleanup 
and abatement, taking into account the following factors: 

A. The degree of threat or impact of the discharge on water quality and beneficial uses; 

B. The obligation to achieve timely compliance with cleanup and abatement goals and 
objectives that implement the applicable Water Quality Control Plans and Policies 
adopted by the State Water Board and Regional Water Boards; 

C. The financial and technical resources available to the discharger; and 
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D. Minimizing the likelihood of imposing a burden on the people of the state with the 
expense of cleanup and abatement, where feasible. 

V. The State and Regional Water Boards shall develop an expedited technical conflict 
resolution process so when disagreements occur, a prompt appeal and resolution of the 
conflict is accomplished. 

Appendix to Section III.H. 

Application for a Containment Zone Designation 

The discharger is responsible for submitting an application for designation of a 
containment zone. Supporting information which is readily available to the Regional 
Water Board and which would be cumbersome or costly to reproduce can be included in 
the application by reference. In order to facilitate the preparation of an acceptable 
application, the discharger may request that the Regional Water Board provide a 
preliminary review of a partial application. The partial application should be detailed 
enough to allow the Regional Water Board to determine if the site passes the threshold 
criteria for establishment of a containment zone (e.g., it is not reasonable to achieve 
water quality objectives at that site, plume management measures are likely to be 
effective, etc.). As appropriate, the application shall include: 

a) Background information (location, site history, regulatory history); 

b) Site characterization information, including a description of the nature and extent of 
the discharge. Hydrogeologic characterization must be adequate for making the 
determinations necessary for a containment zone designation; 

c) An inventory of all wells (including abandoned wells and exploratory boreholes) that 
could affect or be affected by the containment zone; 

d) A demonstration that it is not reasonable to achieve water quality objectives; 

e) A discussion of completed source removal and identification of any additional 
sources that will be addressed during implementation of the management plan; 

f) A discussion of the extent to which pollutant mass has been reduced in the aquifer 
and identification of any additional mass removal that will be addressed during 
implementation of the management plan; 

g) If necessary, information related to the availability of funds to implement the 
provisions of the management plan throughout the expected duration of the 
containment zone designation; 

h) The proposed boundaries for the proposed containment zone pursuant to Section 
III.H.3.a.; 
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i) An evaluation of potential impacts to water quality, human health and the environment 
pursuant to Sections III.H.3.b. and c.; 

j) A statement that the discharger believes that the site is not located in a critical 
recharge area, as required by Section III.H.3.d.; 

k) Copies of maps and cross sections that clearly show the boundaries of the proposed 
containment zone and that show the locations where land use restrictions will apply. 
Maps must include at least four points of reference near the map corners. Reference 
points must be identified by latitude and longitude (accurate to within 50 feet), as 
appropriate for possible inclusion in a geographic information system (GIS) database; 
and 

l) A management plan for review and approval. The management plan must contain 
provisions for: 

1) source removal as appropriate; 

2) pollutant mass removal from the aquifer as appropriate; 

3) land use or engineering controls necessary to prevent the migration of pollution, 
including the proper abandonment of any wells within the vicinity of the containment 
zone that could provide a conduit for pollution migration beyond the containment zone 
boundary; 

4) land use or engineering controls necessary to prevent water quality impacts and risks 
to human health and the environment; 

5) mitigation measures, an implementation schedule for mitigation, and reporting 
requirements for compliance with mitigation measures; 

6) a detailed description of the proposed monitoring program; 

7) a detailed description of the method to be used by the discharger to evaluate 
monitoring data; 

8) a specific protocol for actions to be taken if there is evidence that water quality 
objectives have been exceeded outside the containment zone as a result of the 
migration of pollutants from within the containment zone; 

9) a detailed description of the frequency and content of reports to be submitted to the 
Regional Water Board; 

10) detailed procedures and designs for well maintenance, replacement and 
decommissioning; 
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11) a protocol for submittal to and approval by the Executive Officer of minor 
modifications to the management plan as necessary to optimize monitoring and 
containment; and 

12) a description of file and database maintenance requirements. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned, Administrative Assistant to the Board, does hereby certify that the 
foregoing is full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a 
meeting of the State Water Resources Control Board held on June 18, 1992, and 
amended at meetings of the State Water Resources Control Board held on April 21, 
1994, and October 2, 1996. 

/s/ 

Maureen Marché 

Administrative Assistant to the Board 

 
FOOTNOTES: 

1. For the purposes of this section, "land use controls" means recorded instruments, 
proposed by the discharger and agreed to by the owner of the affected property, 
restructing the present and future uses of the affected property, including, but not limited 
to, recorded easements, convenants, restrictions or servitudes, or any combination 
thereof, as appropriate. Land use controls shall run with the land from the date of 
recordation, shall bind all of the owners of the land, and their heirs, successors, and 
assignees, and the agents, employees, and lessees of the owners, heirs, successors, 
and assignees. Such instruments shall provide for (a) amendment or rescission of the 
restruction upon application of the holder of fee interest in the property and upon the 
approval of the Regional Water Board if warranted by changed circumstances (e.g., 
new information demonstrates that a modification to land use restriction is appropriate, 
the containment zone designation has been rescinded because water quality objectives 
have been attained throughout the containment zone, etc.), and (b) except for the 
restriction contained in the instrument, the establishment of a containment zone shall 
not prohibit the full use of enjoyment of the property. 

2. For the purposes of this section, "engineering controls" means measures to prevent 
migration of pollutants and to prevent, minimize or mitigate environmental damage 
which may otherwise result from a release of threatened release, including, but not 
limited to , caps, covers, dikes, trenches, leachate collection systems, treatment 
systems, and ground water containment systems or procedures and decomissioning of 
wells. 
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3. For the purposes of this section, these agreements could be formal, private 
agreements between parties related to the property use, existing or potential water use, 
etc.  

 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION RELATED TO ADOPTION OF CONTAINMENT ZONE 

POLICY 

1. ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS OF RESOLUTION NO. 96-079 

State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Resolution No. 96-079, which adopted 
the Containment Zone Policy Amendment to Resolution No. 92-49, also: 

o Directs the Containment Zone Review Committee established pursuant to Section 
III.H.11. of the amendment to review the implementation of this policy and the 
incorporation of risk assessment into this policy and provide recommendations to the 
SWRCB by May 1, 1997, on any further adjustments to the policy. 

o Expands the Containment Zone Review Committee to include other public officials 
and private individuals as determined by the State Board. 

2. ANTICIPATED FUTURE MINOR CHANGES TO BE MADE TO CONTAINMENT 
ZONE PROVISIONS OF RESOLUTION NO. 92-49 

On October 2, 1996, the SWRCB adopted Resolution No. 96-079 which amended 
SWRCB Resolution No. 92-49 to include provisions for a containment zone policy. 

Pursuant to Government Code Section 11355, this amendment was submitted to the 
Office of Administrative Law (OAL) for review and approval. Staff of OAL approved this 
amendment on January 13, 1997 and brought to our attention two minor matters which 
need correction. In the first sentence of Section III.H.4., the word "pollutant" should be 
substitued for the word "chemical". In the second sentence of Section III.H.9. the word 
"advice" should be substituted for the word "designation". 

 
These minor changes will be corrected the next time Resolution No. 92-49 is revised.  
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 
RESOLUTION NO. 97-085 

WATER QUALITY ENFORCEMENT POLICY AND GUIDANCE AMENDMENTS 

  

WHEREAS: 

1. The State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board) adopted a Water 
Quality Enforcement Policy (Policy) as a State Policy for Water Quality Control on April 
18, 1996. 

2. An associated Guidance to Implement the Water Quality Enforcement Policy 
(Guidance) was also adopted on that date. The Policy and associated Guidance were 
approved by the Office of Administrative Law on August 28, 1996. 

3. The Policy is to be periodically reviewed and revised as appropriate. 

4. Chapter 5.8 (commencing with section 13399) of Division 7 of the Water Code, which 
became effective January 1, 1997, provides for an expedited approach for dealing with 
minor violations of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act. 

5. This new law requires the State Water Board to define what types of violations are 
minor in nature and therefore subject to this new law. 

6. Amendments to the Enforcement Policy are an appropriate means of complying with 
Water Code Section 13399. 

7. A hearing to determine what are minor violations was held on August 6, 1997. 

8. It is appropriate to revise the Enforcement Policy and Guidance to define what are 
minor violations and to describe the new law. 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: 

1. The attached revisions to Policy and Guidance are hereby adopted. 

2. These revisions shall be incorporated into Enforcement Policy and Guidance. 

3. Staff is directed to forward the revisions to the Office of Administrative law for 
approval in accordance with Government Code Section 11353. 
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CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned, Administrative Assistant to the Board, does hereby certify that the 
foregoing is a full and correct copy of an order duly and regularly adopted at a meeting 
of the State Water Resources Control Board held on September 18, 1997. 

/s/ 

Maureen Marché 

Administrative Assistant to the Board 

 
Note: The revisions to the Policy and Guidance will be sent for OAL Review 

ENFORCEMENT POLICY AMENDMENT: MINOR VIOLATIONS 

Whereas (new No. 11) 

11. Chapter 5.8 (commencing with Section 13399) of Division 7 of the Water Code 
establishes a program for minor violations and requires the State Water Board to 
determine the types of violations that are minor violations. 

Resolved (new No. XI) 

XI. The violations listed below are considered to be minor in nature provided the 
violations do not include the following: 

• Any knowing, willful, or intentional violation of Division 7 (commencing with Section 
13000) of the Water Code. 

• Any violation of Division 7 of the Water Code that enables the violator to benefit 
economically from noncompliance, either by realizing reduced costs or by gaining a 
competitive advantage. 

• Any violation that is a chronic violation or that is committed by a recalcitrant violator. 

• Any violation that cannot be corrected within 30 days. 

Minor Violations: 

A. Inadvertent omissions or deficiencies in recordkeeping that do not prevent an overall 
compliance determination. 

B. Records not physically available at the time of the inspection provided the records do 
exist and can be produced in a timely manner. 
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C. Failure to have permits available during an inspection. 

D. Inadvertent violations of insignificant administrative provisions that do not involve a 
discharge of waste or a threat thereof. 

E. Violations that result in an insignificant discharge of waste or a threat thereof; 
provided, however, there is no significant threat to human health, safety, welfare or the 
environment and provided further that such violations do not violate any other order or 
prohibition issued by the State or Regional Boards. Significant threat means the threat 
of or an actual change in water quality that could result in a violation of water quality 
objectives or a condition of pollution or nuisance. 

GUIDANCE DOCUMENT 

1. Table of Contents: III.--new C. Notices to Comply 

2. Page 8: Actions taken to address past violations include issuance of notices to 
comply (minor violations), rescission . . . . 

3. Page 9 (new) 

C. Notices to Comply 

Notices to Comply are issued pursuant to chapter 5.8 (commencing with section 13399) 
of Division 7 of the Water Code. This Chapter provides an expedited approach for 
dealing with minor violations. Commonly referred to as the "fix-it-ticket" legislation, this 
law requires the use of field-issued notices to comply as the sole enforcement option in 
given situations involving minor violations. 

Notices to Comply are ordinarily written during the course of an inspection by an 
authorized representative of the State or Regional Water Board to require a discharger 
to address minor violations that can be corrected within 30 days. Major features of this 
law include the following: 

• An inspector has the discretion not to issue a notice to comply for a minor 
violation.  

• A notice to comply is not required if there is immediate correction.  
• A single notice to comply is used to cite all minor violations detected during the 

same inspection.  
• With exceptions, a notice to comply is the sole means by which an inspector may 

cite a minor violation.  
• If testing is required to determine if there has been a violation, a notice to comply 

may be issued at a latter date.  
• Other enforcement actions may be taken upon a failure to comply or if necessary 

to prevent harm to public health or the environment.  
• Criminal proceedings are not limited by the new law.  
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• Civil penalties may still be assessed for minor violations if warranted or required 
by federal law.  

The violations listed below are considered to be minor in nature provided the violations 
do not include the following: 

• Any knowing, willful, or intentional violation of Division 7 (commencing with Section 
13000) of the Water Code. 

• Any violation of Division 7 of the Water Code that enables the violator to benefit 
economically from noncompliance, either by realizing reduced costs or by gaining a 
competitive advantage. 

• Any violation that is a chronic violation or that is committed by a recalcitrant violator. 

• Any violation that cannot be corrected within 30 days. 

Minor Violations: 

A. Inadvertent omissions or deficiencies in recordkeeping that do not prevent an overall 
compliance determination. 

B. Records not physically available at the time of the inspection provided the records do 
exist and can be produced in a timely manner. 

C. Failure to have permits available during an inspection. 

D. Inadvertent violations of insignificant administrative provisions that do not involve a 
discharge of waste or a threat thereof. 

E. Violations that result in an insignificant discharge of waste or a threat thereof; 
provided, however, there is no significant threat to human health, safety, welfare or the 
environment and provided further that such violations do not violate any other order or 
prohibition issued by the State or Regional Boards. Significant threat means the threat 
of or an actual change in water quality that could result in a violation of water quality 
objectives or a condition of pollution or nuisance. 

D. Cease and Desist Orders  
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD  
LAHONTAN REGION  

RESOLUTION NO. 6-90-72 

DELEGATING CERTAIN POWERS AND DUTIES  
TO THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

WHEREAS Section 13223 of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act  
provides that the Regional Board may delegate any of Its powers  
and duties, with certain exceptions, to its Executive Officer;  
therefore be it 

RESOLVED that the California Regional Water Quality-Control Board, Lahontan  
Region, does hereby delegate to its Executive Officer, under the  
general direction and control of the Board, all of the powers and  
duties of the Board under Division 7 of the California Water Code  
except those specified in Section 13223(a); and be it further 

RESOLVED that the Regional Board reserves the authority to state Board  
policy and create procedure to be followed by the Executive  
Officer. The stating of Board policy will include but not be  
limited to the following: 

1. Establishment of office location priorities [Sec.  
13220(a)] 

2. Policy statements (Sec. 13224) 

3. Recommend financial assistance projects [Sec. 
13225(e)]  

4. Classify disposal sites (Sec. 13226) 

5. Approve closure plans [Sec. 13227(b)] 

6. Condition plan approvals [Sec. 13227(c)] 

7. Hearing [Sec. 13305(d)] 

8. Elevate inter Regional Board disputes [Sec. 13320(d)] 

RESOLVED that the Executive Officer is authorized, and he is hereby 
directed, to certify and submit copies of this Resolution to such  
agencies and individuals as may have need therefore or as may  
request same. 

I, Harold J. Singer, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing  
is a full, true, and correct copy of a Resolution adopted by the California  
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region, on November 9, 1990. 

HAROLD J. SINGER 
EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD  
LAHONTAN REGION 

RESOLUTION NO. 6-91-927 

DELEGATING AUTHORITY TO THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER  
TO APPROVE CLOSURE PLANS FOR WASTE MANAGEMENT UNITS 

WHEREAS, the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan  
Region, finds that: 

1. Government Code Section 43501(b) requires that the owner or operator  
of a solid waste facility submit to the Regional Board a plan for the  
closure of that facility and a plan for the post-closure maintenance  
of the facility. 

2. Section 18270(c) of Title 14, Division 7, California Code of  
Regulations (Title 14) requires that the Regional Board shall review  
the closure plans for consistency with regulations found in Chapter  
15, Title 23, Division 3, California Code of Regulations (Chapter 15)  
pertaining to the protection of water quality. The Regional Board  
shall also review the cost estimates for closure and postclosure  
maintenance with respect to those costs associated with the protection  
of water quality. 

3. Section 18271(a) of Title 14 requires that the Regional Board provide  
the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) with comments  
on the contents of a given preliminary closure plan and those items  
which are deficient or Inaccurate in the preliminary closure plan  
within 60 days of receipt of the preliminary closure plan from the  
facility owner or operator. The Regional Board must submit a written  
record of approval or denial of the plan to the CIWMB within 120 days  
of receipt of the preliminary plan. 

4. Section 18271(b) of Title 14 requires that the Regional Board provide  
the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) with comments  
on the contents of a given final closure plan and those items which  
are deficient or inaccurate in the final closure plan within 90 days  
of receipt of the final closure plan from the facility owner or  
operator. The Regional Board must submit a written record of approval  
or denial of the plan to the CIWMB within 120 days of receipt of the  
final plan. 

5. Within 60 days of the date of written approval or denial of the  
preliminary or final closure and postclosure maintenance plans by the  
Regional Board, the CIWMB shall transmit to the facility 
owner/operator a formal letter of approval or denial (Title 14, 
Section 18271(b)(2)). 
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-2- RESOLUTION NO. 6-91-927 

6. If the CIWMB does not approve or disapprove a preliminary or final  
closure plan within the 180 day timeframe commencing with the receipt  
of a complete closure plan, the plan Is deemed acceptable by default  
(Title 14, Section 18271(b)(2), Government Code 65920). 

7. A closure plan constitutes a partial report of waste discharge  
pursuant to Section 13260 of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control  
Act. 

8. When a waste management unit Is due to close, waste discharge  
requirements for proper closure are developed, Incorporating, in part,  
a previously approved closure plan. The closure plan is again brought  
before the Regional Board for approval, In the form of waste discharge  
requirements. 

9. Section 13223 of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act allows  
the Regional Board to delegate some of the powers and duties vested in  
it to the Executive Officer. 

10. Due to the timeframes Involved in processing a closure plan,  
delegating authority to the Executive Officer to approve a closure  
plan would allow the closure plan to be more thoroughly reviewed and  
allow closer coordination with the CIWMB in review and comment; and 

11. Delegating authority to the Executive Officer would allow the closure  
plan to be approved/dlsapproved in a more timely manner, and decrease  
the possibility of approval or acceptance by default on the CIWMB's  
part due to late Input on the part of the Regional Board. 

12. The Regional Board retains the authority to approve or disapprove  
closure plans through the adoption of waste discharge requirements. 

13. The Regional Board held a hearing on September 12, 1991 in Bridgeport,  
Mono County, and considered all evidence concerning this matter. 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 

1. ' The Regional Board delegates authority to the Executive Officer to 
approve closure and post-closure maintenance plans for waste  
management units. 

2. Except in emergency situations, the Executive Officer shall notify the  
Board and interested members of the public 10 days 1n advance of his  
intent to approve a closure plan subject to this resolution. 
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3. The Executive Officer shall submit a report to the Regional Board at  
regularly scheduled Board meetings listing the closure and post-  
closure maintenance plans approved subject to this Resolution since  
the last notification. 

