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Executive Summary 

Accomplishments this Reporting Year 

The Stormwater Program and the Permittees continued to implement the requirements of the 

Municipal Stormwater Permit during fiscal year 2008-09.  Through the Management Committee 

and the subcommittees, priorities were established and specific program elements were 

developed and implemented.  Highlights of this yearôs accomplishments are described below. 

¶ MS4 Database Development  

The MS4 Database Subcommittee and the Consultant (CDM) continued to develop and refine 

the new database.  The MS4 Database facilitates tracking and reporting of most Stormwater 

Program activities, including inspections, municipal activities, outreach and fiscal data.  The 

MS4 Database is available to all Permittees via the World Wide Web, and has the capability for 

inspection data to be entered in real time using mobile data devices.  The Stormwater Program 

has granted limited access for Regional Board staff to review Permittee data.  Configuration and 

implementation of the CityWorks® municipal work management software was begun in late 

2005.  Although it was anticipated to have this program partially operational by early 2007, it 

has been delayed due to a delayed release of the required ESRI GIS software, and by the need to 

purchase and configure the needed hardware.  Barring further delays, CityWorks® should be 

operational by late 2009/early 2010. 

¶ Training  

The Training Subcommittee developed and presented a Certified Professional in Erosion and 

Sediment Control Training Workshop  on two dates during the fiscal year, November 5, 2008 

and December 4, 2008.  Permittee staff also attended various workshops, were trained via an 

increasing number of ñwebinars,ò and through existing videos and tailgate meetings.  Several 

Permittees also sent staff to quarterly meetings of the California Stormwater Quality 

Association and its annual Conference in September 2008. 

¶ ROWDñMS4 Permit Renewal  

A series of meetings was initiated in February 2006 to develop the Report of Waste Discharge 

that was submitted to the Regional Board on October 26, 2006.  This year we worked with the 

California Stormwater Quality Association to follow the development of MS4 Permits in other 

areas, including Ventura County, Orange County and the San Francisco Bay area.  In 

anticipation of a renewed MS4 Permit in 2009, the Development Subcommittee began 

reviewing the Water Quality Management Plan Guidance and Template for compatibility with 

expected new permit requirements. 

¶ Implementation Agreement Revision  

The Implementation Agreement for the Stormwater Program was reviewed during the ROWD 

process and was to be revised to coincide with implementation of the renewed MS4 Permit, 

which had been scheduled for mid-2007.  Ongoing discussions regarding the Implementation 

Agreement have resulted in a delay in approving the revised Agreement.  It is likely that a 
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revised Agreement will be approved in 2010, and may follow the expected renewal of the MS4 

Permit. 

¶ Completed GIS Mapping Element of the HCOC Map  

RBF Consulting (RBF) was hired in 2006 to develop a map of the Permit watershed area that 

identifies stream channel reaches where there is a Hydrologic Condition of Concern (HCOC).  

In 2008-09, the mapping of the improved and natural channels was completed, pending 

completion of the QA/QC review process by San Bernardino County Department of Public 

Works.  RBF Consulting and their subcontractor, West Consultants, also developed a field 

assessment methodology to evaluate the relative vulnerability of natural channel reaches to 

adverse impacts from increased runoff from urban development. Field demonstrations of the 

assessment method were conducted in spring 2009.  Remaining tasks include the 

characterization and prioritization of unimproved or natural channel reaches for follow-up. 

¶ Participation in the Stormwater Quali ty Standards Task Force 

The San Bernardino County Flood Control District (District), as the Principal Permittee, 

continues to participate on behalf of the Permittees in the Stormwater Quality Standards Task 

Force (Task Force).  The Task Force, created to evaluate current REC-1 beneficial use 

designations in the Water Quality Control Plan for the Santa Ana River Basin (Basin Plan), 

includes staff from Orange and Riverside Counties, the USEPA, and the Regional Board, and is 

assisting the Regional Board to conduct their triennial review of the Basin Plan.  The Permittees 

are contributing substantial funding to the Task Force, which has so far compiled and analyzed 

regulatory requirements, existing data on pathogens, and recreational activities in the Santa Ana 

River Watershed.  Phase 1 of this effort concluded in December 2004.  Phase 2 was completed 

in 2007, and Phase 3 has been underway since late 2006.  Reports and technical memoranda 

were prepared that document the findings.  All documents related to this project are available at 

the Santa Ana Watershed Project Authority website: 

http://www.sawpa.org/projects/planning/stormwater2.htm. 

