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APPLICATION NO.: 5-83-959-A7 {an amendment to A-61-76)

APPLICANT: Aliso Water Management Agency

AGENT: Larry Paul, County of Orange, Planning and Development Services

Mike Wellborn, County of Orange, Planning and Development Services

PROJECT LOCATION: Aliso Water Management Agency outfall, in Aliso Creek 300 feet
upstream of Coast Highway to 1.5 miles offshore, City of Laguna Beach, County of
Orange

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT PREVIOUSLY APPROVED AND AMENDED: Construction of a
48-inch land and ocean outfall to discharge regional waste water effluent. Authorize
use of the outfall for the temporary diversion of Aliso Creek during the period May 1,
1998 and October 15, 1998. Authorize use of the outfall for the diversion of Aliso
Creek from May 1, 1999 through October 15, 1999.

DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENT: Authorize use of the outfall for the diversion of Aliso Creek
from May 1, 2000 through October 15, 2000.

SUMMARY OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The major issues of this staff report include
water quality, growth inducement/air quality, and public access. The proposed Aliso
Creek diversion is designed to improve existing recreational beach use by moving
contaminated water further offshore to avoid beach closures during peak usage of the
beaches. The proposed development was previously approved for implementation as a
temporary project to occur during a specific period, May 1, 1998 through October 15,
1998. However, circumstances prevented implementation of the project in 1998,
therefore the applicant proposed to implement the same temporary project in 1999 and
was approved. Staff recommends approval of the proposed project with revised
special conditions authorizing operation of the proposed project from May 1, 2000
through October 15, 2000.

STAFF NOTE: The proposed amendment is part of an overall temporary project to divert the
summertime flows of Aliso Creek into the Aliso Water Management Agency outfall.
The overall project consists of; 1) construction of a berm in Aliso Creek, 2) installation
of a pipe and pump which would carry the water collected behind the berm to the
outfall, and 3) discharge of the Aliso Creek flows 1.5 mile offshore through the outfall.
The proposed amendment authorizes use of the outfall, in the same manner as
previously authorized under 5-83-959-A5, for the period of May 1, 2000 through
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October 15, 2000. On July 20, 2000 the County of Orange received an Emergency
Permit (5-00-272-G) for the same proposed project to authorize the temporary
installation of a sand berm in Aliso Creek to collect creek flows and divert them to an
outfall line beginning immediately through October 15, 2000. This permit amendment
(5-83-959-A7) would constitute the follow-up permit for Emergency Permit 5-00-272-
G.

Coastal development permit amendment applications A-5-LGB-97-166-A3 and
5-97-316-A3 are scheduled concurrently with this permit amendment application.
Coastal development permit amendment A-5-LGB-97-166-A3 deals with the portion of
the proposed project within the City of Laguna Beach’s coastal development permit
jurisdiction area. This application was acted on by the Commission in 1998 as an
appeal and De Novo approval. Since the Commission granted the approval, the
Commission retains jurisdiction over the permit for purposes of condition compliance
and amendment. In addition, permit amendment 5-97-316-A3 is an application for
amendment to the permit which authorized placement of the temporary berm in the
creek bed of Aliso Creek, an area which is in the Commission’s original jurisdiction.

At the time of Commission action in 1998, the proposed project was the subject of
some controversy. Opponents to the project were concerned with the potential for
upstream flooding which might be associated with pump failure or unexpectedly large
summertime discharges of the creek. In addition, opponents were concerned with
impacts upon biological resources. Finally, opponents were concerned the proposed
temporary project, which simply moves pollution further offshore, would become a
permanent solution in place of a comprehensive plan which works toward overall
reduction of contaminant levels in Aliso Creek. Supporters of the development
expressed their belief that the proposed project would provide a feasible interim
measure to reduce contamination levels at local beaches while a longer term solution
{i.e. water quality management plan) was developed. All approvals granted by the
Commission were conditioned to address adverse impacts related to flooding and
biological resources. As of the date of this staff report, no subsequent opposition has
been raised related to coastal development permit amendments A-5-LGB-97-166-A3,
5-97-316-A3, and 5-83-959-A7.

PROCEDURAL NOTE

1.

Coastal Development Permit Amendments

The Commission’s regulations provide for referral of permit amendment requests to the
Commission if:

1) The Executive Director determines that the proposed amendment is a material
change,

2) Objection is made to the Executive Director’s determination of immateriality, or

3) The proposed amendment affects conditions required for the purpose of

protecting a coastal resource or coastal access.
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If the applicant or objector so requests, the Commission shall make an independent
determination as to whether the proposed amendment is material. 14 Cal. Admin.
Code 131686.

In this case, the proposed amendment would authorize diversion of Aliso Creek to
occur during 2000, In order to authorize this change to the project, the special
conditions must be updated to move the authorized period of activity from May 1,
1999 through October 15, 1989 to May 1, 2000 to October 15, 2000. Pursuant to
Title 14, Section 13166(a}{1) of the California Code of Regulations, the Executive
Director has determined that the proposed development constitutes a material
amendment as it would affect conditions required for the purpose of protecting coastal
resources. Therefore, pursuant to Section 13166(a}{3) of the Commission’s
regulations, the Executive Director is referring this application to the Commission for
action.

2. Standard of Review

The portion of the subject outfall which is on land is within the certified area of the
City of Laguna Beach. For this portion, the standard of review pursuant to Section
30604(b) of the Coastal Act is consistency with the certified local coastal program.
The portion of the subject outfall offshore is within the Commission's original permit
jurisdiction area. For this portion, the standard of review pursuant to Section 30519(b)
of the Coastal Act is consistency with the Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act.

LOCAL APPROVALS RECEIVED: City of Laguna Beach CDP97-19

SUBSTANTIVE FILE DOCUMENTS: See Appendix A

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

The staff recommends that the Commission adopt the following resolution:

I.  APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS.

MOTION: f{ move that the Commission approve the proposed amendment
to Coastal Development Permit No. 5-83-959 pursuant to the
staff recommendation.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION OF APPROVAL:

Staff recommends a YES vote. Passage of this motion will result in approval of the
amendment as conditioned and adoption of the following resolution and findings. The motion
passes only by affirmative vote of a majority of the Commissioners present.

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE A PERMIT AMENDMENT:

The Commission hereby APPROVES the amendment to coastal development permit 5-83-959
and adopts the findings set forth below on grounds that the development as conditioned will
be in conformity with the policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act and with the certified Local
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Coastal Program. Approval of the permit complies with the California Environmental Quality
Act because either 1) feasible mitigation measures and/or alternatives have been incorporated
to substantially lessen any significant adverse effects of the development on the environment,
or 2) there are no further feasible mitigation measures or alternatives that would substantially
lessen any significant adverse impacts of the development on the environment.

STANDARD CONDITIONS.

Notice of Receipt and Acknowledgment. The permit is not valid and development shall
not commence until a copy of the permit, signed by the permittee or authorized agent,
acknowledging receipt of the permit and acceptance of the terms and conditions, is
returned to the Commission office.

Expiration. If development has not commenced, the permit will expire two years from
the date this permit is reported to the Commission. Development shall be pursued in a
diligent manner and completed in a reasonable period of time. Application for
extension of the permit must be made prior to the expiration date.

Interpretation. Any questions of intent or interpretation of any condition will be
resolved by the Executive Director or the Commission.

Assignment. The permit may be assigned to any qualified person, provided assignee
files with the Commission an affidavit accepting all terms and conditions of the permit.

Terms and Conditions Run with the Land. These terms and conditions shall be

perpetual, and it is the intention of the Commission and the permittee to bind all future
owners and possessors of the subject property to the terms and conditions.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS

Duration of Diversion. The diversion of up to a twenty-four {24) hour average flow
rate of five {5} cubic feet per second (i.e., 3.23 million gallons per day) of the water
flow of Aliso Creek approved by this permit amendment is authorized only for the
2000 summer season from May 1, 2000 through October 15, 2000. In no case shall
the diverted flows exceed seven (7) cubic feet per second (i.e., 4.52 million gallons per
day) at any time. This permit amendment does not authorize the diversion to continue
past October 15, 2000.

Change to Previously Imposed Special Condition No. 6. Special Condition No. 6 of
permit A-61-76 regarding "Water Quality" shall be replaced with the following:

The effluent discharged from the approved outfall shall comply with the requirements
of "Order No. 95-107, NPDES Permit No. CAO107611, Waste Discharge Requirements
for the Aliso Water Management Agency, Orange County, Discharge to the Pacific
Ocean Through the Aliso Water Management Agency Ocean Outfall" issued by the
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region.
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3. Monitoring.
A. The applicant shall provide to the Commission monitoring data required by the

San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board and the California Health &
Safety Code (i.e. AB411) for the project period and for comparative periods
when the project was not in place (e.g. 3 months before project implementation
and 3 months after project implementation) for (1) the quantities and types of
pollutants (both organic and heavy metals) being discharged from the outfall, (2)
the quantities and types of poliutants (both organic and heavy metals} present
in the waters of Aliso Creek, the surf zone and vicinity where Aliso Creek
discharges to coastal waters, and in near shore waters, and (3} the effects of
the project on the marine environment in the vicinity of the outfall and Aliso
Creek County Beach, including beneficial/adverse effects on human health and
marine life.

B. The applicant shall also monitor and provide data regarding (1) the effects of
the project on riparian vegetation along the banks of Aliso Creek inland of the
proposed berm; and (2) the effects of the project on the adjacent Ben Brown's
restaurant property, including any minor flooding which may occur.

C. The applicant shall submit the results of the monitoring required in Special
Condition 3.A. and 3.B. above, including any monitoring reports required by the
San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board for this development, to the
Executive Director by April 30, 2001. The monitoring results shall be
accompanied by an analysis prepared by an appropriately licensed professional
which demonstrates if applicable water quality standards {e.g. in stream Basin
Plan objectives for Aliso Creek and Ocean Plan standards)} were met during the
project period. The analysis shall indicate whether Aliso Creek County Beach
was posted or closed (pursuant to the requirements of California Health &
Safety Code) during the project period and whether the proposed project was
operational during any postings or closures. The analysis shall contain a
determination (including the basis on which the determination was made) of
whether the proposed project reduced beach postings or closures during the
project period. The analysis shall also contain a determination (including the
basis on which the determination was made) of whether the proposed project
had any beneficial/adverse impacts upon human health and marine life including
any such impacts at the outfall, in near shore waters, in the surf zone or in

Aliso Creek.

4, Previously Imposed Conditions. Unless specifically altered by this amendment, all
regular and special conditions attached to coastal development permit 5-83-959 remain
in effect.

V. FINDINGS AND DECLARATIONS

A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

1. Project History

On May 5, 1976, the State California Coastal Zone Conversation Commission {"SCCZCC"),
the Commission's predecessor, approved permit no. A-61-76, pursuant to Proposition 20.
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The permit was an appeal of a South Coast Regional Commission action. The approved
project was the construction of a 48-inch land and ocean outfall to discharge regional waste
water effluent.