I, Harold 0. Singer, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing  
is a full, true, and correct copy of a Resolution adopted by the California  
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region, on September 12, 
1991. 
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD  
LAHONTAN REGION 

RESOLUTION NO. 6-88-18 

WAIVER FOR WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS  
FOR SPECIFIC TYPES OF DISCHARGES 

WHEREAS, Water Code Section 13260(a) requires that any person discharging  
waste or proposing to discharge waste within the Region, other than to a  
community sewer system, that could affect the quality of the waters of the  
state, shall file a report of waste discharge; and 

WHEREAS, the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan  
Region has a statutory obligation to prescribe waste discharge requirements  
except where a waiver is not against the public interest pursuant to  
California Water Code Section 13269; and 

WHEREAS, California Water Code Section 13269 stipulates that any waiver of  
filing a report of waste discharge and/or prescribing waste discharge  
requirements shall be conditional and may be terminated at any time by the  
Regional Board; and 

WHEREAS, the Regional Board finds that waiving of waste discharge  
requirements for specific categories or types of projects or discharges,  
where such a waiver is not against the public interest, would enable  
Regional Board staff resources to be used more effectively; and 

WHEREAS, the Regional Board finds that a waiver of waste discharge  
requirements for the types of discharges identified on the attachment to  
this Resolution would not be against the pubic interest when the discharge  
is effectively regulated by other public agencies, by the discharger  
pursuant to State regulations or guidelines, or could not adversely affect  
the quality or the beneficial uses of the waters of the State; and 

WHEREAS, a Report of Waste Discharge shall be filed for any discharge for  
which a waiver is sought pursuant to this Resolution; and 

WHEREAS, discharge from a project cannot commence until such time as the  
Regional Board Executive Officer has prepared and sent a letter waiving  
waste discharge requirements for the project or the Regional Board has  
adopted waste discharge requirements for the project; and 

WHEREAS, the Regional Board finds that even if a discharge or project is  
identified on the attachment to this Resolution, waste discharge  
requirements may still be issued for that discharge or project if it  
represents a threat to water quality; and 
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WHEREAS, the Regional Board staff has prepared a negative declaration in  
accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources  
Code, Section 21000 et seq.) and State guidelines, and the Regional Board  
has considered the negative declaration and determined there will be no  
significant adverse impacts to the environment from the waiver of waste  
discharge requirements for the specific types of projects described in the  
attachment to this Resolution; and 

WHEREAS, the Regional Board held a hearing on January 14-15, 1988 in  
Ridgecrest, Kern County and considered all evidence concerning this matter. 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Regional Board waives waste discharge  
requirements for the specific types of waste discharges shown on the  
attachment to this Resolution except for those specific discharges for which  
waste discharge requirements have previously been adopted or where in the  
opinion of the Executive Officer, waste discharge requirements are  
necessary; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that those specific types of discharges shown on the  
attachment to this Resolution, must be in compliance with applicable  
sections of the Water Quality Control Plans for the North and South Lahontan  
Basins as amended and the Lake Tahoe Basin Water Quality Plan; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Regional Board adopts the Negative  
Declaration and directs the Executive Officer to file all appropriate  
notices; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this action waiving the issuance of waste  
discharge requirements is conditional and the Executive Officer can  
recommend that the Regional Board adopt waste discharge requirements for any  
of the specific types of discharges listed on the attachment. 

I, 0. R. Butterfield, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the  
foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a Resolution adopted by the  
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region, on January  
14, 1988. 

0. R. BUTTERFIELD 
EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
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ATTACHMENT TO RESOLUTION NO. 6-88-18 (WAIVER POLICY) 

WAIVER CONDITIONS

TYPE OF PROJECT OR 
WASTE DISCHARGE 

Underground Tank Abandonments/  
Replacements

CONDITIONS

Pier Repairs with No Increase  
in Square Footage

Minor Dredging Operations

Stormwater Runoff

Dewatering from Construction  
Sites

Minor Stream Channel Alterations

Sand, gravel and quarry opera-  
tions

Erosion from construction

If regulated by Local Imple-  
menting Agencies (and TRPA for  
projects in the Lake Tahoe  
Basin) 

Use of sediment screens, adherence  
to "Guidelines for Erosion Control"  
as described in the Basin Plans, and  
approval of California Department of  
Fish and Game. 

When operation is short-term, spoil  
is non-toxic, and discharge is to  
land. 

No anticipated water quality  
impacts, no NPDES permit required  
by Federal regulation, and no  
potential for contact with toxic or  
hazardous materials. 

No pollutants are present and  
there is no discharge to surface  
waters. 

Where regulated by California  
Department of Fish and Game under  
Fish and Game Code Section 1600 -  
1603. 

Where all operations and wash waters  
are confined to land; no discharge  
to surface waters will occur and  
stockpiles are protected from  
flooding. 

Operation complies with the  
"Guidelines for Erosion Control"  
within the Basin Plans for the  
Lahontan Region (and utilizes the  
TRPA Best Management Practices for  
projects within the Lake Tahoe  
Basin). 
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Test pumpings of fresh water Pollutants are neither present in  
the groundwater nor are added, and  
the well is not part of a  
groundwater cleanup project. 

Discharge from flushing of  
domestic water lines and  
tanks 

Individual sewage disposal 
systems, and small commu-  
nity, commercial, institu-  
tional and industrial oper-  
ations which utilize on-site  
wastewater treatment and  
disposal for domestic wastes 

Inert solid wastes (non-water  
soluble, non-decomposable,  
non-hazardous i.e. earth,  
rock, concrete, etc.) 

Underground Injection

Use of reclaimed wastewater for  
soil compaction or dust  
control 

Confined animal wastes 

Discharge has no toxic or  
hazardous constituents.

The discharge is not to  
surface waters.

Small scale operations using  
good disposal and erosion  
control practices such that  
discharges to surface waters  
will not occur and complies with  
California Administrative Code, 
Title 23, Chapter 3, 
Subchapter 15, Section 2524. 

Where EPA’s Underground 
Injection Control permit is  
determined to be adequate to  
protect groundwaters. 

Where applicable Dept. of 
Health Services’ guidelines  
are followed. 

Discharger complies with the  
California Administrative Code, 
Title 23, Chapter 3, Subchapter 15,  
and no NPDES permit is required by  
Federal regulation, and the  
California Environmental Quality Act  
has been complied with. 
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Drilling muds

Swimming pool discharges

Lake or Reservoir drainage  
projects

Timber Harvest Projects

Minor Hydro projects

Telephone, natural gas and  
electric utility vault  
and conduit flushing  
and draining 

Emergency action projects 

Geothermal well drilling/testing

Pipeline/Tank Testing

Discharges to sumps with at  
least two feet of freeboard. Sump  
must be dried by evaporation or  
pumping. Drilling muds may remain  
in sump only if discharger  
demonstrates it is inert waste. 
Sump area shall be restored to  
preconstruction state within sixty  
days of completion or abandonment of  
the well. 

Drainage contains no toxic levels  
of chlorine and no discharge to  
surface waters will occur. 

Pollutants are not present,  
discharge rates are such that they  
do not cause erosion, sediment  
control measures are in place and  
beneficial uses of the downstream  
waterway are maintained. 

Operating under approved California  
Department of Forestry Timber  
Harvesting Plans or Federal Timber  
Sales. 

Operation under water rights permit  
from the State Water Resources  
Control Board or California  
Department of Fish and Game  
conditions, no water quality impacts  
are anticipated, and California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)   
has been complied with. 

Where there is no discharge  
to surface waters and no toxic  
or hazardous materials within  
the discharge. 

Where an action is needed to protect  
water quality and waste discharge  
requirements may be adopted at a  
later date. 

Where no hazardous materials are  
used in drilling operations. 

Where freshwater is used. 
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD  
LAHONTAN REGION 

Board Order No. 6-81-7 
Variance to Prohibition of New Septic Tank  
Subdivisions in the Truckee River Hydrologic 

Unit 

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region finds:
1. The Regional Board adopted amendments to the Water Quality Control  

Plan for the North Lahontan. Basin for the Truckee River and Little  
Truckee River hydrologic units on June 26, 1980. Such plan amend-  
ments were subsequently approved by the State Water Resources  
Control Board on October 16, 1980. 

2. The 1980 basin plan amendments included the following prohibitions: 
"1. Discharge of wastewater or wastewater effluent resulting  

in an average total nitrogen concentration in the  
(undiluted) wastewater exceeding 9 mg-N/liter entering  
the Truckee River or any of its tributaries above the  
Boca Reservoir outlet confluence is prohibited." 

"3. No discharge of domestic wastewater to individual 
facilities such as septic tank/leachfield systems shall  
be permitted for any subdivisions* which did not  
discharge prior to October 16, 1980. This shall  
apply to all areas where underlying groundwaters are  
tributary to the Truckee River or any of its tribu-  
taries above the confluence of the Boca Reservoir  
outlet and the Truckee River. An exemption to the  
prohibition may be granted whenever the Regional  
Board finds that operation of individual domestic  
wastewater facilities in a particular area will not  
individually or collectively, directly or indirectly  
affect water quality." 
*As defined in the Subdivision Map.Act (Government Code 66424) 

3. Subdivisions with a large average lot size of five (5) acres or  
greater are not amenable to sewering to a consolidated wastewater  
facility, since the length of sewer line per residence and associated  
costs would be excessive. 

4. For subdivisions remote from existing or proposed sewerage facilities,  
the cost of installing connecting facilities would be excessive. The  
lower the number of lots, the greater would be the sewerage facility  
cost per lot. 

B-83B-83



Variance to Prohibition of New 
Septic Tank Subdivisions in the 
Truckee River Hydrologic Unit Board Order No. 6-81-7

5. The Tahoe Truckee Sanitation Agency (TTSA) regional wastewater  
facility expansion authorized by the basin plan amendments will  
have its major impact on the section of the Truckee River between  
Martis Creek and Prosser Creek. Septic tank subdivisions affecting  
other sections of the river are less undesirable than those which  
would add to the effects of TTSA in this critical section. Since  
the major impact of the TTSA discharger will be at the upstream  
end of the critical section, discharges downstream of the critical  
section are less undesirable than upstream discharges. 

6. It is desirable that septic tank subdivision discharges be controlled  
by a public entity, since enforcement of the regulatory powers of  
the Regional Board and other governmental agencies are limited where  
a large number of scattered discharges are involved. Increased  
regulatory control generally results in greater protection of the  
public health and some decrease in nutrient discharges from septic  
tank subdivisions. 

7. The Regional Board has prepared a negative declaration in accordance  
with the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code,  
Section 21000 et. seq.) and the State guidelines, and the Board  
determines that there will be no substantial adverse changes in the  
environment as a result of the project. 

The Regional Board hereby orders: 
1. No new divisions of land into greater than five (5) lots for develop-  

ment will be permitted unless a civil engineer registed by, or 
an engineering geologist certified by the State of California provides  
data which substantiates that criteria for waste disposal from land  
developments specified in the Water Quality Control Plan for the  
North Lahontan Basin can be met on all proposed lots or that proposed  
specially designed onsite wastewater systems will protect water  
quality. Where special onsite systems are employed, such qualified  
individual shall inspect and certify proper installation of all systems.  
For all proposed subdivisions, a report of waste discharge including  
information which is deemed necessary for evaluation shall be submitted  
to the Regional Board. 

2. No proposed division of land for development where the average lot size  
is less than two and one-half (21/2)acres (gross acreage, including road  
easements, etc.) shall be exempt from the prohibitions specified in  
Finding No. 2 above, except where the Regional Board determines that 
a variance shall be granted because temporary, short-term use of onsite  
systems is proposed. Such variance may be granted where the developer  
intends to sewer the subdivision to an existing or proposed sewerage  
system connected to an approved wastewater treatment and disposal facility  
such as the TTSA facility and connecting sewerage facilities are not 
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Variance to Prohibition of New 
Septic Tank Subdivisions in the 
Truckee River Hydrologic Unit —3— Board Order No. 6-81-7

completed or sufficient wastewater flow capacity is not available. 
The following criteria must be met for a temporary-use variance to  
be granted by the Executive Officer, though the Regional Board may  
waive any or all of them: 
A. The criteria specified in Order No. 1 above roust be met for all  

proposed lots where interim onsite discharge is proposed. 
B. A written commitment to provide wastewater capacity for the  

proposed development within five (5) years of issuance of a  
variance from the governing board of the approved wastewater  
treatment and disposal facility and a written commitment from  
an appropriate public entity that any necessary sewerage facili-  
ties not to be completely financed by the discharger applying  
for the variance (such as an interceptor sewer proposed from 
an adjacent subdivision) will be completed within five (5) years  
shall be submitted to the Regional Board. 

C. Sewerage facilities to be installed in the proposed subdivision  
and additional sewerage facilities which the developer must  
install to connect the subdivision to an appropriate wastewater  
treatment and disposal facility shall be designed and an   
estimate of construction costs shall be prepared by a civil  
engineer registered by the State of California. The developer  
shall submit written certification that such sewerage facilities  
will be completed within two (2) years of issuance of a variance  
and make a commitment to finance the construction costs such as  
posting a bond with an appropriate governmental agency. 

D. The developer shall obtain a written commitment from an exist-  
ing appropriate public entity to operate and maintain sewerage  
facilities serving the development. If such commitment cannot  
be obtained, the developer must obtain a written commitment from  
the appropriate county to form a new public entity. 

3. Exemptions to the prohibitions specified in Finding No. 2 above shall  
be considered on a case-by-case basis for proposed divisions of land  
for development with an average lot size (gross average) not less  
than two and one-half (2-1/2) acres where long-term use of onsite  
wastewater systems is proposed. The following point system shall be  
utilized for evaluation of such proposed, land divisions: 
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Variance to Prohibition of New 
Septic Tank Subdivisions in the 
Truckee River Hydrologic Unit 4- Board Order No. 6-81-7

A. Average Lot Size (Gross), Acres Point Allowance
Larger than 5 10
Larger than 41/2 8
Larger than 4 6
Larger than 31/2 4
Larger than 3 2
Larger than 21/2 0

Distance of Nearest Land Division
Boundary to Existing/Proposed
Sewerage Facilities, Miles Point Allowance

Greater than 1.5 4
Greater than 1 3
Greater than 0.5 2
Greater than 0.2 1

C. Total Single Family  
Dwelling Equivalents Point Allowance

D. Shortest Distance (River/Stream Length) of Land Division 
Effluent Surface Water Entrance Area from Critical Section  
of Truckee River Between Martis Creek and Prosser Creek 
I. Effluent Enters Upstream of  

Critical Section, Miles Point Allowance

II. Effluent Enters Downstream
of Critical Section, Miles Point Allowance 
Greater than 1.75 5
Greater than 1.50 4
Greater than 1.25 3
Greater than 1.00 2
Greater than 0.75 1

E. Will a Public Entity be Formed for 
Control of Design, Installation, Oper-  
ation, and Maintenance of Onsite 
Systems?____________________________  Point Allowance 

Yes 4
No 0
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Less than 6 3
Less than 51 2
Less than 101 1

Greater than 6 3
Greater than 4 2
Greater than 2 1

B.
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Variance to Prohibition of New 
Septic Tank Subdivisions in the 
Truckee River Hydrologic Unit -5- Board Order No. 6-81-7

Proposed land divisions where a point total of ten (10) or more can be 
demonstrated may be granted a variance to the prohibition specified in Finding  
No. 2 above. Variances will not be granted where it is apparent that adverse  
biostimulatory effects could occur in local surface waters, generally where  
effluent from a large land division would be tributary to a small lake or  
stream, or where the Regional Board finds that the land division would threaten  
to adversely affect water quality. 
For divisions of land where fewer than six (6) lots are involved and the above-  
listed criteria can be met, the Regional Board delegates authority to the Executive  
Officer to issue a conditional waiver of the issuance of waste discharge require-  
ments in accordance with Section 13269 of the California Water Code. 
I, Roy C. Hampson, 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, Lahontan Region, on March 12, 1981. 
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ORDER NO. 6-70-48 CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD  LAHONTAN REGION 
Regarding Sewage Export Variance  

Lake Taxes Basin 

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region, finds: 
1. The Regional Board, on June 23, 1966, adopted a"Lake Tahoe 

Water Quality Control Policy".  
2. On October 26, 1967, the Regional Board adopted an "Addendum  

Regarding Implementation" to the Lake Tahoe policy. 
3. The implementation addendum established schedule guidelines  

for the accomplishment of total sewage export from the Cali-  
fornia portion of the Lake Tahoe Basin by 1970. 

4. The Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, which became  
effective on January 1, 1970, requires in Section 13951 that 
by January 1, 1972, all waste from within the basin be exported. 

5. Section 13951 of the Porter-Cologne Act also declares that  
the further use of any waste disposal means within the basin  
after January 1, 1972 is a public nuisance except as per-  
mitted pursuant to that Section. 

6. The pursuant provision of Section 13951 states that this  
Regional Board can exclude a particular area of the basin  
from the requirements of the  section if it can make the fol-  
lowing specific findings regarding the area: 

(a) That the continued operation of septic tanks,  
cesspools, or other means of waste disposal in  
such area will not, individually or collectively,  
directly or indirectly, affect the quality of the  
waters of Lake Tahoe, and 

(b) That the sewering of such area would have a damaging  
effect upon the environment. 

7. An area may be found to not affect the quality of the waters  
of Lake Tahoe upon the condition that the following restrict-  
ions are met for all waste discharges within the area: 

a. Seasonal occupancy be normally limited to the  
summer months. 

b. Toilet wastes be exportal from the Lake Tahoe  
Basin or incinerated. 
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c. Solid wastes be exported from the Lake Tahoe  

Basin. 
d. No automatic washing machines, dishwashers,  

or garbage disposals be used. 
e. Only natural .soaps or phosphate free Cleaning  

agents be used. 
f. Food wastes be exported from the Lake Tahoe  

Basin or incinerated. 
g. wash waters be discharged to leaching areas  

located a minimum of 100-feet from any sur-  
face water with a soil mantle adequate for  
percolation. 

8. The following areas can meet the above restrictions: 

Echo Lakes  
Angora Lakes  
Lilly Lake  
Glen Alpine  
Fish Hatchery Tract 
Lots 1, 19-23, 33, 35, 62 and 63 of Fallen Leaf Lake Tract 

9. The sewering of an area shall be found to have a damaging  
effect upon the environment if shown by an environmental  
impact study submitted to and evaluated by the Board. 

10. U. S. Forest Service has submitted a report to the Board  
which shows that sewering of the following areas would have  
a damaging effect upon the environment: 
Echo Lakes  
Angora Lakes  
Lilly Lake  
Fish Hatchery Tract 
Lots 1, 19-23, 33, 35, 62 8: 63 of Fallen Leaf Lake Tract 

11. The following areas, which were considered, do not meet  
the requirements of Section 13951: Glen Alpine  Eherald Eay 
Kings View Subdivision  
Echo Summit 
Echo Hoad and Echo Chalet 
East and South Shore Areas of Fallen Leaf Lake 
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This Regional Board hereby orders that: 

I. Section 13951 of the California Water Code shall not apply  
to the below listed areas which are therefore excluded  
from the export mandate provided all restrictions listed  
under finding #7 are net. 

Echo Lakes  
Angora Lakes  
Lilly Lake  
Fish Hatchery Tract 
Lots 1, 19-23, 55, 35, 62 & 63 of Fallen Leaf Lake Tract 

II. The exclusions granted by this order shall be reviewable  
by the Regional Board on its own motion but at least by  
June 1, 1231. 

