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A Whitepaper comments regarding the
application of Numeric Limits

A Discuss the recommendations brought forth
by the Storm Water Expert Panel (SWEP)

Outfall 8 Overview from the communities
perspective

Outfall 9 Overview from the communities
perspective



The Expert Panel Recommendations to
remove numeric limits are inappropriate:
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A The purpose of numeric limits is foEgulation. Not subjective decisions by
the polluter.

The 79 violations proves that they have trouble complying.

Their continued violations in these areas after the thfneme that includes those violations
and a near haliillion in fines, says they have trouble complying.

The elaborate ENTS Pond and Treatmdinhin designs suggest serious issues with
compliance.

A Now, as a solution: They are suggesting that you remove the law, NOT the

contamination?

Enforceable Numeric limits and the threat of further violations, leading to fines, are the ONLY
reason we are seeing any positive action at all. Now, before a single real step is taken, they
are suggesting to remove the limits which is the only thing that mandate responsible
behavior.




Numeric Limits - NOT what the Storm Water
Expert Panel was charged with:

A This is everything when it comes to water

guality law.
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NONE of these statements have anything to do with finding meaningful
solutions to a serious wategquality problem that has been a chronic

comiliance iroblem with veri little effort from the iolluter in the



Charge of the Expert Panel.

O" 1 AET Geodymdatd dSsist in forming an Expert Panel on
stormwaterto oversee the selection and design of Engineered
Natural Treatment Systems for the 008 and 009 outfall watersheds
and to make a recommendation regarding the design storm for the
OEOAB8H
Final recommendation according to this whitepaper, is that numeric
limits, the very basis for all regulation, should not apply, and even
goes so far to say that they feel they should determine when this

OAAOGECT OOI Oi 6 OET O1I A APPI U AAC
ENTS system subjectively.

We generally only have a few rain events per rainy season. Are we just
going to excuse all the water coming down thi#i? How will that be
protective?



Continued concerns:

Storm Water Expert Panel

A Not considering the historic operational data
of the entire site.

A Not fully considering seeps and springs as
previous data has shown that they are
Inadequately identified.

A Not fully understanding the drainages based
on faulty mapping tools and a lack of time at
the site.



What is a Design Storm?

A Proposed site specific "design storm"
A (basis for specific treatment BMP sizing)

A On page 1:
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A You can see the lead
washing downstream
after each rainevent.

A Removing numeric

limits would solve
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but the lead will

continue down

stream to the people

below, just as before,

with no effort to stop

it.




