STATE OF CALIFORNIA

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

STAFF SUMMARY REPORT (Linda Rao)

MEETING DATE: JULY 16, 2003
ITEM:


9
SUBJECT:
Cities of San Jose and Santa Clara, Water Pollution Control Plant, Santa Clara County- Hearing to Receive Testimony on Reissuance of NPDES Permit   

CHRONOLOGY:

May and June 2003 – NPDES Permit Reissuance Status Report 


to the Board


June 1998 – Permits Reissued


June 1993 – Permits Reissued

DISCUSSION:

The Discharger owns and operates the San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant which provides tertiary treatment of wastewater from domestic, commercial and industrial sources from the cities of San Jose, Santa Clara, and Milpitas; County Sanitation District 2-3; the West Valley Sanitation District including Campbell, Los Gatos, Monte Sereno and Saratoga, and the Cupertino, Burbank, and Sunol Sanitary Districts.  The Discharger’s service area has a present population of about 1.3 million. 




Process and Schedule

Staff began negotiating the three South Bay permits through the WMI stakeholder process more than a year ago through participation in over 25 meetings, two administrative drafts of NPDES permits for WMI review and additional meetings regarding discharger specific issues and complex technical topics.  Board staff released the Tentative Order for public comment in late June with the comment period ending in late July.  Board staff plans to bring the Tentative Order for the Board’s consideration at the August Board meeting.

Significant differences between the 1998 Permit and the 2003 Permit (Tentative Order) are illustrated in Table A.   Major issues that have been resolved include the following:
Mercury Mass Limits:

The new proposal to address interim mass limits include a mercury interim mass limit effective only during the dry weather, aggressive pollution prevention efforts, and implementation of a watershed-based mercury study.




	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



Copper and Nickel Limits:  
At present, Dischargers have agreed to the inclusion of effluent limits in the permits under the condition that with new information, the Board will reevaluate the need for effluent limits for copper and nickel.  
South Bay Habitat Issues:  

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
Since January 2003, staff has worked to coordinate meetings with the Discharger, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, California Department of Fish and Game, environmental groups and interested parties to bring closure to historical mitigation required of the City of San Jose from previous State Board Remand Order and Regional Board Resolutions. 
Because the Moseley Tract was found unsuitable for salt marsh mitigation, the Discharger submitted a general proposal for an alternate wetlands mitigation project.  This proposal was found suitable to USFWS and CDFG.  The Discharger plans to work with resource agencies to finalize details of an agreement before permit reissuance.  In this Tentative Order Board staff have written findings requiring the Discharger to continue meeting with USFWS, CDFG, and Board staff to finalize details to fund the purchase and restoration of an alternative salt marsh mitigation project within one year from the date of permit reissuance. Board Staff will continue to hold meetings between the Discharger and the resource agencies to ensure a permit consistent with the Endangered Species Act. Board Staff expects to present a resolution for an alternate wetlands mitigation project to the Board soon, for its adoption. 





RECOMMEN
DATION:  
Receive public testimony for Board’s consideration and action in August
File No. 2189.8014 (LR) 
Appendices:  Tentative Order 
Table A:  

B. 
C. 
D. 
 Differences Between the 1998 Permit and the 2003 Permit (Tentative Order).


	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Table A:  Differences Between the 1998 Permit and the 2003 Permit (Tentative Order).

	
	1998 Permit  
	2003 Permit (Tentative Order)

	Applicable Regulations and Policies
	1995 Basin Plan, 

WQ Order 90-5,

Federal Regulations
	1995 Basin Plan,

WQ Order 90-5,

SIP, CTR,

Federal Regulations

	Effluent Limitations

(concentration)
	Five (5) Pollutants:

Copper, Mercury, Nickel, Tributyltin, and Zinc


	Eight (8) Pollutants

Copper, Mercury, Nickel, 4-4’DDE, Dieldrin, Heptachlor Expoxide, Benzo(b)Fluoranthene, and Ideno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene

	Effluent Goals

(concentration)
	Fourteen (14) Pollutants:

Aldrin, Chlordane, DDT, Dieldrin, Endrin, etc.
	None 

	Effluent Limitations (Mass)
	Thirteen (13) Pollutants:

Arsenic, Cadmium, Chromium, Lead, etc.
	One (1) Pollutant 

Mercury



	Mercury mass limit
	2.66 kg/month
	 0.231 kg/month + watershed-based study

	Site –Specific Translators
	None were used
	Site-Specific translators were used for Chromium, Copper, Nickel, and Zinc

	Bacteria  Limitations
	Total Coliform
	Enterococcus 


Appendix A: Cities of San Jose and Santa Clara, Water Pollution Control Plant 

Tentative Order