III. Ko other area within the Lake Tahoe Basin is excluded by  
this order. 

I, John T. Leggett, 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, Lahontan Region, on December 10, 1970. 

John T. Leggett  
Executive Officer 
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 ORDER NO. 6-71-17

 CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
 LAHONTAN REGION

 Regarding Sewage Export Variance
 Lake Tahoe Basin

 The  California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region, finds:
 1. The Regional Board, on December 10, 1970* adopted Order No. 6-70-48 setting

 forth a policy on variances to the requirement for sewage export from the
 Lake Tahoe Basin.

 2.  Order No. 6-70-46 states that an area can be granted a variance if several
 conditions regarding the effect of the disposal' of wastes in the area on
 water quality can be met and if an environmental impact study shows that
 sewering of the area would have a damaging effect upon the environment.

 3.  In Order No. 6-70-48 it was found that the Glen Alpine area could meet the
 water quality conditions, but no environmental impact study had been sub­

 mitted specifically for the area. 

 4.  A letter submitting an environmental impact study showing that sewering
 of the Glen Alpine area would be damaging to the environment has since
 been received and evaluated.

 This Regional Board hereby orders that:

 I..  Section 13951 of the California Water Code shall not apply to the Glen
 Alpine area which is therefore excluded from the export mandate provided
 all  restrictions listed under finding #7 of Board Order No. 6-70-48 are
 met.

 II.  The conditions by which the exclusion i6 granted by this order shall be 
 reviewable by the Regional Board on its Own motion but at least by June
 1, 1981.

 I, John T. Leggett, 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, Lahontan Region, on May 17, 1971.

 John T. Leggett

 Executive Officer
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 CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
 LAHONTAN REGION

 BOARD ORDER NO. 6-74-139

 REGARDING SEWAGE EXPORT VARIANCE
 LAKE TAHOE BASIN

 The  California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region, finds:

 1.  The Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, which became effective on
 January 1, 1970, requires in Section 13951 that all wastes within the Lake 

 Tahoe Basin be exported by January 1, 1972.

 2.  The pursuant provision of Section 13951 states that this Regional Board can
 exclude a particular area of the basin from the requirements of the section
 if it can rake the following specific findings regarding the area:

 a.  That the continued operation of septic tanks, or other means of
 waste disposal in such area will not individually or collective­

 ly, directly or indirectly, affect the quality of the waters of
 Lake Tahoe, and

 b.  That the sewering of such area would have a damaging effect upon

 the environment.

 3.  The Regional Board, on December 10, 1970, adopted Order No. 6-70-43" setting

 forth a polio/ on variances to>the requirement for sewage export from the
 Lake Tahoe Basin in accord with the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control
 Act.

 b.  Order No. 6-70-48 stipulated that an area may be found to not affect the
 quality of the waters of Lake Tahoe upon the condition that the following

 restrictions are met for all waste discharges within the area:

 a.  Seasonal'occupancy be normally limited to the summer months.
 b.  Toilet wastes be exported from the Lake Tahoe Basin or incinerated.
 c.  Solid wastes be exported from the Lake Tahoe Basin.
 d. No  automatic  washing  machines,  dishwashers,  or  garbage  disposal  be 

 used.
 


 e.  Only natural soaps or phosphate free cleaning agents be used.
 f.  Food wastes be exported from the Lake Tahoe Basin or incinerated.
 g.  Wash waters be discharged to leaching areas located a minimum of

 100 feet from any surface water with a soil mantle adequate for
 percolation based upon a geologic report.

 5.  The following area can meet the above restrictions:

 Lot  43 of the Echo Road Tract.  The existing cabin on this lot is located
 approximately 175 feet from the nearest adjacent cabin.
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 6-74-139  -2­

 6.  On July 5, 1974, the EL Dorado County Superior Court issued a Peremptory
 Writ of Mandamus requiring the Regional Soard to reconsider the matter 

 and grant a variance to Lot #43, Echo Road Tract, subject to such re3­
 trictions as are deemed appropriate within the Board’s discretion.

 IT IS  HEREBY ORDERED that:

 I.  Section 13951 of the California Water Code shall not apply to disposal

 of wastewater from a summer home owned by Mr. Theodore A. Dungan on
 Lot #43, Echo Road Tract, and such disposal is therefore excluded from
 the export mandate, provided that the following conditions and restric­

 tions be met:

 a.  All wastewater be discharged to the present existing septic

 tank and leaching areas; provided further that any expansion
 of the present leaching facilities shall be to leaching areas 

 located a minimum of 100 feet from any surface water with a 

 soil mantle adequate for percolation based upon a geologic

 report.  The owner or holder of Lot #43, Echo Road Tract,
 shall comply with the provisions of Section 13264(a) of the
 Water Code.

 b.  Seasonal occupancy be normsilly limited to the summer months.

 c.  Solid wastes be exported from the Lake Tahoe Basin.

 d.  Ko automatic washing machines, dishwashers, or garbage dis­

 posal be used.

 e.  Only natural soaps or phosphate free cleaning agents be used.

 f.  Food wastes be exported from the Lake Tahoe Basin or incin­

 erated.

 II.  The conditions by which the exclusion is granted in this Order shall be
 reviewable by the Regional Board on its own motion, but at least by 

 June 1, 1981.

 III.  No other discharge within the Lake Tahoe Basin is permitted by this
 Order.
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 6-74-139

 I, Roy C. Hampson, 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,, Lahontan Region, on October 24, 1974.

 ROY G. HAMPSON
 EXECUTIVE OFFICER

 I concur as to form
 and substance:

 JAMES K. NORMAN
 Attorney for Theodore A. Dungan

 Date:
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 CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY  BOARD
 LAHONTAN REGION

 AMENDED RESOLUTION NO. 6-90-22FOR
 DELEGATING AUTHORITY TO THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER

 TO GRANT EXCEPTIONS TO PROHIBITIONS FOR SPECIFIC CIRCUMSTANCES

 WHEREAS, The California Regional Water Quality Control Board,
 Lahontan Region finds that:
 1.  Water Code Section 13260(a) requires that any person discharging

 waste or proposing to discharge waste within the Region, other
 than to community sewer system, that could affect the quality ofthe waters of the state, shall file a report of waste discharge;
 and

 2.  The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan
 Region, has a statutory obligation to prescribe waste dischargerequirements for discharge of any waste that could affect water
 quality except that waste discharge requirements may be waived
 when it is not against the public interest pursuant to
 California Water Code Section 13269; and

 3.  The Regional Board adopted Resolution No. 6-88-18, "Waiver ofWaste Discharge Requirements for Specific Types of Discharges"
 (Attachment "A"); which specifies the types of projects forwhich the Executive Officer can waive Waste Discharge
 Requirements.  Additionally the Regional Board adopted GeneralWaste Discharge Requirements (Board Order No. 6-91-31) for theconstruction of small commercial, multi-family residential,utility, and public works projects in the Lake Tahoe Basin; and

 4.  The Water Quality Control Plan for the North Lahontan Basin
 (North Lahontan Basin Plan) as amended prohibits the discharge
 or threatened discharge attributable to human activities of
 solid or liquid waste materials including soil, silt, clay, sandand  other organic and earthen materials, that result from the
 placement of said materials below the high-water rim of LakeTahoe or within the 100-year flood plain of the Truckee River or
 any tributary to Lake Tahoe or the Truckee River; and

 5.  The North Lahontan Basin Plan allows an exception to the
 prohibitions of Finding No. 4 for the Truckee River and Little
 Truckee River Hydrologic Units for only the following types of
 projects:

 a.  projects solely intended to reduce or mitigate existing 
 sources of erosion or water pollution 

 b.  bridge abutments and approaches and other essential 
 transportation facilities identified in a County plan 

 c.  projects necessary to protect public health or safety or to provide.essential public services . 
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 -2-  AMENDED RESOLUTION NO. 6-90-22

 d.  projects necessary for public recreation
 e.  repair or replacement of existing structures
 f.  outdoor recreation projects within the 100-year flood

 plain which have been man-altered by grading and/orfilling activities which occurred prior to June 26,

 1975; and

 6.  The North Lahontan Basin Plan allows an exception to the
 prohibitions of Finding No. 4 for the projects listed in
 Finding No. 5 only when the Regional Board makes all of the

 following findings:

 a.  There is no reasonable alternative to locating the
 project or portions of the project within the 100-year
 flood plain.

 b.  The project, by its very nature, must be located withinthe 100-year flood plain.  The determination of whether
 a project, by its very nature, must be located in a 100­
 year flood plain shall be based on the type of project
 proposed, not the particular site proposed.

 c.  The project incorporates measures which will ensure that
 any erosion and surface runoff problems caused by the
 project are mitigated to levels of insignificance.

 d.  The project will not individually or cumulatively withother projects, directly or indirectly, degrade waterquality or impair beneficial uses of water.
 e.  All 100-year flood plain areas and volumes lost as a

 result of the project will be completely mitigated by

 restoration of a previously disturbed flood plain within
 or as close as practical to the project site.  Therestored, new, or enlarged flood plain shall be ofsufficient area and volume to more than compensate for
 the flood flow attenuation capacity, surface flowtreatment capacity and ground water flow treatment
 capacity which are lost as a result of the project; and

 7.  The Lake Tahoe Basin Water Quality Plan (Lake Tahoe Basin Plan)

 as amended prohibits the following:

 a.  discharge from new development in stream environment
 zones or which is not in accordance with land capability

 b.  discharge to stream environment zones
 8.  The Lake Tahoe Basin states that the prohibitions listed in

 Finding No. 7 shall not apply to any structure the Regional
 Board, or a management agency designated by the State Board to
 implement the Lake Tahoe water quality plan, approves asreasonably necessary;
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 -3-  AMENDED RESOLUTION NO. 6-90-22

 a.  to control existing sources of erosion or waterpollution,
 b.  to carry out the 1988 TRPA regional transportation plan,
 c.  for health, safety, or public recreation,
 d.  for access across SEZ's to otherwise buildable parcels

 Approval of exemptions shall include the findings set forth inSection 20.4 of Tahoe Regional Planning Agency's Code of
 Ordinances (the most recent version is included as Attachment
 "B");  and

 9.  Both the North Lahontan Basin Plan and the Lake Tahoe Basin Planuse the terms "exception" and "exemption" interchangeably.  For
 the purposes of this Resolution, the term "exception" will be
 used in all places other than where quoted from the Plans andwill mean both terms; and

 10.  The Regional Board finds that several small projects which
 qualify for a waiver or are covered under the General WasteDischarge Requirements, would be subject to the prohibitions of
 Findings No. 4 and 7.  Additionally, the Regional Board findsthat many of these projects would clearly qualify for an
 exception to the prohibitions.  However the Executive Officercannot grant waivers or a Notice of Applicability of the GeneralWaste Discharge Requirements for these projects since, at
 present, only the Regional Board can grant Basin Plan
 exceptions;  and

 11.  The Regional Board finds that delegating authority to the
 Executive Officer to grant the exceptions to the prohibitions
 when the project meets the waiver conditions of Resolution 6-88­

 18 or the conditions of the General Waste Discharge Requirements
 (Board Order No. 6-91-31) and meets the exception criteria inthe North Lahontan Basin Plan or Lake Tahoe Basin Plan where
 such findings are not against the public interest, would enable
 Regional Board staff to use resources more effectively; and

 12.  The Regional Board finds that delegation of authority to grantexceptions when projects qualify for a waiver of Waste DischargeRequirements or are covered under the General Waste Discharge
 Requirements can allow qualifying projects to proceed in a
 timely manner; and

 13.  The Regional Board finds that delegating authority to the
 Executive Officer to grant exceptions to the Basin Plan
 prohibitions specified in Findings No. 4 and 7 for projects ofless than 500 square feet of coverage, or 1000 square feet of
 ground disturbance, or 50 cubic yards of fill or excavation,
 and/or when a project is limited to the placement of temporary
 structures below the high water rim of Lake Tahoe, including but
 not limited to steel boat launch extensions, when necessary tomaintain existing access to Lake Tahoe when the surface
 elevation of Lake Tahoe falls below 6223 (Lake Tahoe Datum),

 would not be against the public interest when the discharge is

B-101



        

                      
                    
  

                        
              

                      
                  

                  
              

                  
        

                                       
                  

            
                    

                    
          

      
              

                  
                  

                
                  

        
                  

              
    

            
                  

          
                  

                
                

              
      

              
            
              
              

 -4-  AMENDED RESOLUTION NO. 6-90-22

 mitigated as required by the Basin Plans and could not adversely
 affect the quality or the beneficial uses of the waters of theState; and

 14.  A Report of Waste Discharge shall be filed for any discharge forwhich approval is sought pursuant to this Resolution; and
 15.  Discharge from a project cannot commence until such time as the

 Regional Board Executive Officer has prepared and sent a letter
 indicating that an exception to the Basin Plan prohibitions is
 granted and that waste discharge requirements for the project
 are waived or a Notice of Applicability of the General Waste
 Discharge Requirements is issued; and

 16.  The Regional Board finds that even if a discharge or projectqualifies for an exception under this Resolution, the RegionalBoard retains the authority to issue or deny waste dischargerequirements for that discharge or project; and
 17.  The Regional Board held a hearing on February 8, 1990 in

 Truckee, Nevada County and May 9, 1991 in Susanville, Lassen
 County and considered all evidence concerning this matter.

 THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:
 1.  That the Regional Board delegates authority to the Executive

 Officer to grant exceptions to Basin Plan Prohibitions for theTruckee River Hydrologic Unit and the Lake Tahoe Basin forspecific discharges where:
 a.  the project qualifies for a waiver pursuant to Resolution

 No.  6-88-18, or is covered by the General Waste Discharge
 Requirements (Board Order No. 6-91-31), and

 b.  the project meets exception criteria of the North Lahontan
 Basin Plan or the Lake Tahoe Basin Plan, and

 c.  the project is:
 i.  limited to the placement of temporary structures belowthe high water rim of Lake Tahoe, such as steel boat

 launch extensions, when necessary to maintain existingaccess to Lake Tahoe when the surface elevation of Lake

 Tahoe falls below 6223 (Lake Tahoe Datum).  Temporary
 structures will be removed from Lake Tahoe within 12months of their installment, unless otherwise approved
 by the Regional Board, and/or

 ii. less than the following specific size limitations:
 (a)  500 square feet of coverage, or
 (b)  1,000 dquare feet of ground disturbance, or
 (c)  50 cubic yards of fill or excavation.
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 5-  AMENDED RESOLUTION NO. 6-90-22

 2.  Except in emergency situations, the Executive Officer shallnotify the Board and interested members of the public of his
 intent to issue a waiver or a Notice of Applicability subject tothis Resolution at least 10 days prior to issuance.

 3.  The Executive Officer shall submit a report to the Regional
 board at the regularly scheduled Board meetings listing the
 items issued subject to this Resolution since the lastnotification.

 4.  That this action delegating authority to the Executive Officer
 to grant exceptions is conditional and the Executive Officer may

 recommend that the Regional Board adopt waste discharge
 requirements for any of the specific types of discharge included
 in this Resolution.

 I, Harold J. Singer, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that theforegoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a Resolution adoptedby the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan
 Region, on May 9, 1991.

 HAROLD J. SINGER
 EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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 CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
 LAHONTAN REGION

 RESOLUTION NO. 6-88-18

 WAIVER FOR WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS
 FOR SPECIFIC TYPES OF DISCHARGES

 WHEREAS, Water Code Section 13260(a) requires that any person discharging
 waste or proposing to discharge waste within the Region, other than to a
 community sewer system, that could affect the quality of the waters of the
 state, shall file a report of waste discharge; and

 WHEREAS, the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan
 Region has a statutory obligation to prescribe waste discharge requirements
 except where a waiver is not against the public interest  pursuant to
 California Water Code Section 13269; and

-

 WHEREAS, California Water Code Section 13269 stipulates that any waiver of
 filing a report of waste discharge and/or prescribing waste discharge
 requirements shall be conditional and may be terminated at any time by the
 Regional Board; and

 WHEREAS, the Regional Board finds that waiving of waste discharge
 requirements for specific categories or types of projects or discharges,

 where such a waiver is not against the public Interest, would enable
 Regional Board staff resources to be used more effectively; and

 WHEREAS, the Regional Board finds that a waiver of waste discharge
 requirements for the types of discharges identified on the attachment to
 this Resolution would not be against the pubic' interest when the discharge
 is effectively regulated by other public agencies, by the discharger
 pursuant to State regulations or guidelines", or could not adversely affect
 the quality or the beneficial uses of the waters of the State; and

*

 WHEREAS, a Report of Waste Discharge shall be filed for any discharge for
 which a waiver is sought pursuant to this Resolution; and

 WHEREAS, discharge from a project cannot commence until such time as the
 Regional Board Executive Officer has prepared and sent a letter waiving
 waste discharge requirements for the project or the Regional Board has
 adopted waste discharge requirements for the project; and

 WHEREAS, the Regional Board finds that even 1f a discharge or project is
 identified on the attachment to this Resolution, waste discharge
 requirements may still be issued for that discharge or project if 1t
 represents a threat to water quality; and
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CALl FORNIA REG1 ONAL WATER QUAllTY CONTROL BOARD 
LAHONT AN REG1 ON 

RESOLUTION NO. 6-88-1 8 

WAIVER FOR WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS 
FOR SPECIFIC TYPES OF DISCHARGES 

WHEREAS, Water Code, Section 13260(a) requires t h a t  any person discharging 
waste o r  proposing t o  discharge waste w i t h i n  the Region, other than t o  a 
community sewer system, t ha t  coutd a f f e c t  the q u a l i t y  o f  the waters of the 
state, sha l l  f i l e  a repor t  of waste discharge; and 

WHEREAS, the Ca l i f o rn i a  ~ e ~ i o n a l  Water Q u a l i t y  Control Board, Lahontan 
Region has a s ta tu to r y  ob l iga t ion  1;o prescr ibe waste discharge requirements 
except where a waiver i s  not  against the pub l i c  in terest -  pursuant t o  
Ca l i f o rn i a  Water Code Section 13269; and 

WHEREAS, California Water Code Section 13269 s t i pu la tes  t h a t  any waiver of 
f i l i n g  a repor t  of waste dischar e and/or p resc r ib ing  waste discharge 
requirements sha l l  be condi t iona and may be terminated a t  any t ime by  the 
Regional Board; and 

9 
WHEREAS the e iona l  Board f inds t ha t  walvlng o f  waste dischatge S P requ i  rehents . o specif i c  categories o r  types - o f  p ro jec ts  o r  discharges, 
where such a waiver i s  not  against the pub l l c  In te res t ,  would enable 
Regional Board s t a f f  resources t o  be used more e f f ec t i ve l y ;  and 

WHEREAS, the Regional Board f i nds  t h a t  a waiver o f  waste dischatge 
requirements for  the  types o f  discharges i d e n t i f i e d  on the  attachment t o  
t h i s  Resolution would no t  be against the  pubic' i n t e r e s t  'when the' dischatge 
i s  e f f e c t i v e l y  regulated by other pub l i c  agencies, by t he  discharger'  . 
pursuant t o  State regu la t ions or '  gu'idelines-, o r  cou1 d no t  adversey  a f f e c t  
the  q u a l i t y  o r  the bene f i c ia l  uses of the  waters o f  the State; and 

WHEREAS, a Report o f  Waste Discharge sha l l  be f i l e d  f o r  any dischatge f o r  
which a waiver i s  sought pursuant t o  t h i s  Resolution; and 

WHEREAS, discharge from a p ro j ec t  cannot commence u n t i l  such t ime as the 
Regional Board Executive O f f i ce r  has prepared and sent a l e t t e r  waiving 
waste discharge requirements f o r  the p ro j ec t  o r  the Regional Board has 
adopted waste discharge requirements f o r  the p to jec t ;  and 

WHEREAS, the  Regional Board f i n d s  t h a t  even I f  a discharge o r  p r o j e c t  i s  
S den t i f  i e d  on t h e  attachment t o  t h i s  Resolut.fon, wcste discharge 
requirements may s t i l l  be issued f o r  t h a t  discharge or  p t o j e c t  i f  i t  
represents a t h r e a t  t o  water qua l i ty ;  and 
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 Waiver for Waste Discharge  -2­
 Requirements

 WHEREAS, the Regional Board staff has prepared a negative declaration in
 accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources
 Code, Section 21000 et seq.) and State guidelines, and the Regional Board
 has considered the negative declaration  and determined there will be no
 significant adverse impacts to the environment from the waiver of waste
 discharge requirements for the specific types of projects described in the
 attachment to this Resolution; and

 WHEREAS, the Regional Board held a hearing on January 14-15, 1988 in
 Ridgecrest, Kern County and considered all evidence concerning this matter.

 THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Regional Board waives waste discharge
 requirements for the specific types of waste discharges shown on the
 attachment to this Resolution except for those specific discharges for which
 waste discharge requirements have previously been adopted or where in the
 opinion of the Executive Officer, waste discharge requirements are
 necessary; and

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that those specific types of discharges shown on the
 attachment to this Resolution, must be in compliance with applicable
 sections of the Water Quality Control Plans for the North and South Lahontan
 Basins as amended and the Lake Tahoe Basin Water Quality Plan; and

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Regional Board adopts the Negative
 Declaration and directs the Executive Officer to file all appropriate
 notices; and

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this action waiving the issuance of waste
 discharge requirements is conditional and the Executive Officer can
 recommend that the Regional Board adopt waste discharge requirements for any
 of the specific types of discharges listed on the attachment.

 I, 0. R. Butterfield, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the
 foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a Resolution adopted by the
 California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region, on January
 14, 1988.

 D.  R. BUTTERFIELD
 .EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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Requirements 

WHEREAS, the Regional Board staff has prepared a negative declaration in 
accordance with the Cal i fornia Environmental Qual i ty Act (Pub1 ic Resources 
Code, Section 21000 et seq.) and State guidelines, and the Regional Board 
has considered the negative declara1;ion and determined there will be no 
significant adverse impacts to the environment from the waiver of waste 
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THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Regional Board wdives waste discharge 
requirements for the specific types of waste discharges shown on the 
attachment to this Resolution except for those specific discharges for which 
waste discharge requirements have previously been adopted or where in the 
opinion of the Executive Officer, waste discharge requi rements are 
necessary; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that those specific types of discharges shown on the 
attachment to this Resolution, must be in compliance with applicable 
sections of the Water Quality Control Plans for the North and South Lahontan 
Basins as amended and the Lake Tahoe Basin Water Qual ity Plan; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Regional Board adopts the Negative 
Declaration and directs the Executive Officer to file all appropriate 
notices; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this action waiving the issuance of waste 
discharge requirements is conditional and the Executive Off icer can 
recommend that the Regional Board adopt waste discharge requirements for any 
of the specific types of discharges listed on the attachment. 

I, 0. R .  Butterfield, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a Resolution adopted by the 
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region, on January 
14, 1988. 

0. R. BUTTERFICLD/ 
. .EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
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 ATTACHMENT TO RESOLUTION NO. 6-88-18  (WAIVER POLICY)

 WAIVER CONDITIONS

 TYPE OF PROJECT OR
 WASTE DISCHARGE

 Underground Tank Abandonments/

 Replacements

 Pier Repairs with No Increase
 1n Square Footage

 Minor Dredging Operations

 Stormwater Runoff

 Dewatering from Construction
 Sites

 Minor Stream Channel Alterations

 Sand, gravel and quarry opera­

 tions

 Erosion from construction

 CONDITIONS

 If regulated by Local Imple­

 menting Agencies (and TRPA for
 projects in the Lake Tahoe
 Basin)

 Use of sediment screens, adherence
 to "Guidelines for Erosion Control"
 as described 1n the Basin Plans, and
 approval of California Department of
 Fish and Game.

 When operation 1s short-term, spoil
 1s non-tox1c, and discharge 1s to
 land.

 No anticipated water quality
 Impacts, no NPDES permit required
 by Federal regulation, and no
 potential for contact with toxic or
 hazardous materials.

 No pollutants are present and
 there 1s no discharge to surface
 waters.

 Where regulated by California
 Department of Fish and Game under
 Fish and Game Code Section 1600 ­
 1603.

 Where all operations and wash waters
 are confined to land; no discharge
 to surface waters will occur and
 stockpiles are protected from
 flooding.

 Operation complies with the
 "Guidelines for Erosion Control"
 within the Basin Plans for the
 Lahontan Region (and utilizes the
 TRPA Best Management Practices for
 projects within the Lake Tahoe
 Basin).
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PTTACHMENT TO RESOLUTION NO. 6-88-18 (WAIVER POLICY 

JYPE OF PROJECT OR 
Y l i E  

WAIVER CONDITIONS 

Underground Tank Abandonment s/ If regulated by Local Imple- 
Rep1 acements mentlng Agencles (and TRPA for 

projects in the Lake Tahoe 
Bas In) 

Pier Repairs with No Increase Use of sediment screens, adherence 
in Square Footage to 'Guide1 ines for Erosfon Controlw 

as described In the Basfn Plans, and 
approval of Cal I forni a Department of 
Flsh. and Game. 

Minor Dredglng Operations When operation Is short-term, spoil 
Is non-toxic, and discharge Is to 
1 and. 

Stormwater Runoff No antlclpated water qua1 I ty 
impacts, no NPDES permit required 
by Federal regulation, and no 
potentla1 for contact with toxic or 
hazardous materl a1 s. 

Dewatering from Construction No pollutants are present and 
Sf tes there Is no discharge to surface 

waters. 

Minor Stream Channel A1 terations Where regulated by Cal I forni a 
Department of Fish and Game under 
Fish and Game Code Section 1600 - 
1603. 

Sand, gravel and quarry opera- Where all operations and wash waters . 
tions . are confined to 1 and; no discharge - 

to surface 'waters will occur and 
stockpiles are protected from 
floodlng. 

Erosion from construction Operation compl ies wl th the 
"Guide1 ines for Erosfon Control ' 
within the Basin Plans for the 
Lahontan Region (and util Ires the 
TRPA Best Management Practices for 
projects within the Lake Tahoe 
Bas in) . 
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 Test pumpings of fresh water  Pollutants are neither present in
 the groundwater nor are added, and
 the well is not part of a
 groundwater cleanup project.

 Discharge from flushing of
 domestic water lines and
 tanks

 Individual sewage disposal
 systems, and small commu­

 nity, commercial, Institu­

 tional and industrial oper­

 ations which utilize on-site
 wastewater treatment and
 disposal for domestic wastes

 Inert solid wastes (non-water
 soluble, non-decomposable,
 non-hazardous i.e. earth,
 rock, concrete, etc.)

 Underground Injection

 Use of reclaimed wastewater for
 soil compaction or dust
 control

 Confined animal wastes

 Discharge has no toxic or
 hazardous constituents.

 The discharge is not to
 surface waters.

 Small scale operations using
 good disposal and erosion
 control practices such that
 discharges to surface waters
 will not occur and complies with
 California Administrative Code,
 Title 23, Chapter 3,
 Subchapter 15, Section 2524.

 Where EPA’s Underground
 Injection Control permit Is
 determined to be adequate to
 protect groundwaters.

 Where applicable Dept. of
 Health Services’ guidelines
 are followed.

 Discharger complies with the
 California Administrative Code,
 Title 23, Chapter 3, Subchapter 15,
 and no NPDES permit is required by
 Federal regulation, and the
 California Environmental Quality Act
 has been complied with.
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Test pumpings of fresh water Pollutants are neither present fn 
the groundwater nor are added, and 
the well 3s not part of a 
groundwater sl eanup project. 

Discharge from flushing of Df scharge has no toxie or 
domestic water lines and hazardous constituents . 
tanks 

Individual sewage disposal The discharge 4s not to 
systems, and small cornmu- surface waters. 
nity, commerctal, Instdtu- 
tdonal end inclustrf a1 opera 
atdons which utilize on-site 
wastewater treatment and 
disposal for domestic wastes 

Inert sol id wastes (non-water Small scale operations usdng 
soluble, non-decomposabl e, good disposal and erosion 

. non-hazardous i ,em earth, control practices such that 
rock, concrete, etc.) . discharges to surface waters 

will not occur and compl ies with 
California Administrative Code, 

' Title 23, Chapter 3, 
Subchapter 15, Section 2524. 

Underground Injection 

Use of rerlaimed wastewater for 
soil compaction or dust 
control 

ConPi ned animal wastes 

Where EPA'e Underground 
Injection Control' permit is 
determined to be adequate to 
protect groundwaters. 

Where appl isable Dept. of 
Health Services' guide1 ineo 
are f 01 1 owed. 

Discharger compl ies with the 
Ca1 ifornia Administrative Code, 
Title 23, Chapter 3, Subehapter 15, 
and no MPDES pennit is required by 
Federal rsgul at i on, and the 
Cal i fornf a Envir~nmental Qua1 i ty Act 
has been compl iod with. 
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 Drilling muds

 Swimming pool discharges

 Lake or Reservoir drainage
 projects

 Timber Harvest Projects

 Minor Hydro projects

 Telephone, natural gas and
 electric utility vault
 and conduit flushing
 and draining

 Emergency action projects

 Geothermal well drilling/testing

 Pipeline/Tank Testing

 Discharges to sumps with at
 least two feet of freeboard.  Sump
 must be dried by evaporation or
 pumping.  Drilling muds may remain
 in sump only 1f discharger
 demonstrates it is inert waste.
 Sump area shall be restored to
 preconstruction state within sixty
 days of completion or abandonment of
 the well.

 Drainage contains no toxic levels
 of chlorine and no discharge to
 surface waters will occur.

 Pollutants are not present,
 discharge rates are-such that they
 do not cause erosion, sediment
 control measures are 1n place and
 beneficial uses of the downstream
 waterway are maintained.

 Operating under approved California
 Department of Forestry Timber
 Harvesting Plans or Federal Timber
 Sales.

 Operation under water rights .permit
 from the State Water Resources
 Control Board or California
 Department of Fish and Game
 conditions, no water quality impacts
 are anticipated, and California
 Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
 has been complied with.

 Where there is no discharge
 to surface waters and no toxic
 or hazardous materials within
 the discharge.

 Where an action 1s needed to protect
 water quality and waste discharge
 requirements may be adopted at a
 later date.

 Where no hazardous materials are
 used in drilling operations.

 Where freshwater is used.
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Dri 1 1 ing muds 

Swimming pool discharges 

Lake or Reservoir drainage 
projects 

Timber Harvest Projects 

Minor Hydro projects 

Telephone, natural gas and 
electric utility vault 
and conduit flushing 
and draining 

Emergency action projects 

Geothermal well drill ing/testing 

Pipe1 ine/Tank Testing 

-Discharges to sumps with at 
least two feet of freeboard. Sump 
must be dried by evaporation or 
pumping. Drilling muds may remain 
in sump only If discharger 
demonstrates It Is Inert waste. 
Sump area shall be restored to 
preconstruction state within sixty 
days of completion or abandonment of 
the well. 

Drainage contains no toxic levels 
of chlorine and no discharge to 
surface waters will occur. 

Pollutants are not present, 
discharge rates are- such that they 
do not cause eroston, sediment 
control measures are In place and 
beneficial uses of the downstream 
waterway are maintained. 

Operating under approved Cal i forni a 
Department of Forestry Timber 
Harvesting Plans or Federal Timber 
Sales. 

Operation under water rights :permit 
from the State Water Resources 
Control Board or Cal i forni a 
Department of Fish and Game 
conditions, no water quality impacts 
are anticipated, and California 
Environmental Qua1 i ty Act (CEQA) 
has been complied with. 

Where there is no discharge 
to surface waters and no toxic 
or hazardous materials within 
the discharge. 

Where an action is needed to protect 
water quality and waste discharge 
requirements may be adopted at a 
1 ater date. 

Where no hazardous materials are 
used in drilling operations. 

Where freshwater is used. 
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 ATTACHMENT  "B"

 (20.3.D)

 other  project area, may be applied to the
 total  area encompassed by Land Capability
 Districts  4  through  7,  inclusive,  to
 determine  the  amount  of  coverage,  to
 which amount stay be added the aggregate
 of base coverages attributable to por­

 tions of the parcel or other project area
 within  Land  Capability  Districts
 through 3, inclusive.  No coverage shall
 be placed on any land within Land Capa­

 bility Districts 1 through 3, inclusive,
 except  as provided in Subsection 20.3.A.

 (b)  Transferred Coverage:  Zn the event additional
 coverage is permitted by transfer of land
 coverage pursuant to Subsection 20.2.B,  the
 amount  of total coverage shall be calculated
 by applying the 'percentage coverage figures

 set forth in Subsection 20.2.B to the project
 area  determined  pursuant  to  Subparagraph
 20.3.D(l).

 (c)  Land Coverage In Right-Of-Way:  Existing or
 proposed land coverage in a public street or
 highway right-of-way shall be attributable to
 the  owner  of  the  right-of-way.  Proposed

 coverage in such right-of-way shall be pur­

 suant to a transfer of land coverage based
 upon  a  ratio  of one  square  foot of  land
 coverage retired for each square foot of new
 coverage proposed.  Transfer of such coverage

 shall  be  pursuant  to  the  requirements  of
 Subsection 20.3.C.  The owner of the right-of­
 way may arrange the transfer of land coverage
 with  the person, if any, benefiting from the
 proposed land coverage in the right-of-way.

 (3)  Calculation  Of  Permissible  Land  Coverage  Under
 IPES:  Calculation of permissible land coverage for
 parcels subject to ZPES shall be in accordance with
 Chapter 37.

 (4)  Overhang Allowance:  For every three feet off of
 the ground surface,  one foot of the horizontal
 overhang dimension  shall be  excluded from land
 coverage  calculations.  The  remainder  of  the
 overhang shall be counted.

 20.4  Prohibition  Of  Additional  Land  Coverage  In  Land  Capability

 Districts la, lc, 2 And 3 And lb (Stream Environment Zones):  No
 additional land coverage or other permanent land disturbance shall
 be permitted in Land Capability Districts la, lc, 2, and 3 and
 Land  Capability District lb (stream environment zones) except as
 follows:
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ATTACHMENT "B" 

other  p ro jec t  area,  may be applied t o  t h e  
t o t a l  a rea  encompassed by Land Capabil i ty 
I l i s t r i c t s  4 through 7 ,  inclusive,  t o  
Cletermine the  amount of coverage, t o  
which amount may be added t h e  aggregate 
of base coverages a t t r i b u t a b l e  t o  por- 
t:Sons of t h e  parce l  o r  other  p ro jec t  area  
within Land Capabi l i ty  D i s t r i c t s  1 
through 3, inclusive.  No coverage s h a l l  
Lm placed on any land within  Land Capa- 
b i l i t y  Districts 1 through 3, inclusive,  
atxcept a s  provided i n  Subsection 20.3.A. 

(b) Transferred Coverage: I n  t h e  event addi t ional  
coverclge is permitted by t r a n s f e r  of land 
coveraLge pursuant t o  Subsection 20.2 -8, t h e  
amount:. of  ' t o t a l  coverage s h a l l  be  calculated 
by ap,plying t h e  'percentage coverage f i gu re s  
s e t  f o r t h  i n  Subsection 20.2.8 t o  t he  p ro j ec t  
a rea  determined pursuant t o  Subparagraph 
20.3.D(1). 

(c) Land Coverage Xn Right-Of-Way: Exis t ing o r  
proporied land coverage i n  a publ ic  street o r  
highway right-of-way s h a l l  be  a t t r i b u t a b l e  t o  
t h e  c>wner of t h e  right-of-way. Proposed 
coverage i n  such right-of-way c h a l l  be pur- 
suant t o  a t r a n s f e r  of land coverage based 
upon a r a t i o  of one square foo t  of land 
coverage r e t i r e d  f o r  each square foo t  of new 
coverage proposed. Transfer  of such coverage 
s h a l l  be pursuant t o  t h e  requirements of 
Subsec:tion 20.3.C. The owner of the  right-of- 
way may arrange t he  t r a n s f e r  of land coverage 
w i t h  t he  person, i f  any, benef i t ing from the  
proposed land coverage i n  t he  right-of-way. 

3 Calculation Of Permissible Land Coveraqe Under 
IPES: Ca1c:ulation of permissible land coverage f o r  - 
pa rce l s  sub jec t  t o  IPES c h a l l  be i n  accordance with 
Chapter 37. 

(4)  Overhang Allowance: For every t h r ee  f e e t  o f f  of 
t h e  ground surface,  one f o o t  of t h e  hor izontal  
overhang d,imension s h a l l  be  excluded from land 
coverage ~calculat ions .  The remainder of t h e  
overhang s h a l l  be counted. 

20.4 Prohibi t ion Of Additionril Land Coverage I n  Land Capabi l i ty  
D i s t r i c t s  l a ,  l c ,  2 And :I And l b  (Stream Environment Zones): No 
addi t iona l  land coverage o r  o ther  permanent land disturbance s h a l l  
be permitted i n  Land Capabil i ty D i s t r i c t s  l a ,  l c ,  2, and 3 and 
Land Capabi l i tv  D i s t r i c t  lb (stream e n v i r o 6 e n t  tones) except a s  
follows : 
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 20.4.&  Exceptions For Lend Capability Districts 1a, 1c, 2 And 3 
 Prohibition:  The  following exceptions  apply  to  the 
 prohibition of land coverage and disturbance in Land 
 Capability Districts la, 1c, 2 and 3: 

 Cl)  IPES:  Land coverage and disturbance for single

 family houses may be permitted in Land Capability

 Districts  1a, 1c,  2  and 3,  when reviewed and
 approved  pursuant  to  IPES  in  accordance  with
 Chapter 37.

