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Section Background

The Water Quaiitg Section of [ n-
vironmental Frograms Division was
one of the sections that was reas-

signeci to WMD. Ti‘iis section is

resPonsib]e for administering the com-

Piiance of the NFDES Permit re-

quirements for the [lood (Control

District and oversees the NFDFE.S

— -

Permit comPiiance efforts of the other
ciePartments in the Countg of | os
Ange]es. The Section subsequentig
was renamed to NFD.S Section.
At that time, the 1996 NFDFES

Permit was about to exPire, the Sec-
tion along with other cities Partici—
Pateci in the Pub]ic review and com-
menting process of the 2001
NFDES Permit. T he 2001 Fermit
was acioPtec] on December 13, 2001,
and became effective on Februarg i,
2002. |n addition, the Section also
Par‘ticiPates in the development of the

]:ecierai Clean Water Act (CWA)

5ection 30%d requirement for

TMDLs.

Mission

1 i ., .
Protec.t the bei'ieiicxal uses

!

|
State; assume the leaders

!

ity lmprovement int

. P i ~ H

l O ensure compliance with the reG]i,,iirements of the Na—

. { > —~ . I = - ==
tional rc’)[[utan’t [)ischarge r~'llmlﬂati0ﬂ :j‘LjSJCCm

4 > = o . i 1 1 i
‘\NI’ Ejﬁfj\ Permit t:iwrougiw the <:1eveiopment and imPic‘fmCH«
> ° > 1
tation of programs that control storm water Po”u’mon and
- ! 2 il o
of the Water L)odies of the
nilp role for _%‘rorm \/\/ater (]ixaL
he (/OUI‘J'[’.»{} by proac Ti\’éi»lj encouraging,
> i P > 3 | il |
51,iPportii’sg and Pai’thIPatH'ig‘ in research and Pubiic educa-
i & &

: C 2 i 2 i
tion etforts aimed at stormwater o]u;aii’m; imProvements and

stormwater Poiiution Preventicim.
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Accomplishments

Preparation and submittal of the Report of
Waste Discharge Permit requirement to the Re-
Board  and
NFDES Fermit.
(Creation of the BMFS Task [Force.

Freparation of the ]ntegrated Keceiving Waters
Quality Impacts Report.

Preparation and adoption of the Standard (r-
ban Stormwater Management (SUSMF) Man~

ua!.

gional negotiating the 2001

Completion of five shoreline | ow [Flow Diver-
sions Pro_jects.

Revision of the Manuals for the Stormwater
anlit9 Management Plan (5QMF) for the
2001 NFDE.S Permit.

Creation of a proposed Trash TMDL Imple-
mentation \Workplan for Pallona Creck and | os
Angeles Kiver.

(Creation of a ProPosed TMDL lmPlementation
Plan for the Santa Monica Bay shoreline dry
and wet weather bacteria.

(Commencement of the [ rash TMDL Baseline
Monitoring (including installation of (C]D.S units
and (Catch Pasin |nserts in the | os Angeles
River and Ballona Creek watersheds).

[nitiation of a countywide T reatment [Teasibility
stu&y of storm drain clr3 flows, a Peal( flow im-
Pacts studg for new deveIoPments, a BMF effec-
tiveness study, and an estuaries sediment toxicity
stuclg.

Freparation of the Annual Stormwater Monitor-
ing Repor’cs‘

Freparation of the Annual Frogram Keports.

Municipal Storm Water NFPDIES FPermit (1996 and 2001)

Historg of the NFDES} Fermit

The CWA was enacted in 1972 and was amended in 1987. |t established requirements for stormwater

discl’zarges througl‘l the issuance of NFDES Fermit‘ The NFDES Fermit was issued bg the State to
municiPalities. T he Permit Prohibits nonstormwater discharges into the stormwater system. The Permitis

comPIie& through aPPlication of BMFS to the Maximum [~ xtent Practicable (M [).

To da’ce, there have been three NFDE_S Permits issued to the Los Angeies Countg. Tl’we first
MuniciPa] FPermit was issued in June 1990, the second was issued in Julg 1996, and the current Permit

was issued in December 2001.
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1996 NFDES Permit

lssuecl in \Julg of 1996 }33 the Regionai Poard under
Order No. 96-054, NFDE.S No. CASé 14001,
the 1996 Fermit covered an area of aPProximateig
5,100 square miles. The Countﬂ of | os Angeles

and 85 incorPora’ceci cities were the Permittees.

