Leona Valley Town Council

General Meeting

October 10, 2008

1. Call to Order; (All members of Council present)

2. Pledge to flag: All
3. Meeting Minutes; Mike Waters makes motion to approve the minutes; Larry Tyler seconds the motion; motions are approved as submitted;
4. Treasurers Report: Alice Benoit makes a motion to approve the treasurer’s report; Suzy Love seconds the motion. The treasurers report is approved; 
5. President’s Comments: Betty Bailey passed away; condolences to family;

6. Public Comment: 
Christine Stoddard: LVIA is local chamber of commerce; there are several small businesses in Leona Valley that are hurting as any other businesses; please use the local businesses; 
Bob Breeder: New resident; moved back to Leona Valley on August 29th; 
Juanita Kirkpatrick: Happy Birthday to the Town Council;

7. Larry Tyler:

Chris Whitley, Cal Water: Discussion of Chloramine

Frank Donato: descending vote of chloramines; do not approve of them; it will kill your fish; it is not the same as chlorine; issues with copper plumbing; issues with the way the board handled it; half of the districts don’t need the Chloramine in their water but some areas do; wanted to go the more expensive route, but they chose the more expensive way; the federal government requires us to basically turn your tap water into bottled water; it is being passed onto the consumer; there are other options out there; these options can work out here, with bypass; In Rosamond, we are looking at bypassing the chloramines; right now we are using chlorine; it is a federal mandated issue; we spent one hundred million dollars retrofitting these plants; it is a waste of taxpayers money; there are thirty five water companies in this valley that are going to be forced to use it when they don’t need it;

Russell Fuller, General Manager of AVEK

Chloramines was a decision that was made 2.5 years ago after consulting the retailers in this valley; 70% of the retailers asked to go to chloramines; if the community does not want chloramines, they will not come; our chemist voted against chloramines; or board members were split; world wide many countries used chloramines; Israel uses chorines; and San Francisco; it is a different evaluation on a small system versus a large system; 

History: we have 2 years of study and 2 consultants in order to meet the Federal standard; we need water with a good disinfectant; we have looked at numerous options; Metropolitan water district has spent 10 years studying this problem; We wanted to do an honest evaluation building on the data;

We considered the following:

Granular activated carbon is a very good method of treating water; a gac unit under your sink removes the chlorine taste in your tap water; it will destroy the organics in the water; it will take the organics out of the water; it is a very stable water; gac speeds up the process;

Ozone: go to o3 instead of o2 and you accelerate the process of speeding up the natural process of natural treatments;

Chloramines: go to www.EPA.gov for information; 

Entrance Coagulation is a tremendous help in treating water; 

Combo of all of the above:

Goal is to meet the drinking water standards; improve the taste; meet customer expectations; provide value to the customer; cost does not dictate results;

What are the alternatives; 

1.) do nothing we would be in violation

2.) add chloramines alone; $15/acre foot;

3.) Absorber GAC Treatment; $300 per acre foot to treat; it would have doubled the water costs on a wholesale level;

4.) Ozone and Gac combo is $340 per acre foot;

5.) Membranes; more than $300 per acre foot;

6.) Bio GAC and Chloramines; $20 per acre foot;

7.) Ozone, bio and chloramines; $65/acre foot

8.) Entrance Coagulation/Ozone, Bio GAC and Chloramine; $70; this was the preferred method;

Common Ways to Remove Ammonia/Chloramines

Add chlorine and convert to water and nitrogen;

Add lemon juice or a slice of lemon to a glass of water;

Add orange juice; helpful for your fish tank;

Add a flake of Vitamin C; 

Options for Leona Valley

1.) Use Chloramines

2.) Breakpoint chlorination at a low cost;

3.) Breakpoint chlorination and in home GAC absorption by those who want it; filters are $40 and change every six months;

4.) Breakpoint chlorination followed by system wide GAC absorption followed by chlorination; $300/acre foot;

Why Chloramines?

