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CWC §10540(c) shall address:

Water supply reliability
Drinking water quality
Protection and improvement of water quality
Threats to groundwater resources from overdraft
Resources stewardship
Protection of groundwater from contamination
Water-related needs of disadvantaged communities (DACs)
 
Water supply reliability needs to be incorporated into the General Plans, as required by State Law
and its Elements.  Land Use Planning omits the sources of water other than a Water Supply
Assessment from the provider without direct relationship to the State overall.
 
Groundwater may not be managed because of non-adjudication, but there is also no will to
manage, even with SBX7.7, because of the complexities of groundwater contamination.  The
Integrated Resource Management Plan may not be sufficient to cover all areas of groundwater,
wastewater and sewer management.  It may favor a watershed view instead of a management
view and therefore does not address other problems such as sewer breakage and earthquake
effects. Groundwater Basins are never identified in any project and they should be including the
sub-basin.
 
We, in Los Angeles, have the burden of methane mitigation.  We have no standards set by the
National Fire Protection Association NFPA which sets the Federal standards.
 
We also have no such guidance to fracking (oil wells) and the monitoring and mitigation.
 
Landfills, a responsibility of the Regional Water Board, are not monitored properly and regularly
and are a source of contamination and health issues.  Old landfills are ignored.
 
Sunshine Canyon Landfill presents a major problem in the area with the SCAQMD South Coast
Air Quality Management District having more control that the Regional Water Board.
 
Capture, store, treat and use urban stormwater runoff MUST have science behind that statement. 
Where are the measurements taken, how often, what quality and what causes an identified
problem.  Who is considered qualified to make a decision of such a scientific nature.  What entity
receives the factual reports and maintains that they are current.
 
In other words, the taxpayer cannot be expected to pay for contamination runoff when there is no
identification of the source and the reason for the contamination.  That source needs to be
identified and the use begins with that identification.
 
Just how old is the infrastructure.  Does the municipal entity have a current General Plan and its
Elements with periodic reporting.  There is a responsibility required on the agencies that have not
been executed.
 
The Floodplain Management Plan MUST be circulated to the public for review and ALL
PUBLIC COMMENTS CAPTURED AND RESPONDED.  That did not happen in the City of
Los Angeles.  The public did not have an opportunity to know that the plan was released and
most public comments captured were that of the Neighborhood Council (City agency)
representatives.  We verbally gave comments at a working group, which were recorded, but our
written comments to the project manager were omitted.  We did not know that  the plan was
released as the City did not publish the notice.
 
Are comments were also omitted in the LID Low Impact Development Ordinance Draft.  Why?
 
There is no Coastal Plan for the City of Los Angeles, yet these water issues are addressed by the
Regional Water Boards under their plan, but not a local planning document.
 
Is there incorporation of the Total Daily Maximum Loads TMDLs into one or more of the
Elements of the General Plan.
 
Without the proper execution, no money should be granted.
 
Supply and Quality need to be viewed integrated and not separate.  DAC Disadvantaged
Communities usually have the contamination issues, but have no means to respond to
Environmental Impact Reports and Mitigated Negative Declarations or even NEPA documents
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without being thoroughly engaged.
 
The purpose of including DACs is to increase awareness, engagement and address the problems
at the source.
 
This plan is still weak in the DAC area.
 
Non-profit corporations need to show stability both financially (balance sheet) and growth of
reach.  So far, they are just a substitute for an agency without the public safeguards of
government.  Conflict-of-interest requirements need to be adopted, in spite of the "non-profit"
status.  Someone benefits and that identification must be made.
 
Joint Powers Authority need to be addressed and guidance issued.  The Public must have a voice
in that process.  They are omitted at this point because of the complexities of membership,
meetings, projects and laws.
 
Science should be a major point of guidance in this plan.  Standards need to be set for the
implementation of testing, monitoring and mitigation.  Though the regional forum is adopted, it is
the local municipalities in their role of approval that need to adapt their required duties into the
water management duties. 
 
The State once led in Science and can lead economically again if science is applied properly.
 
The City of Los Angeles has no Water Element or Conservation Element, yet relies on the LA
Department of Water and Power with one adjudicated basin, to provide ALL the water to the
City.  The sources have changed from the original inception of that department.
 
The Bureau of Sanitation Watershed Division plays a role but that agency's role must expand to
include Solid Resources and Wastewater.
 
Oceans were omitted in the CEQA Rulemaking yet they play such an important role in this
process.  How do local municipalities incorporate an Ocean Plan into their General Plan.  This
should address sewer spillage and contamination issues.
 
Mapping must be addressed as a resource for the public to access and see what infrastructure or
build environment exists.  With today's technology, problems can be viewed on a Google map,
yet that aspect of mapping is ignored in reporting. 
 
It is the entire picture, not the parts, that will result in goals achieved.  Ombudsmen should be
considered in the process, for the public, to interconnect various State agencies and Municipal
agencies.
 
Any plan used in the determination of a project should be distributed for public comment and
adopted by the controlling entity.  The approval by way of a paper document alone must stop.
 
Sources of financing for infrastructure improvements and operations and maintenance need to be
identified up front and openly.  Weak in the municipal budget process is the allocation for
maintenance.
 
Joyce Dillard
Los Angeles, CA 90031
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