
STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 
BOARD WORKSHOP SESSION – OFFICE OF CHIEF COUNSEL 

FEBRUARY 16, 2010 
 

ITEM 9 
 
SUBJECT 
 
IN THE MATTER OF OWN MOTION REVIEW OF WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS 
ORDER NO. R5-2008-0183 [NPDES NO. CA0077895] FOR THE UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, DAVIS, MAIN WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT ISSUED BY THE 
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD, CENTRAL VALLEY REGION. 
SWRCB/OCC FILE A-1988 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
The Central Valley Water Board adopted an NPDES permit regulating discharges from  
U.C. Davis’ wastewater treatment plant.  California Sportfishing Protection Alliance (CSPA) filed 
a petition challenging a number of provisions.  The draft order is limited to the effluent limitations 
regulating electrical conductivity (EC).  The permit concluded that there was no reasonable 
potential for EC from the plant to effect municipal uses of receiving waters and did not include a 
final effluent limitation for the protection of agricultural uses.  The draft order concludes that the 
Central Valley Water Board erred in its assessment of reasonable potential for municipal uses, 
and that it erred in delaying the inclusion of a final, water quality-based effluent limitation for EC 
for protection of agricultural uses.  There was not evidence in the record sufficient to require an 
effluent limitation for EC for protection of aquatic life. 
 
POLICY ISSUE 
 
Should the Board adopt the draft order requiring reassessment reasonable potential of EC 
discharges to adversely affect agricultural and municipal uses and to include appropriate water 
quality-based effluent limitations, if appropriate, within three years? 
 
FISCAL IMPACT 
 
None. 
 
REGIONAL BOARD IMPACT 
 
Yes – Central Valley Regional Board. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION or 
ADVISE OF STAFF ACTION 
 
This is a workshop; no action is necessary. 
 
State Water Board action on this item will assist the Water Boards in reaching Goals 4 and 6 of 
the Strategic Plan Update: 2008-2012 to implement strategies that address water quality 
protection and restoration, and to enhance consistency across the water boards. 
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