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5000538 MODESTO CHRISTIAN CENTER (WATERSYSTEM) 25 1
5000258 FARMER'S CATFISH HOUSE 26 1
5000261 EMPIRE SPORTSMEN'SWS/ CASINO ROYALE 26 1
5000272 CITY OF OAKQALE -KERR PARK 26 4
5000284 RAINBOW FIELDS 25 1
5000290 SMART STOP FOOD MART (EH) 26 1
5000323 ALMOND TREE 26 2
5000346 NINO'S PLACE WATER SYSTEM 25 1
5000347 BECKLEY LYONSWATER SYSTEM 26 1
5000368 MABLE AVE BAPTISTCHURCH 50 1

5000382 FARMERS' DEN /MARKET 26 2

5000388 CARDOZA WATER SYSTEM 26 9
5000571 WATERFORD SPORTSMEN'SCLUB 25 40
5000577 ASHWANI SHARMA 25 2
5000578 TURLOCK SPORTSMAN'S CLUB 26 3

5000582 JOE'S FOOD MART WATER SYSTEM 26 1
5000583 SALIDA HULLING ASSOCIATION WATER SYSTEM 25 3

5000383 DICK'S BAR AND GRILL 26 1

5000585 FISHER NUT COMPANY 25 2

5000400 GRIZZLY ROCKCAFE 199 26

5000386 MARTY'S INN WATER SYSTEM 25 1

5000352 VFW POST 3199 26 2

Total # of Transient Non-community Water Systems

5000003 LEDBETIER WATER SYSTEM

5000020 MUTUAL WATER COMPANY

5000035 EL RANCHO MOBILE PARK

5000044 PIONEERVILLAGE MOBILE HOME

5000062 SHILOH RIVERRESORT

5000219 DAVIS COURT

5000224 FLOYD OVERHOLTZER WATER SYSTEM

5000225 SHASTA MOTEL

5000236 WALNUT GROVE APTS.

5000268 JOHN LORENZOWATER SYSTEM

5000301 VILLA LASFLORES

5000306 B&C ZACHARIAH WATER SYSTEM

5000316 CURTISINVESTMENTS

5000319 MILLER APARTMENTS

5000336 DEEVON WATER COMPANY

5000337 CARSON DAY WATER SYSTEM

5000342 TRAN WATER SYSTEM

5000371 ROHDE ROAD APARTMENTS

5000385 SILVA&SONS DAIRY BY-PRODUCTSITE

5000388 CARDOZA WATER SYSTEM

5000413 STARN, R.C.&SONS

5000435 BLOOMINGCAMP WATER SYSTEM

5000506 OLIVEIRA WATER SYSTEM
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5000557 VILLAGE FOOD MART

Total # of State Small Water Systems
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5000229 CENTRALMARKET WATER SYSTEM

5000254 RISING SUN SCHOOL

5000457 AL'S FOOD MART WATER SYSTEM

5000492 WILLIE'S MARKET

5000520 OAKDALE SADDLECLUB

5000540 FONTANA FARMS PRODUCE MARKET

5000546 ROOT FARMS, INC.

5000567 FISCALINI CHEESE COMPANY

5000572 AIRPORT GROCERY

5000575 AMERINE ORCHARDSWATER SYSTEM

5000589 NEWMAN STOCKYARDS

5000591 MIKE'S BRANDING IRON B-B-Q

Total # of Cal Code!CURFL Water Systems

Inspections I SanitarySurveys

26

19

50

25

25

24

5
20

25

8
24

1

2
2
1
1

1
1

1
1
1

1
2

Routine inspection and sanitary survey frequencies are based on the type of system, source and any
required treatment. The LPA made an effort to meet the inspection frequencies outlined in the FY
2010-2011 workplan, which was taken from the LPA Delegation Agreement (Title 22-CCR Section
64255 and Table 10). However, both the State and Federal Groundwater Rule (CFR 40 Section 141.21)
and the Long Term 2 Enhanced Surface Water Treatment Rule (40 CFR, Section 142.16 ) specify that
sanitary surveys must be conducted no less frequently than every three (3) years for community
systems and no less frequently than every five (5) years for non-community systems.

