STATE OF CALIFORNIA

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

STAFF SUMMARY REPORT (Judy C. Huang)

MEETING DATE: June 19, 2002
ITEM:


918
SUBJECT:
MIRANT DELTA, LLC. - PITTSBURG POWER PLANT, PITTSBURG, CONTRA COSTA COUNTY – Reissuance of NPDES Permit

CHRONOLOGY:

November 1995 – Permit reissued


DISCUSSION:

Mirant’s Pittsburg Power Plant currently intakes and discharges approximately one billion gallons per day of once-through cooling water mixed with other low volume wastes and seasonal stormwater into Suisun Bay via eleven shoreline outfalls.  The facility has a capacity to generate approximately 2,060 megawatts from seven steam-electric generating units.
The attached Tentative Order proposes to establish technology based effluent limitations for the low volume waste streams in accordance with Federal Regulations, and water quality based limits for toxics in accordance with the State Implementation Policy.  It also proposes to grant exemptions to certain California Thermal Plan requirements and replace them with alternative thermal limits, and requires Mirant to conduct a Thermal Effects Study, and an Entrainment/Impingement Study.copper, mercury, TCDD equivalents, cyanide, tetrachloroethylene, bis(2 ethylhexyl)phthalate, and PCBsThe proposed permit has fewer toxic effluent limits than the previous permit because no reasonable potential was found for other pollutants using the State Implementation Policy methodology.

Written comments were submitted by Mirant and the California Independent System Operator (ISO).  California ISO supports the Tentative Order.  Staff met with representatives from Mirant and resolved all issues except for the performance based mercury mass limitation.  Mirant believes that the mercury mass limit is inappropriate since Mirant does not add any mercury to Suisun Bay.  Mirant believes that any mercury present in its discharge is originally from Suisun Bay in its intake.  Board staff disagrees with Mirant’s conclusion because:  1) there is no correlation between intake and effluent mercury data to prove that Mirant does not discharge mercury above ambient background levels, 2) Mirant has not provided any mercury data on the low volume waste streams to show that these streams do not contribute mercury to the discharge.  Therefore, we believe the proposed mercury mass limit is appropriate in light of the mercury impairment of the Bay.  However, Board staff has revised the Tentative Order to allow consideration of future intake data for compliance determination.  We believe this addresses Mirant’s concern.
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