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Dear Board Members,

Comment Letter - California Ocean Plan Scoping Document

. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed scoping

document to the California Ocean Plan. On behalf of Municipal Water
District of Orange County (MWDOC), we have the following comments
on Item 10 Desalination Facilities and Brine. .

We are in dire need for new water supplies. Drought, climate change,
courts shutting down pumps, over appropriated rivers and coastal
streams, growth in area of origins, maximizing recycling and water use
efficiency all lead to the need for seawater desalination as part ofa
secure future water supply. Desalination is a recognized part of the

. California’s water future as presented in the California Water Plan,

regional plans and the plans of many Jocal water agencies. We are
asking for you to consider Alternative #1 No Action. This will prevent
any artificial standard, such as percent of natural background salinity,
from impeding desalination where feasible and appropriate o meet the
needs of our current and future generations. We are suggesting
Alternative #1 No Action for the following reasons:

Brine water quality objectives are not necessary as all brine
discharges require NPDES perm'ts,' and these permits (and the
conditions they contain) ensure that the ocean environment is not
jmpacted by these discharges. Ocean desalination “brine” discharges

are innocuous ocean salts c_oncentrated two-fold and are readily

- dispersed in the ocean through well designed diffuser systems or via co-

disposal with municipal wastewater.

The identified concern in the scoping document is that there are no
Ocean Plan water quality objectives that apply specifically to

concentrated ocean water and brackish discharges from desalination
plants. Additional water quality objectives for these return flows are

ot necessary as all discharges require NPDES permits which provide

adequate protection of the marine environment. The current Ocean
Plan provides adequate protection.
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in Alternative#2, This attempt to find 3 simple state-wide formula to fit all coastal
environments suffers from three major problems: 1) the practical difficulties of defining
what natural background is; 2) the significant disparity in natural background levels
found throughout the state; and 3) the enormous range from place to place in the _
hatural variability of those background levels. The acute and chronic toxicity standards
in the ocean plan have been successfully applied to permits for brine discharge by the
Regional Boards, They are very site specific and Species specific, Conditions such as
blending and time of mixing and dispersal of brine plumes all play a part in regional
decisions applicable to the unique conditions of aregion's ocean environments and the

design of diffuser systems.
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alternative #3 is not workable. The cited study on sea archins itself suggested more
study is needed. In addition, test prot_ocols have changed since that study was

conducted and desalination technology has advanced, so the study results most likely
are not representative of current conditions. The water industry has already stepped
forward to initiate additional site-specific research on mixing and hypersalinity effects
and will continue to do so, as our new sites are proposed. Good public policy would
suggest we get more data and experience before we add new amendments to the ocean
plan for concentrated ocean salts and brackish water brines. '

In summary, the ocean plan currently offers good methods of protection. It allows for
site specific permits. The NPDES' permits, including acute and chronic toxicity
adequately protect the marine environment. No additional regulation is necessary. We
urge you to adopt Alternative #1 No Action. '

Sincerely,

/A/W//(//L"f’—/

Richard B. Bell, P.E. |
Manager, Water Resources and Facility Planning

cc: South Orange Coastal Ocean Desalination Project Participants