A sanitary survey consists of a review of the water system permit and file as well as an onsite
inspection of eight (8) elements to evaluate the water system's ability to produce and distribute safe
and reliable drinking water as follows:

1. source(s);
2. treatment;
3. distribution system;
4. finished water storage;
5. pumps, pump facilities, and controls;
6. monitoring, reporting, and data verification;
7. system management andoperation: and
8. operator compliance with State requirements.

To effectively manage sanitary survey findings, the LPA must track the deficiencies noted during
surveys and schedule corrective actions appropriately, including initiation of enforcement actions
when systems fail to correct deficiencies in a timely manner.

The County utilizes an official notice form for documenting the inspection findings. Inspection
procedures include a pre-inspection file review, review of chemical monitoring status and generation
of a current monitoring schedule for each system source, inspection of all water system physical
facilities, review of system operation, and documentation of system deficiencies. The completed
official notice form is left with the water system representative with an updated monitoring schedule.
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Table 10 summarizes the routine inspections of public water systems conducted in FY 2010-2011 by
the County and the frequency specified in the FY 2010-2011 workplan.

Table 10: FY 2010-2011 Inspection Summary

Surface water/GWUDl
1

or GW treating to Every 2 years 10 6 4
meet a primary standard

CWS & NTNCs using GW without treatment Every 5 years 94 29 26

TNCs using GW without treatment Every 5 years 79 14 18

Total 183 49 48
lGWUDI(Groundwater under the direct influence of surfacewater)

During FY 2010-2011, routine inspections were completed on 48 public water systems, as shown in
Table 10. The total number of inspections completed in FY 2010-2011 represents 27% of the County's
inventory of SWSs, 98% of the projected inspections in the County's FY 2010-2011 workplan.

THE COUNTY IS IN COMPLIANCE WITH APPENDIX B REQUIREMENTS:~
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Appendix C

LPA Monitoring Activities
Per Title 22-CCR, §64256

Bacteriological Monitoring

All of the County SWSs have a Bacteriological Sample Siting Plan (BSSP) on file. The LPA-developed
form is standardized and must be completed by staff or the water system operator. Updates of the
BSSPs are required by County Staff when systems are changing ownership or when the plan has been
determined by County Staff to be outdated. All PWSs are required to updated their BSSP a minimum
of every ten years as stated in Title 22-CCR, Section 64416(a)(4).

When a small water system has been determined to have failed the Total Coliform Rule (TCR) MCl,
County staff may conduct a site inspection of the system, if the cause of the contamination cannot be
easily determined by the system operator. If County staff is able to determine the cause of the
problem, they provide guidance on corrective mitigation measures, follow-up monitoring, and public
notification requirements to the system operator. The system is then responsible for implementation
of the mitigation measures. In all cases where repeat samples are required, the County is also
requiring the collection of five (5) routine samples the month following the TCR MCl failure, in
accordance with requirements of the TCR.

Furthermore the lPA has required water systems to conduct total coliform monitoring of all
groundwater sources in operation when a routine sample from the distribution system is positive for
total coliform or E.coli. This monitoring practice is consistent with the bacteriological monitoring
requirements of the source as required by the California Groundwater Rule (GWR).

It is CDPH policy to require groundwater sources with continuous chlorination to monitor for total
coliform water from the wellhead. The initial monitoring schedule should consist of monthly sampling
for six months. If coliform bacteria are not detected in this initial sampling set, then the monitoring
frequency may be reduced to once per quarter. An analytical method providing a presence/absence
result for total coliform bacteria is adequate for the routine raw groundwater samples. The absence of
total chlorine residual must be verified prior to collecting bacteriological samples of the untreated
water from the sample tap. Refer to Table 4 for continuously chlorinated water systems that are
required to monitor their groundwater source a minimum of once per quarter.

If a routine raw water sample does show the presence of total coliform bacteria, then all repeat
sampling or ongoing sampling must be analyzed with a test method that enumerates the result and
shows the coliform and E.coli density expressed as most probable number per 100 ml (MPN/lOO ml).
The County should ensure that all bacteriological raw water monitoring is conducted on quarterly basis
for all public water systems.

In instances where a groundwater source has been demonstrated to be subject to surface water
contamination (or fecal contamination), the lPA orders the water system to implement corrective
action, including, but not limited to, one of the following:

1) Develop a new groundwater source;
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2) Consolidate with another PWS;
3) Provide surface water treatment to the effected groundwater supply.

Wells subject to E.coli bacteria or fecal contamination, which are no longer used, are usually destroyed
by filling with concrete from the bottom up to eliminate conduits and to prevent further contamination
of the groundwater.

