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January 21, 2011 ECEIVE

JAN 20 201

Jeanine Townsend
Clerk to the Board
State Water Resources Control Board SWRCB EXECUTIVE
1001 I Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Draft Policy for Toxicity Assessment and Control
Dear Ms. Townsend:

The Town of Windsor (Town) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the
Draft Policy for Toxicity Assessment and Control. The Town operates a
wastewater treatment facility that serves a population of approximately 26,000,
treating an average daily dry weather flow of 1.4 mgd. The Town is permitted to
seasonally discharge treated effluent to Mark West Creek from October 1 through
May 14, provided that effluent flows do not exceed one percent of the natural
flow in the creek. Under the Town’s existing NPDES permit, chronic toxicity
testing is performed twice per year and acute toxicity testing is performed once
per month during discharge events.

The Town is concerned about the State Water Quality Control Board’s Draft
Policy for Toxicity Assessment and Control. As a smaller POTW, this Draft
Policy, if adopted in its current form, will have significant economic impacts to
our operations. The Town has the identified key concerns with the Draft Policy
below, and finds these t0 be consistent with the issues and recommendations
identified in the joint response letter from the Clean Water Associations (Tri-Tac,
CASA,BACWA, CVCWA, RCRC, and SCAP).

o The proposed policy requires monthly chronic toxicity testing for POTWs
over 1 MGD. Currently the Town performs chronic toxicity testing semi-
annually, which results in an annual cost of approximately $20,000 per
year. Under the Draft Policy, the Town would incur gdditional chronic
toxicity testing costs of up to $40,000 per year. The Town believes that
quarterly monitoring for POTWs between 1 to 5 MGD is appropriate,
which is consistent with the USEPA’s threshold requirement for industrial
pretreatment programs.

o The Draft Policy does not eliminate routine testing for acute toxicity, and
leaves the requirement to the discretion of the Regional Water Quality
Control Boards. Currently the Town performs monthly acute testing
during discharge events, which results in an annual cost of up to $3,000

per year. Cun:enjc_ly, it is unknown if the Town’s permit would be
modified to eliminate acute toxicity monitoring. The economic analysis
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