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 CONFERENCE MEMORANDUM  
 

Project: Santa Clara River Estuary Special Studies Conf. Date: 11/19/2014 

Client: City of Ventura Issue Date: 12/16/2014 

Location: City Hall, Ventura, CA 

Attendees: Stakeholders Carollo: Lydia Holmes, Elisa Garvey 

Stillwater: Noah Hume, Glen Leverich 

Purpose: Stakeholder Meeting for the Phase 3 Studies 

Distribution: Project Website File: 9483B.00 

 
Discussion: 
The following is our understanding of the subject matter covered in this conference. If this differs with your 
understanding, please notify us. 

Discussion: 
 
The workshop provided a review of previous work Phases 1 and 2, and the development of the 
Phase 3 Studies. The Phase 3 studies include studies required by the City’s 2014 National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) discharge permit, studies required by the 
Settlement Agreement, and studies needed to further advance a potable reuse alternative.  
 
The primary purpose of the stakeholder workshop was to obtain feedback on the Workplan 
(developed for the studies required in the permit) and input on the types of alternatives that 
should be considered to achieve diversion of 100% of the effluent for reuse. Questions and 
comments on the Workplan and the 100% diversion are summarized below. 
 

1. Workplan 
a. .Constituents of Emerging Concern (CEC) sampling 

i. How to interpret data without well defined/accepted concentration 
thresholds 

ii. Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB) is 
collecting data and has some preliminary guidelines 

b. Are there concerns with steelhead toxicity due to mosquito/vector control 
activities? 

c. Concerns that the Workplan development process is being driven by the litigators 
(Ventura Coastkeeper (VCK) and Heal the Bay (HTB)) and not the best science. 

d. Consider characterization of invasive plants/animals. Are these supported with 
additional water? 

e. The environment has not been evaluated correctly.  The Santa Clara River 
Estuary (SCRE) is not an “Estuary” and therefore the entire study is biased. 

f. What is the habitat suitability relationship for fish (steelhead)? 
g. What is estuary charge on bill? 
h. If remove all water won’t that be a problem for the steelhead? 
i. Have clams been found in the SCRE? 

 
 

2. 100% Diversion Study  
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a.  Interest in recycled water for agricultural irrigation (Gladstone, 400 Acres), 
located on south side of river. 

b. Will there be ability for residents to access recycled water. Example  - drive up to 
plant, collect water in tank, and then use water on residential property. 

c. Support for direct potable reuse and groundwater recharge. 
d. None of the discharge is suitable for groundwater recharge without millions of 

dollars necessary for treatment plant upgrades. Total Dissolved Solids (TDS) is 
an issue. 

e. Can the higher flows in winter be mitigated by inflow and infiltration control?  
f. Consider use of water at United Water Conservation District 
g. Expansion of urban recycled water is planned but only if developers pay for it? 

 
In addition to the discussion on the 100% Diversion Study, the stakeholders were provided with 
comment cards and were asked to provide ideas on the types of projects that should be 
considered in the 100% diversion study. Not all of the stakeholders submitted cards. The 
following list is a summary of the information provided by stakeholders. Note that the cards are 
numbered in no specific order, but were organized in the manner because many cards included 
several different ideas for the 100% diversion.  

 
1. Card 1 

a. Stormwater capture 
2. Card 2 

a. Indirect or Direct Potable Reuse/Aquifer Storage and Recovery in Mound Basin 
b. Treat and distribute to agricultural users 
c. Distributed treatment on the west side/Ventura Avenue 
d. Groundwater recharge in the Oxnard Forebay 

3. Card 3 
a. Direct potable reuse 
b. Indirect potable reuse 
c. Irrigation as feasible 

4. Card 4 
a. Consider balance of indirect reuse and direct potable reuse. Use this 

combination to respond to seasonal changes, after Estuary protection. 
5. Card 5 

a. Goal should be to recharge Mound Basin so the East Side water demand can be 
met through east side wells, independent of Casitas Water (or though Direct 
Potable Reuse) 

b. Integrated Water Management 
6. Card 6 

a. Groundwater recharge reuse (urban and agriculture) 
7. Card 7 

a. Use reclaimed water to recharge water from its source – mostly the Ventura 
River 

8. Card 8 
a. Agricultural irrigation 
b. Direct potable reuse 

9. Card 9 
a. Send water to aquifer to protect from sea water intrusion 

10. Card 10 
a. Contact for permit 

11. Card 11 
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a. Combination 
b. Infrastructure and treatment for non-food agricultural use and parks 
c. Infrastructure and treatment for recharge of Mound Basin 
d. Wildlife treatment ponds before discharge to lagoon-estuary 

 

 
Prepared By: 
 

 

 
Elisa Garvey 

 

 

 

 

 

 


