STATE OF CALIFORNIA

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

STAFF SUMMARY REPORT (James Nusrala)

MEETING DATE: November 28, 2001

ITEM:


8

SUBJECT:
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, SAN FRANCISCO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT, WATER QUALITY CONTROL PLANT, NORTH BAYSIDE SYSTEM UNIT, SAN MATEO COUNTY – Hearing to Consider Imposition of Cease and Desist Order for Discharge of Partially Treated Wastewater to Waters of the State 

CHRONOLOGY:      
March 1995 – NPDES Permit reissued




December 1998 – Permit amended




DISCUSSION:



The City and County of San Francisco, San Francisco International Airport (Discharger) owns and operates the Water Quality Control Plant (WQCP), which treats domestic wastewater from airplanes and the various facilities at the airport.  The WQCP currently discharges about 0.88 million gallons per day (mgd) of treated wastewater into Lower San Francisco Bay through a submerged diffuser about 5300 feet offshore.  

This Tentative Order is being considered concurrently with Item No. 20 (Reissuance of the NPDES Permit for the WQCP).  The Tentative Cease and Desist Order is for violations of discharge prohibitions and effluent limitations included in Order No. 95-054, the previous NPDES Permit for the WQCP.

Comments were submitted by the City and County of San Francisco.  There are two concerns expressed by the Discharger.  The City contests that the installation of the additional treatment clarification units required by Order No. 95-054 would not have prevented a majority of the permit violations.   The City claims that the violations are either (1) invalid due to laboratory error or (2) not preventable due to the introduction untreatable substances in the influent or due to excessive storm flows to the WQCP.  Board staff compiled the violations from the Discharger's self-monitoring reports where there were no reference to any laboratory sampling errors.  In its comments on the tentative order, the Discharger has not provided any proof to substantiate its statements. Despite the various causes of violations, the Discharger is responsible for designing, operating, and maintaining a reliable treatment plant to consistently comply with its permit conditions.  

The Discharger requests alternative compliance schedules without adequate justification. The schedules provided in Provision 1 of the Tentative Cease and Desist Order for the Discharger to propose and implement necessary corrective actions are reasonable.   

RECOMMEN-

DATION:  

Board Staff will make a recommendation at the Board meeting

File No. 2179.7032 (JN)

Appendices:

A:
Tentative Cease and Desist Order

B. Notice of Violation , Request for Technical Information Letter, November 9, 2001

C.
Comments 

D.
Response to Comments