This year, the Task Force prepared draft Basin Plan Amendment language and submitted it to 

the State Water Resources Control Board (State Board) and the USEPA for review.  Based on 

comments received from the regulatory agencies, the revised Basin Plan Amendment is being 

prepared for CEQA scoping and a Regional Board Workshop to occur in early 2010.   

Possible outcomes include a suspension of water quality standards for periods of unsafe high 

flows, changing beneficial use designations from full recreational use to a ñlimitedò recreational 

use, with appropriate standards for pathogen indicators based on risk of illness, and changes to 

the water quality objectives for pathogen indicators. 

All documents related to this project are available at the Santa Ana Watershed Project Authority 

website: http://www.sawpa.org/projects/planning/stormwater2.htm. 

 

http://www.sawpa.org/projects/planning/stormwater2.htm
http://www.sawpa.org/projects/planning/stormwater2.htm
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¶ TMDL (Total Maximum Daily Load) Development  

Á Middle Santa Ana River Pathogen TMDL 

This TMDL includes Reach 3 (from Prado Dam to Mission Boulevard in the City of Riverside) 

of the Santa Ana River, as well as reaches of Chino Creek, Cucamonga Creek, Mill Creek near 

Prado, and Prado Lake Park.  TMDLs for these waters were adopted by the Regional Board in 

August 2005 as an amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan for the Santa Ana Basin.   The 

Basin Plan amendment requires intensive monitoring in the area and a source investigation plan.  

The State Board approved the TMDL on May 15, 2006. 

Compliance with the TMDL requires the stakeholders to conduct focused monitoring and a 

detailed investigation of bacterial sources.  The studies should help identify how to implement 

control measures to reduce the bacterial concentrations. 

The first full year of monitoring was completed in 2007-08, and continued in 2008-09.  

Monitoring results (attached as the MSAR Final 2008 Dry Season Report, and the MSAR Final 

Data Analysis Report) identified several reaches that are impacted by human pathogen sources, 

including Box Springs Canyon, Chris Basin, and Cypress Channel.  The source of human 

pathogen indicators in Box Springs Canyon was found to be an illicit connection.  Other areas 

are in the process of further investigation and source assessment. 

Á Big Bear Lake Nutrient TMDL  

The District is participating in the Big Bear TMDL Task Force on behalf of the Co-Permittees, 

along with the City of Big Bear and the County of San Bernardino.  The Regional Board 

adopted the Big Bear Lake Nutrient TMDL for Dry Hydrologic Conditions on April 21, 2006.  

The Big Bear TMDL Task Force is working to implement required TMDL tasks.  A watershed-

wide Monitoring Plan was prepared and submitted to the Regional Board for approval.  

Monitoring in the tributaries was initiated in July 2009. 

¶ Participation in the Stormwater Monitoring Coalition  

The Permit (Monitoring and Reporting Program III.6 and III.7) requires the Permittees to 

cooperate with the Southern California Coastal Water Research Project (SCCWRP) in regional 

monitoring and assessment efforts.  The District participates on behalf of the Permittees in the 

Southern California Stormwater Monitoring Coalition (SMC) that operates in cooperation and 

with guidance from SCCWRP.  SMC members include six southern California Counties (Los 

Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, San Diego, and Ventura), the Cities of Los 

Angeles and Long Beach, the State Board, three Regional Boards (Los Angeles, Santa Ana, and 