The 1996 NPDE.S Permit sought to implement a
watershed management approach and divided the
| os Angeies Count3 into six Watershed Manage~
ment Areas (\WMASs). These WMASs were identi-
fied as:

i. Malibu Creek and Rural Santa Monica Ba9
2. Ballona Creek and (Jrban Santa Monica Bag
3| os Angeies Kiver

4. San (Gabriel River

5. Dominguez (Channel/| os Angeles [Harbor

6. Santa (lara River

Tl’ie 1996 NFDIE.S FPermit contained a require-

ment for Permittees to cieveioP and imPiement pro-
grams for stormwater management within | os Ange~
les Countﬂ. Five “Moclel Frograms” were cieveloped
to Provicie guidance for Permittees to implement their
own programs in comPliance with the Permit. T he five
Model Frograms were:

i. Public |nformation and FarticiPation Frogram
(FIFP)

2. Deveiopment Cons’cruction

3. Deveiopment Flanning
4. Public Agencg Activities
5. |llicit Connections and Jllicit Discharges

ln addition, the Countg of | os Angeies, designatecl
as the Frincipai FPermittee, was reciuireci to &eveloP a

Stormwater Monitoring Frogram. The five model

programs, togeti'ier with the Stormwater Monitoring
element and the Frogram KePor’cing and [~ valuation
program made up the Stormwater Management Fro-
gram (SWMP).

Storm Water Monitoring KePorts

The Countg of Los Angeies PrePareci and submit-

ted to the Kegionai Board, annual stormwater qua]itg
reports on the results of the monitoring program, in-
c]uding an lntegra’ceci Receiving Waters lmPac’c re-
Port.

[~ xecutive Aclvisory Committee (EAC) and Wa-
tershed Management Committees (WMC)

An EAC and a WMC for each of the WMAS
were formed. Ti’ze F AC’s main role was to facili-

tate programs within each watershed and to enhance
consistencg among all the programs. Tl’ie WMC’S
role was to Provicle the leaciersi—xip framework to facili-
tate cleveiopment of the Watersheci Management
Area Fians and foster cooPeration among Fermit~

tees.
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5Pccia] Studies

During the 1996 Permit, the County of | os Ange-
les conducted two Pilot studies. | he Wiclc Cl‘)anncl
Filot 5tuclg was PerFormecl to evaluate the accuracy
of a single Point water qualitg intake in rePresenting
The results
showed that the water quality appears to be homoge-

the water qualitg in wide channels.

neous across the channel and that the single Point
sampler at the bottom of tl"lC clﬁannel rePresents the

water in tl‘xe cl‘zannel as a whole.

A second study was the [ ow Flow Filot 5tuclg.

Tl’le purpose of this stuclg was to assess the feasibil-
ity of modhcging the samP!ing cquipment at land use
stations to monitor storms as small as 0.1 inch of rain-
fall. The stuclg concluded with the recommendation
that all land use sites be monitored for storms 0.25

inch or greater.

C-,cograpl’aical ]mcormation 5gstcm (GIS) Fo”utant
Loading Model

The 1996 Permit requirecl the County of [ os An-
ge]es to assess the Po”utant Ioacling from all six
WMA following the 1998-99 storm season. | o
assist the (County of | _os Angeles in implementing
this requircmen’c, Public Works &evclopcd a G]S
aPPlication called the Pollutant Loading Model.

This model computes the total Po”utant Ioac{ing for
selected Po”utants originating in user-defined water-
sheds or Political boundaries. lt draws upon many
data sources, such as Predetermined drainage sub-
basins, land use, historical and event rainfall data, wa-
ter qualit3 monitoring station results, and many other

unclerlging geographic data.

2001 NPDES Permit

Thc current NFDE_fj Fcrmit was issued on [Jecember
1%, 2001 by the Regional Poard under Order No. o1~
182, NFDE.S No. CAS004001. T he [Flood Control
District, the County of | os Angeles and 84 incorporatecl
cities were the listed Permittees. T he Citg
of Long Beach which was part of the 1996
NFDES  Fermit,
NFPDE.S Permit in 1999 under order No.

99-060 and is, therefore, not Part of the

received its own

2001 Fermit‘

Tl’?ﬁ 2001 NFDES FPermit is the
third Permit issued to [Tlood Control [
District and | os Angeles County.
While some elements of the 2001 Permit
are a continuation of the 1996 Fermit, many more
have requirements that are either new or are more

strin gent.

