OCEAN POLLUTION REDUCTION ACT II

- SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.
This Act may be cited as the “Ocean Pollution Reduction Act IL.”
SECTION 2. FINDINGS AND POLICY

In 1972, Congress passed the Federal Water Pollution Contm%t Amendments, which

required Publicly Owned Treatment Works to achieve secondary, @fg}mem capability by 1977.
f" -

In 1994, the Federal District Court for the Southe Di‘grwt of//@grma determined that
upgrading the City of San Diego's Point Loma Wastewa ﬁExpaﬁment Planf?% econdary
treatment level would not be in the public interest, be cif excesswely costly \%%/% t producmg
additional environmental benefits, /g ”i{%’;/?gf

f;

;%":’/
The Point Loma Plant currently meets all the re{ )@ of secondary tre’atment except
for the removal of total suspended sohds and blologlcal o demand

At the direction of Congress, the b%?r{ﬁ? ental Protectﬁf% ygeney (EPA) requested that
the National Research Council advise the aggn :

, S to Improes Wastewater management n
coastal urban areas. The resulting study, “Mai;agmg i

cﬁ'ﬁ%grerz :’Coastal Urbgn Areas,”
produced several important f mgs mcludmg{*? "f’?/&/
/%, ?

- Biologieai gen ﬁ’;/ d dlseharged%thru a well-designed outfall is generally of no
eeologzc&i’c?aﬁ?em in o%n coastal wat ‘%ﬁﬁ
(v.r f / /,,9129 /
/%ﬁs ended (ﬁg f‘

¢ 32101’1 outlahls.

-To

,ﬁ%@’é@ controlled by advanced primary treatment

/’ /;fo
/;:-’/ #,}//;/O\/er-controi i&particularts gf y along ocean coasts, but nevertheless fuil secondary
/ %eatment is requ ;’d regaggdless of cost or lack of benefits.

Do
Past rev’lfé[ﬁ by the % the EPA, the State of California, and scientists affiliated with
- the Scripps Tnstitt f‘ ohof O nography and the University of California at San Diego, as well as
other organizations '/&‘%’ Fhcluded the Point Loma Plant does not have a significant adverse

impact on the ocean et ronment

The ocean outfall for the Point Loma Plant discharges effluent 4.5 miles from the coast at
a depth of over 300 feet, one of the longest and deepest in the world.

Implementing full secondary treatment at the Point Loma Plant will cost approximately
$2.1 billion.
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Implementing full secondary treatment is contrary to the national interest, in that it will
compromise views from the Cabrillo National Monument and interfere with the Navy's use of
adjacent property.

The City generates all the energy it needs to operate the Point Loma Plant onsite through
co-generation. Implementing full secondary treatment will turn a "green" facility into one of the
tegion's largest energy consumers, requiring the purchase of over $17 million each year in
electricity and producing more than 100,000 tons of greenhouse gas emissions annually.

;«'
Implementing full secondary treatment at the Point Loma Plarf’%wﬂf ‘fequire removal of
1,250,000 tons of earth from environmentally sensitive hab1tat i ately adjacent to the Point
Loma Ecological Reserve. y
xf’/ /

Recognizing the unique situation surrounding the‘ff'gi‘?n; I'oma Planﬁl/f ,ngress adopted
the Ocean Pollution Reduction Act of 1994 (OPRA), BPRA allowed the P01 f}a oma Plant to
avoid conversion to full secondary treatment and ip g id operatg under a modi 13@’13 Hig
according to standards contained in OPRA and sé& cﬁoﬁ;&}l(h) 0 ;he Clean Water ;,
x/gf, 7 &

The City has complied with all reqmrements of OPRAsand the results have been
significant, including reduction in the dlS@l&}f ge of total suspehﬁé solids and biological oxygen
demand, advanced ocean monitoring, and % g ﬁ%g tion of 45 rmff g{oﬁf/gaﬁons per day of reclaimed

water capacity at a cost of approximately $340 1@%
D, -

?}%
Successor Ieglslano RA will caﬁgtalbzé on tho% {g/ d of 1mprovements initiated

under OPRA and pr0v1d a% % york for furthe/ enhanceménts to the City's water and

wastewater systems, 1% ’eased P tﬁa@ ¢ water rehaﬂ;uhty, and additional meaningful

.‘:f‘ i
environmental proteCties ’/ ’ 2,
; // i S g}%
\}\@%{%ﬁf fg on Demonstration Project showing that

mummpal ’;””"" 4 § ly be treated to levels suitable for potable reuse. The City
complrg; its Recycledz e Stu 2 describing how wastewater can be diverted from
the Bé oma Plant to n W }eatme f ilities to generate water suitable for potable reuse.
Through H@oonstructmn andZaperatigh of new treatment facilities, the City can reduce the total
suspended soﬂ;%lscharged ‘éu the Point Loma Plant to the same or lower levels as would be

achieved by im@l¢menting fuI secondary treatment, while creating an important new local

- source of water. % ,}/g'//fﬁ

.
*%/ﬁ;.
The Cityz h/e%;,,compl i)

The City currere Ij{ relies on imported water for over 85% of its water supply. A new local
_source of water can s1gn1ficantly reduce the environmental impacts of importing water to San
Diego from the Colorado River and the California Bay-Delta by offsetting the City’s demand for
imported water.