The SCCZCC conditioned the project to; 1) reduce the pipe size to 48" in diameter, 2) limit
the quantity of effluent discharged by the pipe to amounts specified by the State Water
Resources Control Board, 3} fix flow allocations among the member agencies of the Aliso
Water Management Agency {("TAWMA"}, 4} maintain public access by correlating road
construction with development served by the outfall, 5) compliance with selected Regional
Commission conditions (e.g., archaeology, streambed alteration, erosion control, etc.}, and 6)
protect water quality by setting specific limits on ammonia-nitrogen and other pollutants.

The outfall's outlet has a diffuser to slow and diffuse the discharge from the outfall,
minimizing the erosive force of the discharge. The outfall pipe is 1.5 miles long from shore to
the nearshore end of the diffuser. At this point, the diffuser is 170 feet below Mean Lowest
Low Water ("MLLW") level. The diffuser extends from this point another 1,200 feet seaward,
at a depth of 195 feet MLLW. The outfall's capacity is 50 million galions per day ("MGD").
The current monthly discharge typically does not exceed 20 MGD. Therefore, the outfall
typically operates below capacity.

A primary concern with the outfall was its growth inducement potential. The project as
proposed would have allowed a five-fold increase in population, raising issues with public
access and air quality. Therefore, effluent flows were restricted as a means to limit growth.
Subseqguent to the permit's original approval in 19786, the Commission approved amendments
to the permit to allow for increases in effluent flows to accommodate development that it
determined would be adequately mitigated. There is no permit 5-83-8959. Rather, this
number was created to allow for amendments to the original permit, since it was a Proposition
20 Appeal, which does not follow the Commission's current numbering system.

2. Proposed Amendment

The proposed amendment is to reauthorize the discharge of summertime flows from Aliso
Creek into the approved outfall for a certain period in 2000. The activity was approved for a
specific period beginning May 1, 1998 and ending October 15, 19988, by the Commission in
1998 as coastal development permit amendment 5-83-953-A4. However, due to
unexpectedly large stream flows, the proposed project was not undertaken. Thus, the
applicant applied to reauthorize the discharge of summertime flows from Aliso Creek into the
approved outfall for a period beginning May 1, 1989 and ending October 15, 1999 and was
approved as coastal development permit amendment 5-83-959-A5. This proposed
amendment would authorize the same activity to occur from May 1, 2000 1o October 15,
2000.

The proposed amendment is part of an overall project to termporarily divert stream flows from
Aliso Creek during the summer. The overall project involves construction of a berm in Aliso
Creek and installation.of a pipe and pump to divert the ponding water behind the berm to the
AWMA outfall (Exhibit 1}. The diversion rate would be between 3 and 7 cubic feet per
second (2 to 5 million gallons per day). The proposed diversion would amount to between 2
to 5 MGD. Thus, the proposed diversion can be accommodated by the outfall. The proposed
amendment deals with the discharge into the outfall only. Coastal development permit
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amendment applications 5-97-316-A3 and A-5-LGB-97-166-A3 deal with the remainder of the
overall proposed project.

B. WATER QUALITY
Section 30230 of the Coastal Act states:

Marine resources shall be maintained, enhanced, and where feasible, restored. Special
protection shall be given to areas and species of special biological or economic
significance. Uses of the marine environment shall be carried out in @ manner that will
sustain the biological productivity of coastal waters and that will maintain healthy
populations of all species of marine organisms adeguate for long-term commercial,
recreational, scientific, and educational purposes.

Section 30231 of the Coastal Act states:

The biological productivity and the quality of coastal waters, streams, wetlands,
estuaries, and lakes appropriate to rmaintain optimurmn populations of marine organisms
and for the protection of hurman health shall be maintained and, where feasible, restored
through, among other means, minimizing adverse effects of waste water discharges and
entrainment, controlling runoff, preventing depletion of ground water supplies and
substantial interference with surface water flow, encouraging waste water reclamation,
maintaining natural vegetation buffer areas that protect riparian habitats, and minimizing
alteration of natural streams.

City of Laguna Beach LCP Policy 4-H states:
Oppose activities which degrade the quality of offshore waters.

The proposed project would resuit in the diversion of polluted, low flow summertime
discharges from Aliso Creek into an existing outfall owned by the Aliso Water Management
Agency {("AWMA"} which outlets 1.5 miles offshore. This would result in diversion of the
polluted water from the beach to the offshore waters.

The applicant monitored the water quality in Aliso Creek and the AWMA effluent during an
approximately three week period from September 19, 1997 to October 8, 1987. It was
determined that the water quality in the creek fell within ocean discharge standards. In
addition, pursuant to the previously imposed conditions of the previous permit amendment
the applicant monitored discharges from Aliso Creek during October 1998. The data from
1998 indicate that, with the exception of bacteriological parameters (i.e., coliform) and one
elevated Total Suspended Solids {TSS) reading on October 9, 1998, indicated similar results.
Data was also gathered from September 23, 1999 to October 14, 1999 that indicated that
the water quality in the creek was also considered within ocean discharge standards {(Exhibit
2). These monitoring periods are within the summertime period from mid-April to
mid-October during which Aliso Creek would be diverted. The pollutants monitored are those
prescribed by the California Regional Water Quality Contro! Board - San Diego Region
("RWQCB"} (Exhibit 3). As for data regarding effluent from the AWMA outfall, bacteriological
water quality in the nearshore zone (i.e., 1,000 feet offshore, above the outfall at a depth of
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25-50 feet below the surface of the ocean), was good but occasionally poor in the surf zone |
{i.e., the water area immediately adjacent to the beach).

Condition No. 6 of permit A-61-76 (Exhibit 4) contained standards for the effluent discharged
from the outfall. Special Condition 6 was amended by 5-83-959-Ab5 to require compliance
with RWQCB standards as specified in the RWQCB's Order No. 95-107 for the subject outfall,
rather than a specific numerical standard which may not be consistent with RWQCB
standards. This condition continues to apply and will not be altered by coastal development
permit amendment 5-83-959-A7.

The RWQCB has approved an addendum to its Order N. 85-107, NDPES Permit No.
CA0107611 for the AWMA outfall {Exhibit 5). The addendum sets a limit on the proposed
diversion of Aliso Creek into the outfall at 4.52 million gallons per day. The addendum also
prohibits diversion of the creek between October 16 and April 30. The addendum further
requires the normal outfall-monitoring program to include the diverted creek flows.

The Commission finds that it is necessary to require monitoring of coliform at the outfall

outlet. Coliform is a major source of poliution in Aliso Creek and causes the greatest current

pollution threat at the beach, as acknowledged by the RWQCB. Monitoring the coliform at

the outfail's outlet and nearshore waters, as well as tracking any adverse effects the coliform

would have on offshore marine life or human users of offshore waters, wouid determine

whether the diversion was resulting in adverse water quality impacts either offshore or in

nearshore waters. Since the applicant would like to continue the diversion in subsequent

summers, this water quality information is needed to determine whether adverse water quality

impacts are occurring and whether the diversion should continue in the future. .

Additional monitoring conditions were imposed by Emergency coastal development permit 5-
00-272-G (Exhibit 8) that was issued on July 20, 2000. These conditions required that the
applicant provide to the Commission monitoring data required by the San Diego Regional
Water Quality Control Board and the California Heaith & Safety Code {i.e. AB411) for the
project period and for comparative periods when the project was not in place. These revised
monitoring conditions that were imposed on coastal development permit 5-00-272-G have
also been placed on this current proposed amendment.

The Commission also finds that it is necessary to require monitoring for other types of
pollutants as required by the RWQCB, in addition to coliform. The Commission also finds that
it is necessary to allow the proposed project to one summer season only, until the effects of
the proposed project on water quality can be evaluated. Thus, as conditioned for these
requirements, the Commission finds that the proposed project would be consistent with
Sections 30230 and 30231 of the Coastal Act and LCP Policy 4-H regarding marine resources
and ocean water quality.

C. GROWTH INDUCEMENT/AIR QUALITY
Section 30254 of the Coastal Act states:
New or expanded public works facilities shall be designed and limited to accommodate

needs generated by development or uses permitted consistent with the provisions of this
division; provided, however, that it is the intent of the Legislature that State Highway .
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Route | in rural areas of the coastal zone remain a scenic two-lane road. Special districts
shall not be formed or expanded except where assessment for, and provision of, the
service would not induce new development inconsistent with this division. Where
existing or planned public works facilities can accommodate only a limited amount of new
development, services to coastal dependent land use, essential public services and basic
industries vital to the economic health of the region, state, or nation, public recreation,
commercial recreation, and visitor-serving land uses shall not be precluded by other
development.

City of Laguna Beach LCP Policy 2-Q states:

New development shall be compatible or phased with the carrying capacity of the
transportation network, public works systems and other municipal services.

City of Laguna Beach LCP Policy 14-A states:

Monitor activities of adjacent jurisdiction [sic] regarding population growth and identify
their impacts on City services and environmental quality.

Original concerns with the approved outfall included whether the outfall would induce growth,
and whether that growth would have adverse air quality impacts. The proposed amendment
involves diversion of existing flows of Aliso Creek into the outfall. No increase in the outfall's
capacity is proposed. Therefore, the proposed amendment would not induce growth nor
result in development which would have adverse air quality impacts. Therefore, the
Commission finds that the proposed amendment would be consistent with Sections 30253
and 30254 of the Coastal Act.

D. PUBLIC ACCESS AND RECREATION
Section 30210 of the Coastal Act states:

In carrying out the requirement of Section 4 of Article X of the California Constitution,
maximum access, which shall be conspicuously posted, and recreationaf opportunities
shall be provided for all the people consistent with public safety needs and the need to
protect public rights, rights of private property owners, and natural resource areas from
overuse.

The proposed project does not involve any alteration to the existing Aliso Water Management
Agency Ocean Qutfall, therefore, the proposed development does not result in any change to
existing access. However, related developments (i.e. 5-97-316-A3 and A-5-LGB-97-166-A3)
in combination with this permit will temporarily resolve a problem of ponding polluted water at
Aliso Creek County Beach. Improvement to water quality at the beach may encourage greater
use of the beach. Therefore, the Commission finds that the proposed project is consistent
with Section 30210 of the Coastal Act.
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E. LOCAL COASTAL PROGRAM
Section 30604 of the Coastal Act states, in relevant part:

{b) After certification of the local coastal program, a coastal development permit shall be
issued if the issuing agency or the commission on appeal finds that the proposed
development is in conformity with the certified local coastal program.

The City of Laguna Beach local coastal program was effectively certified on January 13,
1993. As required by Section 30604(b} of the Coastal Act, the Commission finds that the
proposed amendment, as conditioned, is consistent with the certified local coastal program.

F. CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

Section 13096 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations requires Commission approval
of Coastal Development Permits to be supported by a finding showing the permit, as
conditioned, to be consistent with any applicable requirements of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). Section 21080.5{d}{2}(i} of CEQA prohibits a proposed development
from being approved if there are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available
which would substantially lessen any significant adverse impact which the activity may have
on the environment.

The proposed project has been conditioned in order to be found consistent with the water
quality policies of Chapter Three of the Coastal Act and the certified local coastal program.
Mitigation measures requiring monitoring will minimize all significant adverse impacts.

