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Ms. Song Her, Clerk to the Board
State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 100

Sacramento CA 95812-0100

SWren
Exeentive D,

Re:  Comments on the Storm Water Panel of Experts Report entitled The Feasibility of
Numeric Effluent Limits Applicable to Storm Water Discharges
FSI044018.2

Dear Ms. Her:

Flow Science was retained by the Western States Petroleum Association (WSPA)
to comment upon the State Board Expert Panel (“Expert Panel”) report entitled The
Feasibility of Numeric Effluent Limits Applicable to Storm Water Discharges. 1also
provided testimony to the State Board on July 21 and July 28, 2006, and incorporate
those presentations by reference. We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this
report and look forward to working with the State Board as it addresses questions related
to improving storm flow water quality. Many of our comments are general, and apply
broadly to the municipal, industrial, and consiruction sectors, while others are more
tailored to storm flow discharges from industrial facilities.

As detailed in Figure 1, there are four major options for the regulation of storm
water. The types of data and the amount of time required for use in the State’s storm
water regulatory program will depend upon the type of limit to be developed, the
methodology used to establish numeric limits, and the monitoring and compliance
strategies to be used both fo establish datasets upon which limits can be based and to
evaluate compliance and improvements in water quality as a result of program
implementation. The comments below first discuss major issues common to all options:
storm flow characteristics, the utility of the existing dataset, and program design
considerations. Finally, each type of limit is discussed in turn, including the amount and
type of data and estimated time frames that would be required to develop each type of
limit.
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We estimate that at least 7-10 years would be required for WQBEL development,
which was derived as follows: > 2-3 years to design the program and develop the
methodology for calculating limits; > 3-5 years for data collection; > 2 years to calculate
and implement limits. Again, design and construction of controls could require
additional time.

Note that all of the above timelines are our best estimates, and they would depend
upon the process used for limit development and could further be influenced by the
availability of funding for monitoring, development of work groups, advisory
committees, and peer review, and notice/workshop/hearing processes, among other
factors.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this issue, and we look forward to
working with the State Board in the future. Please contact us if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
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Susan C. Paulsen, Ph.D., P.E.
Vice President and Senior Scientist
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