San Diego Regions), the USEPA, Caltrans, and SCCWRP.  Recent and ongoing work by the 

SMC includes the following: 

Ongoing Studies: 

Á Building a Regionally Consistent and Integrated Freshwater Stream Bioassessment 

Monitoring Program  
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The approach for building a regionally consistent bioassessment monitoring program has three 

phases, including: 1) methods standardization; 2) calibrating and validating a regional 

assessment tool; and 3) designing and implementing an integrated, coordinated regional 

monitoring program.  These tasks were completed this year.  Implementation of the coordinated 

regional bioassessment monitoring program began in spring 2009.  SCCWRP has agreed to lead 

the first three years of implementation, compile and evaluate data, and prepare reports. 

Á Laboratory Intercalibration  

This ongoing program is developing performance-based quality assurance and quality control 

criteria for stormwater testing throughout the region. Laboratories that wish to analyze 

stormwater samples on behalf of SMC member agencies in the future are required to verify that 

they can meet the performance-based criteria developed as part of this intercalibration study.  

This effort continues with re-calibration every three years and evaluation of additional 

constituents in 2008-09. 

Á LID Guidance and Training Project 

This Project assesses the effectiveness of low impact development (LID) techniques for 

pollutant removal and hydromodification reduction for projects in southern California.  The 

Project will also create a technical guidance manual, and conduct training workshops to 

introduce the manual.  This year the Monitoring Program was developed, several training events 

were completed, and the development of a Guidance Manual was started. This project began in 

December 2006 and is scheduled to continue for five years.  In 2006, San Bernardino County 

received a $600,000 grant from the State Water Resources Control Board to support this project, 

with $200,000 in matching funds to be provided by the SMC and by the California Stormwater 

Quality Association.  The LID Manual is expected to be completed by the end of 2009.  Field 

monitoring is underway to evaluate actual hydrologic performance of LID features in the 

Southern California region. 

Planned Activities for Next Year 

In addition to continued implementation of Permit requirements, the following program 

elements will be targeted for enhanced implementation in fiscal year 2009-10. 

¶ Report of Waste Discharge (ROWD) and Permit Renewal  

Although the issuance of a draft fourth-term MS4 Permit did not occur during the reporting year 

as expected, a public draft of the proposed renewed Permit was released on June 26, 2009. We 

have been working with the Regional Board to develop the renewed MS4 Permit, which is 

scheduled for adoption in December 2009. 

¶ TMDL Implementation  

The MSAR Pathogen TMDL stakeholder group has developed an Agreement and cost-share 

arrangement to begin TMDL Implementation tasks.  In addition to the San Bernardino County 

Permittees, MSAR stakeholders include Riverside County, the Cities of Riverside and Corona, 

and the US Forest Service.  The Big Bear Lake Nutrient TMDL workgroup includes the Big 
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Bear Municipal Water District, the City of Big Bear Lake, the US Forest Service, and Caltrans.   

The Big Bear workgroup is also developing a formal Agreement. 

¶ Monitoring Program Improvements  

Sampling equipment was improved in 2007-08, and the sampling sites and methodology have 

been evaluated and, in part, modified and improved in 2008-09. 

¶ Training  

The Training Subcommittee will work to upgrade and re-initiate the online training program.  

Online training will be augmented with lecture-style training, along with field-based inspector 

training.  The Subcommittee will explore options for collaboration on training efforts with the 

California Stormwater Quality Association (CASQA) and neighboring municipal stormwater 

programs. 

¶ CASQA Participation  

The District, acting on behalf of the Permittees, participates in CASQA to further the interests 

of stormwater permit holders throughout the state.  CASQA works with the State Board and the 

USEPA to develop and comment on stormwater policies.  The District has representation on the 

CASQA Board of Directors and the CASQA Executive Program Committee. 
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Introduction  

San Bernardino Countyôs Stormwater Program (Stormwater Program) began immediately after 

receiving a National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Stormwater Permit 

(Permit) from the California Regional Water Quality Control Board - Santa Ana Region 

(Regional Board) in October 1990.  The Permit named the San Bernardino County Flood 

Control District (District), the County of San Bernardino (unincorporated areas in the Santa Ana 

River Basin), and the sixteen incorporated cities in the basin as Permittees.  The Permit also 

designated the District as Principal Permittee and the County and sixteen incorporated cities as 

Co-Permittees. 

