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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
Mary Casillas Salas

February 23, 2017
FILED VIA EMAIL

Peter Kozelka

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX, WTR 2-3

75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105-3901
Kozelka.Peter@epa.gov

Joann Lim

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region

2375 Northside Drive, Suite 100

San Diego, CA 92108-2700
Joann.Lim(@waterboards.ca.gov

Re: Comment — Revised Tentative Order No.R9R9-2017-0007 / 248796: JLLim
Dear Mr. Kozelka and Ms. Lim,

I. INTRODUCTION

This comment letter is written on behalf of the City of Chula Vista (“Chula Vista”),
regarding the referenced Revised Tentative Order/Permit which was issued with respect to the
E.W. Blom Point Loma Wastewater Treatment Plant (“Point Loma Treatment Plant”). While we
support the City of San Diego’s (“San Diego™) request to renew its variance from the secondary
treatment requirements contained in section 301(b)(1)(B) of the Clean Water Act for the Point
Loma Plant and Ocean Outfall, we have significant concerns regarding the proposed revisions to
the Compliance Schedule for Pure Water San Diego Potable Reuse Tasks, as set forth in section
VI.C.7. of the Revised Tentative Order. Our concerns relate primarily to the impact that the
proposed schedule will have on our wastewater customers and on our ability to meet the
accelerated schedule and increased production requirements, as detailed below.

II. BACKGROUND

The San Diego Metropolitan Sewerage System (“Metro System”) collects and treats
wastewater from the City of San Diego, as well as twelve participating agencies within San
Diego County. Chula Vista is one of those participating agencies. The participating agencies are
parties to an agreement with San Diego, by which San Diego provides wastewater conveyance,
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treatment, and disposal services to the agencies, utilizing the Metro System. The Metro System
includes the Point Loma Treatment Plant. Chula Vista pays San Diego for these services, based
on its allocated share of capacity, The costs of the services are passed through to Chula Vista’s
wastewater customers.

The Point Loma Treatment Plant operates under a National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (“NPDES”) permit which allows for a variance from secondary treatment
requirements pursuant to sections 301(h) and 301(j)(5) of the Clean Water Act. Since issuance
of the last permit, San Diego has determined that instead of converting the Point Loma
Treatment Plant to a secondary treatment plant, equivalent results can be achieved by offloading
wastewater flow to other facilities, including new facilities for potable reuse of wastewater (the
Pure Water San Diego program).

Chula Vista has worked with San Diego and the other Metro System participating
agencies to develop a plan that would lead to a successful implementation of the Pure Water San
Diego program. This included collaboration and agreement on production goals and dates for its
implementation, with the first phase being the production of 15 mgd of potable reuse water by
2023 and full implementation of 83 mgd by 2035. On September 23, 2014, the Chula Vista City
Council adopted a resolution supporting the San Diego’s NPDES permit renewal application,
based on these goals and dates.' These same goals and dates were memorialized in an agreement
between San Diego and certain environmental agencies in October 2014.2 They were also
included in San Diego’s application of renewal for the Point Loma Treatment Plant NPDES
modified permit.

The Tentative Order issued in response to San Diego’s application incorporated the Pure
Water San Diego program and the goals of producing at least 15 mgd of potable reuse water by
2023 and 83 mgd by 2035, as set forth in the “Compliance Schedule for Pure Water San Diego
Potable Reuse Tasks,” in section VI.C.7.a., and Tables 8, and 9. It also acknowledged that San
Diego would “use its best efforts to achieve the goals ahead of schedule.™

During the public hearing on December 14, 2016, there was discussion regarding the
Pure Water San Diego program. That discussion included a suggestion that the 2023 production
milestone for purified water be raised from 15 mgd to 30 mgd. In response, Chula Vista Mayor
Mary Salas submitted a comment letter stating that Chula Vista did not support that change.

! See, City of Chula Vista Resolution No. 2014-181, dated September 23, 2014, a certified copy of which is attached
as Exhibit 1 to this Comment Letter the goals and associated dates providing the basis for adoption of the resolution
are contained in Exhibit B to the resolution.

? See, Cooperative Agreement in Support of Pure Water San Diego, a copy of which is attached as Exhibit 2 to this
Comment Letter.