Chemical/Radiological Water Quality Monitoring

The County notifies the SWSs of their monitoring and reporting requirements by providing a
monitoring schedule to the water system operator in an annual mailing, during inspections and
issuance of new or amended permits, or upon request. Chemical data submitted by the SWSs are
received and reviewed by the applicable water team member. The specialist ensures compliance with
MCLs and monitoring and reporting requirements, and advises the SWSs of any follow-up sampling
requirements. The County grants monitoring waivers for specific synthetic organic chemicals (SaCs)
and for a reduction in the volatile organic chemicals (VOCs) monitoring requirements. Hard copies of
all chemical monitoring results are maintained in the water system file.

Systems Providing Surface Water Treatment Plants Monthly Reports

PWSs with a surface water source are required to have a multi-barrier treatment process that includes
filtration and disinfection (typically chlorination) to assure the removal and/or the inactivation of
water-borne pathogens. The SWTR and/or the Long Term 1 Enhanced Surface Water Treatment Rule
(LTIESWTR) established standards for approved filtration methods to ensure that these pathogens are
reliably removed by the filtration process. The PWS must verify monthly that all surface water and
GWUDI sources are in compliance with the filtration and disinfection requirements of the SWTR, and
that the filtration and disinfection compliance data is being recorded daily when the plant is in
operation. Monthly reports of the filtration and disinfection compliance data must be submitted to
the LPA. The LPA must review, track, and follow up monthly with filtration and disinfection compliance.

During FY 2010-2011 there were two SWSs with surface water treatment plants providing domestic
water. The third water system (Frank Raines Park) is currently in violation of the SWTR because they
have not installed an approved surface water treatment plant, resulting in providing unfiltered surface
water in the distribution system. Table 11 lists the SWSs with surface water treatment, the filtration
technique utilized by the water system, the turbidity performance standard that filtered water must
not exceed for the filtration technique and information on the water systems compliance with SWTR
reporting requirements. All water systems providing treatment are required to have approved
operation plans.
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Table 11: Water System Subject to the Surface Water Treatment Rule

Knights Alternative-2

5000008 Ferry CWS SW Roberts 0.1 Yes Yes
CSD Filters

TID/La

5000010
Grange

CWS SW Conventional 0.3 Yes
Yes,

Water annually

System

Frank
Under

5000243 Raines TNC GWUDI
Construction

N/A Yes No
Park
1 TOe reports are for conventional treatment plants

N/A

Yes

N/A

Yes

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

No

Stage 1 Disinfectants/Disinfection By-Products Rule (ST1 DBRP)

The County maintains a database that can track community and nontransient, noncommunity water
systems utilizing disinfection compliance with monitoring requirements of the DBP Rule. All
community and nontransient, noncommunity surface water systems and groundwater systems that
are chlorinating were notified by the LPA of the requirement to monitor for TTHM and HAAS annually
during the month of warmest water temperature, and the County is currently tracking compliance with
this monitoring requirement. The majority of 13 water systems that are required to monitor for DBP
have conducted the required monitoring. None of these 13 water systems are in violation for the MCL
for TTHM (0.080 rng/L) or HAAS (0.060mg/L). The monitoring frequency can be reduced from one
sample annually to one sample every three years if the TTHM and HAAS levels are below the triggers.
Refer to Table 3 and 4 for groundwater systems that are chlorinating as well as the surface water
systems, which are required to disinfect.

Lead and Copper Rule

The County maintains a database that can track community and nontransient, noncommunity water
systems compliance with monitoring requirements of the Lead and Copper Rule (LCR). The LCR
requires community and nontransient, noncommunity water systems to monitor lead and copper
levels at the consumers' taps. If Action Levels (AL) are in exceedance for lead and/or copper, then the
following steps shall be taken based on the direction ofthe LPA:

• Perform initial water quality parameter monitoring (WQP Monitoring)

• Perform a correction control study
• Install a corrosion control treatment device

If the action level for lead is exceeded additional requirements are required, which includes public
notification. The AL for lead is 0.015 mg/L and the AL for copper is 1.3 mg/L. Compliance with the lead
and copper action levels is based on the 90th percentile lead and copper levels. This means that the
concentration of lead and copper must be less than or equal to the action level in at least 90% of the
samples collected. All 103 water systems that are required to comply with the requirements of the LCR
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have conducted the required monitoring. None water systems that are subject to the LCR have
exceeded the AL for lead or copper as shown in Table 12 below.

