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Re: PETITION OF THE CITY OF ALBANY FOR REVIEW OF WASTE DISCHARGE 
REQUIREMENTS ORDER NO. R2-2015-0049 (NPDES PERMIT CAS612008) FOR 
DISCHARGES OF MS4s IN THE SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION - THE SAN FRANCISCO 
BAY MUNICIPAL REGIONAL STORMW ATER NPDES PERMIT (MPR 2.0) 

To Whom It May Concern; 

The City of Albany hereby submits this Petition for Review to the California State Water Resources 
Control Board ("State Board") pursuant to section 13320(a) ofthe California Water Code (the "Water 
Code"), requesting that the State Water Board review an action by the California Regional Water 
Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay Region ("Regional Board"). Petitioner is not seeking 
immediate review of this Petition and instead requests that it be held in abeyance pending further 
notice by Petitioner to the State Board in the event that Petitioner wishes to request that the review 
process be activated. 

MRP 2.0 includes as co-permittees 76 San Francisco Bay area municipalities that collectively serve 
over 5.5 million people in the Bay Area. 

Name, address, telephone number and e-mail address of the petitioner. 
City of Albany 
Public Works 
Attn: Ray Chan 
548 Cleveland Ave., 
Albany, CA 94706 

Phone: 510-524-9543 
Email: rchan@albanyca.org 

The action or inaction of the Regional Board being petitioned, including a copy of the action 
being challenged, if available. 



Petitioner seeks review ofthe Regional Board's November 19,2015 Municipal Regional Stormwater 
Permit Order No. R2-20 15-0049, reissuing NPDES Permit No. CAS612008 (the "MRP 2.0") 1 

An official, clean copy, unified version of MRP 2.0 as adopted is available for download at 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/sanfranciscobay/water issues/programs/stormwater/Municipal/in 
dex.shtml 

The following additional documents, which moditied the revised Tentative Order and were adopted 
as part of MRP 2.0, and which present issues raised for review herein include: (1) a "Staff 
Supplemental" first made available to the public at the hearing location just prior to the beginning of 
the Regional Board's meeting on November 18, 2015 (See Attachment B) and (2) a "Chair's 
Supplemental" which the Chair of Regional Board first revealed and made available to those present 
at the adoption hearing only after the agenda item in question commenced on November 18, 2015 
(See Attachment C). 

Collectively, all of the above documents are tl.uiher referred to herein as "Final MRP 2.0 
Order." 

The date the Regional Board acted 
The Regional Board adopted Order No. R2-2015-0049 on November 19, 2015. 

Statement of the reasons the action or inaction was inappropriate or improper. 
• After several iterations and nearly three years of work by Regional Board staff, permittees, 

and other stakeholders, in the course of the June 10111 and July 8111 workshop hearings and 
again at the adoption hearing on November 18/19!1\ the Regional Board cut short Petitioner's 
rights to meaningful public participation in the permitting process and did not comply with 
basic and required public participation and fair hearing requirements. 

• Visual Assessment of Trash Load Reduction Outcomes - There is a lack of documentation in 
the record that demonstrates that the visual assessment protocol contained in the Trash Load 
Provision is an accurate and reliable method for determining compliance and is, therefore, 
inappropriate and improper. See Provision C.1 O.b. 

• Trash Load Reduction receiving water monitoring -There is a lack of documentation in the 
record that demonstrates that the receiving water monitoring requirements contained in the 
Trash Load Provision is appropriate and proper to effectively monitor trash load reduction. 
See Provision C.IO.b.v. 

• Achievement of Mercury and PCB Load Reductions- Adequate information is not available 
and was not presented in the record as to how the permittees will be able to fhlly achieve 
Mercury and PCB load reductions. Furthermore, it was inappropriate to designate the 
Mercury and PCB load reduction requirements as Numeric Etlluent Levels they should 
instead be characterized as Numeric Action Levels. See Provision C.11.a. and 12.a. 

How the petitioner is aggrieved 

1 As the Order and its attachments are 350 pages, a hardcopy is not being provided 
concurrently with this Petition but will be provided to the State Water Board upon its fmiher request 
should that be deemed necessary. 
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