3 Tentative Order Table 8, footnote 1.
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However, the Revised Tentative Order/Permit revised the goals to require production and
delivery of 30 mgd by 2022 and replaced the compliance schedule set forth in Table 8 with one
submitted by San Diego on January 30, 2017. It also deleted the language stating that San Diego
would use it best efforts to achieve the goals ahead of schedule, and added language stating that
the tasks were dependent upon future approval of San Diego’s Mayor and City Council.!

III. REQUESTED REVISIONS TO REVISED TENTATIVE ORDER

Chula Vista continues to support San Diego’s application as originally submitted,
including the original schedule for implementation of the Pure Water San Diego program.
Specifically, Chula Vista supports the goal of producing at least 15 mgd by 2023 subject to
legislative approval of secondary equivalency for the Point Loma Treatment Plant and requests
that the Revised Tentative Order reflect that goal, rather than the accelerated schedule submitted
by San Diego last month. As detailed below, our concerns relative to the accelerated schedule
are that it will create significant financial hardship for our ratepayers, and will jeopardize our
ability to successfully implement the program.

As acknowledged in the Revised Tentative Order, the San Diego Pure Water program
implementation is a unique challenge beyond what a normal wastewater expansion would
involve.” One facet of such a unique program is the challenge all parties involved face in
identifying and quantifying the associated costs. At this time, we are still working out the details
of what costs will be wastewater costs, how to account for water revenues, and how the
appropriate formula for cost allocation will be determined.® Increasing the required production
to 30 mgd and accelerating the compliance deadline to 2022 for the first phase will result in
significant wastewater financial impacts sooner than expected. It will also limit the time
available to us to adequately determine the costs and conduct appropriate public outreach. We
are extremely concerned about the financial burden this would place on our ratepayers.
Retaining the goals and timeline contained in the original application would allow
implementation in a manner that would moderate the financial burden to our ratepayers, and still
meet the final goal of 83 mgd by 2035.

In addition, the rollout of such a unique program requires significant preparation to
ensure that it is done successfully. Chula Vista and the other Metro System participating
agencies have spent considerable time and effort in developing a schedule which will lead to
successful implementation of the program. The goal of 15 mgd by 2023 was supported by the
participating agencies and agreed to by various environmental agencies. Chula Vista has relied
on this goal in preparing for its role in the implementation. The doubling of this production goal

* Revised Tentative Order Table 8, footnote 2.

* Revised Tentative Order, footnote 1.

® The accelerated schedule will require additional analysis to determine whether the costs created by the accelerated
schedule are appropriate for allocation among the Metro San Diego participating agencies.
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and acceleration of the date adversely impacts our ability to successfully meet the phase one
requirements. In order to ensure the successful implementation of the program and minimize the
financial burden to our ratepayers, Chula Vista respectfully requests that the Revised Tentative
Order be amended to revert to the original compliance schedule.

If the schedule included in the Revised Tentative Order cannot be amended, we would
request that footnote 2 to Table 8 be modified to allow for the potentiality that Chula Vista and
the other Metro System participants may not be able to meet the accelerated and increased
compliance requirements. Specifically, we would request that the approval requirement
contained in Table 8, footnote 2, be expanded to include the approval by Chula Vista’s City
Council, as well as the legislative bodies of the other Metro participating agencies.

IV. CONCLUSION

Chula Vista supports San Diego’s request to renew its variance from the secondary
treatment requirements contained in the Clean Water Act for the Point Loma Treatment Plant. It
also backs the San Diego Pure Water program. However, the accelerated schedule and increased
production requirement of 30 mgd by 2022 reflected in the Revised Tentative Order would
impose a financial hardship on our ratepayers and would jeopardize Chula Vista’s ability to
ensure successful implementation of the program. Accordingly, we respectfully request that the
Revised Tentative Order be amended to reflect the schedule proposed in the original application
(15 mgd by 2023). Alternatively, we request that approval by the Chula Vista City Council, and
the other Metro System participating agencies, be added to footnote 2 of Table 8.