Table 12: Water Systems with lead and Copper Rule Action level (Al)1,2 Exceedances or
Monitoring Violations

NO VIOLATIONSIN FY2010-2011
1 Lead AL is a "90th percentile" lead level that is greater than 0.015 rng/L

2 Copper AL "90th percentile" copper level is greater than 1.3 mg/L

3 Enforcement Actions = Violation notice (IA); Formal Notice of Violation (FJ); Compliance agreement (FK); Compliance Order or Citation without fines (FL); Citation
with fine (FM)

THE COUNTY IS IN COMPLIANCE WITH APPENDIX C REQUIREMENTS:~
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Appendix D

LPA Reporting Activities
Per Title 22-CCR 22, §64257

The LPAs are required to report public water system program information electronically (EDT) to the
CDPH-DWP Small Water Systems Unit under Title 22-CCR Section 64257. The information for the
required reporting includes:

• Monthly: a listing of all small water systems that failed in the previous month to comply
with drinking water monitoring and reporting regulations (Le., primary drinking water
standard violations and monitoring and reporting violations), including the system name
and identification number, the type of violation and the type of enforcement action taken,
if any.

• Quarterly: a list of permits that have been issued, amended or renewed, and a list of small
water systems for which a routine inspection or sanitary survey was conducted.

• Annual: the inventory of Small Water Systems under the jurisdiction ofthe LPA.

The CDPH-DWP Small Water Systems Unit has requested that above reports be submitted monthly by
the LPA for tracking purposes. Error reports on the data submitted electronically are provided to the
LPA from CDPH-DWP Small Water Systems Unit. The LPA must review these error reports and correct
any data formatting errors accordingly, then re-submit the data with the following reporting period
data. The County did not submit data as requested in a timely manner for FY 10/11, but the LPA did
submit a large amount of data that included FY 10/11 water system information in October 2011.

THE COUNTY IS IN COMPLIANCE WITH APPENDIX D REQUIREMENTS:~
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Appendix E
LPA Enforcement Activities

Per Title 22-CCR, §64258

Enforcement Actions

Under the terms of the Primacy Delegation Agreement, the County is required to take follow-up action
to assure that water quality failures are adequately addressed with the necessary mitigation measures
including requiring public notification. The County issues notices of violation and can schedule
administrative public hearings for repeat violations and/or failure to return to compliance. During the
FY 10/11 the LPA issued a total of ninety-one (91) enforcement actions, and issued five (5) compliance
orders to water systems that continue to be under a nitrate or arsenic MCl violation. Table 13
summarizes the number of enforcement actions issue by constituent.

Table 13: Summary of Enforcement Actions Issued by Constituent

Arsenic 17

Bacteriological 52

Nitrate 6

Other lac 0

voc 0

SOC 0

Radiological 0

CCR 0

Total 75

Violations

Tables Cthrough E in the beginning of this report list the SWSs with MCl violations. In addition, these
tables provide the date of the most recent enforcement action taken, the current status of the
mitigation measures taken, and other correction efforts currently under way. The County is tracking
compliance with the DBCP, disinfection byproducts (DBP), uranium, arsenic, carbon tetrachloride, and
nitrate MCls. Twenty (20) SWSs (11 percent of the 183 small water systems in the County) are not in
compliance with a primary drinking water standard.

Non-community water systems with chronic chemical contaminants, particularly for nitrate
contamination can apply for a waiver to provide bottle water for drinking water as interim measure
until such time as treatment is installed or another potable water source is developed (onsite well or
connection with another water system). The approval of bottled water use requires that such use be
processed as a permit amendment and that appropriate conditions be added to the Water Supply
Permit. The conditions in the permit should include: monitoring of the source water for nitrate and
bacteriological quality; user notification and the posting of approved warning signs; documentation of
bottled water usage and quarterly reporting to LPA on usage, and; an annual report to the LPA on the
availability of treatment, securing a new source, or connecting to another public water system. Table
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14 contains a table of the non-community water systems that have been granted a waiver by the LPA
and tracks the individual water system's compliance with the conditions of the permit. Water systems
that fail the comply with the conditions of the permit are to be sent a notice of violation stating that
the system is in violation of the permit, the corrective action(s) that system must take to be in
compliance, and compliance date by which the corrective actions must be completed. These permit
violations must be recorded in the DER database and reported by EDT to CDPH. Table 14 lists non
community water systems that are currently providing bottled water as an interim measure. A review
and analysis of the Table 14 reveals that 100 % of the water systems failed to submit an annual report
to the County.
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Table 14: Water Systems Providing Bottled Water As An Interim Measure to Protect the Health of Users

