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The Port of San Francisco (Port) appreciates the tremendous amount of work done by the
State Watér Resources Control Board (State Water Board) in updating its industrial - -
general permit requirements. The Port is grateful for the opportunity to provide :
comments on the January 28, 2011 Draft Industrial G éral Permit Order (Draft Permit).

We have the following comments and recommendations on'the Draft Permit.
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Further, we are concerned that NALSY/NELS? in the Draft Permit are not consistent with
the BAT/BCT® perfo mance standard, beca 1s¢ the NELS cannot b istently
achieved even with state-of-the-practice stormwater treatment controls, Due to the . 5
challenges in achieving the ALs, NALs and NELs are identical, .- S

The Port has managed a Group MomtormgProgram (GMP) since 199§;:’2which includes
the Port’s facilities covered under the Industrial General Permit and some of the Port’s

industrial tenants, The benefits of the GMP are that that the program allows the Port to
provide oversight on data quality, to obtain comparable data among the facilities (i.e,, -
facilities are sampled durmg f;hg samea_‘.‘qug_i_l_i__i‘)dng.events”), to obtain dats Tepresentative
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provides an effective means tocontiuc ‘

activities, which result in improved.con liance with the goals of the Industrial General

? NEL = Numeric Effluent Limitation . . . .

® BAT/BCT = best available techno]ogyeconomlcally achievable (BAT) fpffft:p'fcic and non-
conventional poltutants and best -pfacﬁcalilg control technology currently gc_;h_wvable (BCT)
for conventional pollutants IEERAER ' S
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* SIC = Standard Industrial Classification. .




Compliance Storm Event R S S R _

The 10-year, 24-hour storm event should not be used as the design storm for designing .
 stormwater treatment contols for new facilities. We believe a design storm such as the 2-
year storm, is more appropriate for watet quality protection. The costs for installing,
operating and maintaining treatment systems desj,gnedforel()-year storm (in addition
oo the increased land area requirements) would be significanit and cannot be justified
based on benefits to water quality treatment. For example, data presented during the
CASQA meeeting/webcast on March 10, 2011 indicate that the incremental treatment
benefit of designing a media filter for the 10-year storm compared to the 95% percentile
storm event is 6 percent while the incremental increase in cost is 80 percent. The Port
respectfully requests the State Water Board to consider a 2-year storm as an appropriate
design standard. ' N L ' '

- QSD/QSP® Requirements R R EE R
_ The Port also is concered with the fequirement for each facility to have personnel with

- QSP/QSD qualifications, similar to the Construction General Permit, Many of our tenants

 do not have staff with the registrations required to become a QSD. We question the

benefits of the QSP/QSD certification for our industrial tenants considering the resources
that would nieed o be expended by each facility to ir 1, Has the State Water
Board studied whether the QSP/QSD . certification Wi in an increase in
compliance with the pérmit conditions, or an improve > quality of stormwater
runoff and if so, would the State Water Board be willin such data? In the
interim, the Port recommends that the QSP/QSD roles be fulfilled by thie Port for those
facilities participating in the GMP. L A '
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Thank you very much' for your efforts to ¢6nti1iifiq )
water quality. We appreciate that updating the Indu
‘and complex undertaking and we comment State Wate

contributions. "'We than k you for the opportunity to-
~ work (’:Ol—l_aifjo'rati’vely with the State Water Board staff ;

- Should you have any Qﬁééﬁons regarding the- Port’s comments,please do not hesitate to

call me at 415/274-0276.

_ -S'il_lcérely,' :

Richard H. Berman — Regulatory Specialist -
" Port of San Francisco - D
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