The Permit initially required the Permittees to develop and implement a Drainage Area 

Management Plan (DAMP) to minimize non-stormwater discharges to the storm drain system 

and reduce pollution caused by stormwater runoff to the maximum extent practicable. The 

DAMP was prepared in October 1993 and described the development of required program 

elements designed to minimize the discharge of pollutants to the storm drain system.  Each 

Permittee is individually responsible for compliance with the Permit (local programs), although 

they perform several activities cooperatively or in close coordination (area wide programs). 

In 1995, a Report of Waste Discharge (ROWD) was prepared.  The ROWD described the 

progress made during the first five-year permit term and served as the application for the 

second-term permit. The Permit was renewed by the Regional Board for a second five-year term 

(1996-2000) in March 1996.  The DAMP and ROWD were made enforceable components of 

the second-term Permit. During the second-term, the Permittees established required programs, 

procedures, and policies (collectively referred to as the Municipal Stormwater Management 

Program (MSWMP)) designed to identify and reduce sources of stormwater pollution and water 

quality impairment.  

On September 1, 2000, the Permittees submitted a revised ROWD and a Municipal Storm 

Water Management Plan (MSWMP) to the Regional Board as the application for the third-term 

permit.  The MSWMP replaced the DAMP.  On September 29, 2000, the Regional Board 

responded with comments that were promptly responded to by the Permittees.  On March 2, 

2001 the second-term permit (1996-2000) was administratively extended because the Regional 

Board had not yet issued a third-term permit.  The administratively extended second-term 

permit (Order No. 96-32, NPDES Permit No. CAS618036) required the Permittees to continue 

implementing their stormwater program in accordance with the MSWMP. A third-term permit 

was issued on April 26, 2002, under Board Order No. R8-2002-0012 (NPDES Permit No. 

CAS618036). 

On October 27, 2006, the District and the Co-Permittees submitted a revised ROWD and 

MSWMP, as required, to the Regional Board as application for a fourth-term permit.  The 

Regional Board released a public draft of the proposed fourth-term permit (Tentative Order R8-

2009-0036) on June 26, 2009.  The District, on behalf of the Permittees, submitted written 

comments on September 9, 2009, and submitted supplemental written comments on September 

16, 2009, and on October 13, 2009.  The Permittees also participated in several meetings with 

Regional Board staff in August, September, and early October, 2009.  The Regional Board 
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released a second draft of Tentative Order R8-2009-036 on October 23, 2009, and expects to 

hold an adoption Hearing on December 10, 2009.  

This FY 2008-09 Annual Report presents the current status of MSWMP implementation, with 

an evaluation of program effectiveness for the reporting year (fiscal year July 1, 2008 to June 

30, 2009) and planned activities for the upcoming year (July 1, 2009 to June 30, 2010).   

The tables and figures in this report were developed through an online database program.  The 

District, as the Principal Permittee, uses the database to analyze programmatic data and evaluate 

possible trends, levels of compliance, program effectiveness, and other useful program 

management information.  The Permittees are each responsible for entering information into the 

database, and for submittal of required information and materials needed to comply with the 

Permit.  The Permit also requires that these submittals be signed by a duly authorized Permittee 

representative under penalty of perjury (Monitoring and Reporting Program IV.3).  The 

signatures/certifications provided by the Permittees are included in the attached CD ROM.  All 

Permittees had provided the signature/certifications as of the Annual Report submittal date. 

This is the fifth Annual Report to rely on the new database to provide Permittee data.  Every 

attempt has been made to ensure that all Permit-required information is included, and that the 

data are accurate.  In addition, Regional Board staff have been granted limited access to view 

database contents via the World Wide Web. 