5000195
Swanson

Farms
NTNC 25 Arsenic NA y y y y y y y y y

5000553 I Foster Farms I NTNC 25 Arsenic NA y y y y y y y y NA
Inactivated 5/13/2011 connected to City
water.
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In addition to addressing water systems with violations of MCls of primary drinking water standards,
the County also addressed monitoring and reporting violations. These can include, but not limited to
the TCR and source water monitoring and reporting violations. The County staff took appropriate
enforcement action by issuing an enforcement letter for these violations. Public notification was
required for these violations. Table 15 summarizes the violations that the County addressed (MCl
violations are not included).

Table 15: Summary of Non-MCl Violations

Source Water Monitoring
and Reporting

TCR Monitoring and
Reporting

Other

Totals

Certified Treatment and Distribution System Operators

o

2

o
2

Section 106885 of the CHSC states that any person that operates or supervises the operation of a
water treatment plant or a distribution system of a community or non-transient non-community water
system shall possess a valid and current water treatment and/or distribution operator certificate of the
appropriate grade in accordance with the regulations referred to in Section 106910.

The determination of the level of operator certification required for a public water system is defined in
the Title 22-CCR, Sections 63765 (water treatment) and 63770 (distribution system). The County has
classified all water systems for the appropriate level of water treatment and distribution system
operator certification. Each water system has been advised of their system classification for certified
treatment or distribution system operator certification.

Consumer Confidence Report

Section 64480(a) of Title 22-CCR requires each community and non-transient non-community public
water system to prepare and issue a Consumer Confidence Report to customers or consumers no later
than July 1st annually and submit a certification of distribution to the County no later than October 1st

annually. County staff tracks compliance of all SWSs with this requirement. Guidance on the
development of the material that must be included in the Consumer Confidence report is provided on
CDPHs website. In FY 10/11 96% of the water system complied with the Consumer Confidence Report
reporting requirements. Table 16 lists community and non-transient non-community that have failed
to submit a 2010 CCR.
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Table 16: Water Systems in Violation of Consumer Confidence Reporting Requirements

5000090 Pinewood Meadows MHP CWS No No

5000095 Sunrise Village MHP CWS No No

5000109
Ceres Unified/Westport NTNC No No

School

5000274 Paradise School NTNC No No

5000454 Purina Mills Inc. NTNC No No

5000499 Ratto Brothers NTNC No No

5000563 Elk's Lodge 1282 NTNC No No

5000570 Valley Peterbilt NTNC No No

THE COUNTY IS IN COMPLIANCE WITH APPENDIX E REQUIREMENTS:~
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Appendix F
LPA Program Management Activities

Per22-CCR,Sec.§64259

The LPA is under the Environmental Health Division of the Stanislaus County Department of
Environmental Resources, is responsible for the management of the County's SWS regulatory program.
The water program is administered by the Director of Environmental Health- Sonya K. Harrigfeld, an
Environmental Health Program Manager-Janis Mein, and one full time Senior Environmental Health
Specialist-John Aud. Additionally there are three (3) field staff that spends approximately thirty
percent (30%) of their time in the Small Water System Program-Karl Quinn, Rachel Simons, and Denny
Vang. All staff listed above is a registered environmental specialist. The County's SWS program is
funded through Stanislaus County Ordinance No.C.S. 1036, a risk-based fee schedule. There are two
incentive programs whereby water system operators have an opportunity for lower annual operating
fees based on receiving no violations and the certified ELAP laboratory electronically submitting
bacteriological sample data to the County's DER database. Table 17 lists the various fees that
Stanislaus County Environmental Resources charges to the public water systems.