 (2)  Public  Outdoor  Recreation  Fragilities:  Land
 coverage  and  disturbance  for  public  outdoor
 recreation  facilities,  which  includes  public

 recreation  projects  on  public  lands,  private
 recreation projects through use of public lands,

 I and private recreational projects on private lands
 that  are depicted or provided for on a public
 agency’s recreational plan, bay be permitted in
 Land  Capability Districts la, lc, 2 and 3 if TRPA
 finds  that* ,  '.

 (a)  The project is a necessary part of a public

 agency’s long-range plans for public outdoor
 recreation;

 (b)  The project is consistent with the Recreation
 Element of the Regional Plan;


 (c)  The project, by its very nature, must be sited
 in Land Capability Districts 1a, 1c, 2 or 3,

 such as a ski run or hiking trail;  .

 Cd)  There is no feasible alternative which avoids
 or reduces the extent of encroachment in Land
 Capability Districts 1a, 1c, 2 and 3; and

 (e)  The impacts of the coverage and disturbance •
 are fully mitigated through means including,

 but not limited to, the following:
 (i)  Application of best management practices;

 and
 (ii)  Restoration, in accordance with Section

 20.4.C,  of  land  in  Land  Capability
 Districts 1a, 1c, 2 and 3 in the amount
 of 1.5 times the area of land in such
 districts Covered 'or disturbed for the
 project beyond  that  permitted by the
 coefficients in Subsection 20.3.A.

 (3,  Public  Service  Facilities:  Land  coverage  and
 disturbance for public service facilities may be
 permitted in Land Capability Districts 1a, 1c, 2
 and 3  if TRPA finds that:
 (a)  The project is necessary for public health,


 safety or environmental protection;
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 (20.4.A)

 (b)  There is no reasonable alternative, including
 relocation, which avoids or reduces the extent
 of encroachment in Land Capability Districts
 1a, 1c, 2 and 3; and

 (c)  The impacts of the coverage and disturbance
 are fully mitigated in the manner prescribed

 by Subparagraph 20.4.A(2)(e).  '

 (4)  Erosion Control And Other Environmentally Oriented
 Projects And Facilities:  Land coverage and dis­

 turbance  may  be  permitted  in  Land  Capability

 Districts 1a,  1c,  2  and 3  for erosion control
 projects,  habitat  restoration projects,  wetland
 rehabilitation projects,  stream environment sone
 restoration ’  projects,  and  similar  projects,
 programs and facilities if TRPA finds that:
 (a)  The project, program or facility is necessary

 for environmental protection; and
" 

 (b)'  There is no reasonable alternative,  including

 relocation, which avoids or reduces the extent
 of encroachment in Land Capability Districts
 1a, 1c, 2 and 3.

 20.4.B  Exceptions  For  Lana  capability  District  lb  (Stream

 Environment Zone):  The following exceptions apply -to the
 prohibition of land - coverage and disturbance in land
 capability district lb (stream environment zone):
 (1)  Stream Crossings:  .Land coverage and disturbance

 for  projects  to  effect  access  across  stream
 environment zones to otherwise buildable sites, if
 such  projects  otherwise  comply with  applicable
 development  standards  in  Chapter  27,  may  be
 permitted in Land Capability District lb  (stream
 environment zones) if TRPA finds that:
 (a)  There is no reasonable alternative, including

 relocation, which avoids or reduces the extent
 of encroachment  in  the  stream  environment
 zone,  or that encroachment is necessary to
 reach the building site recommended by IPES;

 and

 (b)  The impacts of the land coverage and disturb^
 ance  are fully mitigated in the manner set
 forth in Subparagraph 20.4.A(2) (e),  with the
 exception that the restoration requirement in
 such  Subsection shall apply exclusively to
 stream environment zone lands.
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 (20.4.B, 
 (2)  Public  Outdoor  Recreation:  Land  coverage  and 

 disturbance for public outdoor recreation facili­
 ties stay be permitted in Land Capability District 
 lb (strew environment sones) if TRPA finds that: 

 (a)  The project is a necessary part of a public 
 agency's long range plans for public outdoor 
 recreation/ 

 (b,  The project is consistent with the Recreation 
 Element of the Regional Plan;

 (c)  The project, by its very nature must be sited 
 in a stream environment zone, such as bridges, 
 stream crossings, ski run crossings, fishing 
 trails, and boat launching facilities;

 (d)  There is no feasible alternative which would 
 avoid or reduce the extent of encroachment in 
 the stream environment zone; and 

 (e)  The impacts of the land coverage and dis­
 turbance are fully mitigated in the manner set 
 forth in Subparagraph 20.4.A(2)(e), with the 
 exception that the restoration requirement in 
 such Subsection  shall apply exclusively to 
 stream environment zone lands. 

 {3}  Public Service:  Land coverage and disturbance for 
 public  service ­ facilities  may be  permitted  in 
 Land Capability District lb  (stream environment 
 zones) iff TRPA finds that:'  -
 (a)  The. project is necessary for public health, 

 safety or environmental protection;  . 
 (b)  There is no reasonable alternative, including

 a bridge span or relocation, which avoids or 
 reduces  the extent of encroachment in the 
 stream environment zone; and 

 (c)  The impacts of the  land coverage and dis­
 turbance are fully mitigated in the manner set 
 forth in Subparagraph 20.4.A(2)(e),  with the 
 exception that the restoration requirement in 
 such Subsection shall apply exclusively to 
 stream environment zone lands. 

 (4)  Erosion Control And Other Environmentally Oriented 
 Projects And Facilities:  Land coverage and dis­
 turbance  may  be  permitted  in  Land  Capability
 District lb (stream environment zones) for erosion 
 control  projects,  habitat  restoration  projects, 
 wetland rehabilitation projects, stream environment 
 zone restoration projects and similar projects,
 programs and facilities if TRPA finds that: 
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 0.4.B) 
 (a)  The project, program, or facility is necessary


 for environmental protection) and
 (b)  There is no reasonable alternative, including

 relocation, which avoids or reduces the extent
 of  encroachment  in  the  stream  environment
 zone.

 20.4.C  Restoration  Requirements:  The  following  requirements

 apply to restoration:

 (1)  The  restoration  requirements  of  Subparagraph
 20.4.A(2)(e), may be accomplished onsite or offsite
 by the applicant or another agency approved by

 TRPA.  Such restoration requirements shall be in

 .  lieu of any land coverage transfer requirement or
 water quality mitigation fee pursuant to Chapter


 •  82.
 (2)  Only land which has been disturbed or consists of

 hard  coverage of soft coverage shall be eligible

 for  credit  for  restoration.  Restoration plans

 shall require restoration to cause the area to
 function in a natural state with provisions for
 permanent  protection  from  further  disturbance.
 Lands disturbed by the project and then restored
 are not eligible for credit.  Permanent protection

 from further disturbance shall include, but not be
 limited  to,  recordation by the  owner  of  deed
 restrictions, or other covenants running with the
 land, on a form approved by TRPA, against parcels

 in  private  ownership,  permanently  assuring  the
 restoration  requirements  of  Subparagraph
 20.4.A(2)(e).  TRPA  shall  obtain  appropriate
 assurance from a public agency that the require­

 ments of Subparagraph 20.4.A (2)(e) are met.

 20.5  Excess Land Coverage Mitigation Program:  This Section applies to
 projects where the amount of land coverage existing prior to the
 project in the project area exceeds the base land coverage for the
 project .area prescribed by Subsection 20.3.A.  Land coverage in
 excess of the base land coverage, shall .be mitigated by the
 transfer of land coverage pursuant to Subsection 20.3.C or the
 land coverage mitigation program set forth in this Section.
 20.5.A  Implementation Of Program:  Except as otherwise provided


 by Subsection 20.5.B, all projects on parcels, or other
 applicable project areas, with unmitigated excess land
 coverage, shall be subject to the land coverage mitiga­

 tion program set forth in this section.  Projects subject

 to the program shall reduce land coverage by the amounts
 specified in Subparagraph 20.5.A(l) and (2).
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20.4.B

Subsection 20.4.A(5)

(5) Tyrolian Village: Land coverage and disturbance
for single family houses nay be permitted in Land
Capability Districts 1a, 1c, 2 and 3, when reviewed
and approved in accordance with Chapter 36, on
parcels in Tyrolian Village, Units *1 through 5,
inclusive, for which complete applications were
filed and accepted by TRPA pursuant to the "Agree- 
ment Between The Tyrolian Village, Inc. And The
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency Regarding Erosion
Control Improvements And Reclassification Of Upper
Tyrolian Village" dated May 26, 1963."

Exceptions For Land Capability District lb (Stream
Environment Zone): The following exceptions apply to the 
prohibition of land coverage and disturbance in land 
capability district lb (stream environment zone):
(1) Stream Crossings1 Land coverage and disturbance 

for projects to effect access across stream 
environment zones to otherwise, buildable sites, if 
such projects otherwise' comply with applicable 
development standards in Chapter 27, may be 
permitted in Land Capability District lb (stream 
environment zones) if TRPA finds that:
(a) There is no reasonable alternative, including

relocation, which avoids or reduces the extent
of encroachment in the stream environment
zone, or that encroachment is necessary to
reach the building site recommended by IPES;
and

(b) The impacts of the land coverage and disturb­
ance are fully mitigated in the manner set
forth in Subparagraph 20.4.A(2)(e), with the
exception that the restoration requirement in
such Subsection shall apply exclusively to
stream environment zone lands.

(2) Public Outdoor Recreation: Land coverage and
disturbance for public outdoor recreation facili­
ties may be permitted in Land Capability District
lb (stream environment zones) if TRPA finds that:
(a)

(b)
(c)

The project is a necessary part of a public
agency's long range plans for public outdoor
recreation;
The project is consistent with the Recreation 
Element of the Regional Plan;
The project, by its very nature must be sited 
in a stream environment zone, such as bridges, 
stream crossings, ski run crossings, fishing 
trails, and boat launching facilities; in 
accordance with the Guidelines Regarding 
Public Outdoor Recreation Facilities and
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 Subeecticna 20.4.B(4), 20.4.B(4)(o)
 and 20.4. C 

 (20.4.B) 

 (d) 

 (e) 

 Activities  Which  Create  Additional  Land 
 Coverage or Permanent Disturbance and Which By
 Their Very Nature Need Not Be Sited in Sensi­
 tive Lands (1a, 1b, 1c, 2, 3 or SEZs), Water 
 Quality Management Plan for the Lake Tahoe 
 Region, Volume I, Table 16, dated November,
 1988. 
 There is no feasible alternative which would 
 avoid or reduce the extent of encroachment in 
 the stream environment sone; and 
 The impacts of the  land coverage and dis­
 turbance are fully mitigated in the manner set 
 forth in Subparagraph 20.4.A(2)(e),  with the 
 exception that the restoration requirement in 
 such Subsection  shall apply exclusively to 
 stream environment sone lands. 

 (3)  '  Public Service:  land coverage and disturbance for 
 facilities  may be  permitted  in 

 lb  (stream environment
 public  service 
 Land Capability District 
 zones) if TRPA finds that: 
 (a)  The project is necessary for public health,

 safety or environmental protection;
 (b)  There is no reasonable alternative, including

 a bridge span or relocation, which avoids or 
 reduces  the  extent of encroachment  in  the 
 stream environment zone; and 

 (c)  The impacts of the land coverage and dis­
 turbance are fully mitigated in the manner set 
 forth in Subparagraph 20.4.A(2)(e),  with the 
 exception that the restoration requirement in 
 such Subsection  shall  apply exclusively to 
 stream environment zone lands. 

 (4)  Water Quality Control Facilities:  Land coverage
 and disturbance may be permitted in Land Capability 
 District lb (stream environment zones) for erosion 
 control  projects,  habitat  restoration  projects,
 wetland rehabilitation projects, stream environment 
 zone  restoration projects  and similar projects,
 programs arid facilities if TRPA finds that: 
 (a)  The project, program, or facility is necessary 

 for environmental protection;
 (b)  There is no reasonable alternative, including

 relocation, which avoids or reduces the extent 
 of  encroachment  in  the  stream  environment 
 zone; and 

 (c)  Impacts are fully mitigated and,  if appli­
 cable, transferred land coverage requirements
 pursuant to 20.3.C(2)(e) are met. 

 20  -  26
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 20.4.C  Restoration  Requirements:  The  following  requirements
 apply to restoration:

 (1)  The  restoration  requirements  of  Subparagraphs
 20.3.C{2)(e) and 20.4.A(2) (e), stay be accomplished
 onsite or offsite  by the  applicant or another
 agency approved by TRPA. Such restoration require­
 ments shall be in lieu of any land coverage trans­

 fer requirement or water quality mitigation fee
 pursuant to Chapter 82.

 (2)  Only land which has been disturbed or consists of
 hard  coverage or soft coverage shall be eligible

 for  credit  for  restoration.  Restoration  plans

 shall require restoration to pause the area to
 function in a natural state with provisions for
 permanent  protection  from  further  disturbance.
 Lands disturbed by the project and then restored
 are not eligible for credit.  Permanent protection
 from 	further disturbance shall include, but not be

 limited  to .recordation  by  the  owner  of deed
 restrictions, or other covenants running with the 
 land, on a form approved by TRPA, against parcels
 i n pri vate ownership,permanently  assuring  the 
 restoration  requirements  of  Subparagraphs
 20.3.C(2)(e) or 20.4.A(2)(e), as applicable.  TRPA 
 shall obtain appropriate assurance from a public

 agency that the requirements of Subparagraph 20.3.C

 (2) (e) or 20.4.A(2) (e) , as applicable are met. 
 20.5  Excess Land Coverage Mitigation Program : This Section applies to 

 projects where the amount of land coverage existing prior to the
 project in the project area exceeds the base land coverage for the
 project area prescribed by Subsection 20.3.A.  Land coverage in
 excess  of the  base  land  coverage shall be mitigated by the
 transfer of land coverage pursuant to Subsection 20.3.C or the land 

 coverage mitigation program set forth in this Section.

 20.5.A  Implementation Of Program:  Except as otherwise provided
 by Subsection 20.5.B, all projects on parcels, or other 
 applicable project areas, with unmitigated excess land 

 coverage, shall be subject to the land coverage mitiga­
 tion program set forth in this section.  Projects subject
 to the program shall reduce, land coverage by the amounts
 specified in Subparagraph 20.5.A(l) and (2).
 (1)  Excess Coverage Calculation!  Excess land coverage


 equals the existing amount of land coverage, less 
 the total of the following: the maximum allowable
 amount of base coverage; the amount of coverage

 approved by transfer; and the amount of coverage

 previously mitigated under this Section.
 Excess Coverage (% sq. ft.) =Existing Coverage (% 
 sq. ft.) -  (Maximum coverage (% sq. ft.) + Trans­
 fered Coverage  (% sq. ft.) + Previously Mitigated
 Coverage (% sq. ft.)).
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 CALIFORNIA REGIONAL HATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
 LAHONTAN REGION

 RESOLUTION NO. 6-93-08

 DELEGATING AUTHORITY TO THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO GRANT EXCEPTIONS TO
 BASIN PLAN PROHIBITIONS REGARDING DISCHARGES OF EARTHEN MATERIALS TO

 FLOODPLAINS AND STREAM ENVIRONMENT ZONES

 WHEREAS, The California Regional Hater Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region
 finds that:

 1.  Hater Code Section 13260(a) requires that any person discharging waste
 or proposing to discharge waste within the Region, other than to a
 community sewer system, that could affect the quality of the waters of
 the state, shall file a report of waste discharge.

 2.  The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region,
 has a statutory obligation to prescribe waste discharge requirements for
 the discharge of any waste that could affect water quality except that
 waste discharge requirements may be waived when 1t 1s not against the
 public interest pursuant to California Water Code Section 13269.

 3.  The Regional Board adopted Resolution No. 6-88-18, "Waiver of Waste
 Discharge Requirements for Specific Types of Discharges" which specifies
 the types of projects for which the Executive Officer can waive Waste
 Discharge Requirements.

 4.  The Regional Board adopted General Waste Discharge Requirements, Board
 Order No. 6-91-31, regulating discharges from the construction of small
 commercial, multi-family residential, utility and public works projects
 within the Tahoe Basin.  The General Permit allows the Executive Officer
 to issue a Notice of Applicability for specific projects, thus allowing
 construction to proceed under provisions of the General Waste Discharge
 Requirements.

 5.  The Water Quality Control Plan for the North Lahontan Basin (North
 Lahontan Basin Plan), as amended, prohibits the discharge or threatened
 discharge attributable to human activities of solid or liquid waste
 materials including soil, silt, clay, sand and other organic and earthen
 materials, due to the placement of said materials below the highwater
 rim of Lake Tahoe or within the 100-year flood plain of the Truckee
 River or any tributary to Lake Tahoe or the Truckee River.
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 -i-  RESOLUTION 6-93-08 

 6.  The North Lahontan Basin Plan allows an exception to the prohibitions of
 Finding No. 5 for the Truckee River and Little Truckee River Hydrologic
 Units for only the following types of projects:

 o  projects solely Intended to reduce or mitigate existing
 sources of erosion or water pollution

 o  bridge abutments and approaches and other essential
 transportation facilities identified 1n a County plan

 o  projects necessary to protect public health or safety or to
 provide essential public services

 o  projects necessary for public recreation

 o  repair or replacement of existing structures

 o  outdoor recreation projects within the 100-year flood plain
 which have been man-altered by grading and/or filling
 activities which occurred prior to June 26, 1975.

 7.  The North Lahontan Basin Plan allows an exception to the prohibitions of
 Finding No. 5, for the project types listed in Finding No. 6, only when
 the Regional Board makes all of the following findings:

 o  There is no reasonable alternative to locating the project
 or portions of the project within the 100-year flood plain.

 o  The project, by Its very nature, must be located within the
 100-year flood plain.  The determination of whether a
 project, by its very nature, must be located in a 100-year
 flood plain shall be based on the type of project proposed,
 not the particular site proposed.

 o  The project Incorporates measures which will insure that any
 erosion and surface runoff problems caused by the project
 are mitigated to levels of insignificance.

 o  The project will not individually or cumulatively with other
 projects, directly or Indirectly, degrade water quality or
 impair beneficial uses of water.

 All 100-year flood plain areas and volumes lost as a result
 of the project will be completely mitigated by restoration
 of a previously disturbed flood plain within or as close as
 practical to the project site.  The restored, new, or
 enlarged flood plain shall be of sufficient area and volume
 to more than compensate for the flood flow attenuation
 capacity, surface flow treatment capacity, and groundwater
 flow treatment capacity which are lost as a result of the
 project.