As conditioned, there are no feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available
which would substantially lessen any significant adverse impact which the activity may have
on the environment. Therefore, the Commission finds that the proposed project, as
conditioned, can be found consistent with the requirements of the certified local coastal
program and the Coastal Act to conform to CEQA.
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Glossary of Selected Acronyms

AWMA = Aliso Water Management Agency

CDP = coastal development permit

LCP = local coastal program

NPDES = National Pollution Discharge Elimination System

RWQCB = California Regional Water Quality Control Board - San Diego Region
SCCZCC = State California Coastal Zone Conservation Commission

Appendix A
Substantive File Documents

1) Coastal Commission Substantial Issue Report dated June 20, 1997 for Appeal No:
A-5-.GB-97-166; 2) Coastal development permit A-b-LGB-87-166-A1, 3) City of Laguna
Beach Certified Local Coastal Program; 4} Emergency Permit 5-97-218-G, 5) Emergency
Permit 5-00-272-G; 6} Coastal deveiopment permit 5-97-318, 7) Coastal development permit
5-97-316-A1; 8} Cleanup Abatement Order No. 89-211 issued by the San Diego Regional
Water Quality Control Board, 9) City of Laguna Beach coastal development permit CBP97-19;
U.8. Army Corps of Engineers Permit 96-00072-LTM; California Department of Fish and Game
Agreement Regarding Proposed Stream or Lake Alteration dated March 11, 1996; California
Regional Water Quality Control Board Monitoring and Reporting Program No. 95-107 for
NPDES No. CA0107611; California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region,
Order No. 95-107, NPDES No. CA0107611; Addendum No. 1 to Order No. 95-107, NPDES
No. CA0107611 titled Waste Discharge Requirements for the Aliso Water Management
Agency, Orange County, Discharge to the Pacific Ocean through the Aliso Water Management
Agency Ocean Outfall, Agreement between Aliso Water Management Agency on Behalf of
Project Committee No. 24 and the County of Orange (EMA) for County’s Use of AWMA
Ocean Outfall and Other AWMA Facilities for County’s Aliso Creek Diversion Project.

H:AFSY\STAFF REPORT\APRO1\5-83-955-A7{AWMAJRC(LB]
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MICHAEL SCHUMACHER, Ph.D.
COUNTY OF ORANGE g rEcTOR

HEALTH CARE AGENCY HEALTH CARE REGULATORY SERVCES

JACK MILLER, REHS

HEALTH CARE REGULATORY SERVICES ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH MAILING ADDRESS:
2009 EAST EDINGER AVENUE

SANTA ANA, CA 927054720

TELEPHONE: (714) 867-3600

FAX: {714) 8720749

E-MAIL. environhealix@hca.co.omngs.ca.us

November 30, 1999

Peter Douglas, Executive Director

California Coastal Commission, South Coast Area Office
200 Oceangate, Suite 1000

Long Beach, CA 90802-4302

RE: Permit No. 5-83-959 - Aliso Creek Diversion Project

Dear Mr. Auyong:

Pursuant to Special Condition No. 3 for the Aliso Creek Diversion Project, the Orange County Health Care
Agency/Environmental Health Division has reviewed the Aliso Creek Diversion Project offshore water
quality monitoring data for the 1999 project period.

Total coliform, fecal coliform and enterococcus concentrations in Aliso Creek remain elevated and continue
to impact ocean receiving waters at Aliso Beach. However, the bacteria levels in the creek waters are three
to five orders of magnitude lower than the treated, undisinfected effluent discharged from the outfall that is
currently in compliance with the Aliso Water Management Agency's (AWMA) NPDES pemnit
requirements.

The diversion project operated for the period of October 1 - October 15, 1999. AWMA conducted offshore
water quality monitoring on October 13, 1999. Offshore sampling locations, frequency and depths are
specified in AWMA's permit.

The Health Care Agency has reviewed the offshore bacteriological water quality monitoring data.for:

October 13, 1999. The bacteriological water quality in the offshore waters on this date near the outfall
diffuser met applicable ocean water contact sports standards.

If you have any further questions, please feel free to call me at (714) 667-3750.

Very trulyyours, B
COASTAL COMMISSEL ¢
onéybourn HS
Program Chief 2
Water Quality Section EXHIBIT # %
Environmental Health Division OAGE ! -y

Cc: Larry Paul, County of Orange, Harbors, Beaches and Parks
Michael Wellbom, County of Orange, Planning and Development Services Department
David Caretto, Aliso Water Management Agency
Michael Dunbar, South Coast Water District ‘
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11/13”3‘ $2:02.01 PM Aliso Creek Data Page 1
ALISO WA™ 2P 1 ANAGEMENT AGENCY OCEAN HUTFAL.
3/12/99 TO 10/10/99
‘oac AlisoCrkQ | AISOCITSS | ~.: 380D | AksoSroH |
- MGO ! . mgily |
09129
09/13/99
OW14/9%
OR/15/99
ow18/00
oe/17/99
owi899
QW19/98
0972099
092188
09/22/89
087238S 20 3.1 28 g
0W24/99 3% 82
0925/99 3.54
Q9/28/9% 363 116 35 29
oN2TINY 0.09
0%r28r99 D69
09/29/09 000
08/30/99 1,89 80 <1 31
10/01/99 315 50
10/02/99 313
10/0399 315 1.5 < 1
10/04/08 175 24 <1 81
10/05/93 13 4.1 1.4 8.0
10/08/99 115 14 14 80
100799 3138 18 47 87
1008/59 33 13
100999 3,2
10/10/89 353 24 14
10/11/99 345 4.0 1.7 33
1012/%% 333 26 11 90
101399 3159 28 22 LR
10/14/99 154 30
10/15/99
10/16/99 . e o
Aversge 2T 38 17 8.0
Tote! ] 18 455 02 123
Minirniam 1M 1.4 99 89
Maximum . RE I 1e . .47 3

COASTAL COMMISS:L..

EXHIBIT #__.Z_,.._._W ‘e
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MRP 95-107 MONTHLY MONITORING REPOKT

Aliso Water Management Agency

DISCHARGER A% M

REPORT i CKk: Auz11i999

REPORT ['U¥" Sep erncer 30, 1999

SAMPLE SOURCE. leoeiving water, neacshor:
EXACT SAMPLE POINTS: As specified in permit
SAMPLES COLLECTE» BY: SERRA Lab
SAMPLES ANALVIED 3Y: SERRA Lab

PAGE 15 OF 29
NPDES No. C.20107611

ORDER/MRESCLUTION No, 95-107

REPORT FRE JUENIY: Monthly .
SAMPLING ¥ <EQUENCY: Monthly

TYPE OF SAMNPLE: Grab

Y . /
SIGNED UNT'Lit 2+ TY OF PERJURY: 5;%/,///” b Sl

C 7 serte =aoad surny: highnde a: (9 29

[ | Tutal Feerd Eatero- - *0 - None
Sta| Saraple | Surv-'e ' Coiiform Cciftm coccus Sample  (W1&  Sawage | 1-Mild
No.| Dewth . Di: ! CF,N00ml  CFULidml  CFU/Zdml  Time . vase  Debris | 2-Moderate
\ ‘ i 3 - Severe
s e . . s
NU| Surree 001030 4 6 2 . 0%29 0 i 0 4 - Extreme
NiL| 28 &9 <2 <2 <2 | R
NUp  se oenngnss <2 <2 “2 o ' 0
N2 | Surface {02165 <2 2 <2 0824 | 0 | U] .
N2 28 Ow Dy <2 ! 2 S0 0
N2 S0 st 2 2 <2 b0 0
N3 | Swrige 0.0 2 2 < 9319 J Q
N3 | o2s ool < Q < T T
N3| oS¢ Sl <2 <2 4 ) 0
. H
N4 Suriece ¢80 00n 12 4 2 2%iz 9 0
N4 oL g <2 2 2 J v
N4 b S <z 22 2 3 v
NS | Sumice 980 1 4 BN {0 TV BN M
NS|ooLotoae 4 4 < B
NS | s ' < <2 <z T IV
I }
NE| Su o << 2 S 11 T B SR R
N6 - NI <7 2 - i J v
Ne| s L < 2 z J <
N7 Suriiee <23 <2 <z VER J v
N7 wy , z <Z <z J ¢
NT| s . ¢ - z L v
' ¢

REQUIRE =7
notcause e -sthe s - i

ASTAL COMMISStux

sing martic.alates and zrc. ¢ and oil shall now be visible. (2) 7+ dischzryge o f waste shall
- asireable discoloration «¥the ocean surface

——

EXHIBIT #
PAGE D@ OF @

°




NOV-15-31393 (2.2 SERRA FCILITY .o

' MRP 95-107 MONTHLY IMONITORING REPCRT PAGE 16 OF 28
. Aliso Water Mapsgement Agency NPDES No. CAT 107611
. DISCPiARGSF.' AW JRCER/RES ..., TION No. 95-107
REPORT FOR Sepizmacr 1959 REPORT FREC L ENCY  Monthly
REPORT DUE: Oc¢rler 13, 1¥99
SAMPLE SCURCE K:iziving water, nearsh sio SAMPLING FZZQUENCY: Monthly
EXACT SAMPLE POINTS: As specified in permit TYPE OF SAM?PLE: Grab

SAMPLES COLLECTED BY- SERRA Lab
SAMPLES ANALYZRD V- SZRRA Lab

SIGNED UNDE®} 3= =% (F PERJURY: _ggjzzé_‘z/ /4 ‘C[/’uéa«-

Cermive s L2 vt ird cool; low tide 2o 039,

{ Total Freal Entero- N *0 - None
Sta | Sam;ie i Sav izl Ceiiform Solem coccus Sample T.&  Sewage | 1-Mild
No.| Deph . Dee  CFU/100ml_ C3_.i0)ml_ CFUMCIml __Tme  “:aase Debms | 2 - Moderate
i i 3 - Severe
NI} Surfoce | o905 2 <3 <2 0829 9 0 4 - Extreme
Nl 25 ‘ DETE R ] <2 2 t o0
. NIL| s¢ fooncen 12 6 § 2 0
N2 { Surficr i (e e06 <2 2 <2 1 08:24 1 0
N2 2¢ 56,71 9% 6 2 "2 0
N2| 5S¢ Ui 4 2 <2 ! 0
N3 | Saurfice vl i <2 12 <2, Ul9 S 0
N3 25 G 6 <32 <2 i 7 O
N3 LIV S S <2 <2 <2 f ]
N4 { Sur::zs ;f;"-". R 2 2 -2 ! 0513 ' 0
N4 2 Dot <? 2 10 3
N4 O N <2 2 <3 ; 0
NS | Surfuce Gl 22 2 39410 5 e
NS A il <2 <2 i3 [ ) 0
N5 5 [ N7ST ,ﬁ‘/l 2 22 < J 0
N6 | Sufeo Lot < 2 2 0203 R
N6 2: Syl 2 2 5 : ‘ J
N6 | su vl e 2 0 ) 1 0
N7 | Surtuce | sritios: <2 <2 <2 | 0439 yo1 o0
N7 25 PRTARCPTR <? <2 39 ) 4]
N7 b1l AR <13 <iJ <i9 J 0
| !
. B " COASTAL COMMISSION
REQUIRZ “En" i ™" at:ng particulates and g:+: ;2 and oil shall o b visible. (2) ™ Jisc arge of wastc shall

l not cause 1xothelnv o esiresble discolorancr of hc occan Jurfacs

EXHIBIT # Z e~-:
PAGE OF

PR




et e ma v ow - - - e my

MRP 95-107 MONTHLY VONITORING REFORT PAGE 16 OF '~

- e -

Aliso Watcr Managemsrt A-ency NPDZSNo.C: 076" d
DISCHARGER. AWMA ORDEFR/RES! ;. .TION No. 95-107 ,
REPORT FOR: October 1999 REPCRTFRI .. "ZXCY. Monthly

REPORT DUE: September 31, 1999

SAMPLE SOURCE' Rec:u. .ag water, nearsh'i. SAM:LING b+ I QUENCY: Monthly

EXACT SAMPLE POINTS  As specified inpamrit TYPFQFSA 2 UE Grab

SAMPLES COLLZCTED 2 ¢ SERRA Lab
SAMPLES ANALYZED =" SERRA Lab

SIGNED UNDiZX PEN AL T« OF PERJURY.

