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Response to Comments

For Item No. 5.A.

Public Hearing 

on

Novato Sanitary District

Wastewater Treatment Plants

NPDES Permit Amendment
One comment was received for the subject tentative order, from Novato Sanitary District (the Discharger). For brevity, each Discharger comment is summarized, and each response given, point by point, in the order presented.

1. Reporting requirement for TMDL development assistance

Provision E.10 requires the Discharger to participate in the development of TMDLs or site-specific objectives for copper, mercury, selenium,4,4’-DDE and dieldrin, and to report annually on its participation efforts. The Discharger expressed its concern that the language did not adequately allow for  the reporting requirements to be met by its continued participation in the Bay Area Clean Water Agencies’ (BACWA’s) collaborative efforts to assist in accelerated development of Water Quality Attainment Strategies.

Response 1:

The language in Provision E.10 has been augmented to specify that the Discharger’s continued participation in BACWA’s collaborative efforts and BACWA’s annual progress reports will meet the requirements of the Provision, and to specify that, should BACWA not submit the required reports, the Discharger will remain responsible for its own reporting requirements.

2. Self Monitoring Program

The Discharger expressed concern with the proposed increase of influent and effluent sampling for biochemical oxygen demand (BOD) to five times per week (5/wk) would be burdensome on its limited staff resources.

Response 2:
Upon further consideration, Board staff determined that maintaining the current BOD effluent sampling at 3/wk would provide adequate indication of plant performance. The influent BOD sampling is increased from 1/wk to 3/wk so that influent and effluent sampling frequencies match, facilitating the calculation of percent removal. This approach is consistent with other, similar monitoring programs adopted recently.

3. Effective Date

The Discharger requested that the Tentative Order’s effective date be made sooner than June 30, 2003.

Response 3:
Board staff concurs, and the effective date in the Tentative Order is changed to the first day of the month following adoption – May 1, 2003, for this particular permit. According to the Memorandum of Understanding between U.S. EPA and the State Board, dated September 25, 1989, a permit becomes effective 50 days after Board adoption provided U.S EPA does not object to it. A permit can become effective within the 50 day period if there were no significant comments received during the public comment period. In this case, the only comments received were from the Discharger and all comments have been resolved. 