B-118
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 8.  The Lake Tahoe Basin Mater Quality Plan (Lake Tahoe Basin Plan), as
 amended prohibits the following:

 o  discharge from new development 1n stream environment zones
 or which 1s not 1n accordance with land capability

 o  discharge to stream environment zones

 9.  The Lake Tahoe Basin Plan states that the prohibitions listed 1n Finding
 No. 8 shall not apply to any structure the Regional Board, or a
 management agency designated by the State Board to Implement the Lake
 Tahoe water quality plan, approves as reasonably necessary;

 o  to control existing sources of erosion or water pollution,

 o  to carry out the 1988 TRPA regional transportation plan,

 o  for health, safety, or public recreation,

 o  for access across SEZ's to otherwise buildable parcels

 Approval of exemptions shall Include the findings set forth
 In Section 20.4 of Tahoe Regional Planning Agency's Code of
 Ordinances.

 10.  Both the North Lahontan Basin Plan and the Lake Tahoe Basin Plan Use the
 terms "exception" and "exemption" Interchangeably.  For the purposes of
 this Resolution, the term "exception" will be used 1n all places other
 than where quoted directly from the Plans.

 11.  On March 8, 1990, the Regional Board adopted Resolution No. 6-90-22,
 which delegated authority to the Executive Officer to grant exceptions
 to the Basin Plan Prohibitions referred to 1n Findings No. 5 and 8
 above.  The Resolution delegated this authority for projects that can
 meet the necessary exception findings and that meet the following size
 criteria:

 a.  less than 500 square feet of coverage, or

 b.  less than 1,000 square feet of ground disturbance, or

 c.  less than 50 cubic yards of fill or excavation.

 12.  Since Resolution No. 6-90-22 was adopted, several prohibition exceptions
 have been granted by the Executive Officer.  However, due to the size
 limitations mentioned above, many projects which would otherwise qualify
 for a waiver or approval under the General Waste Discharge Requirements
 are required to obtain an exception from the Regional Board.
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 -4-  RESOLUTION 6-93-08

 13.  The Regional Board finds that delegating authority to the Executive
 Officer to grant the exceptions to the prohibitions when the project
 meets conditions for a waiver or approval under the General Waste
 Discharge Requirements and meets the exception criteria In the North
 Lahontan Basin Plan or Lake Tahoe Basin Plan would enable Regional Board
 staff  to use resources more effectively.

 14.  The Regional Board finds that delegation of authority to grant
 exceptions can allow qualifying projects to proceed In a more timely
 manner.

 15.  The Regional Board finds that delegating authority to the Executive
 Officer to grant exceptions to the Basin Plan prohibitions specified in
 Findings No. 5 and 8 for projects of less than 1,000 square feet of new
 Impervious coverage, and 2,000 square feet of new ground disturbance and
 100 cubic yards of fill or excavation would not be'against the public
 interest when the discharge is mitigated as required by the Basin Plans,
 and will not adversely affect the quality or the beneficial uses of the
 waters of the State.

 16.  A Report of Waste Discharge shall be filed for any discharge for which
 approval is sought pursuant to this Resolution.

 17.  Discharge from a project cannot commence until such time as the Regional
 Board Executive Officer has prepared and sent a letter indicating that
 an exception to the Basin Plan prohibitions is granted and that waste
 discharge requirements for the project are waived or the General Waste
 Discharge Requirements are applicable.

 18.  The Regional Board held a hearing on January 28 and 29, 1993 in Truckee,
 California and considered all evidence concerning this matter.

 THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:

 1.  The Regional Board delegates authority to the Executive Officer to grant
 exceptions to Basin Plan Prohibitions for the Truckee River Hydrologic
 Unit and the Lake Tahoe Basin for specific discharges where:

 a.  the project qualifies for a waiver of Waste Discharge
 Requirements or can be covered under General Waste Discharge
 Requirements, and

 b.  the project meets exception criteria of the North Lahontan
 Basin Plan or the Lake Tahoe Basin Plan, and

 c.  the project is less than the following specific size
 limitations:
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 -5-  RESOLUTION 6-93-08

 1)  1,000 square feet of new Impervious coverage, and

 2)  2,000 square feet of new ground disturbance, and

 3)  100 cubic yards of fill or excavation.

 2.  Except in emergency situations, the Executive Officer shall notify the
 Board and interested members of the public of his Intent to issue an
 exception subject to this Resolution at least ten (10) days before the
 exemption is Issued.  A notice of the exception will. also be published
 1n a local newspaper and interested parties will be allowed at least
 seven (7) days to submit comments.  All comments received and staff's
 response to the comments will be forwarded to the Board with the
 proposed exception.  Any Regional Board member may direct that an
 exception not be granted by the Executive Officer and that it be
 scheduled for consideration by the Regional Board.

 3.  This action delegating authority to the Executive Officer to grant

 exceptions is conditional and the Executive Officer may recommend that
 certain exception requests be considered by the Regional Board.

 4.  Resolution No. 6-90-22 is hereby rescinded.

 I, Harold J. Singer, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing
 is a full, true, and correct copy of a Resolution adopted by the California
 Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region, on January 29, 1993.

 HAROLD/J. SINGER
 EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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  CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
  LAHONTAN REGION

  RESOLUTION 82-4
  Approving the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency's


  Mitigation Fee Program as an Offset Policy
  WHEREAS, the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan
  Region, finds:

  1.   On October 29, 1980, the State Water Resources Control Board
  (State Board) adopted the Lake Tahoe Basin Water Quality Plan,

  and

  2.   The Regional Board is responsible for implementing this plan

  unless other agencies adopt and enforce adequate control measures,

  and

  3.   The plan prohibits discharges from new development in the Lake
  Tahoe Basin which is not offset by the implementation of remedial
  control projects for existing erosion and surface runoff problems,
  and

  4.   The plan encourages the development by local or regional governments

  of an offset policy or policies whereby permission for new development

  is linked to accomplishment of remedial projects.   Such policies

  may allow the payment of offset fees or the performance of remedial
  work   by landowners on an individual basis, and   ­

  5.   The plan directs the Regional Board to review the progress of
  local governments toward the development of adequate offset policies
  within eighteen months (by May, 1982), and to adopt and enforce a
  Regional Board offset policy if necessary, and

  6.   The Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) has adopted a schedule
  of mitigation fees for new development.   These fees' are paid by
  landowners upon the issuance of building permits, and deposited

  in joint accounts administered by TRPA and county or city governments.
  The funds in these accounts are to be used as the local shares
  of the costs of remedial erosion control projects, and

  7.   In adopting an amended "208” Water Quality Management Flan for
  the Lake Tahoe Basin, TRPA adopted the priority system for remedial
  control projects in California which is set forth in the State
  Board plan, and

  8.   The mitigation fee schedule and project priority system together

  meet   the State Board plan's criteria for an offset policy.   However,
  the mitigation fees may not be adequate to fund the local shares
  of remedial project costs, and

  B-123



                                 

         
                           

                              
                           

            
                              

            
                              

                                  
                              

               

                                        
                                     

                        

      
   

  RESOLUTION 82-4   -2­

  9.   No other local or regional government has developed an offset
  policy.

  THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:
  1.   The Tahoe Regional Planning Agency's mitigation fee program is

  approved as the offset policy for new development on high

  capability land in the Lake Tahoe Basin Water Quality Plan,

  for the 1982 building season.

  2.   The Regional Board will review the ongoing implementation of
  the TRPA offset program. ­

  3.   The Regional Board reserves the right to adopt and implement
  its own offset policy at a later date if the TRPA mitigation

  fee program proves inadequate to meet the requirements of the
  Lake Tahoe Basin Water Quality Plan.

  I, Roy C. Hampson, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a
  full, true and correct copy of a Resolution adopted by the California Regional Water
  Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region, on March 11, 1982.

  ROY/C. HAMPSON
  EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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  CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
 LAHONTAN REGION

 RESOLUTION 82-6
  Interpretation of the Water Quality Control Plan for the

 North Lahontan Basin Regarding Eagle Lake High Water Line

  WHEREAS, the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Regi on, finds:
  1.   The Regional Board is committed to the protection of the water quality of

 Eagle Lake and i ts tributary surface and groundwaters, and
  2.   The Regional Board has designated in the Water Quality Control Plan for

 the North Lahontan Basin that the present and potential beneficial uses
  of the Eagle Lake Hydrologic Subunit are:   municipal and domestic supply,
 agricultural supply, groundwater recharge, water-contact recreation,  non-
 water-contact recreati on, cold freshwater habitat, wildlife habitat,  and
 preservation of rare and endangered species, and

  3.   The Regional Board finds that the maintenance of the water quality of
 Eagle Lake is dependent upon the maintenance of high quality surface and
 groundwater i nflows, and

  4.   The Water Quality Control Plan for the North Lahontan Basin requires a
 minimum separation of 200 feet from a lake or reservoir as measured by the
 high water li ne, and

  5.   The Water Quality Control Plan for the North Lahontan Basin does not define
 a high water line for Eagle Lake, and

  6.   The Regional Board staff has prepared an extensive staff report entitled,
  "Interpretation of the North Lahontan Basin Plan Regarding Eagle Lake
  High Water Line" that addresses all of the followi ng:  substantial evidence
 that  the discharge of waste from certain onsite waste disposal systems will 
 impair present or future beneficial uses o  water,cause pollution, 
 nuisance,contami nati on, and unreasonably degrade the quality of water of the Eagle
 Lake Basi n: consideration of possible adverse i mpacts i f such discharge is-
 permi tted; failure rates of any existing individual disposal systems;
 evidence of exi sti ng, pri or, or potential contami nati on; existing and planned
 land use; dwelling density; historic population growth; consideration of
 past, present, and probable beneficial uses of the water: environmental
 characteristics of the hydrographic unit; water quality considerations that
 could be reasonably achieved through the coordinated control of all factors
 which affect water quality in the area; economic considerations; and the need
 for developing housing in the region, and

  7-   The Regional Board staff has evaluated the approximate 100 year high water
 line for Eagle Lake and determined i t to be 5117.5 feet, and

  B-125 B-125



  RESOLUTION 82-6   -2­

  8.   The Water Quality Control Flan for the North Lahontan Basin requi res a
  minimum depth of soil of five feet from the bottom of a disposal pi t to
  groundwater, and

  9.   The groundwater depth near Eagle Lake fluctuates with lake level and the  
 groundwater gradient is approximately +4.5 feet/1000 feet of horizontal  
 distance from the lake, and

  10.   The Regional Board staff has determined that disposal of waste to onsite
  subsurface disposal systems located on lands below a surface elevation of  5130 
 feet will result in violations of the Water Quality Control Plan for
  the North Lahontan Basin when the elevation of Eagle Lake reaches 5117.5 feet,  
 and

  11.   The discharge of waste from subsurface disposal systems installed at ele­
 vations such that they would easily be flooded would result in a direct  
 discharge of human pathenogenic bacteria and viruses and a potentially  
 significant increase in nutrient loading to the lake, and

  12.   Such discharges would result in violation of the following water quality  
 objectives of the Water Quality Control Plan for the North Lahontan Basin;
  .   Surface wastes shall not contain concentrations of coliform organisms  

 attributable to human waste

  .   For groundwaters used for domestic or municipal supply the median  
 concentration of coliformorganisms over any seven-day period shall  
 be less than 2.2/100ml

  and will impair present or future beneficial uses of the Eagle Lake  
 Hydrologic Subunit, will cause pollution, nuisance, or contamination, or  
 unreasonably degrade the quality of the waters of the Eagle Lake Hydro­
 
 logic Subunit.

  THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that!
  1.   For purposes of protecting water quality and implementing the Water Quality  

 Control Plan for the North Lahontan Basi n, the Regional Board defines the  
 high water line of Eagle Lake to be 5117.5 feet given the present status of  
 the Bly Tunnel and its seal, and

  2.   No discharge of waste from any subsurface disposal system located on any 
 lot or portion of a lot in the Eagle Lake Basin with a surface elevation 
 less than 5130 feet or that is indicated as below the 5130 foot elevation
  on Figures  3 through 6 and 8 through 14 of the March, 1982 staff report,
  "Interpretation of the North Lahontan Basin Plan Regarding Eagle Lake High 
 Water Li ne", shall be permitted which did not discharge prior to
  May 13, 1982.
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  RESOLUTION 82-6

  An exemption to this prohibition may be granted by the Executive Officer  
 after presentation by the proposed discharger to the Regional Board and the  
 County Sanitarian of geologic and hydrologic evidence that subsurface  
 disposal will not, individually or collectively result in pollution or  
 nuisance.   This evidence shall include submission of data on surface  
 elevation, lake elevation, and groundwater elevation at the time of lake  
 elevation measurement, for the portion of the lot to be used for sub­
 
 surface disposal plus any additional evidence that the Regional Board's  
 Executive Officer indicates as necessary in determining that the subsurface  
 disposal system will not individually or collectively result in pollution  or 
 nuisance.

  I, Roy C. Hampson, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a  full, 
 true and correct copy of a Resolution adopted by the California Regional Water  
 Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region, on May 13, 1982.

  ROY C. HAMPSON  
 EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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  CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
  LAHONTAN REGION

  RESOLUTION 82-7
  Regarding Regional Board Policy on Geothermal
  Development in the Eagle Lake Hydrologic Unit

  WHEREAS, the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan
  Region, finds:

  1.   The Regional Board is committed to the protection of the water
  quality in Eagle Lake and its tributary surface and groundwaters.

  2.   The Regional Board recognizes that the maintenance of the water
  quality of Eagle Lake is dependent upon the maintenance of its high
  quality surface and groundwater inputs.

  3.  The Regional Board is supportive of Geothermal Resource development
 throughout the Lahontan Region where it can be shown that such'  
 development can take place without risk of significant water quality
 degradation.  i

  4.   Adequate mitigation measures for the protection of water quality
  are not contained in either draft or final environmental assessments
  or in subsequent special stipulations proposed by the U.S. Forest
  Service in consideration of granting leases for geothermal resource
  explorations in the Eagle Lake Hydrologic Unit.

  ,   5.   Geothermal development within the Eagle Lake Basin poses the risk of
  highly   significant adverse water quality impacts within the Eagle
  Lake Hydrologic Unit.   •

  6.   The Regional Board is in the process of evaluating existing and
 potential water quality conditions within the Eagle Lake Basin and
  will be proposing amendments to the Eagle Lake Hydrologic Unit portions
 of the North Lahontan Basin Water Quality Plan for consideration
  by the Regional Board by early 1983.

  THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:
  1.   It is the policy of the Regional Board to oppose any further consideration

  of geothermal exploration or development in the Eagle Lake Basin until
  such time as it can be shown that such activities can be conducted
  without any risk or significant water quality degradation.
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  2.   This policy be reviewed by the Regional Board at such time that
  revisions are considered for the Water Quality Control Plan for the
  Eagle Lake Basin or at such time that information is submitted to the
  Regional Board that proposed Geothermal drilling activities within the
  Eagle Lake Basin will not pose a risk of significant water quality
  degradation.

  I, Roy   C. Hampson, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a
  full, true and correct copy of a Resolution adopted by the California Regional
  Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region, on May 13, 1982.

  ROY/C.   HAMPSON
  EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 

LAHONTAN REGION

BOARD ORDER NO. 6-93-104 
NPDESNO. CA 103080 G916001 

WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS  
FOR 

GENERAL NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM PERMIT 
FOR SURFACE WATER DISPOSAL OF TREATED GROUND WATER 

Lahontan Region . 

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region (Regional Board), finds: 

1. Justification for the General Permit 

Numerous unauthorized releases of petroleum product and chlorinated hydrocarbon 
pollutants have impacted ground waters of the Lahontan Region. Releases occur from 
leaking underground and aboveground fuel tanks and other unauthorized discharges. 

Several treatment technologies currently employed for remediation include the extraction 
and aboveground treatment of ground water. Such methods include disposal to nearby 
surface waters. 

The discharge of water from a ground water treatment unit to navigable waters is a 
discharge of waste that could affect the quality of the waters of the United States. This 
Permit covers the discharge of treated ground water from cleanups of pollution, other than 
through a community wastewater collection and treatment facility, to surface waters of the 
United States. 

40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 122.28 provides for the issuance of general permits 
to regulate discharges of waste which are generated from similar sources. On September 
22, 1989, the US Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) and the State Water 
Resources Control Board (SWRCB) entered into a memorandum of agreement which 
authorized and established procedures for the SWRCB and the Regional Boards to issue 
general National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permits in accordance 
with 40 CFR 122.28. 

2. Issuance of the General Permit 

The responsible party(ies) and property owner, or solely the property owner, are considered 
as "Discharger" for the purposes of this Permit. 

An NPDES application must be filed by the Discharger for each proposed discharge to be 
covered by this Permit. The application must include an appropriate filing fee. Information 
necessary to support the application is listed in a separate document titled Information to 
Support Discharge of Treated Ground Water to Surface Waters (Application). This 
document may be obtained from either Regional Board Office. 
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This Permit shall only apply to Dischargers to whom a Notice of Applicability (NOA) has 
been issued by the Executive Officer. A NOA must be issued for each proposed discharge. 

3. Wastewater Description 

The primary pollutants covered by this Permit are petroleum product and chlorinated 
hydrocarbon constituents. Petroleum hydrocarbon constituents include total petroleum 
hydrocarbons measured as gasoline, diesel, kerosene, fuel oil, and heavier carbon ranges; 
benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes; tetraethyl lead; and, ethylene dibromide. 
Chlorinated hydrocarbon constituents include trichloroethene and tetrachlorothene and their 
secondary degradation products. A complete list of constituents covered by this Permit are 
included in the Discharge Specification section of the Permit. 

4. North/South Lahontan Basin Plan 

The Regional Board adopted Water Quality Control Plans for the North and South Lahontan 
Basins on June 26, 1975 and May 8, 1975, respectively. This Permit implements these 
Plans, as amended. 

The SWRCB has adopted a Water Quality Plan for the Lake Tahoe Basin. This Plan 
contains water quality objectives for all waters of the Lake Tahoe Basin. This Permit 
implements the Lake Tahoe Plan. 

The North and South Lahontan Basin Plans contain prohibitions for the discharge of waste 
to surface waters in the following areas of the Lahontan Region: 

a. North Lahontan Basin Plan Prohibitions 

i. Surprise Valley, Eagle Lake, Madeline Plains, and the Honey Lake 
Hydrologic Unit. 

ii. Truckee River, Lake Tahoe, East and West Fork Carson River, and East and 
West Fork Walker River Hydrologic Unit. 

iii. 	 Glenshire and Devonshire subdivisions 

b. South Lahontan Basin Plan Prohibitions 

i. Mono - Owens Planning Unit 

(1) Rush Creek Watershed above the outlet from Grant Lake 

(2) Mill Creek and Lee Vining Creek Watersheds 

(3) The Owens River and tributaries upstream of Crowley Lake above an 
elevation of 7,200 feet 

B-132 B-132



(4) The Owens River and Tributaries downstream of Crowley Lake above 
an elevation of 5,000 feet 

(5) Mammoth Creek Watershed above an elevation of 7,650 feet, 
including the drainage area of the community of Mammoth Lakes 

(6) Inyo County Service Area No. 1, including Assessment Districts No. 
1 and No. 2, Rocking K subdivision, and City of Bishop 

ii. Antelope Valley Planning Area

(1) The Antelope Hydrologic Unit above an elevation of 3,500 feet

iii. Mojave River Planning Area

(1) The Mojave Hydrologic Unit above an elevation of 3,200 feet

(2) Silver Lake Watershed

(3) Deep Creek Watershed above an elevation of 3,200 feet

(4) Grass Valley Creek Watershed above an elevation of 3,200 feet

(5) The Mojave River upstream of the Lower Narrows at Victorville 

(6) Area North of State Highway 18 within the area commonly known as 
Apple Valley Desert Knolls 

5. Beneficial Uses

The designated uses of ground waters within the Lahontan Region as designated in the 

North and South Lahontan Basin Plans are:

a. municipal and domestic supply
b. industrial supply
c. agricultural supply
d. freshwater replenishment

These beneficial uses apply to all ground waters of the Region except where lesser 
beneficial uses are designated in the Water Quality Control Plans. 

