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SUK CHONG, Watershed Management l -

Section Backgrounc[

Santa Clara KRiver Watershed

The Santa (lara River is one of
the few natural river systems remaining
in Southem (California. T he River
originates in the Angelcs National
[Forest near the community of Acton
and flows from the headwaters west-
ward!y for aPProximatelg 100 miles to
the Pacific Ocean. Throughout its
lcngth, the Rivcr crosses through
sParse]fj—PoPulatec{ lands and cities

of both the County of | os Angeles
and Ventura County. T he | os An-
gelcs Countg Portion of the water-
shed is home to a Population of over
250,000 with City of Santa (Clarita
being home to near]g 1 60,000.

Frior to the formation of WMD, co-
ordinated watershed Planning was lim-
ited. T he Citg of Santa (larita has

been very Proactivc in Planning and

creating open space and recreational
oPPortunities for the region. Public
Works, working together with Ven-
tura Countg Flood Control District
(currentlg known as Watershecl Fro~
tection [District) and numerous [Ted-
eral, State, and local agencies, as well
as other stakeholders, initiated the
cleve]opment of a river corridor sus-
tainabilitg studg. The s’cuclg, known
as the Santa Clara River [ nhance-
ment and Managemcnt Flan, was sub-
sequentlg Placec’ on hold due to fund-
ing. Fencling lawsuits between the lo-
cal environmental groups, water agen-
cies, developers, and between Ven-
tura Countg and the Countg of Los
Ange]es, related to housing develoiy

ments, further strained the momentum

to deve]op any watershec} Plans.
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Mission

Santa Ciara Kiver Watersi‘ieci

To i’lCiP the stakeholders with ciiverging interests in the watershed overcome the
ci'iaiienges Poseci bg current iegai conflicts so ’ci'iey can i’lCiP make the Santa
(Clara River watershed a model for sustainable growti‘i i)y baiancing socio-

economic cieveiopment with habitat Protection and sound resources management.

@

Dominguez \Watershed

Foster better understanding and stewardsi'rip of the Dominguez Watershed,
Promote resource restoration and ensure sustainable watershed i‘leaith,

functions, and uses — adopteci as \ision for the watershed i)u the Dominguez

Watersi'ieci Acivisorg Councii (DWAC)

AnteioPe Va“ey Watershed

Ti"IC AnteloPe \/aiiey Watershed is geograpi'iicaiiy
unique in a way that the [Tlood Control District does
not serve the portion of the watershed north of Ave-
nue 5 As a resuit, there is no aciequate source of
revenue to fund, construct, and maintain cirainage and
appurtenant structures, nor implement many of the
NFDLES permit programs. |n 1987, recognizing the
mounting need for flood Protection and water suppig
in this ijuciciing \/aiieg, the Poard of Supervisors
aciopteci a vaiie3~wicie Master Drainage Fian to be
Partia”y funded from new cieveioPment fees. Other

Funciing sources were to be deveiopeci as well. Tiﬂs

Flan identified a backbone network of solutions for

Hoociing and water rePienisi'iment thatincludes:




8 retention basins, 114 miles of channels, 7% miles of
storm clrains, 6 grounc{water recharge areas, and 279

miles of "natural” watercourses in rural areas.

Since 1987, the Cities of [_ancaster and Palmdale,
the two cities in the County of | os Angeles portion
of the watershed, acioPtecl their own clrainage Plans
and deve]oper Fees, which mostlg conform to the
Countg's Master Flan. T his, coupled with the grad~
ual decrease in new home construction in the early
1990s, has led to a severe drop in collection of devel-
oPerlcees needed to fund new facilities within County
These fees could be used as seed

money for deve]oPment of a regiona] C‘Irainage solu-

communities.

tion to address the chronic flooding conditions in the
unincorporated (County community of Quartz [ill, or
to reevaluate the entire Antelope Valley Drainage
Master Flan. |n 1991, Public Works worked with the
cities and the communities to clevelop a Proposal to
eitherinclude the entire va”eg within the | os Angeles
County [lood Control District, or form an alto-
gether new istrict. | he \/a“eg residents took an
ac{visorg vote and the majoritﬂ voted against the
proposition. | ater, in 1995, residents in Antelope
Valley, including those in Kern (County, voted
against the formation of the Antelope Valley Storm
Water (Conservation and [Tlood (Control District.

