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October 18, 2006

Song Her, Cierk to the Board

State Water Resources Conirol Board
1001 I Street

Sacramento, California 95814

Subject: Comment Letter - 2006 Federal CWA Section 303(d) List

~ Dear Ms. Her:

The Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District (SRCSD) appreciates the
opportunity to provide written comments both on the State Water Resources Control
Board’s (State Water Board) September 2006 Staff Report regarding preparation of
the 2006 303(d) List, and on the September 15, 2006 List itself. SRCSD is a regional
sanitation district that serves over a million customers in the Sacramento metropolitan
area and owns and operates the Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant
{(SRWTP). The SRWTP discharges directly into the Sacramento River downstream of
Freeport, which in this revision of the 303(d) list is now part of a new water quality
limited segment titled the Delta Waterways (northern portion), in Region 5.

We commend the State Water Board staff again for the obvious effort that has gone
into the documentation for the proposed 2006 listings, and the preparation of the
September 2006 update of the Staff Report titled, Revision of the Clean Water Act
Section 303(d) List of Water Quality Segments. The Staff Report continues to contain
a much more detailed description and analysis of the basis and information used for
listing recommendations than past processes. However, SRCSD has found five items
that are incorrect in the Staff Report and is continuing to propose two additional
revisions. These recommended revisions in the Staff Report would result in not adding
DDT and polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) to the September 15, 2006 Proposed 2006
List in the Delta Waterways (northern portion) water quality segment of the Central
Valley, Region 5. Our specific comments fo various portions of the Listing Document
are outlined below, which we believe must be addressed to ensure clarity, consistency
and the use of sound science.

CORRECTIONS AND PROPOSED REVISIONS TO THE 2006 303(d) LIST

Two of the five corrections are for not completely addressing two of SRCSD’s
comments made in our January 31, 2006 comment Ietter that is enclosed for your
review. The other three corrections are related to use of new Delta Waterway tapping
areas. The two recommended revisions are for requested changes in response to the
two comments that were not completely addressed.

The sequence of our comments below follows the order of the Staff Report and the
resulting 2006 Section 303(d) List. However, because Volumes 11, IIl and IV of the
Staff Report serve as the foundation for Volume I, we have addressed items in the
foundation volumes prior t¢ Volume I. Similarly, because the 2006 List itself is the
result of all work in the various volumes of the Staff Report, we have addressed that
last in our comments (not because it is least important). -
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Corrections

In the Staff Report, Volume I'V {Responses to Comments) SRCSD’s comments numbers 1, 2, and 5 were correctly
placed, but comments 3 and 4 were not. Commment 1 (page 19) is with the set of comments on Staff Report Volume
1, while comments 2 and 5 are on page 114 with the Ceniral Valley Region Fact Sheets. However, comments 3 and
4 were mistakenly placed with the Santa Ana Region Fact Sheet comments on page 134. Apparently the two
comments were placed there because the first part of each comment argues against using OEHHA screening values
for fish tissue pollutant concentrations. However, each of the two comments has five parts, and the other four parts
present arguments about the data used for DDT and PCB evaluations, and other information about the Delta
Waterways (northern portion) water quality segment in Region 5. This error should be corrected by placing a
complete answer to all five parts of these two comments, with our comments 2 and 5 on page 114 of the Central
Valley Region Fact Sheet comments. Specifically, the contents of SRCSD’s comments that were omitted from
page 114 of Volume IV, requested that the SWRCB consider:

3. Not adding DDT as a pollutant in the Delta Waterways (northem portion) water quality limited segment.

4. Not adding polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) as a pollutant in the Delta Waterways (northern portion)

water quality limited segment.

In the Staff Report, Volume III (Water Body Fact Sheets Supporting the Listing and Delisting Recommendations),
for the Central Valley {Region 5), in the section of that document [abeled Area Change Recommendations,
descriptions are correctly made that place SRCSD in the Delta Waterways {northern portion), one of eight currently
defined Delta segments. However, the section of that sane document labeled List as Being Addressed
Recommendations for the Delta only includes the 2002 set of three Delta waterways (pages 89 te 95). This list
should be comrected to expand it to include all eight Delta Waterways and should also include Chlorpyrifos and
Diazinon in the Delta Waterways {northern portion), since that TMDL was completed for the entire Delta in June

2006.

In the Staff Report, Volume I, Table 8 (Additions to the List Being Addressed), should be corrected on page 44 to
expand it to include all eight new Delta Waterways in Region 5, including the northem portion, for Ch]orpynfos
and Diazinon, as was done for the old 2002 3-Delta-waterways definitions.

Also in the Staff Report, Volume I, Table 11 (Schedule) should be corrected on page 85 to include the Delta
Waterways (northern portion), and all other new Delta Waterway descriptions in Region 5, in this case for work on
mercury, and not just the three old Delta designations of the Stockton Ship Channel, the eastern portion and the

western portion.

All of the above corrections should be incorporated in the revised 2006 Section 303(d) List itself for the Delta
Waterways (northern portion) water quality {imited segment.

Proposed Revisions

In the Staff Report, Volume III {Water Body Fact Sheets Supporting the Listing and Delisting Recommendations)
for the Central Valley {Region 5), SRCSD’s two comments (3 and 4} that were misplaced in Volume IV should be
considered completely.. We would request again, that both DDT and PCBs not be added to the 2006 list, in the
Delta Waterways (northem portion), for the multiple reasons stated in our January 31, 2006 letter.

In the Staff Report, Volume I, Table 7 (Additions to the List) should be revised on page 27 to delete DDT and
PCBs from the Delta Waterways (northern portion) of Region 5 as a result of the changes in Volume III above,
again based on the multiple reasons listed in our letter of January 31, 2006.

As a result of the revisions requested above, the 2006 Section 303(d) List should also be revised by not adding
DDT and PCBs to the Delta Waterways (northern portion) water quality limited segment.