Make the _,
Connection v JJ, N

STORM DRAINS iy
Lead Straight to the Ocean ‘ ";

Mejor changcs fromthe 1996 NFDFE.S Permit

The model programs that made the 5WMF of the
1996 Permit were modified and became the SQMF
These programs are:

"y

. S i. FPublic |nformation and

\,\\ \.. o
5 Farticipation

|ndustrial /C ommercia

/h l\ Facilities Control

q 3. Deve|oPment F]anning

4. Deve!opment Construc~

i tion

5. Public Agencg Activities
6. llicit C onnections/|llicit Discharges 1C/1D)
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Some of the mzajor changes from the 1996 permit in-
clude:

Kevisecl Receiving Waters | imitations Language.
The 2001 Permit removed the ‘Safe [Harbor lan-
guage that was present in the 1996 Permit. (nder
the current Fermit, discharges from the Municipal

Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) that cause
or contribute to the violation of the \Water Quality
Standards or \Water anlit9 objectives are Prohi}}
ited, regarc”ess of comP]iance with the SQMF

]ncorporation of aPProved TMDLs into the Fermit
without a Public hearing.

More stringent requirements in the 6 programs of the

SQMF.

Kequirement that Fermittees con-

duct Faeilitg insPections which are the

E_liminated the | and (se and Critical Source

monitoring, requirement that Permittees establish new
monitoring requirements including: Tributarg moni-
toring, water column toxicity monitoring, shoreline
monitoring, trash monitoring, bioassessment ana]gsis,
new deveIoPment imPac’cs stuclg, Peak discharge im-
Pact s’cudg, and bMF effectiveness studg.

Tl’xe FACisno 1onger mentioned in the Permit.

Tl’xe six WMASs identified in the 1996 Permit are
also identified in the 2001 Permit.

resPonsibi!itg of the State.

Kequirement that the [Tlood Con-

trol District clevelop numeric criteria

to control storm Peak flows from new

cleveloPment and redevelopment pro-

Jects. ]

Requirement to increase street
Malibu Creek and

sweeping and set new guicle[ines for

classhcging and c]eaning catch basins.

E_stablislﬂecl deadlines for insPect~

ing the storm drain system for illicit

connections and for terminating illicit

000Z 'L 18quusson

connections.

- L0 0N JepdO

Portion af Ventura Co under
Los &ngeles Regional Board
MPDES Permit CAS004002

other Rural Watersheds

TT——__ Portion of Los Angeles County under

Lahontan Regional Board Jurisdiction

Portion of
San Bernardino Co
under Santa Ana

Regional Board
NPDES Permit
CASE18036

’ /
]
$an Gabriel River

Watershed

.

., LA County draining into
San Bernardin County

or Orange County

Santa Clara River Watershed
(drains into entura County)
underthe Los Angeles Regional
Board NPDES Permit CAS oo

NULS 4 181844 WIOIS [BdIuny AUnoD s8|8bly 507

g INJWHOVLLY

Ballona Creekand %
ather Urban Watersheds

Partion of Orange Co under

Santa Ana Regional Board
MPDES Permit CASE18030

Fortion of Drange Co draining into LA County

Dominguez Channel and
LA Harbor Wfatershed

VIHY A3 1LLIWYId ALNNOD STTIONY SO 40 d¥IN
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Map of Los Angeles County Permitted Area
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T otal Maximum Daily | oad (TMDL)

When the CWA was passed in 1972, it included
Section 303, meant to serve as a safety net for the
nation’s impaired waters. | he CWA's goal was for
“fishable and swimmable” waters and called for all sew-
age treatment P]ants and industrial discharges to be
brought up to a certain minimum standard. [f these
upgrades were accomplished and a water body was
still imPairec{, the CWA required that all of the dis-
chargers to the water bocl9 would have to imProve the
quality of their discharge beyond the minimum stan-
dard until the water body attained its acceptable use.

ln California, the State’s water qua]ity is regulatecl
}35 the nine semi-autonomous Kegional Boards and
the State Boarcl under the Forter-Co]ogne Ac’c
and the delegated authoritg of the CWA. T ach
board assigns “beneficial uses” to each surface and
groundwater boclﬂ in its area onurisc‘iction, Choosing
from a list of two dozen Peneficial (Ises. Beneficial
(Ises range from drinking water supplg to aquatic
habitat to contact and non-contact recreation. | he
State and Regiona] PBoards are required to monitor
baseline conditions of all water bodies within the
State, a process that has onlgjust begun. Contro~

arises

VCI"SEJ

when a Ke-

im-

Pairccl based
on what could
_ be sparse or
o old data, or
d " when data is
not used scientiﬁca”y while other data is ignorecl. Jtis

also Possible that water bodies that are tru]g imPairecl

mag bC OVCFIOO‘(C&.

