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The Draﬁ Industrial Geﬁefaf Pe:rmzt issued by the State Water Resources Control

Board (SWRCB) will cause severe finatictal‘and $taff resources problems for Hemet
Unified School District and will take ‘away funds reserved to educate children in our
schools. Because the permit i an unfunded mandate from the SWRCB,; the permit
essentially forces school district administrators-te fund for the implementation of the
Industrial Permit at the expense of educational programs. -

: 4 ransp 1'!:3 5,938 students using. our buses
annually. We have over 200 buses and'our bus maintenance yard has never been cited

as a storm water poltuter.

Our d rict has ﬁia&y_-écnééfgxs_ with
March 29, 2011 SWRCE hearing.

-recordation of the imspection
ovetburdened with federal ‘and
overly burdensome and dogs n
compliance. We recommend thaf th

nnually, < School districts are already
npliance requirements. This permit is
e effort required by the district. for
of inspections be reduced. -~

jated to cost from $29,400 to over

: ceeding numeric efftuent limits occur.

- Edycation has taken the : ons from the State since 2007-08
and is projected to take an ial reduiction for 2011-12 if the current
temporary tax extensions are approved by voters. The cost to implement the
pérmit is not commensurate ‘with: the nefits. School district bus yards are not.
major polluters. We “TECOmE . tha :tlgé'h“S-WKCB consider the cost of
_implementing the permit and. were applicable, provide exemptions for school bus
vards, S T : .

$100,000 if adyanced treatm

3. The permit incorporates the wse of Numeric Action Limits (NALs) and
Numeric Efflaent Limits (NELs) in an improper utilization of these
processes. According to the -C
SWRCB proposed utilization of
standards.and remediation follo

rnia ‘Stormwater Quality Association, the
NALs and NELs to set performance
" possible mandatory fines is improper
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and an incorrect adaptation c;rf’ ﬂms#UmtedStat% 'Enviifbméhtai Protection Agericy proegsses inte a storm

water permit. We recommend that the ALS Xt dNELg requirements be dekefceé, -

4. The permit mandates that district stafl must receive training from a State sponsored
Qualified Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan Pracfitigner training program and as
a result would climinate the need for group monitoring. We do not agree with this
conclusion. The primary mission of district bus maintenance yard staff'is to provide safe,
reliable and available buses to transport students. Under fgroup monitoring” a monitor
provides annual @nd as needed: training as problems arise, reminds districts to conduct
inspections and fill out reports, reviews reports for complianice, analyzes water samples, and
answers questions. Eliniination of group monitoring eliminates a vital source of information
and expertise and would result in'léss compliance. We recompiend that geoup monitoring be

‘mionitoring, that district staff be exempted from the

retained and if a district. utilizes group
training requirement. =~ . 7

We believe that school district bus yards are different than truck bus yards §ervicing intet-state commerce, -
salvage yards, and land fill sites, and recommend. that the SWRCR recognize our difference. School district
bus maintenance vards are not major polliters. School districts should not be put into & situation to divert
funds intended for educating children to-promoting water quality. o - -

] vidafions -and rcsp;@ﬁd to our

The Hemet Unified School Dlsmctr@qu%tsthai -y{ah consider ouf recom
concerns. Questions regarding ihis”lettef}shaiﬁﬁ bg_ma&}e to Michael Fogerty, Director of ’{z;éhs;mrtati{m.
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