Sincerely,

pé/z/y-*//[ éfmf'” C/Q/

Ga1y\f{albeyt C(]t}‘ Manager / Kichard Hépl%m ir ector of Public Works

¢c: San Diego Mayor Kevin Faulconer
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THIS INSTRUMENT IS A ﬁﬂftuézf%% CORRECT

COPY OF THFég %cﬂm 90N FILE IN

THE OFFICE OF oUmentNo 13 1y o Eric,
DATE: Ebmam 22,201 -

BY: A,
CITY CLERK

RESOLUTION NO. 2014-181

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
CHULA VISTA SUPPORTING SAN DIEGO’S NATIONAL
POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM (NPDES)
MODIFIED PERMIT FOR THE POINT LOMA WASTEWATER
TREATMENT PLANT

WHEREAS, the Point Loma Wastewater Treatment Plant (PLWTP) is a regional facilitv
in the Metro Wastewater Svstem, operated by the City of San Diego, permitted to treat 240
million gallons of wastewater per day to an Advanced Primary Level, serving a 12 member Joint

Powers Authority that comprises approximately 35% of the total flow in the Metro Wastewater
Svstem/ PLWTP; and

WHEREAS, the Clean Water Act of 1972 requires that wastewater be treated 10 achieve
certain protections before ocean discharge, that wastewater treatment plants be permirtted, and
that wastewater treatment plant permits be renewed every five vears; and

WHEREAS, the Ocean Pollution Reduction Act (OPRA) of 1994 allowed the City of San
Diego to apply for modified NPDES permits allowing PLWTP to continue operating at an
Advanced Primary Treatment Level while meeting or exceeding all general and specifically
negotiated regulatory obligations including ocean protection requirements; and

WHEREAS. the City of San Diego has 20 vears of ocean monitoring data demonstrating
that the Advanced Primary PLWTP consistently protects the ocean environment; and

WHEREAS, the City of San Diego has determined that instead of converting the Point
Loma Wastewater Treatment Plant to a secondary treatment plant, equivalent results can be
achieved by offloading wastewater flow from the Plant to other existing and new facilities
(secondary equivalency) for potable water reuse; and

WHEREAS. the Metro Commission sees the Pure Water Program, the City of San
Diego’s 20-vear program to produce purified water to supplement San Diego’s drinking water
supply, as a first step toward realizing the possibility of fully utilizing wastewater supplies to
maximize development of local water supply while acknowledging that future expansion and
ability to minimize flows to wastewater treatment plants will depend on technological and
legislative advances, cost benefit analysis, and actual flows compared to projections; and

WHEREAS, the strategv of achieving secondary equivalency at the Point Loma
Wastewater Treatment Plant through potable reuse of wastewater 1s included within the Pure
Water San Diego program; and
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WHEREAS, the City of San Diego, the member agencies of Metro Wastewater JPA,
members of the Metro Commission, and stakeholders from the environmental community have
agreed upon a definition for secondary equivalency and will use their best efforts to have federal
legislation passed in accordance with the proposal called the Ocean Pollution Reduction Act 11
(OPRA II). Generally, OPRA 11 will allow the City’s NPDES permit to be based on secondary
equivalency that includes a commitment to implement potable reuse of wastewater and allows
the PLWTP to remain operating at the Advanced Primary Treatment Level; and

WHEREAS, the current modified permit for the PLWTP expires on July 31, 2015, and
City of San Diego staff need to submit an application to renew the NPDES permit by January 30,
2015,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Chula Vista
as follows;

Section 1: That the Metro Wastewater JPA and Metro Commission support the Point
Loma Wastewater Treatment Plant to remain operating at an Advanced Primary Treatment
Level.

Section 2: That Metro Wastewater JPA and Metro Commission support the concept
of secondary equivalency for the Point Loma Wastewater Treatment Plant and support proposing
the passage of federal legislation in accordance with the proposal titled the “Ocean Pollution
Reduction Act 11 (OPRA 1I),” attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein. OPRA 11
will allow the City’s NPDES permit to be based on secondary equivalency that includes a
commitment to implement potable reuse of wastewater and allows the PLWTP to remain
operating at the Advanced Primary Treatment Level.

Section 3: That Metro Wastewater JPA and Metro Commission support the City of
San Diego’s NPDES Modified Permit application for the Point Loma Wastewater Treatment

Plant as further described in the Basis of Point Loma Permit Application, attached hereto as
Exhibit “B” and incorporated herein.