Jf a Regional Board determines that a water body is
not supporting its beneficial use, that water body
makes its way onto the [“ederal 303(d) [mpaired Wa-
ter Podies list. Once on the list, a Plan, called a
TMDL, is suPPosed to be éevelopccl with the goa]
of removing, the water bodg’s impairments. While
Section 303(d), of the CWA has been in effect
since 1972, onl9 a few TMDLS had been &cvelopccl
across the Countrﬂ up until the earlg 90's. |t was not
until the recent filing of third party lawsuits, brought
against the (].5. [ nvironmental [rotection Agency
(EPA) by citizen organizations, that identification of
imPaircd water bodies and TMDIL deve]opment in-
tensified. ] o date, there have been more than 40 le-
gal actions in at least 38 states, and [T A is under
court order or consent decrees in many states to en-
sure that | M| s are established, either Bg the
state or }33 FPA. In Calhcomia, there are 1,472 30%
(d) listings involving 509 water bodies.

A TMDL P]an sPcciFics the maximum amount of a

Po”utant that a water body can receive and still meet
water qua]it9 standards. ]n order to return an im-
Pairecl water bodg to support its beneficial uses, the
Po”ution above that maximum has to be “budgetcd”
}33 a”ocating it among the various c{ischargers to the
water boclg‘ TgPical discl’zargers include sewage
treatment Plants and industrial clischarge. These
types of discharges are commonlEj called “point
source” discharges because their effluent can be said
to discharger from a single PiPe‘ Another type of ef-
fluent occurs when it rains. The discharge that flows
out of storm c{rains, as the result of a storm, is com-
monlg called a “nonPoint source” &ischarge because it
runs off across the land surface and enters a water

boc]g at many Points‘
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Fo”ution associated with each type of clischarge can
be different. [f an imPairment is due to the Po”ution
clischargecl bg a Point source c{ischarger, ammonia for
instance, the Point source discl—xarger would have to
moclhcﬂ its treatment process to reduce ammonia in the
waste water. Nonpoint source Po”ution, Pa’chogens
for example, is harder to mitigate because its source is
not yet Fu”g understood, because with nonPoint
source Po”u’cionJ two extreme]y variable and unpre-
dictable factors are at work: mother nature and human
behavior. Nonetheless, TMD] s will require that
mitigation of nonPoint source Po“ution must be ac-

complisl—]ed.

One of the more Palatable asPec’cs of NFDE_S

Municipal Stormwater Permits is the fact that, to

date, there have been no numerical standards im-

Posed on stormwater and nonPoint source dis-

merical water qualitg limits; however, the T MDD limi-
tations that are on the horizon worry the nonPoint
source c]iscl—largers because TMDLS will imPose nu-
merical limits on a substance that is almost begond
control. Anotherpear, amonggrowth-mcrienc”g govern-
ments, is that the setting of Point source and non-
Point source discharge limits will now inhibit P[ans for

future deve]oPment.

As of August, 2002, the Fo”owing TMDIL s have

been aPProved or are under deve]oPment For water

bodies in the | os Ange!es Count}j:

e Santa (lara River: Chloride, Nutrients

e Santa Monica Bag Beaches: Dry Weather
Bacteria, Wet Weather Bacteria

charges. Jnstead, compliance has been based on the
time]g imPIementation of numerous BMFS that are
enumerated or cleve]opecl in each Permit. BMFS are
commonl3 PreFabricatec{ Proprietarg devices, like oil-
water separators; sPeciaug clesigned aPP!ications,
such as vege’cated runoff conveyances; or programs
such as Public education believed to imProve runoff
qualitg }33 their construction or execution. | he alter-
native to BMF imP]ementation requirements is for a
stormwater Fermit to dictate that runoff shall not have
more than so many mi”igrams per liter of a constituent.
Most stormwater Permittees agree that imPIementa~

tion-based regu]ations are easier to swallow than nu-

[ os Angeles River: | rash

Ballona Creck: T rash

San (Gabriel River, | ast [Tork: T rash
Marina del Rey: Pacteria, Organics, Metals
Malibu: Bacteria, Nutrients
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Tasic Forccs and (ommittees