Table 17: Stanislaus Environmental Health Fees for FY 10/11

I"cicuclc!c;:,.,·j••ucccu ·"'Cuu'·'."·'·' u....... 1!!C::;:.u,;:'i. •.•• u.... ..·u.·... ·uu.u uUiC
Water System Technical, Managerial and Financial Review WLR* (3 hr. min)
Water System Permit Issuance WLR (2 hr. min)

Permit Amendment WLR (5 hr. min)

Community Single Source No Treatment (lA) $ 900.00
Community Single Source No Treatment Incentive Program "A" (lAA) $ 650.00
Community Single Source No Treatment Incentive Program "B" (lAB) $ 750.00

Community Single Source Treatment (lB) $ 1,000.00
Community Single Source Treatment Incentive Program "A" (lBA) $ 750.00
Community Single Source Treatment Incentive Program "B" (lBB) $ 850.00

Community Multiple Source No Treatment (1C) $ 1,200.00
Community Multiple Source No Treatment Incentive Program "A" (lCA) $ 950.00
Community Multiple Source No Treatment Incentive Program "B" (lCB) $ 1,050.00
Community Multiple Source Treatment (10) $ 1,300.00
Community Multiple Source Treatment Incentive Program "A" (lOA) $ 1,050.00
Community Multiple Source Treatment Incentive Program "B" (lOB) $ 1,150.00
Non-Transient Non-Community Single Source No Treatment (2A) $ 850.00
Non-Transient Non-Community Single Source No Treatment Incentive $ 600.00
Program "A" (2AA)
Non-Transient Non-Community Single Source No Treatment Incentive $ 700.00
Program "B" (2AB)
Non-Transient Non-Community Single Source Treatment (2B) $ 950.00
Non-Transient Non-Community Single Source Treatment Incentive $ 700.00
Program "A" (2BA)

Non-Transient Non-Community Single Source Treatment Incentive $ 800.00
Program "B" (2BB)

Non-Transient Non-Community Multiple Source No Treatment (2C) $ 1,150.00

Non-Transient Non-Community Multiple Source No Treatment Incentive $ 900.00
Program "A" (2CA)

Non-Transient Non-Community Multiple Source No Treatment Incentive $ 1,000.00
Program "B" (2CB)

Non-Transient Non-Community Multiple Source Treatment (20) $ 1,250.00
Non-Transient Non-Community Multiple Source Treatment Incentive $ 1,000.00
Program "A" (20A)

Non-Transient Non-Community Multiple Source Treatment Incentive $ 1,100.00
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~ 11:''1:4<'1''1 -Program "B" (2DB)

Transient Non-Community Single Source No Treatment (3A) $ 750.00
Transient Non-Community Single Source No Treatment Incentive $ 500.00
Program "A" (3AA)

Transient Non-Community Single Source No Treatment Incentive $ 600.00
Program "B" (3AB)

Transient Non-Community Single Source Treatment (3B) $ 850.00
Transient Non-Community Single Source Treatment Incentive Program $ 600.00
"A" (3BA)

Transient Non-Community Single Source Treatment Incentive Program $ 700.00
"B" (3BB)

Transient Non-Community Multiple Source No Treatment (3C) $ 1,050.00
Transient Non-Community Multiple Source No Treatment Incentive $ 800.00
Program "A" (3CA)

Transient Non-Community Multiple Source No Treatment Incentive $ 900.00
Program "B" (3CB)

Transient Non-Community Multiple Source Treatment (3D) $ 1,150.00
Transient Non-Community Multiple Source Treatment Incentive Program $ 900.00
"A" (3DA)

Transient Non-Community Multiple Source Treatment Incentive Program $ 1,000.00
"B" (3DB)

State Small Single Source No Treatment (4A) $ 550.00
State Small Single Source No Treatment Incentive Program "A" (4AA) $ 300.00
State Small Single Source No Treatment Incentive Program "B" (4AB) $ 400.00
State Small Single Source Treatment (4B) $ 750.00
State Small Single Source Treatment Incentive Program "A" (4BA) $ 500.00

State Small Single Source Treatment Incentive Program "B" (4BB) $ 600.00

Water Samples $ 110.00

Well Destruction $ 310.00

Well Destruction Without A Permit $ 518.00

Concurrent Well Installation And Well Destruction - One Inspection Only $ 578.00

Well Call-Back WLR

Well Permits Public $ 578.00

Well Modification Public $ 444.00

Well Installation Without a Valid Permit $ 707.00

Dry Well Permit $ 222.00

Dry Well Permit, 2 Or More, Installed Concurrently, Same Property WLR (3 hr. min)

