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CHRONOLOGY:
1992- NPDES Permit reissued






1997- NPDES Permit amended

DISCUSSION:
Chevron U.S.A. Inc. operates a petroleum refinery that discharges about 6.8 million gallons per day (mgd) of treated process wastewaters through a deepwater outfall into San Pablo Bay.  Treatment consists of biological treatment in an aerated lagoon and Granular Activated Carbon (GAC).  The capacity of the GAC Facility is 20 mgd.

General Chemical Corporation, Richmond Works, discharges its wastewater to the Chevron Richmond Refinery wastewater system for treatment.  Chevron Chemical Company LLC operates two facilities in Richmond. Chevron U.S.A. Inc., Chevron Chemical Company LLC, and General Chemical Corporation are hereinafter collectively referred to as the Discharger.

The Tentative Order (Appendix A) reissues the permit for the Discharger.  It contains production rate based technology limits in accordance with federal regulations.  The water quality-based effluent limitations are based on the CTR, SIP, and Basin Plan objectives.  

While staff has resolved many issues, several remain.  Staff’s positions on the major unresolved issues are as follows:

Chevron Issue No.1:  Denial of Dilution for 303 (d)-Listed Bioaccumulative Constituents

In regard to denial of dilution, Chevron states “…significant new policy that has never been adopted by the Regional Board…” This is not a new policy.  For 303 (d) listed bioaccumulative impairing pollutants, controlling the mass of the pollution discharged is critical.  This is because the impairment is due to fish tissue contamination.  The concentration of ambient background is secondary to the mass loading.  Based on staff evaluation, there are no assimilative capacities for 303(d) listed bioaccumulative impairing pollutants in this case.  In addition, "As stated in the State Board's Order 2001-06, "the regulation [CFR Section 122.44(d)(1)(ii)] directed the Regional Water Board to consider dilution 'where appropriate'."   Moreover, the SIP makes clear that dilution credits are at the discretion of the Regional Board and not mandated. 

Chevron Issue No.2:  Cyanide Final Limit Determination

Chevron believes that receiving water data is insufficient for the purposes of developing WQBEL for cyanide.  As required by the SIP, the Tentative Order establishes a compliance schedule of May 18, 2003.  It also requires development and implementation of a data collection study (due by May 18, 2003.)  In the subsequent permit revision, a revised final limit will be established based on the data collection.  If the discharger requests and demonstrates that it is infeasible to comply with the revised final limit, the permit revision will establish a maximum five-year compliance schedule.  

Chevron Issue No.3:  Feasibility to Comply with Final Limits

Chevron objects to the Board staff’s denial of its infeasibility demonstrations for copper, cadmium, and pesticides.  Staff compared the proposed final limits with Chevron’s past three years of performance.  Chevron’s performance never exceeded the proposed final limits.  Thus, there is no reason to approve these infeasibility studies.

Communities for Better Environment: Too Much Pollution and Lack of Action 

CBE believes there are too much pollution and no assimilative capacity in the Bay.  In general, CBE is requesting more stringent permit requirements regarding pollutants such as:  dioxin, mercury, PCBs, and selenium.  Staff believes the Tentative Order is protective of the Bay until TMDLs are completed.  It is also significantly more stringent than the previous Order.

Staff believes that all concerns expressed have been appropriately taken into consideration and addressed, and that the limits and the provisions contained in the attached Tentative Order are appropriate and consistent with the Basin Plan, SIP, CTR and appropriate regulations.

RECOMMEN-

DATION:
Adoption of the Tentative Order

File No.:
2119.1044(KM)
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