Due to severe drought in California, the 2014 water allocation from the State Water
Project is only 5% of normal, forcing water agencies to draw down water reserves, implement
mandatory conservation measures, and search for new, dependable sources of water.
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SECTION 3. SAN DIEGO SECONDARY TREATMENT EQUIVALENCY,

Section 301(j}(5) of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1311(j}5)) is
amended to read as follows:

(5) SAN DIEGO SECONDARY TREATMENT EQUIVALENCY.

(A) IN GENERAL. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in the Federal Water

Pollution Control Act or the Coastal Zone Management Act, a /p plication for the Point
Loma Wastewater Treatment Plant shall be reviewed and pr ;/;s d*as the equivalent of
an application for a secondary treatment discharge pur)}f;

At ubsectmn (b)(1)(B) and
section 402 of the Federal Water Pollution Control Ag:, ;;:V rov é{%tthat the application
includes a commitment to: P % / /f

G, ) %, ;,f{jx«/

(i) maintain a deep ocean outfall fron}g);”’re Point Loma Waste gTreatment
Plant with a discharge depth of no an 300%get. Lt

B %%"hﬂ /e’ "?f/ﬂ/
(if) discharge no more than 12,000 metn , %t?ﬁ Suspended Blids per year
commencing on December 31, 2015, no mo 11,500 metric tons of total
suspended solids per yeaﬁ%@ encmg on Dec”g;in r 31, 2025, and no more than
9,942 metric tons of total s*‘ / g solids per ye ég%mencmg on December

31, 2027. @ f?féf’/

(1i1) dischar more than a C@glc tration’ @@gnﬂhgrams per 11ter of total
suspendeglf,&%9 ‘%% ulated as a Hirty day aver’ége

(iv) 0 1ess; an 80% of tot@s spended solids on a monthly average, and

no less tha {5&3,1 ﬁﬁ 0 ] oxygér “demand on an annual average, from
%}ya‘te Goib eff?//fg?%’ i /}’6{& Loma Plant. Wastewater flow is tributary to
i %oma -%a‘ if it is disc arged into the applicant’s wastewater system, or

/ into any tewate %ﬂl connected to the applicant’s wastewater system,

Y 4,,@//}? excludmg Water % treated and discharged from facilities separately
ff% ermitted un seetm

@%eet all of é’ effluent limitations of secondary treatment, as defined by the
tratp “hursuant to section 304(d)(1), except for any effluent concentration

hrmts '-o'iogu:al oxygen demand.

(vi) comply with federal anti-degradation policy as determined by the
Administrator.

(vii) perform ocean monitoring that meets or exceeds the Administrator’s
requirements for section 301(h) dischargers.

(B) POTABLE REUSE. To be eligible to submit an application under this paragraph, the
applicant must demonstrate to the satlsfactwn of the Admmistrator that to the extent
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potable reuse is permitted by federal and state regulatory agencies, at least 83 million
gallons per day of water suitable for potable reuse on an annual average will be produced
by December 31, 2035, from wastewater in the applicant’s wastewater system and
wastewater systems connected to the applicant’s wastewater system as of the date of this
Act. The Administrator shall determine development milestones necessary to ensure
compliance with this paragraph and include said milestones as conditions in each permit
issued prior to December 31, 2035.

(C) PREVIOUS OCEAN MONITORING DATA. The_applicg?g;’gﬁ.lst demonstrate to the
satisfaction of the Administrator that the applicant has perfog tted mbnitoring that meets

or exceeds the requirements for section 301(h) discharge {}g@p}/at least the last 10 years.

(D) PENDING APPLICATIONS. Any application of"’/ég;e Poin%ﬁf‘f a Wastewater

Treatment Plant pendi n the effective date o ’-S@Ac%“shall be 14 Jewed and pr d
pending o \C __ @%%f | processe

LAF
i
under this paragraph. y %
Wb, ,

- (4
(E) SECONDARY TREATMENT. Nothfng I?@EE}S Ac%a;/l prevent the axﬁicant from
submitting an application for the Point Loma W%sﬁ;, fér Tréatment Plant®that complies
% (B) and section 402

with secondary treatment pursuant to subsection (bJ{]

4/.
L

I Legislation

Exhibit A