Corsmeats: (Cleir ownde at 05:21, N3 nid-depth bottle log: duriug = mpling

————— C e e —

Txal P En:ero- *0 - None
Sta{ Samgle | Sargi:  C:liform Conform coccus Sarple . %  Sewage | |-Mild
No.| Depth | Dare  CFU/100ml  CF/i00ml  CFL/10Cel T ne ©ase_ Debris | 2 -Moderate
; S 1 : 3 - Severe
N1 | Surface | 10/1:/5¢ 2 <2 <2 0¢ 01 S 4 « Extreme
NI 2% 1071395 <2 <3 <? R 0
Nt s0' AR <2 2 2 ‘ ; 0
N2 | Surface | 1012 9¢ 4 2 <2 | 0856 .0
N2 28 HEIREZ 4 "2 2 s 0 .
N2 ¢ PO SEE 6 2 <2 0
N3 | Surface .7 <2 ) <2 051 0
N3 25 RUFRTEX N/S AN N3 0
N3| so s 2 2 <2 | 0
N4 | Surfico ;.07 2 22 <2 ' 046 0
Ne| 25 il 10 2 22 9
Ne| s¢ s 8 p <2 | 0
NS | Surfuce | 15l.iie 6 <2 <T 0.4l , 0
Ns| o2 L) < <2 <2 ) 0
N3 50°  ivilas 4 5 w2 l r 9
N6 | Surfuce [il7h. iy 4 2 <2 0. 37 0
N6| 25 .o 2 2 vz 0
N6 SO (1. 74 25 <2 L0
N7 | Surisze | .10 6 2 ] 0.30 : 0 '
NT| 28 [ 2 2 <2 L0
N7 54 | '.J!.J")/!i 16 <2 ~2 'i J " 0
Lo e e ————— 5 e — e

REQUIREMENT: | 7 s:irg particulates ard g #n. e and o1l shall v~ be visive. (2) T QMS&L!CWISS'ON

not cause aesthe’ical’ v #sircable discolora’ 57 »f 'he ocean surfac»

y A
EXHIBIT #
e 8 or® @




NOU=-1%~1383 127 03 SEFRR FoCIZITY F.a7

MRP 95-107 MOCNTHLY MONITORING REPOR™ PAGE 15 OF 27

Aliso Water Management Agency NPDES No. CA0107611

DISCHARY 38%: *'4M 3 ORDER/RESOLUTION No. 95-107
REPORT FOR: Cziaber 1098 1 EPORT FREQUENCY: Monthly
REPORT DUE: Nowerz-¢r 30. 1998

SAMPLE SOURLE: fizziving waler, aearsnor SAMPLING FREQUENCY: Monthly
EXACT SAMPLE POINTS: As specified in permit TYPE OF SAMPLE: Grab

SAMPLES COLLECTED BY: SERRA Lab
SAMPLES sNA_VY7ED EY: SERRA Lab

. /
SIGNED U1 DL, 22~ Y OF PERJURY: ,f’;égf// Sl e

C. rers Y sczitered clouds, low t ! a1 06:41

T T ol Fezal Eatcro- - *0 - None
Sta| Saryl: 1 Zrazlz U Coliform Celifor n COCTH 3 Sample 18 14 Sewage 1 - Mild
No.| Deps | Ja: | CFUAOOmI  CFU.0‘ml  CFU/A00ml  Time  Grease  Dcbris | 2 - Moderate
3 - Scvere
N1 | Surfas |07l ) 2 <2 0234 ] ] 4 - Extreme
N1 25 iiE7e 8 2 4 0 0
NI 500 lgmoeld 8 2 <2 ¢ ¢
N2 Surfroe 1074 2 t <2 0R-40 ‘3 n
N2, 2° THIA <2 ’ <7 1 N
N2 s R 8 Nt 4 U U
N3 Salz: U7l 2 z oo : ¢
S I o lT < < <. ¢
IR LT <. Z <. 1 <
Ne 't Fomi~s g z < <L X729
Na o ‘ . < “
Ne ¢, C % - o L
NS . 2z o L “ < o LIl <
N5 nn L - < < b :
NS oo L. 3 9 < M
Ne .z L T < P :
N¢ . Zr o z < < ! {
Ne . ¢ 2 < <. | : . !
N7 2 Lo : o . oo . f
NV < . <2 § |
" . 1. <} 3 | v i
S R ! | l

COASTYTGOMMISS!ON

REQUIRE. X7 ¢ ' '3 ing parderlates and grz:+~ wd oil shall not e vizible. (2) The d scharge of waste sha
not ¢iusc arsthetiz~l'e vl sireab'e discoloration of 11~ ocean surface.

EXHIBIT # z

oaGE & oF B

TOTAL P.O7Y




11702799 TUE 10:16 FAX 949 489 7724 AWMA/SERRA/SOCRA
1171/99 8:49:19 AM Alisc Creek Data
ALISO WATER MANAGEMENT AGENCY OCEAN OUTFALL
9/23/99 TO 10/31/99
Date AlisoCric Q AlisoCrTSS AlisoCcBOD AlisoCr pH
MGD mgl mglt
2398 202 31 28 8.0
$/24/98 33 8.0
872599 336
9/26/99 . 300 11.8 35 a0
/2799 0.00
9/28/99 0.00
9/29/99 0.00
930/99 1.82 8.0 <1 8.1
10/1/99 3.3 80
10/2/69 336
10/3/39 3.36 1.5 <1
10/4/88 13 24 <1 8.1
10/5/8% 3.36 4.1 1.4 8.0
10/8/89 138 14 14 80
10/7/99 .38 18 47 80
10/8/99 338 8.0
10/9/99 338
10/10/99 336 2.4 1.4
10/11/99 3.38 4.0 1.7 8.0
10/12/99 338 28 1.1 8.0
10/13/9% 3.38 26 22 8.1
10/14/99 1.54 8.0
10/15/99
10/1879¢
10/1719%
1071899
10/19/99
10220/99
10/21/%9
10/22/9%
102399
102499
10725/4%
10/28/9%
10/27/99
10/20/69
10/29/99%
1030199
10/31/99
Average 2.67 36 1.7 8.0
Totel 58.78 458§ 20.2 112.3
Minimum 0.00 14 0.0 8.0
Maximum 3.36 11.6 4.7 8.1

@oo2

Page 1,

SOASTAL COMMISSION

EXHIBIT #__ & )
1T o ®

PAGE o




Total Coliform (TC), Fecal Coliform (FC), Enterococcus (ENT) Colony Forming Units / 100 ml Sample

. STATION t.ocation Description WEERL | HRHE | 13N | tHEE RIS | Rttt | IEHEEEE | e
LAGUNA BEACH (surfzone) 421 358 -y o7 W= -
. OLB16/S16 Laﬂ\a Hotel TC 78 52 20 12 8 80 260 34 10
FC 24 44 3 8 14 2 30 8 2
. ENT 8 20 <2 10 4 18 30 4 10
OLB15/ $15 |Projection of Mountain Road TC 28 8 <2 6 230 74 <10 32 150
9/1/99 - Station changed to FC 22 2 <2 4 12 3 <10 2 86
Projection of Bluebird Canyon | ENT 18 4 <2 2 22 8 <10 <2 20
OLB14 / $14 |Victoria Beach TC 6 6 2 2 40 8 <10 4 36
FC <2 4 <2 <2 12 <2 <10 <2 22
ENT 2 8 2 <2 18 4 <10 62 16
OLB13/$13 |Blue Lagoon TC <2 8 <2 4 14 2 <2 6 12
FC 4 4 2 4 6 2 <2 <2 10
ENT 2 2 <2 2 10 36 4 2 <2
ALISO BEACH (surfzone)
OSL12/ 812 |Treasure Island Pier TC 20 10 2 4 110 <] 2 4 6
FC 24 <2 <2 4 82 <2 <2 2 <2
ENT <2 4 <2 <2 12 58 <2 2 <2
OSL11/511 |Treasure Island Sign TC 8 12 4 6 30 <2 <2 26 6
FC 4 6 <2 14 4 2 <2 14 8
ENT 4 4 8 8 74 <2 <2 6 <2
0OSL10/S10 jAliso-North TC 4 720 80 10 14 2 <2 10 12
FC 2 250 <10 10 <2 <2 2 10 2
ENT 2 770 <10 <10 58 <2 <2 10 22
OSL08 / 508 JAliso-Middle TC 10 220 <10 20 20 20 10 <10 30
FC <10 110 <10 <10 10 20 10 10 <10
ENT 10 240 <10 <10 <10 2 20 20 170
QSL08 / S08 [Aliso-South TC 14 8 4 <2 100 2 2 <10 6
FC 8 <2 <2 <2 100 2 4 <10 <2
ENT| 110 4 <2 2 20 <2 <2 <10 4
OSLO7/807 |Camel Point TC 2 4 4 <2 90 8 56 <2 2
FC <2 2 4 <2 72 10 4 <2 4
ENT <2 4 <2 <2 30 4 6 24 <2
OSL06 / S06 |Table Rock TC 10 2 6 2 6 8 14 <2 2
FC <2 2 4 <2 4 14 8 4 <2
ENT 4 <2 <2 <2 30 <2 16 <2 2
OSL05 / 805 JLaguna Lido Apt. TC 8 18 <2 <2 40 4 2 2 4
FC 2 4 <2 <2 42 2 2 2 4
ENT 10 12 <2 <2 44 6 <2 <2 4
OSL04 7 S04 |9th St. 1000 Steps Beach TC 42 10 6 <2 36 2 10 <2 12
FC <2 8 <2 <2 24 «2 <10 <2 4
ENT [ 14 <2 <2 68 280 <10 4 20
QSL03 /803 [Three Arch Bay TC 8 8 <2 2 92 260 10 8 20
FC <2 <2 <2 <2 14 250 <10 2 2
ENT 2 40 <2 4 48 40 <10 <2 <2
ALISO CREEK
CABAC / C1 |Aliso Creek Mouth TC 5300 8100 2300 250 3000 NS 1300 870 NS
FC 470 4400 300 50 2500 NS 54 130 NS
ENT 1300 4800 450 27 160 NS 100 180 NS
DANA POINT (surfzone) ,
0O8L02 /802 |Salt Creek Beach TC 260 220 12 110 110 WW“@N 10
FC 28 12 <2 4 17 40 <10 <2 2
ENT 40 22 5 8 40 <10 <10 2 <2
QDPO1 7 S01 |Marine Institute Beach TC 24 38 6 6 2f s 18 2 <2 22
9/1/39 station changed to FC 8 2 6 2 2 “W
PAGE :




Order No. 95-107

13

B. DISCHARGE SPECIFICATIONS

December 15, 1995

1. The discharger shall not cause pollution, contamination, or nuisance, as those
terms are defined in CWC 13050, as a result of the treatment or discharge of

wastes.