Dominguez Watershccl

At the time WMD was created, there was limited and
very little coordination of watershed management re-
lated efforts throughout the Dominguez Watershecl.
T he watershed area was initia”9 included in the Sec-
tion with the much more active areas of Pallona and
Ma]ibu but later moved to the Santa Clara and An~
te]ope Watershed Section. (Given the charge to get
something started and realizing most grant money
available for Projects require& a systematic Plan
to be in Place, Fublic Wori(s aPP]ied for FroPosi~
tion 13 grant money to create a Dominguez Wa-
tershed Management Master Flan (Master Han)
for the watershed. At the same time, this 56C~
tion }Jegan contacting agencies, organizations,
and industries throughout the watershed that
would be interested in Par’mering to create the
Master Flan and to set up an initial meeting, At
the first meeting, the group agreed to establish
the DWAC to oversee the creation of the
Master Flan if, in fact, the grant was awarded to
Public Works.

The Dominguez Watershed is Primaril9 made up of
relatively small cities or relatively small sections of
large cities. [Tncompassing an area of 120 square
miles, it is made up of portions of 17 different cities.
Therefore, at least up to this Point, Public Works
has been looked to for !eadership in coorclinating ef-
forts simply because Fublic Works is the only stake-

ho]der witl’w the resources to do so.

=)

Domingucz Watershed
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Accomplishments

Santa (lara River Watershed

Watershed A c/v/socy (ommittee

Shortlg after the formation
of the Division, the Section
began co”aborating with ‘ceg
government agencies with wa- ¢
tershed-related resPonsibi|i~
ties. |n ear]g 2001, these :

agencies came together to

form the Santa Clara River
Watershed Aclvisorg Com-i3
mittee. Kegu]ar attendees, at
the monthlg meetings, included rePresentatives from
SuPervisor Antonovich’'s Office, Citg of Santa
(larita, Castaic | ake Water Agencg, | os Angeles
Countg Sanitation Districts, Regional Board, Cali-
fornia DePar’cment of [Fish and (Game, and ( altrans.
Newha” Land, the largest land owner in the water-
shed, also Participated regu[arly.

lnitia] meetings focused on cle]cining the group’s
purpose. Fublic Works advocated the need for in-
creased interagency cooPeration ]eading to Fincling
holistic solutions to various watershed-related con-
cerns, and Perhaps the eventual creation of a water-
shed management Plan. Man}j in the Committee
questioned the need for it. Accorcling to some, the
watershed faced little Po”ution or resource Problems
and all of the existing concerns are being addressed.
For these reasons, many felt little need to continue to
meet and were concerned with costs associated with

develoPing a watershed management P!an.

The Committee evolved into a forum for informa-

tional seminars, Focusirxg on raising awareness of wa-

tershed issues. Seminars included a Presentation on

the chloride TMDL. bg the Regjonal Poard, and
another on “Cool” Schools by Tree[eople. The
(Committee last met in Oc-
tober 2001. Kecent]g,
there have been discussion
group meetings in the sum-
ymer and fall of 2002 to
share progress of various

watershecl-re]ated Plan~

ning activities.
F ro/oosl},‘/bn /3

]n earlg 2002, the Section submitted a concept pro-
Posal requesting FroPosition i% Func{ing to conduct a
long~term, watershed-wide Arundo donax eradication
program. Arundo donax infestation threatens the
survival of native flora and has been identified bg the
Regiona] Board as a threat to surface water qualitg
in the watershed. |n Apri] 2002, after receiving an
invitation from the State to submit a full Proposa],
Fublic Works transferred its role as lead agency to
the Ventura County Resource (Conservation Dis-
trict (RCD), which also facilitates the Ventura
Countg Arundo Tas‘( f:orce. ln June 2002, we pre-
Pared the full Proposa! and forwarded it to the KCD
for them to submit to the State as the lead agency.
The State accePtecl the grant Proposal and