The following terminology is used in this report: 

Principal Permittee ï San Bernardino County Flood Control District 

Co-Permittees ï County of San Bernardino and the sixteen incorporated cities in the Santa Ana 

Watershed area of San Bernardino County; Cities of Big Bear Lake, Chino, Chino Hills, Colton, 

Fontana, Grand Terrace, Highland, Loma Linda, Montclair, Ontario, Rancho Cucamonga, 

Redlands, Rialto, San Bernardino, Upland, and Yucaipa. 

Permittees ï Principal Permittee and the Co-Permittees, collectively. 

Permittee abbreviations used in the report figures are shown below. 
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Agency Abbr.  Agency Abbr.  

Big Bear Lake BBL Ontario ONT 

Chino CHI  Rancho Cucamonga RAC 

Chino Hills CHH Redlands RED 

Colton COL Rialto RIA  

Fontana FON San Bernardino SBD 

Grand Terrace GRT San Bernardino County SBC 

Highland HIG  SBC Flood Control FCD 

Loma Linda LOL  Upland UPL 

Montclair MON Yucaipa YUC 
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Section 1 Program Administration  

The MSWMP requires a significant managerial commitment to oversee the 

implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs) that address pollution from 

particular activities and/or land uses.  As these management activities are vital to the 

success of the MSWMP, they have been included as a program element.  The Permittees 

evaluated the MSWMP and the existing management structure during the development of 

a new Report of Waste Discharge (ROWD) as application for the fourth-term Permit.  

The recommended revisions to the MSWMP were submitted to the Regional Board with 

the ROWD in October 2006. 

The development of the ROWD and application for the fourth-term permit is a significant 

effort for the Stormwater Program.  The ROWD outlines an improved approach to 

implementing the MSWMP and proposes that we prioritize among the various water 

quality problems facing the Permittees.  The ROWD also recommended short-term and 

long-term implementation activities.  Short-term activities included: implementation of 

the Middle Santa Ana River Bacterial Indicator TMDL, initiation of a risk-based 

program, continued support and implementation of the 3-County Stormwater Quality 

Standards Task Force (SWQSTF) recommendations, evaluate metrics for program 

effectiveness evaluation, review the pollutants of concern and prepare strategic plans to 

address each one, develop a risk-based facility inspection program, and seek grant 

funding for strategic structural BMP implementation.  Long-term activities included: 

establishing better cooperation among regional stormwater programs, developing 

regional treatment options, developing a market-based performance bond program for 

stormwater-related program elements, developing a model for local implementation 

plans, improve the transfer of ñbest program practicesò among various programs, and 

established a database and inspection program for post-construction BMPs. 

The ROWD also presented the following table that summarizes the key program changes 

proposed. 
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1.1 Program Structure 

The Stormwater Program was initiated to comply with the requirements of the Municipal 

NPDES Stormwater permit.  The Stormwater Program is comprised of the District, the 

County, and the Cities of Big Bear Lake, Chino, Chino Hills, Colton, Fontana, Grand 

Terrace, Highland, Loma Linda, Montclair, Ontario, Rancho Cucamonga, Redlands, 

Rialto, San Bernardino, Upland, and Yucaipa. 

1.1.1 Management Committee and Subcommittees 

The Permittees formed a Management Committee to manage MSWMP implementation 

efforts.  The Management Committee is made up of one representative (typically the 

NPDES coordinator) from each Permittee and, in FY 2008/09, was chaired by Matt 

Yeager, the Districtôs Stormwater Program Manager.  