1.) Safety, not cost;

2.) Large systems use Chloramines; 55% of California

3.) Required nationally in many countries including Israel and Finland;

4.) Most large cities in the United States;

5.) Most of Southern California from Newhall to Ventura to San Diego

6.) Most of San Francisco Bay area;

We want to do whatever the community wants to do; we want you to think about the water you consumed in Los Angeles; you already consumed chloramines;

Question: Copper plumbing, would a carbon filter protect it?

Answer: I don’t know if it will or not; I know that corrosion with surface waters is a significant matter; you need to practice good corrosion control in your system; 

Question: Are you saying it won’t be any worse on pipes?

Answer: That is correct; we will change to a corrosion inhibiter; we will go to a PH adjustment after the conversion is complete;

Question: Copper with lead soauder; will this be addressed with the corrosion inhibiters;

Answer: Yes;

Question: Chlorine is more dangerous than Chloramine;

Answer: I would not call it more dangerous; you have all heard of legionnaires disease; chloramines stay around for the job and are a good responder to pathogens such as legionnaires disease; ozone will also assist in the safety of the water supply;

Question: Leona Valley is an open and not closed system; everything goes into our ground water; how can we address the ground water issue; it is the future of agriculture; we are going to leach ammonia into the ground water;

Answer: you are spreading ammonia on your lawn twice per year; there is a very small amount of ammonia that will be added to your system; fertilizer on your lawn contributes more; 

Response from questioner: That does not address the long-term issue; 

Answer: we can get you the numbers, the calculations on that; if everyone cuts back 10% on their fertilizer, you will favorably impact the ammonia content in your ground water;

Question: ammonia and bleach don’t mix; 

Answer: that is a high concentration; not a tiny amount;  a strong mix is mustard gas;

Question: How will that affect my well? Will it affect the ground water for my well

Answer: It will have an impact; I don’t think it will be measurable;

Question: What is the breakpoint chlorination; cost per acre; does that include start up costs;

Answer: no; it is amortized over a fifteen-year period including start up; 

Question: Chloramine can be taken out by a whole house system; I have filters on my showers and my sinks; a whole house system is $3,000-$5,000;  basically, you are saying you are passing the buck to the consumer;

Answer: you as a community need to decide; if our expenses go up, so do yours; 

Question: With chlorine you have a higher concentration of arsenic? Chloramine it is ammonia;

Answer: No; the best pathogen is ozone followed by chloramines; you don’t have a problem with arsenic; 

Frank Donato: If we don’t do anything, we won’t meet the Federal requirements; 

Chris Whitley: We have to do something; we are on the cusp of getting a violation every winter; with Chlorine, we will have high THMs which gets thrown back on California Water Service;

Question: Does it impact a water softening system:
Answer: I don’t know the answer on that;

Question: What form?

Answer: Mono Chloramine;

Question: Copy of reports:
Answer: Will be posted to AVEK.org; we will link on the LVTC website;

Question: You said 77% people are for it; currently how many?

Answer: Still very similar; Pentagon; US Borax; the Army Corp of Engineers are now using it;

Question: In your options, you did not discuss a filtration system for those outlying systems?
Answer: it is true; THM’s build up over time; if you put water in a storage tank the water comes out of that will not meet the standards; with all of our customers, we think everyone needs this for the best quality water at the most affordable price;

Question: How many people do you supply? How many purveyors?
Answer: Probably 15; 

Chris Whitley: We service 500,000 people in Southern California; we have been doing it a long time; there is nothing we should be afraid of;

Question: If we want to go a different direction, what do we do?

Answer: Go to Norm Hickling or to Chris Whitley

Question: Deadline?

Answer: Dept of Health Services wants us to convert all of the systems by the end of the winter, early in 2009;

Whitley: Cal Water does treat water; we treat AVEK’s water; we treat the well water; we have to make sure nitrification does not occur;

Question: What about the quantity of the water?

