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Responses to Comments from A.V. United Water Purveyors Inc. 

27-1. The comment letter infers that the conclusions reached with respect to “significance” and
“probability of occurrence” are inadequate.  The SWRCB staff respectfully disagrees with
the comment.  Master Responses 13 and 14 generally describe the basis for the analysis of
potential surface and groundwater quality impacts in the EIR with respect to EPA’s risk
assessments conducted for the Part 503 regulations, additional protective measures in the
proposed GO, and the authority of RWQCB staff to use monitoring and professional
judgment to determine whether a specific biosolids application project would protect water
quality.  The EIR requires CEQA significance conclusions to be presented that are based
on evidence of the duration, extent and intensity of the impact.  The risk assessments
conducted for the Part 503 regulations development process considered the probability for
human exposure to contaminants contained in biosolids.  It provides statistically based
evidence that contamination from biosolids application under the proposed GO would be
very low.  The EIR has examined conditions present in California and determined what
additional protective measures should be used to protect water quality, land productivity,
and public health.

27-2. Please see Master Response 9.
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