-

2. The foliowing effluent limitations apply to the combined undiluted effluent from

the wastewater treatment facilities identified in Finding 9 of this Order and

discharged through the AWMA Ocean Qutfall.

a. Effluent Limitations For Major Constituents and Properties of Wastewater

Constituent/

Weekly Maximum at

units

Units Monthly
Property Average Average any time
(30 day) (7 day)
| CBOD,* mg/l 25 40 45
' ib/day 5,600 9,000 10,000
| totai suspended solids® mg/! 30 45 50
i Ib/day 6,800 10,000 11,000
| oila grease® mg/l 25 40 75
ib/day 5,600 9,000 17,000
| setiieabie soligs® min 1.0 1.5 30
turbidity® NTU 75 100 225
pH* pH Within limits of 6.0 - 8.0 at all times.

acute toxicity®

- RW%;%U J“_"’ L‘js_‘;{? COASTAL COMMISSION
Y] |
EXHIBIT #__ > o
pace __ U or




-
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Order No. 95-107 14 December 15, 1985
b. Effluent Limitations For Toxic Materials For Protection Of Marine Aéquatic Life
Constituent/ Units 6-Month Daily Maximum_ Instantaneous
Property Median Maximum
arsenic® mgh 1 7.6 20
Ib/day 200 1,700 4,500
cadmium® mg/ 0.3 1 26
ib/day 70 200 590
chromium mg/ 05 2 5.2
(hexavalent)** ib/day 100 500 1,200
copper’ mg/l 0.3 26 7.3
. ib/day 70 590 1,600
lead® mofl 0.5 2 52
Ib/day 100 500 1,200
mercury® ug/l 10 42 100
Ib/day 2 9.5 20
nicke!* mg/ 1 5.2 13
Ib/day 200 1,200 2,900
selenium® mg/l 39 16 39
Ib/day 880 3,600 8,800
silver* mg/l 0.1 0.69 2
Ib/day 20 160 500
zinc* mg/ 3.1 19 50
Ib/day 700 4,300 11,000
Cyanide®* mg/ 03 1 2.6
ib/day 70 200 590
total chiorine residual™ | mgA 05 2 16
ib/day 100 500 3,600
ammonia (as N)° mg/ 160 630 1600
Ib/day | 36,000 140,000 360,000
chronic toxicity® TUc i - 300 —
phenolic compounds® mg/l 7.8 31 78
(non-chlorinated) Ib/day 1.800 7,000 18,000
COASTAL COMMISSION

EXHIBIT # 3

PAGE

Z 11




Order No. 85-107

15 Decemberps, 1995 .
Constituent/ Units 6-Month Daily Maximum Instantaneous
Property Median Maximum
chiorinated phenolics® mgh’ 0.3 1 26
ib/day | 70 200 590
endosulfan®’ ug/ 2 4.7 7
Ib/day 0.5 1.1 16
endrin® ugh 0.5 1 2
: Ib/day 0.1 0.2 05
HCH*? ugli 1 2 3.1
Ib/day 0.2 0.5 0.7
radioactivity Not to exceed limits specified in Title 17, Division 5, Chapter 4,
Group 2, Article 3, Section 32068 of the California Code of
Regulations. ’

GOASTAL COMMISSION

SXHIBIT #__ D

P’ AGE

>

= _OF

e




. Qrder No: 95-107 16 December 15, 1895

¢. Effluent Limitations For Toxic, Noncarcinogenic Materials for Protection of Human

Health
Constituent/ | Units Monthly Average
Property - (30-day)
acrolein® mgh 57
Ib/gay 13,000
antimony*® mgfl 310
Ib/day 70,000
bis(2-chloroethoxy) methane® ug/l 1100
Ib/day 250
bis(2-chioroisopropy!) ether* mg/l 310 H
ib/day 70,000
chiorobenzene® mg/l 150
Ib/day 34,000
chromium (I1)° g/l 50 - ﬁ

Ib/day 11,000,000
di-n-butyl phthalate® : mg/l 810
Ib/day 200,000

dichiorobenzenes®? g/l ' 1.3
ib/day 290,000

1 J-duchloroethylene gh 1.9
Ib/day | 430,000

diethyl phthalate® gt 8.6
ib/day 1,900,000
dimethy! phthalate® g 210
Ib/day 47,000,000
4 6-dinitro-2-methyiphenol® mg/l 57
ib/day 13,000
- 2 4-dinitrophenai® ugl - 1,000
. Ib/day 220
ethylbenzene® .mg/i 1,100
: Ib/day 250,000

COASTAL COMMISSION
EXHIBIT # ;

PAGE _ A of (17




Order No. 95-107 17

December 15, 1995
Constituent/ Units Monthly Average
Property | (30-day).
fluoranthene® mgh 3.8
- ib/day 880
hexachlorocyclopentadiene® mgh 15
ib/day 3,400
isophorone® on : 39
ib/day 8,800,000
H nitrobenzene* mgll 1.3
ib/day 290
thallium® mg/! 37
Ib/day 830 .
toluene® o/l . 22
Ib/day 5,000,000
1,1,2,2-tetrachioroethane*® mg/l 310
ib/day 70,000
tributyltin® ug/t 0.37
i Ib/day 0.08
1.1,1-trichloroethane® el 140
ib/day 32,000,000
1,1,2-trichioroethane® on . & .
ib/day 2,500,000
) COASTAL COMMISSION
EXHIBIT # g
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December 15, 1995

Effiuent Limitations for Toxic, Carcinogenic Materials for Protection of Human Health

Monthly Avef'age

Constituent/
Property (30-day)
acryionitrile* ug/l 26
ib/day 59
l aldrin® ngh 5.7
ib/day 0.0013
benzene® mght 1.5
ib/day 340
benzidine* ng/l 18
Ib/day 0.0041
beryllium® ug/ 8.6
ib/day 1.9
bis(2-chioroethyl)ether® ugh 12
Ib/day 2.7
bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate® ught 810
Ib/day 200 b
carbon tetrachioride® mg/l 0.23
ib/day 52
chiordane®* ng/! 6.0 F
ib/day 0.0014
chloroform® mg/ 34
ib/day 7.700
pDDT** ‘ngh 44
ib/day 0.0099
1,4-dichlorobenzene® mgh 47
ib/day 1100 |
3,3-dichlorobenzidine® ugh 21
- ib/day 0.47
1,2-dichloroethane® mgh 34
ib/day 7,700
. COASTAL COMMISSIQ;i
-EXHIBIT # 3
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Order No. 95-107 19

December 15, 1995
Constituent/ Units Monthly Average
Property (30-day) .

dichloromethane® mgh 120
o - ib/day 27,000
1,3-dichioropropene® mgh 23

ib/day 520 ,
dieldrin® ng/! 10

Ib/day 0.0023

| 2,4-dinitrotoluene® ug/l 680 »

Ib/day 150
1,2-diphenythydrazine® ug/l 42

Ib/day 8.5
halomethanes®* mg 34

Ib/day 7,700
heptachiors’ ng/l 190

ib/day - 0.043
hexachlorobenzene® ng/l 55

ib/day 0.012
hexachlorobutadiene® mo/l 3.7
’ Ib/day 830
hexachioroethane® ugh 650

ib/day 150
N-nitrosodimethylamine® mg/l 1.9

ﬂ Ib/day 430

N-nitrosodiphenylamine® ugh 650

ib/day 150
PAHs®® ugh 23

ib/day 0.52
PCBs** ng/ 5.0

Ib/day 0.0011
TCDD equivalents®' pa/l 1.0 COAS AL CUMW“SSW

Ib/day 0.00000023

EXHlBlT #

PAGE
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Order No:. 95-107 20 December 15, 1995

Constituent/ Units * Monthly Average
Property (30-day)
tetrachioroethylene® mg ‘ 26
- ib/day 5,800
toxaphene® ng/ 55
ib/day 0.012
trichioroethylene® mgh 7.0
ib/day 1600
2.4 6-trichlorophenol® ug/ 76
Ib/day 17
viny! chloride® mgh 94
ib/day 2,100

o/l = grams per jiter

mg/l = miligrams per liter

ug/l = micrograms per fiter

ng/l = nanograms per kter

po/l = picograms per liter

mi/ = mililiters per iter ‘

NTU = Nephelometric Turbidity Units
TUa = toxic units acute

TUc = toxic units chronic

ib/day = pounds per day

s Effluent kimitations were determined as described in Finding No. 31.

b. Effiuent concentration imitations are the imiting concentrations specified in Table A of the
Ocean Pian. Mass emission rate kmitations, where applicable, were determined using
procedures outlined in the 1990 version of the Ocean Plan and a flowrate of 27.0 MGD.

<. Effiuent concentration and mass emission rate imitations were determined using the procedures
outlined in the 1980 version of the Ocean Plan and using water quality objectives from Table B
and background seawster concentrations from the 1890 version of the Ocean Plan, an initial
dilution of 260, and a flowrate of 27.0 MGD. Except for differences due to rounding, significant
figures, or caiculation errors, these effluent concentrations and mass emission rate imitations
@re the same as or more stringent than those in Order 90-50.

d. The discharger may, at its option, meet this imitation as & total chromium kenitation.
.. If the discharger can demonstrate 1o the satisfaction of the Regional Board (subject to USEPA

approval) that an analytical method is available 10 reliably distinguish between strongly and
weakly complexed cyanide, effiuent limitations for cyanide may be met by the combined

measurement of free cyanide, simple alkali metal cyanides, and weakly wmmnsTAL COMMISS!O&

EXHIBIT # 3
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Order No. 95-107 21 - December 15, 1995 .

arganometaliic cysnide complexes. in order for the analytical method to be scceptable, the
recovery of free cyanide from metal complexes must be comparabie to that achieved by
Standard Methods 4500CN, G, H, and J (Sta Methods for minstion

Wastewater. Joint Editorial Board, American Public Health Association, American Water Works
Association, and Water Polilution Control Federation. Eighteenth edition.)

f. The effluent concentration and mass emission rate mitations for total chlorine residual sre -
based on a continuous discharge of chlorine. Effluent concentration imitations for total chiorine
residual which are applicable to intermittent discharges not exceeding 2 hours, shall be
determined through the use of the foliowing equations:

log Co=.0.43 (logx) + 1.8
Ce=Co+Dm{Co-Cs)

where:
Co = the concentration (in ug/l) to be met at the completion of initial dilution
x = the duration of uninterrupted chiorine discharge in minutes
Ce = the effluent concentration fimitation (in up/) to apply when chiorine is being
intermittently discharged
Dm = the minimum probable initial dilution
Cs the background seawater concentration = 0

3.  The 30-day average percent removal of CBOD, and TSS shall not be less than .
85 percent.

4. Waste management systems that discharge to the ocean must be designed and
operated in 8 manner that will maintain the indigenous marine life and a heaithy
and diverse marine community.

