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" Public Hearing (12/15/10)
CEC - Recycled Water
Deadline: 1/10/t11 by 12 noon
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2152 SBhad Court
Simi Vallsy, CAR 53063
January 10, 2011
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Me. Jeanine Townsend, Clezk o the Board
State Water Hgzouross Control Bosard

1001 I Streat
Sacramanto, CA 9
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Rg: “Comment Letitar -~ CEC Meonitoring for Reaoyolad Water' .
Dear ¥Ma. Townsand:

Tha foliowing ara my conments on the aforementioned sublect

fer the Beard' s consideration.

#1 - The lizt of Constituents of Emerging Concexn (CEC)

is noo idmited. This impacts: 1. ths 3imi Valley
Landfill FRGATIE SO0 project r%qﬁast to the County of
Vanturs, 2. thse DTIC/NASA/DOR Bants Susans Field

u&bﬂr&&ﬁuy Cleanuvp Agreement, 3. the Vaenturs County
ME4 UPDES Parmit, 4. the City of 8imi Vallay'a
Huniciwad UPDEE Permit, and B, the ity of Thousand
Caks Muniecipal HNPLES Parmit,

B2 ~ I am greatly concerted with the CEC Advisory Panel' s
reacounendationys on the risks of CELs to the public
haslth and the snvironment with reagards te their
nonitozring in ths “groundwatex recharge/reuse”
“percolation or subzurface indection into a drinking
watey sguifer and urban landseaps irrigation” (Pages
' ¥ ¥ the Movenber 18, 2010 Woricor OF pUIRLIC

densumanty . The Leox Rngelaes Ragional Waiasr

Queiity Control Bosrd’ g heazing on the General NFDEH

Permit Jor Discharges to Sround Water from Water

Sapplv Walls o Surface Waiters in Los ﬁngalas snd

wra Oouniiesd aral MNPDES A Wa . JRESIROLE]
has not bsan re-agendized since it was postponai for

the Decembsr 10, 2003 Board Mesting.

#3 - I en mrastly ooncernad that. even Shough the
Califnarnis Departpant of Public Hesith has recommended
the "meoesitoving for cemrtain additionsl CECgY (Pags 1 of

i)
o




TAM—{@-Z0 L BEI2G an : F.

.2, ths Dacembear 15, 2010 DRAFT Item dooument) and DWT
sraff coneurs with the CDPH, the impscts to the public
haealth from the usa of Point-aof-uss {(POU) devioe
treatment processes, instesd of cenitrvalized treatinent,
have nct bean fuﬁ¢y takean into mecount.

4 ~ The CE(y documants refer to koth Constituents of
Emerging Concexn, and Chemicals of Emerging Concern in
municipal recycled watey. Thare must be consiatency
within bthe sciantiflic communiiy, tha S$State and
Ragiconal Waiter Boards, other State agencien,
gtakeholders, and the ganersl publis sa to which
guiact: 1. i# elong disoursed, 2. Lthe policy is beling
nropozed for, and 3. iz being regulated. Thezrs ia no
room for confusing the issue szpecially at a time when
the Weter Quality Monitoring Councili has mads graat
strides in “effectively” implementing “the goals of
CA 8B 10707 {Page 4 of the Monitoring Council’'s
Dacenber 28, 2010 letiar to the Secretarias of Cal/ /EPA
and the Natural Rescurces Agency, and in ita Decamber
23, 2012 Comprashensgive Monitering Program Itrategy fer
Califseaiay . It iz atated on Fags 2 of the Decumber
18, Z010 DRATT Itern documeant that “State Water Board
-astion on this itenm will sssist ths Water Boards in

aohing Soa 2, % and § of the Strategic Flan

Usu“wﬁ. FEOE-ZCLE . Bosl € is Lo %nnanwe aan S&ﬁt%nﬁ“

agress zhe Wedtsr Scaxdds, on an ongaling bHasis

#5 — Tha statemsnt “cma monitoring for municipal racyelsd

arge groundwater for indirsst
otable r@uﬁﬁ,*,” (Fage 1 of the November 13, 2010
PEICE OF PUBLTY HEARING dooumsntl iz & little
misleading. Under BACKGROUNIY, it is statad that “The
CEC kdvisory Penel wag charged with. | providing
recommendations on monitoring CECs fox VRLLOUS watexr
reoyeling pragtioss, including groundwater recharge/
reusge o augmeant groundwalter vie pesroclabion or

subsurface injection inte a drinking water aguifsx...”
it is stated on Pags 1 of the Hovewmber &, 2010 STAFF
REPORY document thab .. .monitoring CECs for various

watar vesycling practices, ineluding groundwater
recharga/reuss to augment groundwater via surface
apraading snd peraciation into & drinking water
aguifar; groundwatsr recharge/reuss vis subsurfacs
injection into a drinking water acuifexr”
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I disagree with the statement thst “The removal of
tha performance-based indiscateor CEC through a
treatient process provides an indication of ths
removel of the cother CECs in the group” (Page 2 of the
Wovemper 8, 2010 STAFF REPORT document) .