Dry Well Destruction $ 370.00
Dry Well Destruction, 2 Or More, Destroyed Concurrently, Same Property WLR (3 hr. min)

Consultation WLR

Food Code Water System Levell $ 308.00

Food Code Water System Level 2 $ 206.00

Enforcement WLR (6 hr. min)

Public Water System Violation WLR (2 hr. min)

Variance/Exemption/Waiver WLR

Plan Review WLR

Maximum Contaminant Level Violations WLR (1 hr. min)

Justified Complaint WLR (1 hr. min)

*WLR is $95.00

Section 64260, Title 22-CCR requires LPAs to submit proposed annual workplans to CDPH no later than
May 1st of each year for the fiscal year commencing July 1 of that year. The workplan outlines the
proposed activities that include the following:

• Listing goals and objectives
• Maintaining water system inventory and files
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• Issuing water supply permits
• Conducting inspections/sanitary surveys
• Monitoring water quality data

• Submitting various reports to CDPH
• Issuing enforcement actions

• Maintaining and submitting data to CDPH

The County has submitted a workplan for FY 11/12, dated April 29, 2011, but failed to submit the FY
12/13 workplan that was due by May 1, 2012.

TMF Capacity Evaluation Implementation

The 1996 Federal Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA) amendments specified that new public water
systems must have Technical, Managerial, and Financial (TMF) capacity before they are permitted to
operate by primacy agencies. A new public water system must demonstrate through its financial
resources, technical resources, organizational structure, and personnel that it has the capability to
comply with all applicable drinking water standards and regulations on an ongoing basis. As a
condition of granting CDPH primacy to conduct the water system regulatory program in California, the
USEPA requires that CDPH have a mechanism in place to prevent the formation of new public water
systems that do not have adequate TMF capacity. CDPH has chosen to incorporate the TMF
requirements into its permitting process. In addition, under Section 116540(b) of the CHSC, all public
water systems that undergo a change of ownership after January 1, 1998, must demonstrate adequate
TMF capacity before being granted a new permit. CDPH has developed criteria to be used in assessing
the TMF capacity of public water systems.

All LPAs are responsible for ensuring that new public water systems, public water systems undergoing
a change of ownership, and DWSRF program applicants have adequate TMF capacity or can acquire it
in a specific time period. As such, permits issued by an LPA in all of these cases must contain
provisions that require compliance with TMF capacity requirements as applicable. The County has
incorporated the TMF capacity requirements into its permit process for new water systems and
systems changing ownerships.

Drinking Source Water Assessment Program (SWAP)

All existing water systems in Stanislaus County have completed a Source Water Assessment to meet
the requirements of the Drinking Source Water Assessment Program. The assessments include a
delineation of the surrounding water source area, an inventory of potential contaminating activities
that might lead to the release of microbiological or chemical contamination, and a determination of
which potential contaminating activities the water source is most vulnerable. A summary of the
assessment is included with the water system's annual Consumer Confidence Report.

CDPH Infrastructure Financing Programs

The State has several funding programs to assist small water systems with improvements to bring the
systems into compliance with state and federal regulations. The LPA forwards information relating to
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state funding programs from the CDPH to all water systems that have significant deficiencies. The
information includes a pre-application for funding and deadline for its submittal to the Department.
The LPA assists the Department in evaluating proposed projects for their systems requesting funding
under the various programs.

Table 18 lists water systems under the Stanislaus County LPA regulatory jurisdiction that submitted
pre-applications and were on a priority project list (PPL) and invited to apply for funding in one of the

three Department's funding programs-Propositions 50, 80, and the State Revolving Fund (SRF) in FY
10/11. Table 19 lists water systems under the Stanislaus County LPA regulatory jurisdiction that were
in the process to receive a funding agreement-also known to be the pipeline-in one of the three
Department's funding programs-Propositions 50, 80, and the State Revolving Fund (SRF) in FY 10/11.

Table 18: Water Systems Invited to Apply for Funding Under CDPH Funding Programs

PWSwill be sent an
Frank Raines Park Infiltration Gallery Subject to

SRF-CategoryC $ 621,505
invitation to submit

5000243 001
OHV Coliform Contamination an application in

1/2012.

PWSwill be sent an

Filtration Water System SRF- Category G $ 80,000
invitation to submit

5000273 001 Gratton School
an application in
1/2012.

