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Changes to Proposed OrderChanges to Proposed Order
1.1. Changes Were Circulated on May 7, 2009Changes Were Circulated on May 7, 2009

a.a. E.C. E.C. 
i.i. Direction to State Board staff to assist  Direction to State Board staff to assist  
ii.ii. Footnote 13 Footnote 13 –– removed erroneous languageremoved erroneous language
iii.iii. Added some clarifying language about interim planning Added some clarifying language about interim planning 

opportunities, some of which was requested by CVWB opportunities, some of which was requested by CVWB ---- 
including Footnote 17including Footnote 17

b.b. Additional Typo Additional Typo –– Page 19, Line 6.  Instead of Page 19, Line 6.  Instead of ““a monitoring a monitoring 
requirementrequirement”” it should read it should read ““an effluent limitan effluent limit…”…”

c.c. Dilution credits Dilution credits –– CVWB requested clarificationsCVWB requested clarifications
d.d. Chronic Toxicity Chronic Toxicity ---- CVWB requested clarificationsCVWB requested clarifications
e.e. Bis(2Bis(2--ethylhexyl)phthalate ethylhexyl)phthalate –– Supports CVWBSupports CVWB’’s conclusion that s conclusion that 

no effluent limit was required for Bis(2), because split sample no effluent limit was required for Bis(2), because split sample 
demonstrated lack of reasonable potentialdemonstrated lack of reasonable potential



Comments On ChangesComments On Changes
1.1. CVWB CVWB –– Requests amended language and Requests amended language and 

greater discretion to accept or reject individual greater discretion to accept or reject individual 
samplessamples

2.2. City of Tracy City of Tracy –– Mainly requests the State Mainly requests the State 
Water Board to apply Tosco approachWater Board to apply Tosco approach

3.3. CVCWA CVCWA –– Requests Tosco approach & wants Requests Tosco approach & wants 
to remove statement in footnote 17 about to remove statement in footnote 17 about 
interim planning solutions being easier for interim planning solutions being easier for 
salts than for toxic or biosalts than for toxic or bio--accumulative accumulative 
pollutantspollutants



Responses to Comments on Responses to Comments on 
ChangesChanges

1.1. BisBis--2 2 –– No need to include No need to include CVWBCVWB’’ss language language 
–– SIP requires RP determinations to include JSIP requires RP determinations to include J-- 
Flagged samples if there is no reason to Flagged samples if there is no reason to 
exclude the samples exclude the samples 

2.2. Tosco Tosco 
a.a. Tosco Approach Disapproved by USEPA when it Tosco Approach Disapproved by USEPA when it 

considered the SIPconsidered the SIP
b.b. State Water BoardState Water Board’’s compliance schedule policy s compliance schedule policy 

reflects EPA position:reflects EPA position:
i.i. Final Limits must be included in permitFinal Limits must be included in permit
ii.ii. Limits must be based on applicable standard and not a Limits must be based on applicable standard and not a 

future event, e.g. TMDL or SSO adoptionfuture event, e.g. TMDL or SSO adoption



Responses to Comments on Responses to Comments on 
ChangesChanges

1.1. CVCWACVCWA––objects to Footnote 17 that salts objects to Footnote 17 that salts ““are are 
more amenable to interim planning solutions more amenable to interim planning solutions 
than biothan bio--accumulative or toxic pollutants.accumulative or toxic pollutants.””

a.a. Objects to implication that salt control is easy.  The Objects to implication that salt control is easy.  The 
proposed order does not say that; it simply states proposed order does not say that; it simply states 
that it is easier to implement planning solutions for that it is easier to implement planning solutions for 
salt than the other contaminants.salt than the other contaminants.

b.b. Technical and legal staff believe footnote is Technical and legal staff believe footnote is 
accurate and should be left as it is accurate and should be left as it is 
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