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STAFF SUMMARY REPORT (Robert Schlipf)


MEETING DATE:  October 16, 2002

ITEM:

8

SUBJECT:

VALERO REFINING COMPANY-CALIFORNIA, BENICIA REFINERY, BENICIA, SOLANO COUNTY-Reissuance of NPDES Permit

CHRONOLOGY:
May 1996-NPDES Permit Reissued


DISCUSSION:
Valero operates a petroleum refinery with a crude-run throughput of about 135,000 barrels per day (bpd), which results in a discharge of about 2.34 mgd of treated wastewater to Suisun Bay via a deepwater outfall.  There are two points of most interest with this item:  refinery expansion, and issues related to water quality based effluent limitations similar to those raised on previous permit actions.  




The attached Tentative Order (Appendix A) reissues the permit for Valero.  It contains production rate technology limits in accordance with federal regulations and water quality-based effluent limitations based on the California Toxics Rule, State Implementation Policy (SIP), and Basin Plan.




Valero proposes to increase its crude throughput to 165,000 bpd and route wastewater from its asphalt plant to its onsite WWTP.  These proposals will result in increasing the discharge by about 0.26 mgd (11% increase).  The attached Tentative Order requires that Valero implement necessary modifications to its treatment plant and certify that the plant has adequate capacity before it increases waste discharges.




Staff resolved many issues with Valero, but two remain.  Specifically, Valero contests the following:  

1) Denial of dilution for bioaccumulative pollutants.

2) Final limits for 4,4’-DDE and dieldrin when these have not been detected in the effluent.  




The following provides a brief response to the two issues outlined above.  The Response to Comments (Appendix D) provides further details on all issues raised.  Board staff recommends denial of dilution credits for certain bioaccumulative pollutants in the discharge, because data from fish, waterfowl, and shellfish tissues show that these pollutants are above screening levels considered protective of human health or aquatic life.  For 4,4’‑DDE and dieldrin, limits are necessary because background concentrations exceed the water quality objective.  This approach is required by the SIP and was confirmed by the State Board in a recent Order on the EBMUD petition.                 

RECOMMEND-
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Adoption of the Tentative Order
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