Connection to City of Keyes
PWSwill be sent an

Green Run Mobile invitation to submit
5000085 001

Estates
water system for Arsenic SRF- Category G $ 200,000

an application in
compliance

1/2012.
In a funding
agreement for

5000080 001P
Country Western Country Western Mobile

SRF- Category G $ 40,000
planning, but when

Mobile Home Park Home Park Application 2008 completed, they will
apply for
construction loan.

PWSwill be sent an
North Well Arsenic Treatment

SRF- Category G $ 120,000
invitation to submit

5000218 001/003 Country Villa Apts
Facility an application in

1/2012.
PWSwill be sent an

Brethren Heritage Brethren Heritage School
SRF- Category G $10,000

invitation to submit
5000335 002

School, Inc. PreApp an application in
1/2012.
PWSwill be sent an

Countryside Mobile
Internal Water System and invitation to submit

5000086 002 Home Estates-Adult
Arsenic Treatment

SRF- Category G $250,000
an application in

P
1/2012.

Faith Home Teen Ranch/San
PWSwill be sent an
invitation to submit

5000217 002 Faith Home Teen Joaquin Teen Challenge Well SRF- Category F $100,000
an application in

#2
1/2012.

CORRESPONDENCE NO. 5 
PAGE 38 of 40



Local Primacy Agency Evaluation Report
County of Stanislaus
Page 38

Table 19: Water Systems Currently in the Process of Receiving a CDPH Funding Agreement

5000033

5000389

5000273

001

002C

002P

Cobles Corner

Monterey Park Tract

Gratton School

Arsenic Remediation Planning
Project

Consolidation with City of Ceres
(Nitrate)

Feasibility Study for Arsenic
Removal or Consolidation

SRF- Category G

Proposition 84
Rank 3

Proposition 84
Rank 3

$ 89,000

s2,245,969

$ 220,000

In pipeline to
receive a
funding

agreement.

In pipeline
under

eligibility
review.

In pipeline to
receive a
funding

agreement.

The California Rural Water Association (CRWA) is continuing to provide technical assistance to SWSs in
Stanislaus County to complete the Drinking Water SRF applications and the mandatory elements of
TMF. The CRWA staff in this area is also available to provide technical assistance for completion of
TMF capacity criteria for water systems changing ownership or those needing help or training on
specific operational issues.

File Maintenance

Section 64259 in Title 22-CCR states that each LPA shall establish and maintain an individual file for
each small water system that includes the following information:

• Current water supply permit and technical report.

• Permit apps, permit tech reports and all tech reports supporting the water supply permits for a
minimum of ten (10) years.

• Current plans and specifications pertaining to source information, treatment information,
storage facilities, distribution plans, water quality plans, bacteriological bacteriological plans,
emergency plans, etc.

• Copies of bacteriological water quality analyses for a minimum of five (5) years

• Copies of water quality monitoring data for a minimum of ten (10) years.

• Correspondence, memoranda, and other written records pertaining to the water system issued
or written within the past three (3) years.

• Copies of all compliance orders, citations, court actions, and other enforcement documentation
issued.

CDPH reviewed one (1) water system file (Frank Raines Park water system PWS No. 5000243)
during the FY 10/11 annual evaluation and the file included the following based on the requirements
in Section 64259. Also, included are items that the file were not found. Frank Raines Park is a surface
water system that has a groundwater well that is under the direct influence of surface water (GWUDI)
and serves a transient non-community population. The County is currently in the process to amend
the water systems permit to approve a new treatment plant.
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• Water supply permit with technical report dated May 20, 1993.
• Last inspection report dated July 2011 failed to report all eight elements that is required in a

sanitary survey.

• SWTR testing and reporting requirements (pH, CI2 residual, NTU, water temperature,
bacteriological readings) were included in the system file.

• Emergency Notification Plan (ENP) with no date, but included the plan of how the system will
notify the public in the event of an emergency.

• Source chemical monitoring results were included in the file, but was not transferred to the
CDPH water quality database (refer to Title 22, section 64469 for requirement).

• Backflow prevention assembly test report dated 9/8/2011 was included in the file.
• Pictures of the Do Not Drink public notices that are posted throughout the water system due to

untreated surface water.

• Various correspondences were included in the file, including any enforcement actions that was
issued to the water system.

THE COUNTY IS IN COMPLIANCE WITH APPENDIX F REQUIREMENTS:~
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