Presented by Approved as to form by
Loz
_—
P
Glen R 00 51&
City Attetney

ez
Kichard /ﬂ( ngl\' -

Director of Public Works
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PASSED, APPROVED, and ADOPTED by the City Council of the Citv of Chula Vista,
California, this 23rd day of September 2014 by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Aguilar, Bensoussan, Ramirez, Salas and Cox
NAYS: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None

ﬂ/w(,h,

Chcrvl Cox, I\@\ or

ATTEST:

dx@’m 7( A@_mja

Donna R. Norris, CMC, City Clerk

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO )
CITY OF CHULA VISTA )

I. Donna R. Norris, City Clerk of Chula Vista, California, do hereby certifv that the foregoing

Resolution No. 2014-181 was dulv passed, approved, and adopted by the Citv Council at a
regular meeting of the Chula Vista City Council held on the 23rd day of September 2014,

Donna R. Norris, CMC. Cm Clerk

Executed this 23rd day of September 2014.
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OCEAN POLLUTION REDUCTION ACT I

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.
This Act may be cited 2s the “Ocean Pollutioa Reduction Aci 1.7
SECTION 2. FINDINGS AND POLICY

In 1972, Congress passed the Federal Water Pollution Conuiéfct Amendmerts, which
required Publicly Owned Treamment: Works to achieve secondm},li:ﬁtmvn. capability by 1977.
‘ Y

In 1994, the Federal District Court for the Southern D[sénct of rnia determined that
upgrading the City of San Diego's Point Loma Was;ewatc;%;ea&ntm Plaﬁ@/r&secondarv

i,

treatment Jevel would not be in the public interest, beigg excessively costly ?@r producing
addidonal environmenial benefits. % . %, %

%
&
= Tras,

i

Tke Poini Loma Plant currendy meets all the rCﬁPaig ?;tf%?-sccoudmw téammeni except
for the removal of tota] suspended solids and biological m:éé/ demand.

Y,
At the direction of Congress, the %ﬁnmemal Protcctl%% gency (EPA) requested that
the National Research Council advise the ac-’f:n : ;2VS 10 Lmpr 'astewarer managerment in
coastal urben areas. The resuldng study, “Ma%c ging warer intCoastal Urbgn Areas,”

produced several unportant ﬁndmos including?
' az'

- Bmloe;cal gcn dcmffﬂd d;scharged%hru 2 well-designed outfall is generally of no
ecolom ‘B.Eﬁm in open coastal wa,te%!
’J/z'/
L SHSDS ended s& 7::&1?%‘653@%11&@13 controlled by advanced primary treatment
¢ j!%}grmn 0
Ay Uy

/Z&E)vcr-controi i cular ly along ocean coasts, bui nevertheless full secondary

ggamem is rcqmafd reva:c'ﬁess of cost or lack of benefiis.

Past rﬂ\*’gfm by the C&g the EPA, the State of Californiz, and scientists affiliated with

-.the Scripps lnsntma% of O/’% ography and the University of California at San Diego, as well as

other organizations ha cluded the Point Loma Plant does not have a significant adverse

impact on the ocean ens @nmcnt.

To

The ocean outfall for the Point Loma Plant discharges effluent 4.5 miles from the coast at
a depth of over 300 feet, one of the longest and deepest ia the world.

Implementing full secondary treatment at the Point Loma Plant will cost approximately
$2.1 billion.

OPRA I Lemslauon
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Implementing full secondary weatment is contrary to the national interest, in that it will
compromise views from the Cabrillo Natiopal Monument and interfere with the Navy's use of
adjacent property.

The City generates all the energy it needs 1o operate the Point Loma Plant onsite through
co-generation. Implementing full secondary meatment will turn a "green" facility into one of the
region's largest energy consumers, requiring the purchase of over $17 million each year in
electricity and producing more than 100,000 tons of greenhouse gas emissions annually.

.‘f.»”fg’ffz

Implementing full secondary treatment at the Point Loma Plaf: will’require removal of

1,250,000 tons of earth from environmentally sensitive habitaz i;r;:jg;fa{%gl{igtely adjacent to the Point

Loma Ecological Reserve. é’// fég,/’%
L U

; 2

Recognizing the unigue situation swrounding t]}%g&‘%ﬂg Foma Plaﬁ%@gngress adopted
the Ocean Pollution Reduction Act of 1994 (OPRA), 2PRA allowed the Poir/{ﬁg%’;ap]a Plant to
avoid conversion to full secondary weatment and il ad operatg under a modi_ﬂoé”f” ,gfl;;ﬁit
according to standards contained in OPRA and sgctigﬂé’?al (h) ofthe Clean Water f;ff:‘é

= 4‘%}. '/1"// ’;""», 4

The City has complied with all requirements of O J/? %,gmd the results have been
significant, including reduction in the di¥fharge of total suspééffq@éd? solids and biological oxygen
demand, advanced ocean monitoring, and "gg‘,‘ﬂ%ction of 45 miﬁff@;}‘;}ons per day of reclaimed
water capacity at a cost of approximately $340 % ;:fg; s "/(""ﬁ/
L .