Answer: 90% cut in water per Fuller; we are trying to buy water wherever we can; we are doing everything we can; we need to come up with 25 to 30,000 acre feet of water somehow; we need to come up with a peripheral canal; the drought on top of the judges decision is contributing to the shortage; we lost 13% of our water just from the judge’s decision;

Question: Who has the responsibility to comply with the EPA; Cal Water or AVEK;

Answer: Both of us;

President of the PTO and Principal of School:

Kathy Owen, PTO President; 

Steve Demarzio, trustee, Westside Union School

Principal and VP at LV Princpal;

We wrote an article for the Yodeler about the new election issue; We are part of the Westside Union School District; things that Westside district has to do will impact Leona Valley; growth in the Valley; attendance; affects our community; Measure WS is a bond measure is an extension of a bond passed in 1998; it is a ten plus year extension; it will enable the district to raise funds to access money to build new schools; improve current schools; there is a FAQ sheet at the back of the handout; support the bond measure on November 4th; 

Question: It extends it without adding to current taxes?
Answer: Yes;

Question: Will it be just like the college? Run out of money and then the schools/work does not get done?

Answer: There will be a citizen over sight committee. You can apply to be on an over sight committee;

Question: Will it help the Anaverde situation?

Answer: We don’t know; we are still working with the developer;

Question: Can you tell us which schools will be modernized?

Answer: Bob Able at the district has the information;

Schools can only be built by local bonds now;

Question: I am confused about the whole thing; do we have to put money in to have it matched?

Answer: Yes, that is correct; 

Fire Safe Council: we need to get together an emergency plan; we will cover at next meeting;

Meet the Candidates: Larry Tyler and Mike Waters are running; 

Question to Larry: Can you explain the article in the Cherry Chapters? Do you really want to run?

Answer: I just put a couple of things about me; I know I am not a leader; I am a good volunteer; I will do a lot of work behind the scenes;

Suzy Love on Election: Do we want to vote of chloramines; probably not enough time;

Comment: Juanita: Chris Whitley did a disservice to the community not addressing chloramines a lot sooner; 

Set up another community meeting;

CSD’s, Benoit: The County of Los Angeles will make their presentation of their revised draft of the CSD on October 29, 2008 @ 7:00 P.M. The community will review the County’s modifications and advise the County of potential of changes.

Lighting Zones, Benoit: In February 2008 the voters of Leona Valley approved downgrading our lighting zone from LZ2 to LZ1, Lighting Zone 2 is for rural areas; Lighting Zone 1 is for an intrinsically dark sky environment, such as with National Parks and Nature Preserves. We were advised by the County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning that no community in the State of California has ever down graded its lighting zone; and only eight other communities have changed their lighting zone, all from LZ2 to LZ3. We went ahead and submitted a request for a change of lighting zone for Leona Valley from Lighting Zone 2 to Lighting Zone 1 with the State of California Department of Energy. Effective October 2, 2008 the change was approved by the Department of Energy, Leona Valley has become the first community in the State of California to obtain Lighting Zone 1.

Subdivisions, Benoit: Regarding Valley Vineyards: Information pertaining to the status of the development as indicated by Jodie Sackett, Land Divisions Section, County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning:

 

Open Space: The current position of the County Planning Department is that clustering projects provide separate dedicated open space lots, and that dedicated open space within hillside management projects cannot be used for commercial (vineyard) purposes.  The project discussion to open space dedication and wine vineyards neglects the other more important concerns of the project.

 

Density: The development’s density (32 units above the midpoint density threshold, which is one-quarter of the entire project), lack of a satisfactory clustering design (development proposed throughout the entire project area, and less than half of the proposed lots actually reduced in size), excessive quantity of proposed grading (now 4.4 million cubic yards of total combined cut and fill; very different from the 500,000 cubic yards indicated on the subdivision application you signed on February 12, 2007). There is an over-disturbance and/or elimination of slopes exceeding 50 percent (Lot Nos. 5, 6, 7, 16, 18, 19 24, 26, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 56, 70, 71, 72, 75, 76, 83, 95, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 116 (36 lots total, or nearly one-third of the entire project). 