Numerous committees and tasic icorces i'iave been es~

tablished to suPPort the many agencies and stake-
holders who have interests and resPonsibiiities in the

Municipai Stormwater Permit, T MDI s, and related

matters. | hese committees include:

Watershed Managcmcnt C ommittees

Each of the 6 major WMASs within the Municipai

ermit area alibu reek and adjacent rura areas,
Fermi Malibu Creek and ad| l
Ba”ona Crccic anci acﬁacent urban areas,

Dominguez (Channel and | os Angeies [Harbor, | os
Ange]es River, San (Gabriel River, and Santa Clara
River) is organizod into a Watershed Management
Committee comprised of a representative from the
Flood Control District and each city within that wa-
tershed. [ ach WMC is requireci to meet at least
quartor]g under the 2001 Fermit; howovor, Malibu
Creek and Pallona Creek. WMCs have elected to
meet monthig. T he Flood Control District serves as

the chair and/or secretary for the Dominguez, | os

Angeies, San Gabriol, and HSanta Ciara WMCs.
Watershed Advisorg Committccs

Section staff acts as water quaiitg liaison with the

nonPermit related watershed committees suPPorted

bg the Division.
BMF Task Force
Fubiic Wori(s formed and suPPor’cs a voiuntarg com-

mittee comPriseci of stakeholders interested in storm-

water BMFS Public Works ciesigncci and sponsors
aweb page forthe T ask Force: www. BMFT ALore.
PMF T ask Force Mission Statement

The mission of the BMF T ask [Force is to be an on-

going forum to facilitate the selection, imP]emontation

and Financing of effective BMPFs through: data gati1~

Installation of catch basin insert to prevent debris entering into

ering, anaiysis, and exci—iange; stakeholder coordina-

tion; and outreach.
Oti'icr Ongoing and Ad Hoc Committccs

Cection stai:F a]so serve on committees tiﬁat were

formed either bg FPublic Works or other agencies for

spccia] purposes, such as:

e  Santa Monica Bag Kestoration Frcjcct TAC

Committee

e  Southern (California Stormwater Monitoring
(oalition

o (Grant aPPIication committees formed 133 various
stakeholders to aPP19 for water qualitg imProvo~

ment grants

. Bigi—it 2003 Regionai Monitoring Steering
(ommittee

Installation of storm drain insert device to treat storm water
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| ow Flow Diversions

A new type of water c]ualitg device, designed,
constructed, and maintained bg Fublic Works, be-
gan oPerating at numerous shoreline locations
strctching from Santa Monica to Long Beach.
These unclergrouncl fow-flow-diversions”  re-
route residual summer flows from the storm drains
to sewage treatment Plan’cs where bacteria and

other Po”utants are removed.

Five diversion Projects were constructed on

drains which Prcviouslg discharged to Popu]ar

beaches during the summer. | he diversions are

located at Redondo BCBC]"I, Alamitos Bag in
Long Beach, Flaga Del Reg, Venice Beach, and
Ocean Fark in Santa Monica. Some modifica-
tions are still unclerwag at a couP]e of these sites
to imProve clesign C]C{:IICI'CHC\LJ‘ Co”ectivelg, the five
diversions remove over one million ga”ons of bac-

teriaJaclen rUﬂO‘FF each WCC!{ anc] have a|rca<:13

Ballona Creek

Ashland Avenue WA

. -

Los Angeles
River
WA

San Gabriel
River

WIMA

Dominguez Channel &
L.A.Harbor
Whs

Alarmitos Bay Pump Station
v =

Low Flow Diversion
Projects

bcen the subject oxc Praise From the press ancl Iocal

leaclers.

At a cost of aPProximatelg $4-00,000 each, much of
it funded 133 grants, the diversions are an effective
and inconspicuous method to imProve water qua]it}j‘
Because the diversions are built unclergrouncl, tl‘wey
do not mar the aesthetics of the beach - an imPortant

factor for recreation and tourism.

Tl‘]ﬁ systems work during summer months when there
are still residual storm drain flows, much of which is
l’ﬂ'gHg Po”uted. These residual flows come from
grounclwater infiltration, overwatering lawns, hosing
off drivewags, washing cars in the street, and other
activities. Runoff mixes with litter, motor olil, cigarette
butts, Fertilizer/Pcsticides, and animal clroPPings.
The resulting bacteria-laden soup creates health
risks for swimmers, harms marine life, and causes

beach CIOSUFCS.