) Y
Successor legislatioé%p OPRA will ca ’_{ﬁl;ifté on th’aé‘:{{ rd of improvements initiated

: 7 74 .
under OPRA and prowg.e;a”r{%%éggrk for furth{/:frenhancemén‘fs to the City's water and
wastewater systems, ] fieased pd‘%ﬁ}e water reliétj}ility, and additional meaningful

: e
environmental prot it Lo
g7

) 7
7 72 %
The Cj. J&};%g,gpmplet’éf FALS ‘i’%fté}"faéﬁﬁfglgé on Demonstration Project showing that
municipal '%&/‘x{éfiﬁm/ succ'é’é"g”ﬁ},l_]y be treated to levels suitable for potable reuse. The City
compleﬁe_d{ its Recyclecf%? er StL%fﬁgQOl describing how wastewater can be diverted from
the B# f’,i soma Plantto n i eatmew,y Zéilities to generale water suitable for potable reuse.
Through th&Zeonstruction mi‘%peraﬁd{ of new treatment facilities, the City can reduce the total
suspended é%@ischmged g’%the Point Loma Plant to the same or Jower levels as would be
achieved by imfi/gfmpnting ful; “secondary treatment, while creating an important new Jocal
. source of water. 'y% jz/
',,ég_;z!/fx-
The City currerify relies on imported water for over 85% of its waler supply. A new local

_source of water can significantly reduce the environmental impacts of importing water to San

Diego from the Colorado River and the California Bay-Delta by offsetting the City’s demand for

imporied water.

A
e

Due to severe drought in California, the 2014 water allocation from the State Water
Project is only 5% of normal, forcing water agencies to draw down water reserves, mplement
mandatory conservation measures, and search for new, dependable sources of water.
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SECTION 3. SAN DIEGO SECONDARY TREATMENT EQUIVALENCY.

Section 301(j)(5) of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1311G)X3)) is
amended to read as follows:

(3) SAN DIEGO SECONDARY TREATMENT EQUIVALENCY.

(A) IN GENERAL. Norwithstanding anvihing to the contrary in the Federal Water
Polludon Control Act or the Coastal Zone Managemeni Act, a%bphcanon for the Point
Loma Wastewater Treatment Piant shall be reviewed and preigesscg‘as the equivalent of
an apphcauon for a secondary treatmeni discharge pursu % ubsection (b)(1)(B) aad
section 402 of the Federal Water Polluton Control Aclaﬁ)’rovn%{hat the application
includes a commitment to: “ ,d'

4
C
"

4%, *
(i) maintain a deep ocean outfall :ron;; Pomt Loma Wastevﬁé}’freamem
Piant with a discharge depth of no lw.an 300<¢cet. éy—éﬁ?

(i) discharge no more than 12,000 m“tno’f;’ i wtz’i snspendcd solids p'" vear
commencing on Decembcr 31, 2015, no mg%y an 11,500 metric 1ons of total
suspended solids per 3 vpaﬁéemmencmtz o1 Deca ber 51, 2025, and no more than
9.942 metric tons of ol 5%&&’:%&:1 solids per ye rgaencmg on December

51,2027 %
- % “@’dy /

;,
no less th aiplo gxca.l OXyge dﬂmand on an annual average, from
?g} ater \1tar‘§'%7 int Loma Plant, Wastewater flow is wibutary o
//5/’/ 2

it if it is disc arged into the applicant’s wastewater sysiem, or
,. inio m%wa{eﬁ% 519 connected 10 the applicant’s wastewater sysiem,
1;4.{/?%4 excluding {étev. ater u-eated and discharged from facilities separately
%fpenm*tcd Lna%ccnot 402, :
7
(g%acct all o /, effluent limitations of secondary treatment, as defined oy the
ré}fﬁstrato Sursuant 10 section 304(d)(1), except for any effiuent conceniration

!im.ts"ﬁ%; logical oxygen demand.

