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ITEM


19

SUBJECT:
WEST COUNTY AGENCY, WEST COUNTY WASTEWATER DISTRICT, AND CITY OF RICHMOND WATER POLLUTION CONTRL PLANT,

RICHMOND, CONTRA COSTA COUNTY – Reissuance of NPDES Permit

CHRONOLOGY:
January 1994 – Permit reissued.

DISCUSSION:
The attached Tentative Order reissues the NPDES permit for West County Agency (WCA), which is a Joint Powers Agreement between two members: the West County Wastewater District (WCWD) plant, and the City of Richmond Water Pollution Control Plant (WPCP).  Each separately owns and operates two secondary treatment plants as summarized below. 

	 
	Wet Weather Design Capacity (MGD)
	Dry Weather Design Capacity (MGD)
	Service Population 

	City of Richmond WPCP
	24
	16
	64,000

	WCWD plant
	21
	12.5
	85,000





MGD: 
Million gallons per day       


Treated wastewater from the WCWD plant is transported to the City of Richmond WPCP, combines with the City of Richmond WPCP’s effluent, dechlorinated and then discharged through a combined deep-water outfall into central San Francisco Bay.


This Tentative Order (Appendix A) is similar to the NPDES permits that the Board has previously adopted.  It is in accordance with the Basin Plan, State Implementation Policy, and the Tosco remand order.  


WCA and the Bay Area Clean Water Agencies (BACWA) submitted comments on this item.  BACWA raise similar issues to those they have raised previously on other permits.  These issues concern mass limits, dilution credits, and interim limits based on existing limits.  BACWA also raise a couple of new issues on metals translator and applicable water quality objectives for phenols and polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons.


WCA’s comments are more specific to this item and staff has resolved most of WCA’s concerns.  However, one issue remains concerning the proposed changes to technology-based limits.  The attached Tentative Order holds each treatment plant individually accountable to achieving secondary treatment of sewage as defined by federal regulations.  The previous permit allowed compliance to be determined after the flows combine.  In effect, good performance at one plant could cover for potential poor performance at the other, while this is an acceptable strategy for limits set to protect water quality in the Bay, it is not appropriate for limits set to ensure that secondary treatment is achieved.  The Clean Water Act mandates this level of treatment for all sewage treatment plants.  The tentative order’s strategy of holding each plant individually accountable is consistent with the approach that the Board has taken on another discharge where separate plants shared the same outfall.  Staff believes that this approach is appropriate in this case as well.

RECOMMENDATION:
Adoption of the Tentative Order.
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