The Management Committee makes decisions that provide overall guidance throughout 

the permit term, and recommends implementation actions for the areawide program to the 

District for execution.  Subcommittees are formed to address specific program tasks, and 

may consist of Management Committee representatives or other Permittee staff.  The 

subcommittees are responsible for developing program element guidelines and making 

recommendations for action to the Management Committee.  Management Committee-

approved program elements are finalized by the Principal Permittee for submittal to the 

Regional Board for review and approval. Once approved by the Regional Board, a 

program element is included within the MSWMP, and is implemented by the Permittees.  
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The Management Committee meets on the third Wednesday of each month at the 

Principal Permitteeôs office.  Management Committee meetings are scheduled for two 

and one-half hours, and are open to the public.  Co-Permittee attendance is encouraged 

for full participation in the development of program issues, as well as for sharing local 

program implementation issues for the benefit of all.  Also, the Permit requires each Co-

Permittee to designate one primary representative and one alternate to the Management 

Committee, and to attend 9 out of the 11 scheduled meetings each year.  Figure 1.1.1 

shows Management Committee meeting attendance for 2008-09. 

 
Figure 1.1.1 

Management Committee Meeting Attendance by Permitee 

 

A total of 11 Management Committee meetings were held this year. All Permittees met 

or exceeded the attendance commitment. Nine Permittees attended all 11 meetings, seven 

Permittees attended 10 meetings, and two attended 9 meetings.  

Subcommittees are formed as needed. There are three standing subcommittees 

(Monitoring, Fiscal/Legal, and Public Education), two of which were active over this 

reporting year (Public Education and Fiscal/Legal). These standing subcommittees focus 

on long-term program tasks. Membership in these subcommittees is voluntary; however, 

Permittees with expertise directly related to the subcommitteeôs goals are encouraged to 

participate. Figure 1.1.2 shows active subcommittees and participation, by Permittee, 

during FY 2008-09.  

Ad-hoc subcommittees are formed, as required, to carry out focused tasks and to 

complete specific projects that occur on a less frequent or non-recurring basis. For this 

reporting year, the MS4 Database, New Development, and Training ad-hoc 
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subcommittees remained active.  A subcommittee was formed last year to develop the 

ROWD as application for renewal of the Permit. Permittee representatives voluntarily 

serve as Subcommittee Chairs. Subcommittees were chaired by representatives from 

Montclair (Public Education), the County (Training and Fiscal), San Bernardino (Fiscal), 

New/Redevelopment (Ontario), and the District (MS4 Database and ROWD).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1.1.2 

Active Subcommittee Membership During FY 2008-09 by Permittee 

 

 

1.2 Institutional Arrangements 

The Permittees entered into an Implementation Agreement dated May 4, 1992.  The 

agreement designates the County and the Cities as Co-Permittees and the District as the 

Principal Permittee. This agreement defines the responsibilities of the Co-Permittees and 

the Principal Permittee.  It also sets the funding mechanism for the areawide programs 

that are administered by the Principal Permittee.  Under the initial Implementation 

Agreement, cost share percentages for the Co-Permittees were based on the adjusted 

acreage of various land uses, with the Principal Permittee contributing 5%.  During FY 

2005-06 and FY 2006-07, the Implementation Agreement was thoroughly reviewed by 

the Permittees within the Fiscal Subcommittee and several revisions were proposed. 

As reported last year, the Fiscal Subcommittee has reconsidered the fundamental 

assumptions for the cost share formula, and a new cost share formula based on 

population, land area, and a base or equal share has been developed.   
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In addition, the role and authority of the Management Committee has been discussed and 

a more detailed description has been proposed.  Timelines for administrative activities 

have also been modified to be more realistic.  The revised draft Implementation 

Agreement has been under review by the Permitteesô upper management, and the Fiscal 

Subcommittee will consider any comments, make revisions, and seek approval of all 

Permittees to finalize the revised Agreement in the next fiscal year.  The revised 

Implementation Agreement was still undergoing review by legal counsel from Permittees 

as of this report date. 