awarded $1.5 Million to the RCD.
5taéeﬁo/c/er5 Outreacﬁ

During the Past two years, the Section has held
meaning{:u! discussions with many People who live in

the watershed. Meetings with rePresentatives from

Friends of Santa Clara River, Santa Clarita Or-

ganization for Flanning the [ nvironment, Sierra
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Club, as well as Acton, Aqua Dulce, and Castaic
T own Councils have shed light on their concerns with
the watershed’s condition . Overall, these groups are
troubled bg the ongoing loss of open space and sen-
sitive habitats in the watershed. They also ques-

tioned whether the watershed’s aquifers will have

enouglﬂ water to suPPort the region’s Projected

opulation of more than 300,000 by 2020, and felt

pop Y

that the government needs to commit more resources
g

to Protect the watershecl.

Dominguez Watershed

]n ]:ebruarg 2001, WMD submitted a grant aPPIica~
tion to the State Poard Proposing to create a Mas-
ter Plan. T his aPPlication was accepted and the con-
tract with the State Boarc‘ to comP]ete this Master
Flan was executed in August 2002. FPublic Works
retained the services of a consultant in Jul9 2002 for

the deve]opment of this Master Flan.

ln March 2001, Fublic Works initiated the creation
of the D\NAC The DWAC is a stakeholder
group whose objective is to l’\eip FPublic Works create
and support imPIementation of the Master FPlan.

Public Works current]9 cochairs the DWAC with
the Citﬂ of Torrance. The DWAC Provides afo-

rum for stakeholders to share information and re-

sources to co”ectivelg address issues and Problems
and pave the way to c]evelop watershed management
Projects,
measures,
and solu-

tions.

Frojects in the Santa Clara River and Dominguez Watersheds

5anta Clara River Enl‘nancement and Management Flan

ln 1991, several agencies and river stakeholders initi-

ated a river enhancement and management P]an that
now involves [“ederal, State, and Count9 agencies,
Farmers, industrg, other Propertg owners, regu!atorg
agencies, and environmentalists. | his
mu]tiagenc3 and multgurisdictional
process examines the entire lengtn of
the Santa (lara River and its 500-
5earﬂooc‘1p|ain. SPeciFicaHﬂ, the stuclg
includes the Fo”owing components: river

histor\tj, flood Protection, water re-

sources, biological resources, aggregate resources,

cultural resources, and recreation.

The effort, thus far, has culminated into, a draft set

of river-wide as well as reacl%spechcic recommenda-

tions designecl to foster a sustainable coexistence
between man and the
river. A final document
is expected }39 the end
of 2007%.
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Aerial DcPosition Studg

To better understand air Po”ution’s contribution to

water pollution, Public Works, together with Santa
Monica [Pay Restoration Froject, Southern
(alifornia Coastal Water Research Frojcct, | os
Angeles Regiona] Water anlit3 (Control Poard
(Regional Board) and (JCLA, initiated a study to

determine the effects of atmospheric deposition on
the water qualit9 of the Santa Monica Bay. This
stuclg is conducted in two Phascs with the first Phasc
alreadg comP[etecl. The purposec of the first Pl—lase is
to characterize the airborne trace metals (hcavg met-

als) CJePositecl in Santa Monica Bag and to deter-

mine their sources, annual loads, sPatial distribution
or comciguration, and the seasonal variations of the

loads deposited in the Bag.

The second Phase of the stuclg is currently under-

way. ]ts purpose is to further resolve the Po”utant
sources, evaluate new constituents, such as nutrients
and organics, obtain better data on coarse Par’cicu~
lates, vcrhcg the dePosition near certain defined
sources, and determine the connection between wa-
tershed deposition and runoff loacling. This Phase of
the studg is expected to continue until December
2003.

Domingucz Watcrshcci Managemcnt Mastcr Flan

Fub]ic Works is the lead on creating the Master Plan

for the Dominguez Watersl—xecl and it will be devel-
oped within the context of the DWAC. A consult-
ant has been retained to do the actual writing of the
Master F]an. The Master F[an is scheduled to be
comP[eted bg Ju]g 2004. When comP]etej it will out-
line prioritized watershed management projects for

thc area.