Whenever chanicals and conatitusnts 2xs listed in a
a gentence instead of individually listed in a tablae
or ghazxt in any docunant, please sepérats tham wiith
gami-colons, inztesd of commes, since some of the
chemicals and oonstituents have commas in their
soientific namss: in order Ffor the informatiorn that is
provided ba resder-friandly. EBxample: “The six
compounds salacted to serve &s performance~-based
indicator CECz2 are caffeine, gemfimyrezil, a,n-diethyl-
mata-toluanide (DEEY! , iopromide, NDMR, and
sucralozs., .. " {Page & ol the Novembsr 8, 2010 BTAFF
REPORT dosument) . G, list the chesmical/conatituant/
sompound with gemmz in its namae sw the last item.

While it is stated on Page 3 of tha Novembher 8, 2010
STAFF REPORT document that “Monitoring of additional
healeh-bagad C¥ls may ba reguired kv & Ragional Water
Board on a projecst specific basis. Howaver, the
?IGQ%S@ for selectingy additionzl heslsh-based CECa for
monitoring would have to he consistant with the

Panwel' s axpos zoreening apwreachis. e, evaluation of
MEC/MTTAY, D an rnraﬁrn@d with the fact that the
Californis Departmesnt of Fublic Health is rscommending
adding shanicals/constituenis/compounds te the CEC
Advigervy Parnel {scientific)’'s liat. Bnd, whils it i3
alse stated that “The Panel’ s exposures screening
approgch 12 the recomnended method for determining
haaith~pased CEUzs” this scrasning approach’ s
yelishility may bes zcorapped for something besttexr, or
be cuesationad in the future.

I hava grest concarns with the following stastementz on
Pagss 3 and 4 of the November B8, 2010 ETAFF REFORY
ammun&nﬁ “The sslection of appropriate surrogatss
will vary based on proisct specifics inciuding

the typag of treatment processzes, uss of the reoyuled
water, and the measvrable scourtence of the paramater
in the treatmant trzin. . Whera applicable, surrogate
parameters may bhe mcnitorud using inline or hand-~held
davices provided appropriate calibraticn measuras are
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impliemented snd documsnted. .. The sealectior of
appropriate pexfornsnce-hased indicator CECs and
surrogate parsmaters is dependant on thas typa of
traatment processes used and the reoyoled water use’.

I disagree with the stiztement that “Monitoring for
health-based CECs and performance~based indicator CECa
is not recommended for landscape irrigation projects,
bacauss of the low water ingestien rats with landscape
irrigation usa” {Page 4 of the Novemb-er 8, 2010 STAET
REPOBRT documant; |

I digagree with the California Department of Public
Health (CDPH) ‘s statement on Page 1 of the Agency’s
Seprambar 13, 2010 letter to Mr. Jonathan Bishop that
the motification list chemicals mentivned “be
monltorad guartariy initially and can be raduced to
yeurly, if thass compounds are not detectad. . . ”

I disagree with the California Department of Publis
Haalth {IDPH)'9 ztatemsnt on Yage 1 of tha Agancy’ s
Septambar 13, 2010 letter te Mr. Jomathan Bishop that
tha “ether chemicele” mentioned “ha monitored
guarteriy...can be reduced yearly, if the compound is
Aot deteoted.

L oam oonogrned that the California Department of
Publza Health (CDPH) has not determined the “acceptable
detection levele” for “othar chemicals’” such as
chromiva~%, diazinon, nitrosamines, Bysphenyl A, TCEP,
and carbamazepine” (Fage 1 of the Agenoy’' s September
X3, 2010 letter te My, Jonathan Risghop).

Carvently, T have graazt reservations wiith the Water
guaiity Monitoring Council’s recommendation to the
Bacrateries of the Cal/EPA, and the Hatural Resaurcas
Agency toe anvits the Californiz Despartment of Public
Health o sign onto the Agencies HOD.
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