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MEETING DATE: June 20, 2001

ITEM:


15

SUBJECT:
SEWERAGE AGENCY OF SOUTHERN MARIN, MILL VALLEY, MARIN COUNTY-  Reissuance of NPDES Permit 

CHRONOLOGY:
June1995 - Permit last reissued

RECOMMEN-

DATION:

Adoption of the Tentative Order.

DISCUSSION:


The Sewerage Agency of Southern Marin (SASM) currently discharges about 3.6 million gallons per day (mgd) of treated wastewater through an outfall 840 feet offshore, which receives an initial dilution of 1400:1.  SASM present service area population is approximately 25,000 comprising of the City of Mill Valley, Almonte Sanitary District, Alto Sanitary District, Homestead Valley Sanitary District, Richardson Bay Sanitary District, and the Kay Park Area of the Tamalpais Community Sanitary District.  Treated wastewater is discharged into Central San Francisco Bay, which is listed as an impaired waterbody for different pollutants.  

In the existing permit, SASM had the following final effluent limitations: Arsenic, Cadmium, Chromium, Copper, Lead, Mercury, Nickel, Cyanide, Selenium, Silver, Zinc, Phenols, and PAHs. In this TO, SASM has the following effluent limitations: Copper, Mercury, Cyanide, Selenium, and Zinc.  In addition, interim mass limits are established for bioaccumulative listed pollutants (i.e., Mercury and Selenium).   There are fewer effluent limits in this TO then the previous permit because based on the new methodology to determine the need for effluent limits (reasonable potential), arsenic, cadmium, chromium, silver, lead, nickel, total PAHs and total phenols have been found to not have reasonable potential to cause or contribute to exceedance of water quality objectives.   

Comments (Attachment F) were received from SASM, City of San Mateo, Bay Area Clean Water Agencies, and USEPA.  While staff has resolved many issues, several remain.  Most are common to the other permit reissuances before you today, and two are specific to SASM.

SASM Specific Issues:

1. Mercury and copper source control studies
2. Board staff’s denial to waive the 85% removal rate for total suspended solids (TSS) and biochemical oxygen demand (BOD). 

Common Issues:

1. Interim mass limit for mercury

We will first address the SASM specific issues.  A summary of the common issues follows and are repeated in the staff summary report for the other items.

SASM Specific Issue No. 1:  Mercury and copper source control studies 

SASM does not object to implement additional mercury and copper source control measures but is still concerned about the scope of the work due to cost implications.   

SASM Specific Issue No. 2:  Board staff’s denial to waive the 85% removal rate for total suspended solids (TSS) and biochemical oxygen demand (BOD)

Due to excessive inflow and infiltration into the collection system, SASM is concerned that the influent might be so diluted that it will result in percent removal violations even when TSS and BOD are within permit limits.  We have reviewed SASM’s request against specific criteria in the federal regulations to determine if the 85% removal requirement can be waived.  SASM does not meet those criteria.

Common Issue No. 1: Interim Mass Limit for Mercury

The City of San Mateo (another discharger) and BACWA contend that the interim mass limit is illegal and caps growth.  WaterKeepers contends that the limit is too high and does not reflect actual performance.  We believe the mass limit in the Tentative Order is consistent with applicable law, and that the statistical method used fairly accounts for variability in mercury levels and discharge flow rates.  In addition, the limit is derived from a generous definition of current performance using an upper percentile of the values.  It allows some increase in growth, particularly when combined with reclamation, pollution prevention and inflow and infiltration programs.  
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A.
Discharge Facility Location Map 

















B.
Discharge Facility Treatment Process Diagram







C.
Chronic Toxicity - Definition of Terms and Screening Phase Requirements











D.
Self‑Monitoring Program

E. Fact Sheet 

F.
Comments









G.
Response to Comments

H.
Statistical Analysis of Pooled Data from Regionwide Ultraclean Mercury Sampling