 

Error by Developer: The issue of the project’s density is critical, as it seems that in your initial slope density analysis dated December 5, 2006, there was a significant error in calculation (the incorrect low density threshold of “1 dwelling unit per 2 acres” was used instead of the actual “1 dwelling unit per 5 acres” required within the 0-25 percent slope range).  This caused Valley Vineyard to arrive at “80 dwelling units” for the low density threshold amount instead of “40 dwelling units” -- an error of precisely 100 percent. 

 

 

County Recommendation of Changes: Since the initial filing of your project on February 13, 2007, staff has made several efforts to formally communicate the key project issues to the Developer.  To date, the proposed project remains virtually unchanged and none of staff’s recommendations that pertain directly to the size, scale, intensity and impacts of this project have been considered. 

Other Business: Antelope Valley Illegal dumping task force; who wants to go; next meeting November 12th @ 3:00 P.M. Mike Waters will go;

Free Dump Day: Waste Management; October 25th at both landfills; up to one ton of trash for free at dump; free tire collection day at five different locations; 1st and 3rd Saturday every month at the Palmdale landfill;

Elizabeth Lake Road, Larry Tyler: they are working on the road; City is proceeding; Barjam says they have committed to phase 1; 

Adjourn: 9:45

Because of time constraints, the following reports were posted to the Town Council Website:

MEETING REPORTS BY LARRY TYLER: 

 

UPPER AMARGOSA PROJECT:

I attended the City of Palmdale scooping meeting for the project on September 25th. The project is north of Elizabeth Lake Road, running from 20th Street West to the west of  25th Street West, and consists of 87 acres. 22 acres will be native conservation areas with walking and biking trails, 20 acres will recharge basins and 7 acres will be open stream channel. 38 acres will be hillside areas. The recharge basins will be provided with water from AVEC and other private and public providers, and no recycled water will be utilized. I propose to write a letter to them so we will be on their mailing list for future meetings or data. 

 

ANTELOPE TRAILS MEETING: 

The local equestrian group and the County are trying to get their respective trails maps to agree so that trail easements can be obtained for perpetuity. Some of the trails on the county plan do not agree with the trails as GPS'd by the committee persons. Marcy Watton has been GPSing trails in the Antelope Valley for a long while. The County representative, Robert Ettleman, is very interested in making the trails system work, and is cooperating fully.

 

NORTH LOS ANGELES/KERN COUNTY REGIONAL RECYCLED WATER P ROJECT DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT. 

The Los Angeles county waterworks District #40 is the lead agency on this project, and they held several scoping meeting over the last month or so. I was unable to attend any meetings; however, Karen Bryan attended on in Quartz Hill on behalf of the Council. I did download the DEIR, and read the executive summary and some of the report content. This project is a backbone project which will consist of 70 miles of pipe, three processing plants (Rosamond, Lancaster and Palmdale), (4) pump plants and four storage tanks. The basic project will supply recycled water for municipal and industrial applications, agricultural irrigations, cooling water for power plants and groundwater recharge. However, the groundwater pumping, storage and recharge portion of the work will require additional scrutiny by the California Department of Public Health and the Regional Water Control Board, and may require additional analysis to determine the need for subsequent environmental documentation. Two elements could affect us in the future. There is a reservoir located northwest of 25th Street West and  Elizabeth Lake Road, and there is a pipeline running west to Ritter Ranch. In order to obtain further notices on events and reports, we have submitted a letter to the LA County Waterworks District 40 on behalf of the community. 

 

ANTELOPE VALLEY INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN: 

The stakeholders meeting on October 10, 2008. The greatest concern and challenge was to overcome a proposal for governance submitted by the City of Palmdale, as developed by their attorneys that would delete the current Leadership Team and direct participation by the stakeholder’s in future planning, development and implementation of work of the organization. In its place would be governance by the eleven major entities of the organization. Palmdale pointed out that the organization does not have the authority to fund projects or fund donations, and that the major entities would have to go to their

respective boards to get authorization to do so. After much discussion it was tabled for future suggestions as this was not well received.
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