5. Waste discharged through the AWMA Ocean Outfall must be essentially free of:
a. Material that is fioatable or will become floatable upon discharge.

b. Settieable material or substances that form sediments which degrade
benthic communities or other aquatic life. }

C. Substances which will accumuiaie to toxic fevels in marine waters,
sediments or biota.

d. Substances that significantly decrease the natural light to benthic
communities and other marine life.

e Materials that result in aesthetically undesirable discoloratio
ocean surface. o r(_:m‘g?m- COMMISS

‘-

3 .. “

EXHIBIT #_ 9
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Order No. 95-107 22 December 15, 1995

6.

10.

Waste discharged through the AWMA Ocean Outfall shall be discharged in a
manner which provides sufficient initial dilution to minimize the concentrations of
substances not removed in treatment.

Location of waste discharges must be determined after a detailed éssessment_ :
of the oceanographic characteristics and current patterns to assure that:

a. Pathogenic organisms and viruses are not present in areas where
shellfish are harvested for human consumption or in areas used for
swimming or other body-contact sports.

b. Natural water quality conditions are not altered in areas desi'gnaied as
being of special biological significance or areas that existing marine
laboratories use as a source of seawater.

c. Maximum protection is provided to the marine environment.

Waste that contains pathogenic organisms or viruses should be discharged a

- sufficient distance from shellfishing and water-contact sports areas to maintain

applicable bacterial standards without disinfection. Where conditions are such
that an adequate distance cannot be attained, reliable disinfection in
conjunction with a reasonable separation of the discharge point from the area of
use must be provided. Disinfection procedures that do not increase effiuent
toxicity and that constitute the least environmental and human hazard should be
used.

All waste treatment, containment and disposal facilities shall be protected
against 100-year peak stream flows as defined by the Orange County fiood
control agency.

All waste treatment, containment and disposal facilities shall be protected
against erosion, overland runoff and other impacts resulting from a 100-year
frequency 24-hour storm.

Coliected screenings, siudges, and other solids removed from liquid wastes

shall be disposed of in a manner approved by the Regional Board Executive
Officer (hereinafter Executive Officer).

COASTAL COMMISSION

EXHIBIT # g
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Order No. 95-107 23
C.
9,

RECEIVING WATER LIMITATIONS

The discharge of waste through the AWMA Ocean Outfall shall not, by itself or
jointly with any other discharge, cause violation of the following Ocean Plan
ocean water quality objectives. Compliance with the water quality objectives
shall be determined from sampies collected at stations representative of the
area within the waste field where initial dilution is completed.

a. Bacterial Characteristics

(1) Water-Contact Standards

Within 2 zone bounded by the shoreline and a distance of 1,000
feet from the shoreiine or the 30-foot depth contour, whichever is
further from the shoreline, and in areas outside this zone used for
water-conlact sports, as determined by the Regional Board, but
including al! kelp beds, the following bacterial objectives shall be
maintained throughout the water column: ‘

(@) Samples of water from each sampling station shall have a
density of total coliform organisms less than 1,000 per 100
m! (10 per mi); provided that not more than 20 percent of
the samples at any sampling station, in any 30-day period,
may exceed 1,000 per 100 m! (10 per mi), and provided
further that no single sample when verified by a repeat
sample taken within 48 hours shall exceed 10,000 per 100
ml (100 per mi). '

(b) The fecal coliform density based on a minimum of not less
than five samples for any 30-day period, shall not exceed a
geometric mean of 200 per 100 ml nor shall more than 10
percent of the total samples during any 60-day period
exceed 400 per 100 mi.

The “Initial Dilution Zone™ of wastewater outfalls shall be exciuded
from designation as kelp beds for purposes of bacterial standards.
Adventitious assemblages of kelp plants on waste discharge
structures (e.g., outfall pipes and diffusers) do not constitute kelp
beds for purposes of bacterial standards. Kelp beds, for the
purpose of the bacterial standards of this Oider, are significant

%

Decembe‘1 5, 1995 .

aggregations of marine algae of the genera MW%OMMISSION
{

Nereocystis Kelp beds include the total foliage

Macrocystis and Nereocystis plants throughout the water column.$ i .

EXHIBIT #
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STATE OF CAL'FORNIA - THE RESOURCES AGENCY PETE WILSON,

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

South Coast Area Office

200 Oceangate, Suits 1000
ong Beach, CA 908024302

{562) 590-5071

AMENDMENT TO COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT

March 11, 1998
page 1 of 2

Permit Number 5-83-959 issued to Aliso Water Management Agency for:

construction of a 54-inch land and ocean outfall to discharge regional waste water
effluent.

at: Aliso Water Management Agency outfall, in Aliso Creek 300 feet upstream of Coast
Highway to 1.5 miles offshore, Laguna Beach, Orange County has been amended to
include the following change: temporary diversion of nuisance summertime flows of Aliso
Creek (approximately 2 to 5 million gallons per day) into the outfall.

This amendment will become effective upon return of a signed copy of this form to the
Commission office. Please note that the original permit condition unaffected by this
amendment are still effect.

PETER M. DOUGLAS
Executive Director

2 JohnT Auyong z

Tttle Coastal Program Analyst

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

| have read and understand the above permit and agree to be bound by the conditions as
amended of Coastal Development Permit 5-83-959,

Date: Signature COASTA! COMMISSION

EXHIBIT # q:
pAGE _V_ OF @




AMENDMENT TO COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT .
Page: 2 of 2 ’ )

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

1. Bemoval of Development. The diversion of up to a twenty-four (24) hour average flow
rate of five {B) cubic feet per second (i.e., 3.23 million gallons per day) of the water flow
of Aliso Creek approved by this permit amendment is authorized only for the 1998
summer season from May 1, 1998 through October 15, 1998. In no case shall the
diverted flows exceed seven (7) cubic feet per second (i.e., 4.52 million gallons per day)
at any time. This permit amendment does not authorize the diversion to continue past
October 15, 1998.

2. Change to Previously Imposed Special Condition No, 6. Special Condition No. 6 of
permit A-61-76 regarding “Water Quality” shall be replaced with the following:

The effluent discharged from the approved outfall shall comply with the
requirements of “Order No. 95-107, NPDES Permit No. CA0107611, Waste
Discharge Requirements for the Aliso Water Management Agency, Orange County,
Discharge to the Pacific Ocean Through the Aliso Water Management Agency
Ocean Outfall” issued by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San
Diego Region.

3. Monitoring. The permittee shall submit to the Executive Director copies of the results
of the monitoring data required by “Order No. 85-107, NPDES Permit No. CA0107611,
Waste Discharge Requirements for the Aliso Water Management Agency, Orange County)
Discharge to the Pacific Ocean Through the Aliso Water Management Agency Ocean
Outfall”, including all addenda, issued by the California Regional Water Quality Control
Board, San Diego Region (“RWQCB”"). In addition, the permittee shall also submit, along
with the monitoring data, written conclusions on: 1) water quality changes which
occurred during the monitoring period, 2) whether the water quality changes occurred as
a result of the project, and 3) the effects of these changes on offshore marine life and
human heaith. The written conclusions shall be prepared by the Orange County Heaith
Care Agency. The permittee shall submit the monitoring data and written conclusions at
the same time it submits the data to the RWQCB.

4. Previously imposed Conditions. All previously imposed standard and special conditions
of approval of Permit A-61-76, except for changes to Special Condition No. 6 as
described above, and subsequent amendments remain in effect and are not cha:

this permit amendment.

e COASTAL COMMISSION

[

cimsofficeiwinworditemplisteiamend.dot  Pnnted on March 11, 1998
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CALIFORNIA COASTAL £unz wunseniniivse weree .
rhet Street, $an Francisco MM - (15} .BMNX

COASTAL COMMISSION
b YDOINGS ]
ExripT #___ 4 G 110
DECISION OF ' ‘
Rz GIONAL COMMISSION: Permit grantrd with concditions by South Coast
Kegional Conmiazion
APPLICANT: Aliro Watcr Mmagczert Assacy (ARNA) -

DEVELOPVENT ‘

TOCATION: i Alizo Crenk, Canydn .o Linin i Sevth Lagsa:a, -

. County of Orniw {Exhinit 1) : :
DEVELOPMEXT ‘ )
DeScRIPI0N: Construction of a S4=ineh land and ocean cusfail to -

discharge regional waste woter effluen:
, APFELLANTS: . Ac Alirv Water Manapcexans Aganey (AWA)
. B, [Priends of the Farth, Envircimental Ce:l.tien of
Orange County, Inc. Scuth Laguna Civie Associstion
PURLIC HFARDNG AND VOIT:. Pudblic hearing held April 21, 1976, in Seuth
- San I'rancisco; vote taken on Hay 8, 1976 ia
s v - *  8an Diego

STArT FL.COMN CNDATION:  The SWnil recoumenis tiat ihe vermisoiien agont the
foliowing Te30lutaon SN gPAforuante with the Cenminaien‘t vove of Arris 8, 197w . !