During storm season, diversions are shut down to
preserve capacit9 at sewage treatment Plan’cs‘ A rain
gage shutoff is also used to deal with unexPected
storm events. For the rest of the year, however, all
storm drain flows are routed to the sewage treatment

Plant and away from beachgoers.

Altlﬂough these Projccts are highlg effective, they
arejust one element in the Countg’s overall water
qualit3 enhancement effort. T he most critical item is
to educate the Pub!ic that stormwater Po”ution is eve~
ryone's responsibility. Thc diversions remove a per-
centage of contaminants in sPechCic areas, however,
the ultimate solution is for all residents and busi-
nesses to minimize the amount of Po”ution from enter-

ing our storm drains.
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Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Flan (SUSMF> Manual

ln March, 2000, the Regiona] Poard established re-
quirements fora SUSMF to be implementecl on Pri~
ori’cg development and redevelopment Projects. Tl’xe
requirements call for the incorPoration of BMFS dur-
ing the Project P[anning Phase. FPermittees then had
until September 8, 2000, to create or amend local
ordinances. lmpiementation would then begin on
October 8, 2000. An aPPeal bg Fermittees to the
State Poard Postpone& the actual imPlementation

until Februarg 15,2001.

The SUSMF manual was written bg a committee
of city representatives under the direction of WMD.
The purpose of the manual is to Provic]e technical

guidance to the develoPment and engineering commu-~

nities in the design of BMFS T hese BMFS are de-
signed into the Projec’c during the Planning Pl—xase and

are meant to treat or recharge runoff from up to the
first 3,/4 inch of rainfall. The manual includes tables
and charts for

Development Planning for

ca]culating treat-
Storm Water Management

ment How rates

T

saﬂ R

|8

R
£y ﬁl;f o N
well as design cri- %‘f:%lh’

and volumes, as

teria for various

tgPes of struc-~

tural BMF de-

vices.

September 2002

A Manual for the Standard Urban Storm
Water Mitigation Plan (SUSMP)

Low Amgelen Gty Bipariment of Public Wovks
-,
Kl

Lessons Learned

Tl‘xe 5ection cannot over~emPhasize the value of
stakeholder involvement. [ he Permittee cities feel
esPeciallg vulnerable, and often look to the Countg
for guidance. If angthing, in some instances, coordi-
nation outside of Fublic Works has been more suc-
cessful than coordination within Fublic Work& SOme
divisions are still learning the signhcicance of the Mu-

niciPa] Stormwater Permit.

One Particu]ar]g successful coordination effort oc-
curred with the quar’cerlg meetings of neighboring

PrinciPal stormwater [ermittees, such as \entura
Countg and the Citg of Long PBeach. T his enables
WMD to stay abreast of Fermit activities in other
municipalities and it becomes valuable information
when WMD) is involved with the Regional Board on

the terms of the Stormwater Fermit‘

The process from aPPI}jing to adopting the current
Stormwater Permit took about 18 months. |t is rec-
ommended that the Countg start Preparing the Re-

port of Waste Discharge as soon as Possible‘
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Future

This Section sees the future Municipa] Stormwater
FPermit, due for renewal in 2006, to be Possibly six
scparate Permits~—one for each major watershed. T o
accommodate this change, WMD will have to read-
J’us’c. Frobablg one rea&justment would be to assimi-
late some of the duties and activities of the current

NFDE& Section into the other watershed sec-

tions.

More TMDL requirements will also be mandated.
Within the next 10 years, we expect to see at least 37
more | MDl s assignecl to various water bodies
within | os Angeles County. T he development and

imPlementation of ecach TMDL will be of great im-
portance to WMD and Fublic Works as a whole.
The TMDL requirements are strong arguments for
reorganizing the Division to incorPorate NFDES

duties within each watershed section. [~ normous

funds will be required to comply with these TMDI s.

In March 200%, Phase || Municipal Stormwater Per-
mit requirements will take effect in the Los Angeles
Countg’s unincorporated arcas of Antelope '\/a”eg
Simi]ar, but less stringent than the Phase | Municipal
Stormwater FPermit, the Phase || Permit will also re-

quire ongoing compliance and guncling.

s
i
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