
nitrate be removed from the 
(Sacramento Regional 

Wastewater Treatment Plant) 

effluent to ensure protection of 
aquatic life and supports the 

additional studies on nitrogen 

and ammonia included in the 

Order.” 
 

Despite the growing chorus 

against the continued pollution 
of the estuary, SRCSD is 

maintaining its ill-advised 

propaganda campaign in an 
effort to avoid imposition of the 

new, more stringent water 

quality conditions contained in 

the proposed permit issued by 
the Central Valley Regional 

Board. To help its case, SRCSD 

has grossly inflated the costs of 
upgrades to meet the new permit 

requirements and used those 

figures to exaggerate impacts to 
local businesses.  Two 

independent analyses by 

engineering firms PG 

Environmental LLC and 
Trussell Technology show that 

SRCSD has inflated compliance 

costs by at least 53 percent and 
possibly as much as 76 percent.  

 

But it didn’t stop there.   

 
SRCSD then suggested that new 

businesses pick up a whopping 

30 percent of the capital outlay 
costs in upfront “impact 

fees”  (continued)   

   Sacramento Regional County 
Sanitation District’s (SRCSD) 

“flush and forget it” wastewater 

policy is facing growing 
opposition from regulators, 

scientists, and other stakeholders 

interested in the health of the 

Delta.  While the SRCSD 
maintains that the science is 

inconclusive as it relates to the 

impact of their massive ammonia 
discharges into the Delta, leading 

State and federal environmental 

regulatory agencies clearly 
disagree and think that the more 

stringent limitations recently 

proposed by the Central Valley 

Regional Water Quality Control 
Board are justified.  The United 

States Environmental Protection 

Agency, United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service, the Delta 

Stewardship Council, and the 

California Department of Fish and 
Game all recently submitted 

comments in support of the recent 

draft permit issued by the Central 

Valley Regional Water Quality 
Control Board for SRCSD’s 

wastewater treatment plant. 

 
According to the Environmental 

Protection Agency “the new 

permit will result in significant 

improvements in water quality in 
the Sacramento River and Delta.” 

 

The Fish and Wildlife Service 
states that the draft permit, 

“would allow the SRCSD to 

perform their important function 
as a regional wastewater 

treatment facility in a manner that 

maintains the beneficial uses of 
the Sacramento River and 

downstream waters.” 

 

The lead scientist for the Delta 

Stewardship Council, Cliff Dahm 
wrote that, “The suggestion by 

the discharger (SRCSD) that 

there is sufficient assimilative 
capacity in the Sacramento River 

to absorb 14 tons of ammonia per 

day runs counter to the mounting 

chemical and biological evidence 
downstream of the discharge.” 

 

Finally, the California 
Department of Fish and Game, 

“recommends that ammonia and 

Exaggeration and Exacerbation  

October 2010 
Volume 1, Issue 7 

For more information, visit our updated website at www.sustainabledelta.com  

...SRCSD has grossly 

inflated the costs of upgrades 

to meet the new permit 

requirements and used those 

figures to exaggerate impacts 

to local businesses.   

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/centralvalley/board_decisions/tentative_orders/sac_reg_co_sd/comments/usepa_com.pdf
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/centralvalley/board_decisions/tentative_orders/sac_reg_co_sd/comments/usepa_com.pdf
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/centralvalley/board_decisions/tentative_orders/sac_reg_co_sd/comments/usfws_com.pdf
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/centralvalley/board_decisions/tentative_orders/sac_reg_co_sd/comments/delta_stewardship_com.pdf
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/centralvalley/board_decisions/tentative_orders/sac_reg_co_sd/comments/delta_stewardship_com.pdf
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/centralvalley/board_decisions/tentative_orders/sac_reg_co_sd/comments/ca_dfg_com.pdf
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/centralvalley/board_decisions/tentative_orders/sac_reg_co_sd/comments/ca_dfg_com.pdf


address its contributions to the 
decline of the Delta ecosystem. 

As the State’s capital, 

Sacramento must step up, not 
step aside, in dealing with the 

problems in the Delta.   

that would run upwards of 
$35,000 for a new residence and 

$140,000 for a modest 2000 

square foot “dine-in” restaurant. 
Currently, these impact fees only 

account for less than seven 

percent of the SRCSD’s revenues. 

While at face value this change in 
payment structure makes little 

sense during the current economic 

downturn, it has been quite 
convenient for driving up local 

opposition to the new permit 

requirements. 
 

SRCSD’s response to the 

tentative permit is truly 

unprecedented by a public 
agency.  It is unheard of that a 

public agency would set up an 

entirely separate website to fight 
environmental permitting 

requirements 

(www.sacdeltasolutions.com).  
Not to mention paying a public 

relations firm hundreds of 

thousands of ratepayer dollars to 

generate opposition to the new 
permit conditions. 

 

No one is suggesting investments 
called for in the tentative permit 

are not significant and costly.  

They are. But we cannot lose 

sight of the basic facts: 
 

 SRCSD has not significantly 

upgraded its wastewater treatment 

plant in nearly three decades 

despite the fact its ammonia 
discharges have doubled during 

that time. 

 Sacramento’s sewage 

treatment plant is the largest 

discharger of partially treated 

wastewater to inland waterways 
in the State, accounting for more 

than 60 percent of wastewater 

discharges in the Delta. 

 Even with the exaggerated 

upgrade costs, SRCSD’s per 
capita costs and monthly service 

charges would remain 

commensurate, on average, with 
what other residents are paying 

throughout California for similar 

services. 

 SRCSD is the only major 

discharger in the Delta that is 

only treating sewage to 
secondary standards. 

 

The bottom line is that SRCSD is 
being asked to do what others in 

the Delta and throughout the 

State are already doing.  The 
health of the Delta is far too 

important to allow SRCSD to 

continue dragging its feet and 
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The bottom line is that 

SRCSD is being asked to do 

what others in the Delta and 

throughout the State are 

already doing.   

http://www.sacdeltasolutions.com