" 7 . . . . ; . .
(vi) comply with federal anti-degradation policy as determined by the
Administrator.

(vii) perform ocean monitoring that mests or exceeds the Administrator’s
requirements for secton 301(h) dischargers,

{B) POTABLE REUSE. To be eligible to submit an application under this paragraph, the
applicant must demonstraie to the satisfaction of the Administrator that to the extent

OPRA 1I Legislation
Exhibit A
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potable reuse is permitted by federal and state regulatory agencies, at least §3 million
gallons per day of water sunable for potable reuse on an annual average will be produced
by December 31, 2033, from wastewater in the applicant’s wasiewater svstem and
wastewater systems coznected 1o the applicant’s wastewater system as of the date of this
Act. The Adminiszaror shall determine development milestones necessary 10 ensure
complience with this paragraph and include said milestones as conditions in each permit
issued prior to December 31, 2035
(C) PREVIOUS OCEAN MONITORING DATA. The applic&pfﬁust demonstrate to the
satisfaction of the Administrator that the applicant has perforgied ménitoring that meets
or exceeds the requirements for section 301(h) dischargej;g;;’:%,?at least the last 10 years.
g’ ’.-7.*"1 et
&
(D) PENDING APPLICATIONS. Any appiicationffor"ffb'e Point ;:‘%}’a Wastewaler
Treatment Plant pending on the effective date c:}".,ﬂ s#Act*shall be r’é%ﬁ'}}red and processed
under this paragraph. 3 ; %%»} .
o c,% /ézf?’// ’
(E) SECONDARY TREATMENT. Nothing ffizihis Act shiall prevent the i}p 1cant from
submitting an application for the Point Loma W’%f’ water Tréatment Plant‘that complies
with secondary treatment pursuant to subsection (b f*/) and section 402
%{%0’% %%/ v d
Lo ‘;22”2_?’ i C ".‘ o
b .
, Vi 4
,’é‘é/’b 14{%/7;7 % '
4 T
'/f f'// /-’j"f e, ,'*{
%»‘ ',é‘z%/;’??’/a 5 4
% 4 R
. T
ffé/,&/'?;, ?’9’9-,’3’
7 P,
"7’;4‘ 7 "}(ff ’ﬁ
% “, 3;///;:
W, %/f
W %
v

== L e e e o e e P o i o Ay o A e L s e VY g ST e e d B e o e
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Septemnber 11, 2014

Summary of the Basis of the Application for the

Point Loma Wastewater Treatment Plant
2015 NPDES Modified Permit Renewal

The epplication will be based on:

a. Compliznce with CWA section 301(h) requirements for waivers. (required)

b. Compliaace with CWA secricn 301(J) requirements (Ocean Pollution Reduction Act). (required)

c. Point Lomaz will remain as an Advanced Primary Treauneni Plant with & capaciry of 240 mgd.

d. It will also conain specific provisions veluntarily included to enhance the application: These include
the following provisions that would be included in the final modified NPDES permit as program

goals, as well as some enforceable permit requirements.

e. The goals related w water produced will be calculated based on wastewater

in the applicant’s

wastewater system and wastewater svstems connected to the applicant’s wastewater system:

Task

Date (Not later than)

-:New Permit Enforceable Provisions . o - 01

Cap total suspended solids mass emission at 12,000 metric tons/year

December 31, 2015

Issue Notice of Freparation for @ programmatic EIR

_January 31, 2015

Publish draft programmatic E(R for public review

January 31, 2017

Issue NTP for final design of 15 mgd pipeline from NCWRP to San Vincente Reservair

January 31, 2017

tssue NTP for final design of 15 mgd NCWRP potable reuse

May 21, 2017

Certify final programmatic EIR

January 31, 2018

Complete design of 15 mgd pipeline from NCWRP to San Vincente Reservoir

Ociober 21, 2015

Complete design of 15 mgd NCWRP potable reuse

January 31, 2020

SEENR Seals sublect o abproval of OFRA ILicBilaon 5=

Produce at least 15 mgd of potable reuse water

December 31, 2023

Cap total suspengec solids mass emission at 11,500 metric tons/year

December 31, 2025

Produce a cumulazive toial of at least 30 mgd of potable reuse water

December 31, 2027

Cap total suspended solids mass emission at §,942 metric tons/year

December 31, 2027

Produce a cumulative total of at least 83 mgd of potable reuse water

December 31, 2035
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