1.3 Legal Authority  

Legal authority establishes the enforcement powers of governmental agencies to take 

action against violators of the NPDES program.  Federal regulations promulgated in 

November 1990 provided the legal authority to the United States Environmental 

Protection Agency (EPA) to mandate the program.  In California, EPA has designated the 

State Water Resources Control Board (State Board) to enforce the program.  The State 

Board has, in turn, designated the Regional Boards to issue Municipal NPDES 

Stormwater Permits, either individually or jurisdictionally. 

1.3.1 Regulatory Authorities 

General NPDES stormwater permits in California for construction activities, linear and 

underground projects, industrial activities, and Phase II municipal programs are issued by 

the State Board, with enforcement powers delegated to the Regional Boards.  Phase I 

Municipal NPDES stormwater permits are issued and enforced by the Regional Boards.  

A Phase I Municipal Stormwater Permit governs this Stormwater Program.  The Regional 

Boards may also issue individual stormwater permits to individual dischargers. 

1.3.2 Stormwater Ordinance 

Each Permittee has adopted a stormwater ordinance to provide legal authority to control 

the discharge of pollutants into the storm drain system.  A model storm drain ordinance 

was prepared by the Fiscal/Legal sub-committee, and the legal counsels of each Permittee 

reviewed it before being finalized.  Permittees adopted individual ordinances based on 

the model ordinance in August 1994.    The Permittees have authority to issue Notices of 

Violation (NOVs) to violators of stormwater ordinances, as well as administrative civil 

liability actions or criminal prosecution.  Several Permittees have revised their 

stormwater ordinances since 1994. 

 

1.4 Fiscal Analysis 

Prior to promulgation of the NPDES regulations, the Permittees had existing programs in 

place (including BMP implementation), which complement the NPDES program by 

reducing the potential for pollutants to enter the storm drain system.  These existing 

programs include street sweeping, hazardous waste collection, recycling, storm drain 
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maintenance, and others.  The 2001 ROWD, finalized in September 2002, describes these 

BMPs, with an analysis to determine adequacy, or if they are in need of improvement.  

Permittees have evaluated these BMPs for their effectiveness in protecting beneficial 

uses, and continue to implement these programs.  Budgets are prepared annually for these 

programs.  Previous Annual Reports included Program Total costs (see Figure 1.4.1 from 

2005-06 Annual Report), but the Permit does not specifically require this information to 

be reported.  In addition, Permittees budget for participation in areawide programs, which 

are implemented in cooperation with the Principal Permittee.  Figure 1.4.1 shows 

expenditures for the previous fiscal year, budgeted amounts for the current reporting year, 

and estimated budget amounts for next fiscal year, for selected program elements. The 

reported amounts include actual, budgeted, and estimated costs incurred by the 

Permittees to implement agency-specific program elements identified in the original 

DAMP and as amended in the 2001 ROWD (e.g., illicit connections/illegal discharges, 

industrial/commercial inspection, etc.), as well as areawide costs (e.g., public education, 

monitoring program, etc.).  Some programs began before the first permit was issued, and 

other programs were added over the course of the three permit terms.  One of the largest 

costs is for municipal maintenance activities (note that Figure 1.4.1 has a log scale on the 

Y-axis). 

 

Figure 1.4.1 

Fiscal Summary by Program Element 
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Figure 1.4.2 shows the total expenditures to implement programs and conduct activities 

explicitly required by the Permit and directly related to the Permit requirements.  Figure 

1.4.2 also shows the budget for these activities for the current fiscal year (2008-09) and 

the estimated budget for next fiscal year.  

The Management Committee approved a budget of $1,495,500 to implement areawide 

programs for FY 2008-09. This amount included $300,000 for Public Education Program, 

$150,000 for MS4 Database development, $100,000 for the Monitoring Program, and 

$170,000 for Principal Permittee administration.   

The actual amount spent on areawide programs in the previous year (FY 2007-08) was 

approximately $1,403,000, as shown in Figure 1.4.3.  This included all expenditures for 

the areawide programs by the District. 
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Figure 1.4.2 

Fiscal summary by Permittee 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1.4.3 

Areawide Program Expenditures by Reporting Year 






















































































































































































