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Comments To The Prepesed Industrial Storm Wader Genaral Permit
Drear Ms, Townsend:

The Draft Indusirial General Permit issued by the Sate Water Resourees Control Board (SWROB) will
cause severe financial and staff resources problems for Lakeside Union Scheul Distriet and will take
wway funds reserved fo educate children in our schools. Because the permit is an pnfunded muandate
from dhe SWROB, the permit essentially forces school disinet administrators to fund for the
aplementation of the Industrial Permit at the expense of eduealional programs.

The Lukeside Uniom Schood Disinet transports 4000 studenis using our buses annually. We have
approximately 22 buses and o s maintenance vard has never been eited as a storm waler potluter.

Oy district has many coneerns with the proposed permit thal were voiced 4t fhe March 29, 2011,
SWRCE hearing. Cur mogt immediafe conCems are as follows:

1. The permit would require over Wl pew or revised inspections amd recerdution af the
imspections anneaily, School districts are already overburdened with federal and stale compliance
requirements. This perroit is overly burdensome and does not  consider the effort required by the
distiiet For compliance. We recomnmend that the aumber of inspections be reduced.

2. The cost to implement the permit is estimated to cost from S29.400 fo over S100,000
advanced treatment for exceeding numeric effluent limits oceur, Bducation has taken the
largest birdget reductions from the State sipce 200708 and is projected o ke an additional
peduction for 201112 if the current emporary 1ax extensions are not approved by voters. The cost
to implemient the permil 1s not commensurate with the benefits. School district bus vards are not
miajor  potluters, We recommend thai the SWROB consider the cost of implementing the permit

. snd were  applivable, provide exemptions for school bug yards. ' S
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3. The permit incorporates the use of Numeric Action Limits {NALs) and Nugmorie Efflusnt
Limits {NEL#) in an improper piitization of these procosses. Acvording W the Califmia
Seormwater Ouality Association, te SWROR proposed utifization of the NALs and MNELs to set

perforance standards and remediation follow up for  possible mandatory fines is improper and

s imcorrect adaptation of the United States Eavienpmental Protection Agency processes 1o &

steem water permit. We recorgmend that the NALs and NELs requirements be deleted.

4, The permit mandates fhat distriet staff mast receive srafning from a diate sponsored
Cuaiified Sterm Water Pollation Prevention Plan Practitioner training program and @5 2
result would eliminate the need for group moniforing, We do not agree with this conclhusion.
The primary mission of digrrict bus maienance vard staff is to provide sate, relible and svailable
huses 1o transport students, Under “group monitoring” a monitor provides annual and us needed
fraining as problems arise, ceminds districts to conduct inspections and 61l out repotis, reviews

" reports for compliance, analyzes waler samples, and snswers guestions. - Blimination of group
monitoring eliminates a vital source of - information ad expertise and wendd result in less
epmpliance, We recommend that group menitoring be retained and if 2 distict uiilizes group
menitoring, that distriet staflbe exempted from the taining reguirensent, -

We believe that school districr bus yards are different than truck bus yards servicing infer-siale
commerce, salvage vards, aud lad Bl sites, and recomninend that the SWROR recognize our
difference. Sahool dismict hys maintenance yards are not major potluters. Sehool districrs should ot be
put inio-a siluation to divert funds intended for educating children o prometing water quality, '

The Lakeside Union School District requests that you consider our recommendations and respond (o
our concerms. Questions regarding this tetter should be made 10 me at (619} 390-2680, e
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