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Via Eleétronic Mail & Facsimile

' Tain Doduc, Chair and Members

State Water Resources Control Board
1001 I Street, 24th Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

Attn: Jeanine Townsend, Clerk to the Board
(’com'mentietters(d‘»waterboards.ca.9@!)

RE: Comment Letter — Landscape Irrigation General Permit

| SWRCB EXECUTIVE
Dear Chair Doduc and Members of the Board: __

The San Diego County Water Authority (Water Authority) appreciates the
opportunity to submit these comments in response to the Board’s scoping request

under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Recycled water is a critical

resource needed to meet Califorma’s demand for water. It is akey element of
developing a diversified water supply portfolio in the Water Authority’s service area.
Currently the Water Authority’s member agencies recycle approximately 20,000 acre-
ft per year of water. That number is anticipated to increase to over 40,000 acre-ft per

year by 2015. The State Board should take the critical need for this water resource
into consideration as they consider adoption of a statewide General Permit for

- Landscape Irrigation. -

Our c_ommeﬂts are offered to aésist the Water Board in its CEQA process to
appropriately scope the project, identifying alternatives to the project and analyzing
the significance of the impacts of both the project and its alternatives.

Coordination with Existing Permits

Many recycled water projects currently operate safely under existing master and user
permits. The general permit should not apply to currently permitted recycled water
uses, unless specifically requested by the existing permit holders.

Landscape Irrigation : :

The definition of landscape in the general permit should be consistent with the
definition of landscape irrigation under both the Department of Water Resources
proposed mode} landscape ordinance and the Title 22 approved uses of recycled water
for irrigation using tertiary treated water. Under Title 22 the following uses of
disinfected tertiary recycled water for irrigation are allowed:.
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(1) Food crops, including all edible root crops, where the recycled water comes
nto contact with the edible portion of the crop, - :

(2) Parks and playgrounds, _

(3) School yards,

(4) Residential landscaping,

(5) Commercial landscaping

(6) Cemeteries, '

g’" ] § %j’? a 3}8 Bk fididd access golf courses, and
i : ) Ang X! Jrrigation use not specified in this section and not prohibited by
i e - .Eth spatipns of the California Code of Reguliations

Beneﬁtsj;f Rexycled Water Use

or the Water Board to consider all the benefits of recycled water use

e LELQA document and when applying those benefits associated with recycled
water use to the Water Board’s Resolution No., 68-16 (Anti-Degradation Policy)
which “assures that...the highest water quality consistent with maximum benefit to
the people of the State will be maintained”. - We concur with the recommendations
provided by WateReuse of this issue.

Scope of CEQA Analysis :
~ The CEQA analysis should be limited to public health and water quality impacts,
~which the Water Authority believes can be demonstrated to be less than significant.
The CEQA document should recognize that impacts associated with specific recycled
water projects will be addressed in a separate CEQA process.

With respect to the protection of public health: o o

* The Water Board should properly respect the California Department of
Public Health (CDPH) and its Water Recyeling Criteria to define the -
treatrent and use requirements necessary to protect public health. Under
CEQA, the Water Board may rely upon the public health-based science and
analysis used by CDPH in adopting the regulatory requirements of Title 22.

‘ ‘There is no need for the permit to conflict with or regulate beyond the
requirements of Title 22. The Water Board’s findings should articulate that
Title 22 addresses what CDPH, considers significant in petmitting
landscape irrigation projects and no other mitigation is necessary.
Accordingly, the project does not need to address conventional or emerging
contaminants. T

* Further, the CEQA document should not focus on the use of improperly
treated, managed, and/or regulated recycled water as was done in the
scoping document. Such use is outside the scope of the project and would

~ not be allowed under the General Permit.




