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RE: Comment Letter — Storm Water Panel Repori

Storm Water Panel Recommendations to the SWRCB Regarding the Feasibility of Numeric
Effluent Limits Applicable To Storm Water Associated With Municipal, Industrial and
Construction Activities

Dear Members of the Board:

The California Council! for Environmental and Economic Balance {CCEEB) is a non-partisan,
non-profit.organization of business, labor and community leaders that seeks to achieve the
State’s environmental goals in a manner ¢onsistent with a sound economy.

CCEEB commends the SWRCB and the Blue Ribbon Panel (“Panel”) for considering the
important issue of whether numeric effiuent limitations, or some other quantifiable limit, are
feasible for storm water discharges associated with municipal, industrial or construction
activities. CCEEB appreciates the work that the Panel has done and supports a aumber of its
recommendations. ‘

In general, we regard the effort as a commendable first step in determining the feasibility of
Numeric Limits in different situations. We agree with the Panel’s findings that numeric
limits are not feasible for MS4s and small construction sites. We also agree with the Panel
that Action Levels and iterative best management practices (“BMPs”) should be expiored and
incorporated in storm water permits where feasibie. :

However, CCEEB is concerned that some of the statements in the report, as written, are
overly broad, lack sufficient support, and could be miss-read. For example, the Report
concludes that, subject to 2 number of concerns and reservations, numeric limits are
technically feasibie for “some industrial categories™ and for “pollutants commonly associated
with storm water discharges” at larger construction sites (pages 15-16; 19). These statements
should be clarified. CCEEB’s understanding of the conclusion for “some” industrial
categories is that numeric limits may in concept be feasible for one or more industiial
categories where a database is adequate to ascertain whether practical and achievable numeric
limits can be established. We also understand the conclusion recognizes that there are with
site-specific factors and variability that may make categorical numerical limits infeasible and
impractical. Such an interpretation would be consistent with other statements in the Report
including the Report’s observation that the current data base to establish numeric limits is







CCEEB appreciates the work that the Panel has done and supports a number of
components of its recommendations. CCEEB recognizes the significant task before
the Board and the dischargers before numeric limits can be ascertained and
established. We look forward to working with you to develop a practical program.

Thank vou for considering our comments. If you have any questions, please contact me at
(916) 444-7337.

Sincerely,

..

Robert W. Lucas

cc: Victor Weisser, CCELEB
Bill Quinn, CCEEB
John Grattan, CCEEB
Jackson Gualco, The Gualco Group, Inc,