The designated uses of surface waters in the Lahontan Region as designated in the North 
and South Lahontan Basin Plans are: 
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a. municipal and domestic supply
b. agricultural supply

B-133



c. industrial service supply
d. ground water recharge
e. water contact recreation
f. non-contact water recreation

warm freshwater habitatg-
h. cold freshwater habitat
i. wildlife habitat
j- saline water habitat
k. hydropower generation
1. preservation of rare and endangered species
m. freshwater replenishment

These beneficial uses apply to surface waters of the Lahontan Region except where lesser 
beneficial uses are designated in the Water Quality Control Plans. 

6. Discharge Prohibition Exemption

The proposed discharges covered by this Permit are ground water that has been treated to  
nondetectable contaminant concentrations and will not individually or collectively, directly  
or indirectly, affect water quality or result in a pollution or nuisance. Therefore, the  
proposed discharges may be granted an exemption to the above discharge prohibitions  
where  such exemptions are allowed for in the Basin Plans.

7. Established Water Quality Standards

SWRCB Resolution No. 68-16 

SWRCB Resolution No.  68-16 is a part of the North and South Lahontan Basin Plans and 
describes.a nondegradation policy for the waters of the State.  Man-made fuel constituents-------------
are not naturally occurring, and thus pre-existing background concentrations of these 
constituents are considered nondetectable (below current analytical laboratory detection  
limits) in waters of the Region. 

Existing Best Practicable Treatment (BPT) for the treatment of polluted ground water is 
capable of reliably removing most man-made constituents to nondetectable levels. The 
commonly achieved detection limits for these constituents in ground water are as follows: 

Detection Analytical
Constituent Level Units Methods*

Total Petroleum 50 Mg/1 EPA Method 8015 
Hydrocarbons (C2 - C46) 

Benzene 0.1 Mg/1 EPA Method 602 
Toluene 0.5 Mg/1 EPA Method 602 
Xlylene 0.5 Mg/1 EPA Method 602 
Ethylbenzyne 0.5 Mg/1 EPA Method 602 
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Detection Analytical
Constituent Level Units Methods*

Total Lead 1.0 Mg/1 Graphite Furnace AA
Naphthalene 0.5 Mg/1 EPA 610
Methyl t-butylether (MTBE) 40.0 Mg/1 EPA 8020 or 8015
Ethylene Dichloride (EDB) 0.02 gg/1 DHS-AB1803
1,2 Dichloroethane 0.5 Mg/1 EPA 601

(1,2 DCA)
Trichloroethane (1,1,1 TCA) 0.5 Mg/1 EPA 601
Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 0.5 Mg/1 EPA 601
Trichloroethene (TCE) 0.5 Mg/1 EPA 601
Trans-1,2 Dichloroethene 0.5 Mg/1 EPA 601

(Trans-1,2 DCE)
Cis-1,2 Dichloroethene 

(Cis-1,2 DCE)
0.5 Mg/1 EPA 601

1,1 Dichloroethene 0.5 Mg/1 EPA 601
(1,1 DCE)

1,1 Dichloroethane 0.5 Mg/1 EPA 601
(1,1 DCA)

1,1,2 Trichloroethane 0.5 Mg/1 EPA 601
(1,1,2 TCA)

Vinyl Chloride 0.5 ug/1 EPA 601

Alternative analytical methods that provide equivalent detection limits may be 
proposed in the NPDES Permit application.

Primary Drinking Water-Standards

The State of California and/or the USEPA have set primary drinking water standards for the 
following hydrocarbon constituents as follows: .

Constituent Level Units Consideration

EDB 0.02 μg/1 Primary State of CA MCL
1,2 DCA 0.50 μg/1 Primary State of CA MCL
Total Lead 15 μg/1 Primary Federal MCL
Benzene 1.0 μg/1 Primary State of CA MCL
Toluene 100 μg/1 Primary State of CA MCL
Xylenes 680 μg/1 Primary State of CA MCL
Ethylbenzene 1760 μg/1 Primary State of CA MCL
PCE 5 μg/1 Primary State of CA MCL
TCE 5 μg/1 Primary State of CA MCJ
1,1,1 TCA 200 μg/1 Primary State of CA MCL
trans-1,2 DCE 10 μg/1 Primary State of CA MCL
cis-1.2 DCE 6 Pri  State of CA MCLμg/1 mary 
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Constituent Level Units Consideration 

1,1 DCE 6 μg/1 Primary State of CA MCL 
1,1 DCA 5 μg/1 Primary State of CA MCL 
1,1,2 TCA 32 μg/1 Primary State of CA MCL 
Vinyl Chloride 0.5 μg/1 Primary State of CA MCL 

Secondary Drinking Water Standards 

The State of California has set secondary drinking water standards for taste and odor of all 
constituents at a maximum contaminant level of three threshold odor units (TOU) Section 
64473, Title 22, of the California Code of Regulations. The Federal EPA has proposed 
secondary drinking water standards for a select group of constituents based on a three TOU 
concentration (Federal Register, Vol. 54, No. 97, pp. 22138, 22139). The following 
proposed secondary standards are lower than or equal to the primary drinking water 
standards set for these constituents by the State of California. 

Constituent Level Units Consideration 

Total Petroleum 100 μg/l Taste and Odor 
Hydrocarbons (C2-C46) 

Toluene 42 μg/1 Taste and Odor 
Ethylbenzene 29 μg/1 Taste and Odor 
Total Xylenes 17 μg/l Taste and Odor 

EPA Health Advisory Levels 

The USEPA has established Health Advisory levels for selected petroleum product 
constituents in ground water as follows: 

Constituent Level Units Consideration 

Naphthalene 20 μg/l Health Advisory 
Methyl t-butyl 
ether (MTBE) 40 μg/1 Health Advisory 

8. Resolutions

The Regional Board has considered antidegradation pursuant to 40 CFR 131.12 and  
SWRCB Resolution No. 68-16 and finds that the subject discharges are consistent with the  
provisions of these policies. An antidegradation analysis is not necessary for this Permit.
Discharges not consistent with the provisions of these policies and regulations are not  
covered by this general Permit.B-136



	9. Clean Water Act 

Effluent limitations, toxic, and pretreatment effluent standards established pursuant to 
Sections 301, 302, 304, and 307 of the Clean Water Act and amendments thereto are 
applicable to the discharge. 

10. California Environmental Quality Act Compliance 

The action to adopt an NPDES Permit is exempt from the provisions of the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code Section 21000, it seq.) in 
accordance with Section 13389 of the California Water Code and Section 15263 of the 
CEQA. 

11. Notification of Interested Parties 

The Regional Board has notified interested agencies and persons of its intent to prescribe 
WDRs. 

12. Consideration of Public Comments 

The Regional Board, in a public hearing, heard and considered all comments pertaining to 
the discharge.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Discharger shall comply with the following:

I. DISCHARGE SPECIFICATIONS 

A. Effluent/Discharge Limitations 

Numerical effluent limitations listed below include 30-day median and daily 
maximum values. Thirty-day median concentration limits listed below are based on 
what is achievable by Best Practicable Treatment (BPT). BPT for petroleum and 
chlorinated hydrocarbon constituents is capable of reliably treating to below 
laboratory detection limits. Daily maximum values are based established water 
quality standards which are protective of beneficial uses of ground and surface 
waters of the Lahontan Region. 

Thirty-day median values are to be calculated based on the analytical results of 
samples obtained over 30 successive days ("running 30-day median"). A sufficient 
number of samples must be collected and analyzed to demonstrate compliance with 
the effluent limitations. 

Discharge Specifications of this Permit list the 30-day median effluent limitations. 
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μg/1

If the analytical results of effluent sampling indicate a detectable concentration of a 
constituent that is listed in the NOA, then sufficient samples must be collected and 
analyzed during the ensuing 30 days to demonstrate compliance with the 30-day 
median effluent limitations. The running 30-day median time frame shall begin the 
day the sample containing a detectable concentration was collected. Any detected 
concentration above a daily maximum value listed in this Permit is a violation of the 
Permit. 

1. The discharge of an effluent in excess of the following limits is prohibited.
All samples of effluent are to be single grab samples.

30-day Daily 
Constituents Units Median Maximum 

Total Petroleum μg/l <50 100 
Hydrocarbons (C2-C46) 

Benzene μg/1 <0.50 1.0 
Toluene <0.50 42.0 
Ethylbenzene μg/1 <0.50 29.0 
Total Xylenes μg/1 <0.50 17.0 
Total Lead μg/1 <1.0* 15.0 
Naphthalene μg/1 <0.5 20 
MTBE μg/1 <40 40 
EDB μg/1 <0.02 0.02 
1,2 DCA μg/1 <0.50 0.50 
1,1,1 TCA μg/1 <0.50 200 
PCE μg/1 <0.50 5.0 
TCE μg/1 <0.50 5.0 
Trans-1,2 DCE μg/1 <0.50 10 
Cis-1,2 DCE μg/1 <0.50 6 
1,1 DCE μg/1 <0.50 6 
1,1 DCA μg/1 <0.50 5 
1,1,2 TCA μg/1 <0.50 32 
vinyl chloride μg/1 <0.50 0.50 

* This 30-day median limit could be set above 1.0 /μg/1 if the Discharger can
demonstrate in the NPDES Permit Application that background Total Lead 
concentrations in the receiving water are greater than 1.0μg/1. Any 30-day 
median limit allowed above 1.0 gg/1 will be listed in the NOA. All samples 
for total lead are to be filtered samples. 

2. The discharge shall not have a pH of less than 6.5 nor greater than 8.5.
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3. There shall be no acute or chronic toxicity in undiluted effluent. Acute
toxicity is defined as less than ninety percent survival fifty percent of the
time and less than seventy percent survival ten percent of the time.
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The tests shall be conducted using standard test organisms in undiluted 
effluent in 96-hour static or continuous flow tests. Chronic toxicity shall be 
in accordance with and as defined in Short-Term Methods for Estimating the 
Chronic Toxicity of Effluent and Receiving Waters to Freshwater Organisms, 
EPA-600/4-85-014. 

B. Receiving Water Limitations 

1. The discharge shall not cause the presence of the following substances or 
conditions in a receiving water: 

a. Concentrations of dissolved oxygen to fall below 7.0 mg/1. If 
background dissolved oxygen of the receiving water is less than 7.0 
mg/1, then the discharge shall not depress the natural dissolved oxygen 
concentration. 

b. Oils, greases, waxes, or other materials to form a visible film or 
coating on the water or ground surface. 

c. Oils, greases, waxes, floating material (liquids, solids, foams, and 
scums) or suspended material to create a nuisance or adversely affect 
beneficial uses. 

d. Toxic substances in concentrations that produce detrimental 
physiological responses in human, plant, animal, aquatic life. 

e. Aesthetically undesirable discoloration. 

f. Fungi, slimes, or other objectionable growths. 

g. Turbidity to increase more than 10 percent of background levels, 
and/or to levels toxic to natural flora and/or fauna. 

h. The normal ambient pH to fall below 6.5, exceed 8.5, change by 
more than 1.0 units, or change to a level that is toxic to the natural 
flora and/or fauna. 

i. Deposition of material that causes nuisance or adversely affects 
beneficial uses. 

j. The normal ambient temperature to be altered more than five degrees  
Fahrenheit. 

k. Radionuclides to be present in concentrations that are harmful-to 
human, plant, animal, or aquatic life, or that results in the 
accumulation of radionuclides in the food web to an extent that 
presents a hazard to human, plant, animal nr annatir life 
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l. Concentrations of radionuclides in excess of the maximum 
contaminant levels specified in the California Code of Regulations, 
Title 22, Division 4, Chapter 15. 

m. Taste or odor-producing substances to impart undesirable tastes or 
odors to fish flesh or other edible products of aquatic origin, or to 
cause nuisance or adversely affect beneficial uses. 

n. Violation of any applicable water quality standard for receiving waters 
adopted by the Regional Board or the SWRCB pursuant to the Clean 
Water Act and regulations adopted thereunder. 

C. General Requirements and Discharge Prohibitions 

1. All discharges covered by this Permit shall be limited to treated ground water 
from the investigation and remediation of ground water pollution. This 
Permit shall apply only to discharges that meet the following conditions. 

a. The identified pollutants have effluent limitations prescribed in this 
general Permit; 

b. The treatment system is capable of reliably meeting all prescribed 
effluent limitations in this general Permit; and 

c. The general water quality of the discharge is of equal to or better 
water quality than that of the receiving water. General water quality 
is to be determined as part of the Permit application process. 

2. There shall be no discharge, bypass, or diversion of polluted or partially 
treated ground water, sludge, grease, oils, purge water, development water, 
or pump test water from the collection, transport, or disposal facilities to 
adjacent land areas or surface waters. 

3. The discharge shall not cause a pollution as defined in Section 13050 of the 
California Water Code, or a threatened pollution. 

4. Neither the treatment nor the discharge shall cause a nuisance as defined in 
Section 13050 of the California Water Code. 

5. The discharge of treated wastewater except to the disposal point(s) authorized 
in the NOA is prohibited. 

6. The discharge shall not cause erosion of sediments. 
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H. PROVISIONS 

A. Discharge Prohibitions 

Discharges regulated by this Order are hereby exempt from the Discharge 
Prohibitions described in the North and South Lahontan Basin Plans where the Basin 
Plans provide for such exemptions. 

B. Standard Provisions 

The Discharger shall comply with the "Standard Provisions for Waste Discharge 
Requirements," dated July 1, 1993, in Attachment "A", which is made part of this 
Permit. Items 13 and 16 of the Standard Provisions do not apply to this general 
Permit. 

C. Monitoring and Reporting 

1. Pursuant to the California Water Code Section 13267(b), the Discharger shall 
comply with the Monitoring and Reporting Program No. 93-104 as specified 
by the Executive Officer. 

( 

2. The Discharger shall comply with the "General Provisions for Monitoring 
and Reporting", dated July 1, 1993, which is attached to and made part of 
the Monitoring and Reporting Program. 

D. Applicability 

1. Wastewater remediated by the treatment unit may typically be generated from 
the following sources during the investigation and/or remediation of ground 
water pollution: 

a. Ground water extracted from the underlying aquifer as part of the 
ground water remediation process. 

b. Potentially polluted ground water generated during aquifer pump tests. 

c. Potentially polluted well development water. 

d. Potentially polluted well purge water generated during ground water 
monitoring. 

2. This Permit does not pre-empt or supersede the authority of other agencies to 
prohibit, restrict, or control the discharge of treated ground water, b-141 I B-141



	

3. When individual WDRs are issued to a Discharger otherwise subject to this 
Permit, the applicability of this Permit to the Discharger is automatically 
terminated on the effective date of the individual Permit. 

4. Dischargers currently regulated under an existing NPDES Permit shall 
continue to be regulated by the existing Permit until its expiration. At least 
180 days prior to expiration of the existing Permit, the Discharger shall file a 
revised Report of Waste Discharge (RWD). The Discharger shall be subject 
to the requirements of this general Permit only after a NOA has been issued 
by the Executive Officer. 

E. Expiration Date 

This general Permit expires on November 17, 1998. However, the general Permit 
shall continue in force and effect until a new general Permit is issued. 

F. National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 

This Permit shall become the NPDES Permit pursuant to Section 402 of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act or amendments thereto upon its adoption by the 
Regional Board. 

The NPDES Permit becomes effective 10 days after adoption by the Regional Board 
provided no objection from the USEPA have been received. If the Regional 
Administrator objects to its issuance, the Permit shall not become effective until such 
objection is withdrawn. 

G. Definitions 

"Waste” as used in this Permit includes, but is not limited to, any waste or waste 
constituent as defined in Section 13050 of the California Water Code, or Section 
2601, Article 10, Chapter 15, Title 23, of the California Code of Regulations. 

H. Operation and Maintenance 

The Discharger shall not allow pollutant-free wastewater to be discharged into the 
collection, treatment, and disposal system in amounts that significantly diminish the 
system’s capability to comply with this Permit. Pollutant-free wastewater may 
include rainfall, ground water, surface water, cooling waters, and condensates. 

I. Notifications of Modifications 

1. At least 180 days prior to making any change in the discharge point (Outfall), 
place of use, or purpose of use of the wastewater, the Discharger shall file a 
new RWD/NPDES application. Any change in the character of the influent 
shall be reDorted to the Regional Board 
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GENERAL ORDER FOR DISCHARGE -13- WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS 
OF TREATED WATER TO SURFACE BOARD ORDER NO. 6-93-104 
WATERS FROM THE INVESTIGATION NPDES NO. CA 0103080 
AND CLEAN-UP OF POLLUTION 

2. In the event of any change in control or ownership of land or waste discharge 
facilities presently owned or controlled by the Discharger, the Discharger 
shall notify the succeeding owner or operator of the existence of this Permit 
by letter. A copy of this letter should be immediately forwarded to this 
office. 

3. The Discharger shall notify the Regional Board within 30 days when the 
clean-up activities are complete or the discharge will no longer occur. At 
that time the Executive Officer will consider withdrawal of the NOA. Once 
the NOA is withdrawn, the Discharger will no longer be covered by this 
Permit. 

I, Harold J. Singer, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and 
correct copy of an NPDES Permit adopted by the California Regional Water Quality Control 
Board, Lahontan Region, on November 19, 1993. 

HAROLD J. SINGER 
EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

Attachments: A. Standard Provisions for Waste Discharge Requirements 
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 CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 

 LAHONTAN REGION

 MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM NO. 93-104 
 NPDES NO. CA 0103080 

 FOR 

 GENERAL NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM 
 PERMIT FOR SURFACE WATER DISPOSAL OF TREATED GROUND WATER 

 I.  MONITORING 

 The Information to Support Discharge of Treated Ground Water to Surface Waters 
 (Application) necessitates the submittal of laboratory analytical data from ground 
 water samples collected from ground water monitoring wells within the ground water 
 pollution plume.  Based on these analysis, the final Report of Waste Discharge 
 (RWD) should indicate all constituents of concern (COCs) that will be treated by the 
 ground water treatment system. 

