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ITEM:			9





SUBJECT:	SOUTH BAYSIDE SYSTEM AUTHORITY, WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT, REDWOOD CITY, SAN MATEO COUNTY - NPDES Permit Reissuance





CHRONOLOGY:	July 21, 1993 -	NPDES Permit Reissued 


	August 29, 1997 – 	NPDES Permit Amended


	October 21, 1998 - 	NPDES Permit Amended





DISCUSSION:	The attached Tentative Order (Appendix A) reissues the NPDES permit for South Bayside System Authority (SBSA) located in Redwood City.  SBSA owns and operates an advanced secondary treatment plant that serves the City of Belmont, West Bay Sanitary District, Redwood City, the City of San Carlos and portions of unincorporated area in San Mateo County.  SBSA discharges treated effluent into the deep-water channel of Lower San Francisco Bay, approximately 3.5 miles south of the San Mateo-Hayward Bridge.





SBSA raised numerous concerns about the proposed permit (Appendix C) to which staff has prepared responses (Appendix D).  The Board heard and considered many of these same concerns previously during other permit hearings last year.  These were concerns about the “no net loading” language and mass based interim limitations.  SBSA also raised issues that are new or unique to them.  These issues are highlighted below:





SBSA believes that staff should consider the impacts of the recent Los Angeles Superior Court decision on a permit action by the L.A. Regional Board for the City of Los Angeles (L.A. Decision).  





Staff feels that the L.A. Decision is not precedential to this Tentative Order because the permit at issue was adopted two years before the State Implementation Policy (SIP) and California Toxics Rule (CTR) were in place.  The SIP and CTR address many of the issues the court found lacking in that permit action.  Staff prepared the attached Tentative Order in accordance with both the SIP and the CTR.





SBSA believes that staff should not implement new updated acute toxicity protocols without a formal Basin Plan amendment.





Staff believes that requiring SBSA to use an updated protocol is not equivalent to implementing a new limit. Therefore, no Basin Plan amendment is required.





SBSA believes that staff inappropriately use Basin Plan footnoted objectives for tributyltin and cyanide.





Staff believes that the footnote is an integral part of the Basin Plan that the Board adopted.  Therefore, it is appropriate to use objectives from the footnote.  





SBSA believes that the Tentative Order’s interim performance based effluent limitations are inappropriate, because the Regional Board approved SBSA’s 1996 Antidegradation Analysis and granted SBSA a capacity increase in 1998.





Staff believes that new information such as the adoption of the SIP and CTR, and the listing of Lower San Francisco Bay as impaired by certain pollutants warrants capping SBSA’s discharge of these pollutants to current performance.











RECOMMEN-


DATION:	Adoption of the Tentative Order
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Appendices:


A.	Tentative Order


	B.	Fact Sheet


	C.	Comments


	D.	Response to Comments	