. I. Approval vith Conditions., ‘The Commission hereby orproves a permit
Sor the proposed development sl juct to the conditione toiow, ON rrYOWRTS thal, A3
econditioned, the proposed development will net have any Sub=Santial agvars:
srvironmental or ecoloxical effects and will Le consinees s’ the Zindinss,
g;;lmﬁem. and objectives of the Colifernia Coastal T Tonnervatipn Act of
2. “

2I. Ceonditions. The permit ia pubjeet w“um foliombig eonditions:

3. Outfnll Size. The outfall pipe shall tc nd sreater tn Slze tiun 8 i:..
ingide diameter .

2. Effluent Flow limitatisna, Ffflumt €lws theocusi the Sutlall ::m‘.l‘
be limited as specified dn She Stals Water henoutren tiontrol {1034 ¢und2pt anjFoval
for Phase I of this rerional ryatem: provided, hounver, %hnt Any fiows frem tho
El Toro Water Distriet and lac Alison WAl P 1NintPint jammoted wader S0 oS and
conditions ©f the voncopt approval slall ix transiuricd t Lo Oveun outin.l by
means of a trested efflunnt line o the exdatine o Alings and Rosometr
) trestment plants; and provided further, that the wial laud and ocvean c‘.i:bog&l °f'_
9 fiows from Los Alisoa and Il Toro e, Ret Axswd 1he eurroctly avadlnble £.9 FGO

of land dispecal untll the pruwittion ar thn wurcpt apqeraval doalingg wibii air

Quality mitigation has been wmplicd with,

. - . . -
N - , L R 3 .
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3. Cavacity Mlocation Amone Werber Asensies. The madi=un prepor M
of the total capacity of the outfell that can be used by ay of the mezter g
of AwMA shall Be limited to that shown on . the following table:

: Azency Jotal Carecisy
f . (MG dry weather avesage dally flow)*
R Los Alisos Water District _ .7

I Toro Water District : o7

Moulton=Niguel Waler Disiries 2.1%

South laguns Sanitasy Distrist 2,08

City of laguns Beach and Everald Bay:- .55

Services District & S0
Irvine Ranch Water District 3228
17.8s

. ' oZrcludes seasonal peak: T ) ' -

No transfer, sale, or lease of the capacity assisnod tc any mezber agency of
A'1A shall be made frem one member azenty of AWMA to ancther mezber aganty without
the prior spproval of the Comzission,pr its successor, end in the svent ¢l no sush
successor, such approval shall be otiained from the SWIC3 or Sts guccessor. The
eontracts between the ARNMA and dts mesber agencies shall contaln a provisicn pro-
Ribiting any transler, sals, or lease in viciation of the provisisns herein.

. L. Publie Access 4o the Coast. To assurp thetl develspoent fazilitated
by thie per=it coes not subsientially interfere with public ac:ess to the coast, my

-effluent flows Srea the Irvine Ranch #ater Distrist and the MoulteneiHiguel Water ™
District shall be additionally limited as provided Rerein. Effluent flowvz from the
Moulton=lliguel Waiter Disirict shall nct exzeed 1,75 MGD and effluecnt flows frem the
Irvine Ranch Water District shall not exceed O MOD until the Cermizsion has deterzi:
the ot of road capatity reguired to medntein g repscradle level of putlic
recreational access to the coast and has esteblished a schedulie for phasing <he
azount of development to take place within those Distrizis with ¢tramsjortatian
d=provements to assure $hat level of public access. Permiited-effluent flows shall
be increesed only 4n conformance with the schedule estatlistesd. The Commissier gha
establiish the scheduls within 60 2xys cf recedst of dnfiwmetion previded t7 the
apnlicent and deterwined by the Exetutive Directar of the Commissicn to bz aleguase
40 2ake the determinciicns spesified gbove unless the arplizast veguests an extensis
of the time period but &in no evint later than Deco 1, 1776, 1n the event that the
Comission falls t0 establisn the sched'le as sPacified, permitted effluent flows
from the Disiricts may be increased to ¢hat provided 4n Condition No. 3. For the
purposes of enforcing this condition, "Comuission™ shall mean the Comxission or its
suscesscr. The applicant shall provide a flow monitoring system accepiadle to the
Ixecutive Directer of the Commission sufficient to provide the effluent flow data
pecessary to assure conformance to this condition.

5. Recionat Comtasion Consticns. Conates APASIAS CRMAUSSION

drposed by the South Coest Regional Commission and shown in Evhibit 7 shall te

complied withi provided however, that the archaeclopizal survey may bu limitec to

that area directly affected by construction of the mjesxmen' ION
OF .
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6. Voter Duslitv. The £3llowing efflucnt levels shall be maintaired mn
for ocean cutfall cischasge: >

(a) Disselved exygen cen:cntra-iion ehall not te less them 2 =g2.

(b) Concentrazion of ammordizenitrogen sha®l met e grester than

Rqﬁ.

(¢) The removal of S-day bic-chemizal oxgen desand (ms) shall
not be less than 08 of the ravw scwage mns cenceniration. Appropriate”sensors
shall be installed which shall be ronnecied to setcrders 15 provide a sontinuous
record of the cencentration of oxyzen and wepenls in Lhe effluent deliversd to the
ecean. , ’

 III. Findinss and Deelaritisas. The Commission fimds and drsleces as follcus:

3, Suwrmerve This prafect, 3 l1and end ozeas ocuifall, dsenly put of € -7
Jarger prolect ¢o provide a ragienal wasi:water treatrent syatem wishin the AWNA
service ares shoum 4n Exhibit 1. Although =any of she Snland facilisties nezecaary
to complete this system (L.e. treatmert plonts and interrentor 1inec) are within
the coastal zone, and virtually all of the project will sipnificantly aflest the
rescurces of the coastal zone, this portion of the ovars’l project and the inter—
ceptor that 43 the sublest of Appeal No. 1L6«75 are the orly parts of the projest
thet are likely to recuire permit appliceticns besause 454 rest will tave place
outside the permit ares ( most of £t vAll sti)) be within the sosstel scne however).

- The applizatle Regionel Water Quality Contrni Eoards have dnstirueted 3 of
AWMA's mexzber agencies (lagunu Seack, South Leguna and B Tors) 4o upgrade thelr
wvastewater disposal systems besause tisy ae pdversuly affesting water guasity.
The U.3. Environmental Protestion Agency (ETA) and the State Water Resources Contrel
Board (SWAT2) have fourd that an ocean outfal) will be needed o dispore of effluen: .
4hat cannot be reclad=cd; conseguenily & riew stean ocutfall 4o mesessasy 48 lsprove
vater Quality 4in the coastal sone. et :

Thus, the issuc presentrd by ¢his Lomeal 4s nct whother @n scean outlfal shsulz
te constructed, dul how shelld suth 3 ;rojoct Lo venditionedt to avold t8e oher .
acsverse envirormental immatic 46 4he wpter, Jomd it ASy rersustes £ Lhe o2
resulting from 4he rocidenticl growth fecilicated by s oversised eoutlanl.
€onsistent with the Coastal act, the new cutllll gheald not Zacillitate goowt
pagnizude and nature that w231 pdversely affect 4he envirinnent ¢ the coastal 2o
2 sors than curreni discharges.

e -
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% The owtfall proposed by AW wAll pscommdste a poplation ef sdout 455,000,
ore than § tizes the cwremt popmulotion. The iopacts of pomlatics goath of
fais magritude have been evaluried by EVA 42 4ts Fimal EIS for the project a2 57
$he Comxty of Orange & 4is "Scwiheasi Orangs Courty Civeulptizm Stadws (£2XCS)
nd degft EIR. EFA axd ¢ie ARD foxmd 4hat zajor porniaticn i=sreases i= sotoes™

o=ge Coutty ware incomsiytens with attaining alr cuality stordasds’ymlass Seasis.
aze icrlazemted 0 recuse the ipacris, because the irhabitazta cf somnam Oresgs
Co=ty trawel 307 ncre thes the couwy average. The County's praly=is ef S2XI5
(see exxerpts &n Exbidit 2) shows that populatisn grocth of this cas—ituds a=d math
is ircensistenmt both with the Coastal Flan e=2d with the Sout %ml\mﬂgn
ticn of Goverrment®s plans, and @zy be {ioconsistest with the ALr t7 Halmeenurt
Flrz now beizg developed by the ARB, Fopalation growth of this mypg=iteds will alx
enger-sr ciher {=mparts o3 the resowmtes of the coastal zeme. sgnf!i: gesh s
b7 nev dovelopment will dar  access to the coaut, wilelice EBURAL 0 :
agricultmmal lands wdAll be  wseried 4p whan user, a2d urripmiE vEDbDe :

Bk o nmn ek 2N e d — B .
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San Diego, CA 92124

(619) 467-2952
FAX (619) 5716972

ﬁ Recycied Paper

September 18, 1997

Mr. David A. Caretto RECEIVED
General Manager
Aliso Water Management Agency SEP 2 4 1997

30290 Rancho Viejo Road
San Juan Capistrano, California 92675 A W.M.A.

Dear 'Mr. Caretto

ADDENDUM NO. 1 TO ORDER NO. 95-107, NPDES PERMIT NO.
CA0107611, "WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS FOR THE

ALISO WATER MANAGEMENT AGENCY, ORANGE COUNTY, DISCHARGE TO
THE PACIFIC OCEAN THROUGH THE ALISO WATER MANAGEMENT AGENCY
OCEAN QUTFALL" .

Enclosed is a copy of Addendum No. 1 to Order No. %5-107
which modifies the waste discharge requirements for the
Aliso Water Management Agency (AWMA). The Addendum allows
the discharge of Aliso Creek flows through the AWMA Ocean
Outfall between May 1 and October 15.

Please note that the Addendum modifies the Reporting Period
for the Semiannual Monitoring, and also modifies the f
Effluent Monitoring to include the Aliso Creek flow to the
Ocean Outfall. If AWMA will divert creek flow to the Ocean
Outfall this year, the quarterly and semiannual effluent
monitoring must include sampling of the creek flow.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Paul J.
Richter of my staff at (619) 627-3929.

Respectfully, v m e e b
HN H. ROBERTUS - hy. 241997 _:g

Executive Officer

Enclosur CALIFOTINIA

File: AWMA, 01-0117.02

ces Mr. Larry Paul, County of Orange (w/enclosure)

Mr. John T. Auyong, California Coastal Commission (w/enclosure)
Mr. Mike Beanan & Mr. Ron Harris, South Laguna Civic Association
Mr. John Youngerman, SWRCB (w/enclosure)

Mr. Christopher Crompton, County of Orange (w/enclosure)

Mr. Terry Oda, USEPR, Region 9 (w/enclosure)

COASTAL comMMmISSION

EXHBIT#__ &
ADDENDUM 3 PAGE _ l or 8

Our mussion is 10 preserve and enhance the quolity of Califorma’s weier rezources, and
ensure their proper allocanon aad efficient use for (he benefit of present and future generations.



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
‘SAN DIEGO REGION

ADDENDUM NO. 1

TO - e

ORDER NO. 95-107

NPDES NO. CA0107611 2
e
WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS K
FOR TBE \/C:;.:\
o ALISO WATER MANAGEMENT AGENCY ¢

ORANGE COUNTY

DISCHARGE TO THE PACIFIC OCEAN
THROUGH THE ALISO WATER MANAGEMENT AGENCY
OCEAN QUTFALL

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego
Region (hereinafter Regional Board), finds that:

1. On December 14, 1995, this Regional Board adopted Order No.
95-107, NPDES No. CAQ107611, Waste Discharge Regquirements
for the Aliso Water Management Agency, Orange County, ¢
Discharge to the Pacific Ocean Through the Aliso Water ’
Management Agency Ocean Cutfall. Order No. 95-107
established requirements for the discharge of up to 27
million gallons per day (MGD) of treated wastewater to the
Pacific Ocean via the Aliso Water Management Agency (AWMA)
Ocean Qutfall.

2. On March 27, 1997, AWMA submitted an application to amend
Order No. 95-107 to allow a diversion of summertime low flow
from Aliso Creek to the Ocean Outfall. The diversion would
occur :from May through October 15th. The anticipated
maximum flow rate would be 4.52 MGD and the anticipated
average flow rate would be 3.23 MGD. The County of Orange
would maintain the pumping and conveyance facilities.