 The following Influent, Effluent, and Receiving Water Monitoring schedules detail 
 sampling frequency.  Constituents to be sampled for will be listed in the Notice of 
 Applicability (NOA).  Under certain adverse conditions, more frequent sampling is 
 required if it is appropriate.  An adverse condition is defined as any problem which 
 does or could affect treatment facility efficiency.  If at any time the system is shut 
 down for a continuous time period greater than 60 days, the influent, effluent, and 
 receiving water monitoring programs and toxicity testing must be reinitiated unless 
 otherwise specifically approved by the Executive Officer. 

 A.  Treatment Facility Startup Monitoring 

 Prior to disposal of any treatment effluent, the Discharger shall conduct startup 
 monitoring to confirm that the treatment unit will produce effluent that 
 complies with standards prescribed in the National Pollutant Discharge 
 Elimination System (NPDES) Permit.  During startup monitoring, the 
 Discharger shall direct the treatment unit discharge to a temporary, impervious 
 storage container.  Startup monitoring shall be conducted until two consistent, 
 consecutive sample results indicate that the treatment system effluent has 
 stabilized and is in compliance with the Permit.  Samples shall be collected a 
 minimum of twelve and a maximum of 72 hours apart.  Only treatment unit 
 effluent is required to be analyzed during startup monitoring.  Any treatment 
 unit discharge that does not meet discharge specifications for effluent shall not 
 be discharged to surface waters. 
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 GENERAL ORDER FOR DISCHARGE      
 OF TREATED WATER TO SURFACE      
 WATER FROM INVESTIGATION AND     
 CLEANUP OF POLLUTION

 MONITORING AND REPORTING
  PROGRAM NO. 93-104
 NPDES NO. CA 0103080

 B.  Flow Monitoring 

 The following information shall be recorded in a permanent log book: 

 1.  The total volume, in gallons, of wastewater flow to the treatment
 facility for each day.

 2.  The total volume, in gallons, of wastewater flow to the treatment
 facility each month.

 3.  The average flow rate, in gallons per day, of wastewater flow to the
 treatment facility for each month.

 4.  The total volume of wastewater discharged from the treatment facility
 each month.

 C.  Treatment Facility Influent Monitoring 

 The purpose of the required influent monitoring is to verify the efficiency of 
 the treatment system.  Influent samples shall be collected after the last 
 connection and before the wastes enter the treatment system.  Influent samples 
 should be representative of the volume and nature of the influent.  Time of 
 collection for grab samples must be discretely recorded.  Specific constituents 
 to be monitored shall be named in the NOA. 

 The minimum sampling frequency shall be as follows: 

 1.  During the first two months of treatment unit operation, influent
 samples shall be collected on the 1st, 2nd, 4th, 7th, 14th, 21st, 28th,
 42nd, and 56th days of operation.

 2.  During the third to sixth month, influent sampling shall be conducted
 every 30 days.

 3.  Thereafter, influent sampling shall be conducted every 90 days.

 D.  Treatment Facility Effluent Monitoring 

 Effluent samples shall be collected immediately downstream of the last 
 connection through which wastes can be admitted into the outfall.  Effluent 
 samples should be representative of the volume and nature of the discharge. 
 Time of collection of grab samples shall be discretely recorded.  The required 
 sampling frequency shall be the same as that for the influent monitoring 
 program as described above. 
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 E.  Receiving Water Monitoring 

 All receiving water samples shall be grab samples.  Receiving water samples 
 shall be collected in the same frequency as detailed in the influent monitoring 
 program above.  Receiving water samples shall be obtained from the 
 following: 

 Station  Description 

 R-l  Upstream from the discharge point at a location specified in the 
 NOA 

 R-2  No greater than 100 feet down stream of the discharge point at a 
 location specified in the NOA 

 R-3  If applicable, the ultimate receiving water at a location specified 
 in the NOA 

 In conducting any receiving water sampling in accordance with the required 
 sampling frequency, a log shall be kept of the receiving water conditions 
 throughout the reach bounded by Stations R-l, R-2, and R-3.  Attention shall 
 be given to the presence or absence of: 

 a.  floating or suspended matters
 b.  discoloration
 c.  bottom deposits
 d.  aquatic life

 Notes on receiving water conditions shall be maintained in a permanent 
 logbook and summarized in the monitoring report. 

 H.  TOXICITY TESTING 

 1.  The Discharger shall perform toxicity testing, as described below, on
 the undiluted effluent.  The effluent sample shall be collected
 immediately after discharge from the treatment unit, but prior to the
 wastewater reaching the receiving water.  The tests shall be performed
 upon startup of the treatment facility and may also be required annually
 thereafter depending on the results of the initial toxicity testing.
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 Subsequent rounds of annual sampling shall be performed within 365 
 days of the startup date, and the results submitted to the California 
 Regional Water Quality Control Board Lahontan Region (Regional 
 Board) within 30 days thereafter.  The results of the subsequent four 
 annual tests, if required, shall be submitted to the Regional Board 
 within 365 days of the previous annual sampling.  The species to be 
 used in the toxicity analysis and procedures are described below. 

 2.  All tests shall be conducted on grab samples of undiluted treatment
 facility effluent.  Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) shall be used to
 determine whether differences between control and effluent data are
 significant.

 a.  The Discharger shall conduct a seven day Ceriodaphnia survival
 and reproduction test on samples of undiluted effluent.  Toxicity
 will be demonstrated if there is a statistically significant
 difference at the 95 % confidence level in survival or growth
 between Ceriodaphnia exposed to an appropriate control water
 and undiluted effluent.  All test solutions shall be renewed daily.
 If in any control, more than 20% of the test organisms die, that
 test (control and effluent) shall be repeated.  Further, if in any
 control, the reproduction rate (of offspring per female) averages
 less than 15, that test (control and effluent) shall be repeated.

 b.  The Discharger shall conduct an eight day Pimephales promelas
 (fathead minnow) embryo larval survival and teratogenicity test
 on samples of undiluted effluent.  Toxicity will be demonstrated
 if there is a statistically significant difference at the 95 %
 confidence level in survival or growth between Pimephales
 promelas exposed to an appropriate control water and undiluted
 effluent.  All test solutions shall be renewed daily.  If in any
 control, more than 20% of the test organisms die, that test
 (control and effluent) shall be repeated.

 c.  The Discharger shall conduct a four day aquatic plant growth
 test on samples of undiluted effluent.  Toxicity will be
 demonstrated if there is a statistically significant difference at
 the 95% confidence level in cell density, biomass, or
 chlorophyll absorbance between Selenastrum capricomutum
 exposed to appropriate control water and undiluted effluent.  If
 in any control, the initial cell density decreases by more than
 20%, that test (control and effluent) shall be repeated.
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 3.  If any one test indicates the effluent is toxic, then another confirmatory
 chronic toxicity test using the specified methodology and same test
 species shall he conducted within 15 days.  In no case shall the second
 confirmatory test results be submitted to the Regional Board later than
 365 days from the previous annual sampling.

 4.  All test species, procedures, and quality assurance criteria used shall be
 in accordance with Short-term Methods for Estimating the Chronic
 Toxicity of Effluent and Receiving Waters to Freshwater Organisms.
 Section 13; Ceriodaphnia Survival and Reproduction Test Method
 1002.0, Section 12; Fathead Minnow (Pimephales promelas) Embryo
 Larval Survival and Teratogenicity Test Method 1001.0, Section 14;
 Algal (Selenastrum capricornutum) Growth Test Method 1003.0, EPA
 600/4-85-014.  After one year of toxicity monitoring the results of the
 three species tests will be evaluated by the Regional Board, and a
 determination will be made as to which species is most sensitive to the
 undiluted effluent.  Thereafter, all subsequent annual toxicity testing
 shall be performed on the one species considered most sensitive. 

 5.  A toxicity monitoring program shall be prepared that includes
 procedures and techniques for sample collection, sample preservation
 and shipment, analytical procedures, and chain of custody control.  The
 program shall be submitted not less then 60 days prior to startup of the
 treatment facility.

 IE.  REPORTING 

 A.  General Provisions 

 The Discharger shall comply with the "General Provisions for 
 Monitoring and Reporting," which is made part of this Monitoring and 
 Reporting Program. 

 B.  Submittal Periods 

 Quarterly reports shall be submitted to the Regional Board by the 
 fifteenth (15th) day of January, April, July, and October of each year. 

 In reporting the monitoring data, the Discharger shall arrange the data 
 in tabular form so that the date of sample collection, the constituents, 
 and the concentrations detected are readily discernible.  Additionally, 
 the data shall be narratively summarized in such a manner as to 
 illustrate clearly to status of compliance with the Permit.  b-149 B-149



 GENERAL ORDER FOR DISCHARGE  - 6 -  MONITORING AND REPORTING
 OF TREATED WATER TO SURFACE  PROGRAM NO. 93-104 
 WATER FROM INVESTIGATION AND  NPDES NO. CA 0103080 
 CLEANUP OF POLLUTION 

 Upon written request, the Discharger shall submit an annual report to 
 the Regional Board by January 30th of the following year.  The report 
 shall contain tabular, graphic, and narrative descriptions of the 
 monitoring data obtained during the previous year.  Additionally, the 
 report shall clearly document the status of compliance with the Permit. 
 If any corrective actions were necessary during the year to maintain or 
 retain compliance, this annual report shall discuss these actions in 
 detail. 

 The Discharger shall implement the above monitoring program 
 immediately upon the commencement of the initial Discharger covered 
 by this general Permit. 

 Ordered by:  Date: November 19, 1993 
 HAROLD J. SINGER 
 EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

 Attachments:  General Provisions for Monitoring and Reporting 
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STANDARD PROVISIONS 
FOR WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS 

1- Inspection and Entry 

The discharger shall permit Regional Board staff: 

a. to enter upon premises in which an effluent source is located or in which any required 
records are kept; 

h. to copy any records relating to the discharge or relating to compliance with the waste 
discharge requirements; 

c. 	 to inspect monitoring equipment or records; and 

d. to sample any discharge. 

2. 	 Reporting Requirements 

a. Pursuant to California Water Code 13267(b), the discharger shall immediately notify the 
Board by telephone whenever an adverse condition occurred as a result of this discharge; 
written confirmation shall follow within two weeks. An adverse condition includes, but is 
not limited to, spills of petroleum products or toxic chemicals, or damage to control facilities 
that could affect compliance. 

b. 	 Pursuant to California Water Code Section 13260(c), any proposed material change in the 
character of the waste, manner or method of treatment or disposal, increase of discharge, or 
location of discharge, shall be reported to the Board at least 120 days in advance of 
implementation of any such proposal. This shall include, but not limited to, all significant 
soil disturbances. 

c. The owners/discharger of property subject to waste discharge requirements shall be 
considered to have a continuing responsibility for ensuring compliance with applicable waste 
discharge requirements in the operations or use of the owned property. Pursuant to 
13260(c), any change in the ownership and/or operation of property subject to the waste 
discharge requirements shall be reported to the Board. Notification of applicable waste 
discharge requirements shall be furnished in writing to the new owners and/or operators and 
a copy of such notification shall be sent to the Board. 

d. If a discharger becomes aware that any information submitted to the Board is incorrect, the 
discharger shall immediately notify the Board, in writing and correct that information. 

e. Reports required by the waste discharge requirements, and other information requested by 
the Board, must be signed by a duly authorized representative of the discharger. 

f. If the discharger becomes aware that their waste discharge requirements (or permit) is no 
longer needed (because the project will not be built or the discharge will cease) the 
discharger shall notify the Regional Board in writing and request that their waste discharge 
requirements (or permit) be rescinded. B.151 B-151



l times to  operating personnel.

STANDARD PROVISIONS -2- JULY 1, 1993 

3. Right to Revise Waste Discharge Requirements 

The Board reserves the privilege of changing all or any portion of the waste discharge requirements 
upon legal notice to and after opportunity to be heard is given to all concerned parties. 

4. Duty to Comply 

Failure to comply with the waste discharge requirements may constitute a violation of the California 
Water Code and is grounds for enforcement action or for permit termination, revocation and 
reissuance, or modification. 

5. Duty to Mitigate 

The discharger shall take all reasonable steps to minimize or prevent any discharge in violation of 
the waste discharge requirements which has a reasonable likelihood of adversely affecting human 
health or the environment. 

6. Proper Operation and Maintenance 

The discharger shall at all times properly operate and maintain all facilities and systems of treatment 
and control (and related appurtenances) that are installed or used by the discharger to achieve 
compliance with the waste discharge requirements. Proper operation and maintenance includes 
adequate laboratory control, where appropriate, and appropriate quality assurance procedures. This 
provision requires the operation of backup or auxiliary facilities or similar systems that are installed 
by the discharger, when necessary to achieve compliance with the conditions of the waste discharge 
requirements. 

7. Waste Discharge Requirement Actions 

The waste discharge requirements may be modified, revoked and reissued, or terminated for cause. 
The filing of a request by the discharger for waste discharge requirement modification, revocation 
and reissuance, termination, or a notification of planned changes or anticipated noncompliance, does 
not stay any of the waste discharge requirements conditions. 

8. Property Rights 

The waste discharge requirements do 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 any infringement of federal, state or local laws or regulations. 

9. Enforcement 

The California Water Code provides for civil liability and criminal penalties for violations or 
threatened violations of the waste discharge requirements including imposition of civil liability or 
referral to the Attorney General. 

10. Availability 

A copy of the waste discharge requirements shall kept and maintained by the discharger and be availa
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STANDARD PROVISIONS JULY 1, 1993 

IL Severability 

Provisions of the waste discharge requirements are severable. If any provision of the requirements 
is found invalid, the remainder of the requirements shall not be affected. 

12. Public Access 

General public access shall be effectively excluded from disposal/treatment facilities. 

13. Transfers 

Providing there is no material change in the operation of the facility, this Order may be transferred 
to a new owner or operation. The owner/operator must request the transfer in writing and receive 
written approval from the Board’s Executive Officer. 

14. Definitions 

a. ’’Surface waters" as used in this Order, include, but are not limited to, live streams, either 
perennial or ephemeral, which flow in natural or artificial water courses and natural lakes 
and artificial impoundments of waters. "Surface waters" does not include artificial water 
courses or impoundments used exclusively for wastewater disposal. 

b. "Ground waters" as used in this Order, include, but are not limited to, all subsurface waters 
being above atmospheric pressure and the capillary fringe of these waters. 

15. Storm Protection 

a. All facilities used for collection, transport, treatment, storage, or disposal of waste shall be 
adequately protected against overflow, washout, inundation, structural damage or a 
significant reduction in efficiency resulting from a storm or flood having a recurrence 
interval of once in 100 years. 
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 

LAHONTAN REGION

GENERAL PROVISIONS FOR MONITORING AND REPORTING

1. SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS 

a. All analyses shall be performed in accordance with the current edition(s) of the 
following documents: 

i. Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater 
ii. Methods for Chemical Analysis of Water and Wastes, EPA 

b. 	 All analyses shall be performed in a laboratory certified to perform such analyses 
by the California State Department of Health Services or a laboratory approved by 
the Executive Officer. Specific methods of analysis must be identified on each 
laboratory report. 

c. Any modifications to the above methods to eliminate known interferences shall be 
reported with the sample results. The method used shall also be reported. If 
methods other than USEPA approved methods or Standard Methods are used, the 
exact methodology must be submitted for review and must be approved by the 
Executive Officer prior to use. 

d. The discharger shall establish chain-of-custody procedures to ensure that specific 
individuals are responsible for sample integrity from commencement of sample 
collection through delivery to an approved laboratory. Sample collection, storage 
and analysis shall be conducted in accordance with an approved Sampling and 
Analysis Plan (SAP). The most recent version of the approved SAP shall be kept 
at the facility. 

e. The discharger shall calibrate and perform maintenance procedures on all 
monitoring instruments and equipment to ensure accuracy of measurements, or shall 
ensure that both activities will be conducted. The calibration of any wastewater 
flow measuring device shall be recorded and maintained in the permanent log book. 

f. A grab sample is defined as an individual sample collected in fewer than 15 
minutes. 

g. A composite sample is defined as a combination of no fewer than eight individual 
samples obtained over the specified sampling period at equal intervals. The volume 
of each individual sample shall be proportional to the discharge flow rate at the 
time of sampling. The sampling period shall equal the discharge period, or 24 
hours, whichever period is shorter. 
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GENERAL PROVISIONS -2-	 JULY 1, 1993 

2. OPERATIONAL REQUIREMENTS 

a. Sample Results 

Pursuant to California Water Code Section 13267(b), a copy of all sample results 
shall be available to the plant operator and/or Board staff for inspection. The 
results shall be retained for a minimum of three years. 

b. Operational Log 

i. Pursuant to California Water Code Section 13267(b), an operation and 
maintenance log shall be maintained at the facility. 

ii. All monitoring and reporting data shall be recorded in a permanent log 
book. 

3. REPORTING 

a. For every item where the requirements are not met, the discharger shall submit a 
statement of the actions undertaken or proposed which will bring the discharge into 
full compliance with requirements at the earliest time and submit a timetable for 
correction. 

b. 	 The discharger shall maintain all sampling and analytical results, including strip 
charts; date, exact place, and time of sampling; date analyses were performed; 
sample collector’s name; analyst’s name; analytical techniques used; and results of 
all analyses. Such records shall be retained for a minimum of three years. This 
period of retention shall be extended during the course of any unresolved litigation 
regarding this discharge or when requested by the Regional Board. 

c. The discharger shall provide a brief summary of any operational problems and 
maintenance activities to the Board with each monitoring report. Any modifications 
or additions to, or any major maintenance conducted on, or any major problems 
occurring to the wastewater conveyance system, treatment facilities, or disposal 
facilities shall be included in this summary. 

d. Monitoring reports shall be signed by: 

i. In the case of a corporation, by a principal executive officer at least of the 
level of vice-president or his duly authorized representative, if such 
representative is responsible for the overall operation of the facility from 
which the discharge originates; 

ii. In the case of a partnership, by a general partner; 
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GENERAL PROVISIONS -3-	 JULY 1, 1993 

iv. 	 In the case of a municipal, state or other public facility, by either a principal 
executive officer, ranking elected official, or other duly authorized 
employee. 

e. Monitoring reports are to include the following: 

i. Name and telephone number of individual who can answer questions about 
the report. 

ii. The Monitoring and Reporting Program Number. 

iii. WDID Number. 

iv. By January 30 of each year, the discharger shall submit an Annual Report to 
the Board with the following information: 

(1) The compliance record and corrective actions taken or planned which 
may be needed to bring the discharge into full compliance with the 
discharge requirements. 

(2) Graphical and tabular data for the monitoring data obtained for the 
previous year. 

f. Modifications 

i. This Monitoring and Reporting Program may be modified at the discretion 
of the Regional Board Executive Officer. 

4. NONCOMPLIANCE 

a. Any person failing or refusing to furnish technical or monitoring reports or 
falsifying any information provided therein, is guilty of a misdemeanor and may be 
liable civilly in an amount of up to one thousand dollars ($1,000) for each day of 
violation under Section 13268 of the Water Code. 
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