Domingucz Channc|

Machado | ake/Harbor Park

Fublic Works is currently a member of the | echnical
Aévisorg (ommittee that oversees the Citg of [ os
Angeles‘ work at Machado | ake. T he Citg‘s Wa-
tershed Frotection Division obtained a grant from
the State Water Kesources Contro] Board <5tate
Board) to characterize the water qua]it3 of the lake
and recommend solutions to imProve the water qualitg
and restore the beneficial uses of the lake. Fub]ic
Works will continue to cooperate with the Cit9 of
| os Angelcs and other stakeholders in c{csigning

and im !ementin a lan to clean u and restore
p g ap p

Machado Lake and Harbor Fark.
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| essons Lcamcd

5anta Clara Watershed

Unm«: other urban watersheds in the Countg of
| os Angeles, this watershed lacks the gross Po”ution

Problems that often serve as a catalgst for reform.
While the Santa (lara River watershed does not
suffer from chronic water qualitg clcgraclation, due to
growtl‘l and deve]opment in the area, biological re-~
sources are being imPacted and some in the water-
shed are concerned with loss of habitat and imPacts

to endangered and sensitive species. [Hence, with-

out a major Po”ution Prob]em to serve as a catalyst,
we have come to recognize that our focus should be

Put on Pub]ic education.

Bccausc of the intense pressure for clcvclopment,
{oncherm watershed management in the region must
involve the cleveloPment community. Existing building
and zoning ordinances were not written with water-
shed management in mind. Rcvisiting these ordi-

nances should be a Prioritg.

Dominguez Watershed

. The driving force in the watershed is water qual~
ity and uPcomingTMDLs.

. There was and will continue to be strong interest
from Priva’cc industr9 in watershed Planning in the
watershed.

. Mos’c of the cities in the watershed will wait for
the Count9 to take the lead.

. Ang coordinated efforts in the watershed will

need a strong, Proactivc leader.

. The environmental interest groups that are inter-
ested in the Domingucz Watershed are the
smaller groups such as the Nationa] Audubon
Societ3 and the Southern California Wetlands
Kecoverg Froject.

. The larger environmental groups,
who are active throughout the
Count3 of | os Ange!es have not §
remained active in the Domingucz
Watershed stating that ’chcg be-
lieved their time is better spent in

other areas that are more clirectiﬂ

relate to their missions.

. Thcrc is a considerable histor9 of mistrust

amongst the stakelwo]clers in the watcrshecl.

. Communication is very important. [ ven if there
is no apparent response, stakeholders are inter-
ested in what is going on and desire to be kept

informed on all levels.

. SCt’cing up the structure, vision, mission, goals,

and PUFPOSC ‘FOF a watershec! COUﬂCi] take a long

time.

. Tl’le Kegiona] Board was initia“g very interested
and has remained active in the DWAC. Their

initial interest was stronglg tied to uti]izing the

DWAC as the stakeholder group involved with
_ their TMDL de-

veloPment activities.

| * Stakeholc!ers

love to come up with
ideas and work for
other stakeholders
(namclg Public
Works) to do.
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Futu re

5anta Clara Watershccl

Waters/nﬁdCaunc// Angc]cs and San (Gabriel Rivers Watershed (C oun-

cil, but less formal, the new group would met bi-
ln the last few months, there has been renewed monthly orquarterly to exclﬂange information.
interest amongst some stakeholders  to gather

Perioclica”g to share information. Similar to the Los

Dominguez Watershed

Completion of the Master Plan is the key. There is P]an a]ready in Placc‘ When the P]an is comP]eted in

a considerable amount of grant money available for Ju]y 2004, multitudes of oPtlons for grant money

Projects - l’xighly~PoHuted urbanized. or underprivi- should be availab!e, esPeciaHg for cities whose budg~

legcc{ areas. T'jowcver, for most Projects to be con- ets cannot afford largc watershed management pro-

siclerecl, tl"ICH must come from a Preparecl stakeholder JCCtS' Whl!e overseeng the creation of the Mas’cer

P]an‘ The Dominguez Watershed meets many of the Flan, Public Works will stay involved in watershed-

requirements For grant money excePt tl’zat ’chere is no re]ateé CF]COHL’S throughout the watershecl.
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