3. Summertime flow in Aliso creek consists primarily of urban
runioff. At the mouth of the creek, these flows pond behind
a sand barrier. This ponded water contains high levels of
coliform bacteria. Intermittently, the sand barrier is
breached and the creek flows enter the Pacific Ocean. As a
result, the adjacent ocean waters sometimes contain high
levels of coliform bacteria. The presence of high levels of
coliform bacteria is an indication that pathogens may be
present. Consequertly, water contact recreation in the
creek and ocean waters near the mouth of the Allso Creek
ocean has been prohibited. The purpose of the cr

diversion is to mitigate the threat to public @BASEI’AIfﬁ@MMlSSIGN

the ponded water and any creek flow to the ocean.

N

EXHIBIT # s 1"’
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R ADDENDUM NO. 1 2 17 SEP 97
TO ORDER NO. 95-107

. 4. The creek flow will be diverted to a small pump building and
then pumped to the AWMA outfall. 1In the outfall, the creek
flow will commingle with the treated secondary effluent from
the AWMA treatment facilities.

5. AWMA has reported that the summertime flow diversion of the
Aliso Creek to the ocean outfall is a temporary diversion
for the protection of human health and that the summertime
flow of Aliso Creek will be restored to its natural
discharge channel in the future.

6. The issuance of this Addendum is exempt from the requirement
for preparation of environmental documents under the
California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code,
Division 13, Chapter 3, Section 21000 et seq.) in accordance
with the California Water Code, Section 1 .

7. This Regional Board has notified AWMA and all known
interested parties of its intent to modify Order No. 95-107.

8. This Regional Board, at a public meeting on August 13, 1997,
has heard and considered all comments pertaining to the 4
modification of Order No. 95-107. .

'I. IT IS BEREBY ORDERED THAT:

1. Prohibition A.4 of Order No. 95-107 shall be replaced by the
following:

4. Discharge to the Pacific Ocean through the AWMA Ocean
OQutfall in excess of 27.0 MGD average dry weather flow
rate is prohibited unless the discharger cobtains
ravised waste discharge requirements authorizing an
increased flowrate. The summertime stream flows
diverted from the Aliso Creek to the AWMA Ocean Outfall
shall be included when calculating the average dry
weather flowrate discharged through the AWMA Ocean
Outfall. The summertime stream flow diversion from the
Aliso Creek to the AWMA Ocean Outfall shall not exceed
4.52 MGD unless the discharger obtains revised waste
discharge requirements authorizing an increased
flowrate.

COASTAL COMMISS1ON:- -

@ ExHBITA_ &
PAGE_ 3 oF & P




ADDENDUM NO. 1 3 19
TO ORDER NO. 95-107 SEP 97

2. Order No. 95-107 shall be amended to add the following
Prohibition A.10.

10. Diversion of Alisc Creek stream flows to the AWMA Ocean

Outfall is prohibited between October 16, and April 30
each year.

3. Order No. 95-107 shall be amended to add the following
Discharge Specification B.1l.

1l. The stream flow diversion from Aliso Creek to the AWMA
Ocean Cutfall shall be included as a component of the
effluent limitations as listed in Discharge
Specification B.2

4. The Semiannual Reporting Period and the Semiannual Report
Due Date as listed in Monitoring Provision II.14 of
Monitoring and Reporting Program No. 95-107 shall be
replaced by following:

]

Monitoring Frequency Reporting Period Report Due .

Semiannually May == October Novembar 20 .
November -- April May 30

5. The following paragraph shall be added to Monitoring and
Reporting Program No. 95-107 in the IV. Effluent Monitoring
section as the first paragraph in that section.

For the purposes of this Monitoring and Reporting Program,
effluent includes Alisc Creek flows diverted to the AWMA
Ocean Outfall as well as treatment plant effluent.

o’

- COASTAL COMMISSION

EXHIBIT # S .
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ADDENDUM NO. 1 4 17 SEP 97
TO ORDER NO. 95-107

6. Monitoring and Reporting Program No. 395-107 shall be amended -
to add the following VI. Aliso Creek Monitoring.

VI. Aliso Creak Mbnito:ing

The stream flow diversion from Aliso Creek to the AWMA Ocean
Cutfall shall be monitored for the following:

Parameter Unit Type of Sample Minimum Frequency
e o S S s S
Flowrate MGD recorder/totalizer continuous
CBOD, @20°C mg/1 24-hr composite daily’
Suspended
Solids mg/1 24~hr composite daily’
pH units grab daily’
Total and fecal
coliform #/100m1 grab weekly

I, John H. Robertus, Executive Officer of the San Diego Regional
Water Quality Control Board, do hereby certify the foregoing is a;
full, true, and correct copy of Addendum No. 1 to Order Neo. 95-
107 adopted by the California Regional Water Quality Control
Board, San Diego Region, on September 17, 1897.

xecutive Officer

COASTAL COMMISSION

EXHBIT #__ O
PAGE or. B -
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA - THE RESOURCES AGENCY . GRAY DAVIS, Govemor

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

South Coast Ares Office
200 Oceangate, Suite 1000

ng Beach, CA 90802-4302
~62) 590-5071

EMERGENCY PERMIT
DATE: JULY 20, 2000

EMERGENCY PERMIT: 5-00-272-G
APPLICANT: County of Orange

LOCATION: Aliso Creek, 300 feet upstream of the Coast Highway bridge, and 1.5 miles
off-shore of Aliso Creek County Beach, City of Laguna Beach, County of Orange

EMERGENCY WORK PROPOSED: Temporary diversion of creek flows to a nearby sewer
outfall line which discharges 1.5 miles offshore. The project includes placement of a
temporary sand berm in the creek bed and on the banks of Aliso Creek; placement of a
pipe upstream of the proposed berm which will be used to siphon the creek water
(using an electric pump) through an existing 200 foot long pipe which runs under the
existing parking lot and connects to the adjacent existing sewage outfall line. Up to
3.23 million gallons per day of creek water will be coliected and diverted offshore to
begin immediately and end October 15, 2000.

This letter constitutes approval of the emergency work you or your representative has

requested to be done at the location listed above. | understand from your information that an
unexpected occurrence in the form of the ponding of poliuted water at Aliso Beach which

requires immediate action to prevent or mitigate loss or damage to life, health, property or .
essential public services. 14 Cal. Admin. Code Section 13009. The Executive Director

hereby finds that:

{a) An emergency exists which requires action more quickly than permitted by the
procedures for administrative or ordinary permits and the development can and
will be completed within 30 days unless otherwise specified by the terms of the

permit;

(b} Public comment on the proposed emergency action has been reviewed if time
allows; and

{c) As conditioned the work proposed would be consistent with the requirements

of the California Coastal Act of 1978.

The work is hereby approved, subject to the attached conditions.

COASTAL COMMISSION

Very Truly Yours,

Peter M. Douglas EXHIBIT # b
Executive Director PAGE " OF _3_

By:

Title: Deputy Director




Emergency Coastal Development Permit
5-00-272-G
Page 2 of 3

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL:

1.

The enclosed form must be signed by the permittee and returned to our office
within 15 days.

Only that work specifically described above and for the specific property listed
above is authorized. Any additional work reqmres separate authorization from
the Executive Director.

The work authorized by this permit must be completed prior to October 15,
2000.

Within 60 days of the date of this permit, the permittee shall apply for a regular
Coastal Development Permit to have the emergency work be considered
permanent. If no such application is received, the emergency work shall be
removed in its entirety within 150 days of the date of this permit unless waived
by the Director.

in exercising this permit the permittee agrees to hold the California Coastal
Commission harmless from any liabilities for damage to public or private
properties or personal injury that may result from the project.

This permit does not obviate the need to obtain necessary authorizations and/or
permits from other agencies.

A. The applicant shall provide to the Commission monitoring data required
by the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board and the
California Health & Safety Code (i.e. AB411) for the project period and
for comparative periods when the project was not in place (e.g. 3
months before project implementation and 3 months after project
implementation) for (1) the quantities and types of pollutants (both
organic and heavy metals) being discharged from the outfall, (2) the
quantities and types of pollutants {(both organic and heavy metals)
present in the waters of Aliso Creek, the surf zone and vicinity where
Aliso Creek discharges to coastal waters, and in near shore waters, and
(3) the effects of the project on the marine environment in the vicinity of
the outfali and Aliso Creek County Beach, including beneficial/adverse
effects on human health and marine life.

B. The applicant shall also monitor and provide data regarding (1) the
effects of the project on riparian vegetation along the banks of Aliso
Creek inland of the proposed berm; and (2} the effects of the project on
the adjacent Ben Brown’s restaurant property, including any minor
flooding which may occur.

C. The applicant shall submit the results of the monitoring required in
Special Condition 7.A. and 7.B. above, including any monitoring reports
required by the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board for this

development, to the Executive Director by Nove Oﬁ .
monitoring results shall be accompanied by an amgm WSS!UN
appropriately licensed professional which demonstrates if applicable

water quality standards {e.q. in stream Basin Plan objectives for Aliso

EXHIBIT # _
PAGE__ U o B
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Emergency Coastal Development Permit -
5-00-272-G ’

Page 3 of 3 .

Creek and Ocean Plan standards) were met during the project period.
The analysis shall indicate whether Aliso Creek County Beach was
posted or closed (pursuant to the requirements of California Health &
Safety Code} during the project period and whether the proposed project
was operational during any postings or closures. The analysis shall
contain a determination {including the basis on which the determination
was made) of whether the proposed project reduced beach postings or
closures during the project period. The analysis shall also contain a
determination {inciuding the basis on which the determination was made)}
of whether the proposed project had any beneficial/adverse impacts
upon human health and marine life including any such impacts at the
outfall, in near shore waters, in the surf zone or in Aliso Creek,

8. if the National Weather Service predicts a significant storm event that would
occur prior to October 15, 2000, which could cause flooding in Aliso Creek, the
proposed berm shall be removed prior to the forecasted date of the storm event
so that no flooding will occur as a result of the berm. For purposes of this
condition, a “significant storm event” shall be defined as: an event of one inch
or more of rainfall within a 24 hour period.

9. This emergency permit does not authorize the development to continue past
October 15, 2000. The development within Aliso Creek shall be removed in its
entirety by October 15, 2000, and the development site restored to its
previously existing state.

Condition number four {4) indicates that the emergency work is considered to be temporary
work done in an emergency situation. If the property owner wishes to have the emergency
work become a permanent development, a Coastal Development Permit must be obtained. A
regular permit would be subject to all of the provisions of the California Coastal Act and may
be conditioned accordingly. These conditions may include provisions for public access (such
as an offer to dedicate an easement) and/or a requirement that a deed restriction be placed on
the property assuming liability for damages incurred from storm waves.

If you have any questions about the provisions of this emergency permit, please call the
Commission office in Long Beach (562) 590-5071.

Enclosures: Acceptance Form
Coastal Permit Application Form

cc: City of Laguna Beach Planning Department {w/o enclosures)
Aliso Water Management Agency (w/o enclosures)

COASTAL COMMIZS:.
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