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Executive Director’s Message
WHAT IS A TMDL AND WHO CARES?

HUGGED A BENTHIC MACROINVERTEBRATE LATELY?
WHATEVER HAPPENED TO TRANSPARENCY?
Contrary to popular belief, TMDL does not stand for
“those maddening damn limits”. It actually stands
for “total maximum daily loads”. As many of us
have come to learn, Section 303(d) of the Clean
Water Act (CWA) requires that each State “shall
identify those waters within its boundaries for which
the effluent limitations are not stringent enough to
implement any water quality objective applicable to
such waters.” A TMDL is further defined by the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) as the “sum of the individual waste
load allocations for point sources and load allocations for nonpoint sources
and natural background” such that the capacity of the waterbody to
assimilate pollutant loads (the loading capacity) is not exceeded.
The CWA also requires states to establish a priority ranking for waters on
the 303(d) list of impaired waters and establish TMDLs for such waters.
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One such waterway is the main stem of the Malibu Creek and associated
Malibu Lagoon, the 109 square mile watershed of which is located in Los
Angeles and Ventura Counties. Malibu Creek ultimately discharges into the
Malibu Lagoon where it comes in contact with the Pacific Ocean at Malibu
State Beach. In many ways, Malibu Creek is an extraordinarily complicated
waterway in that its watershed includes numerous cities such as Agoura
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Hills, Westlake Village, Calabasas, Thousand Oaks, Hidden Hills, and a portion of
Malibu and Simi Valley. Additionally, tributary creeks such as Potrero Creek,
Triunfo Creek, Lobo Canyon Creek, Las Virgenes Creek, Medea Creek and Cold
Creek all contribute flow directly to Malibu Creek or indirectly through Lake
Sherwood or Malibu Lake. However, in other ways Malibu Creek is
representative of so many other southern California intermittent streams, as
there is little or no flow in the summer months (much of the natural flow that
does occur in the summer in the upper tributaries comes from springs and
seepage areas).
So why should we be concerned about what happens in regards to Malibu Creek? The truth is that there is a battle
brewing of immense importance to the POTW community, not only in California but nationally as well. In 1999, Heal
the Bay and Santa Monica Baykeeper sued the EPA over delays in preparing over a hundred TMDLs for several
waterbodies. All parties entered into a Consent Decree which put EPA on a fixed schedule to complete the TMDLs.
In 2010, a revision to the Consent Decree added an extra TMDL for “benthic macroinvertebrate bioassessment” in
Malibu Creek. The deadline to establish these TMDLs was set for March 24, 2013.
Benthic macroinvertebrates are small spineless aquatic insects and other creatures that live among the sediments
and stones on the bottom of streams, rivers and lakes. “Benthic” refers to the bottom
of a waterbody where the insects live. Examples are insect larvae, leeches, worms,
shrimp, clams, mussels and snails. Some aquatic insects that live on the bottom tend
to remain in the same place for long periods of time, long enough to be affected by
local changes in water quality. They respond to environmental stressors like trash,
pesticides, oil, etc., in different ways. Unlike a single property test like pH or
temperature, these aquatic insects can be good indicators of the overall quality of the stream they live in, if the test
is applied under the correct circumstances.
The Las Virgenes Municipal Water District (LVMWD) [a longtime SCAP
member] and its partner the Triunfo Sanitation District, together form the
Las Virgenes-Triunfo Joint Powers Authority (JPA), which owns and operates
the Tapia Water Reclamation Facility (TWRF), a 16.0 mgd tertiary
wastewater treatment plant producing Title 22 recycled water. The TWRF
discharges to Malibu Creek during portions of the summer months when
recycled water demand is low, and is regulated under the provisions of a
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit.
While the fact that EPA obligated itself to establish new water quality
standards for Malibu Creek and several other California waterbodies by March 24, 2013 is problematic in itself,
compounding the problem is that neither the JPA nor the communities in the Malibu Creek watershed were parties
to the original litigation or the Consent Decree. Based on questionable data provided by one of the NGOs that, oh by
the way, was a party to the Consent Decree, EPA-Region 9 is now proposing to set unprecedented nutrient limits for
discharges to the creek of 1.0 mg/l nitrogen and 0.1 mg/l total phosphorous.
What this means to LVMWD and the JPA is that the more than $10 million previously spent for improvements and
operational requirements to meet an earlier Nutrient TMDL established by the EPA in 2003, proposed to minimize
algae growth in Malibu Creek and challenged at the time by the JPA over inadequate science, will now be replaced by
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a new proposed TMDL that attempts to link the creek’s nutrient levels to its algae and further link the algae levels to
the aquatic invertebrate species composition and abundance. EPA’s reliance on these linkages without adequate
science to validate them could ultimately predestine the proposed TMDL to be as ineffective as the earlier version.
According to the JPA, the science behind the current draft TMDL is even less certain than its predecessor and relies
on methods found by EPA’s own authors to be inappropriate for the unique characteristics of Malibu Creek.
Imagine for a moment if your agency were facing the prospect of advising its ratepayers that the cost to comply with
the end-of-pipe limits being imposed by EPA on your agency’s recycled water system would cost them over $160
million for implementation and you were given only 30 days to review one of the most technically challenging and
complicated TMDLs ever released by EPA-Region 9. Furthermore, you had to disclose to your customers that not
only were you not able to provide adequate review of the document and its technical appendices in such a short
timeframe, but the key data relied upon by EPA in reaching its conclusions could not be reviewed because EPA has
not produced the reports from which the data was extracted. My question is, why not? Whatever happened to the
adage “transparency in government” that we continually hear about?
Of considerable contention is the issue of EPA’s reliance on the benthic macroinvertebrate communities and
associated Index of Biological Integrity (IBI) scores for sites on Malibu Creek used to determine the health of the
creek. Such an approach is a widely accepted standard for determining the health of freshwater streams with both
permanent (perennial) and non-perennial flow. It is a known fact that Malibu Creek does not flow year-round and
when there is flow the water is abnormally salty due to the underlying Monterey Formation, a petroleum-source rock
present in the watershed that is high in natural salts and nutrients that promote algae growth.
According to Craig Seltenrich, a Dudek biologist with extensive experience in conducting aquatic
bioassessment studies involving benthic macroinvertebrates and recently freshwater algae,
“attempts to correlate stream health with natural or anthropogenic influences in this unique
watershed would benefit greatly with the inclusion of algal/diatom surveys. Diatoms are
sensitive to very subtle changes in environmental conditions (water quality, substrate, etc.) that
may not visibly affect other aquatic organisms, and are highly responsive (sometimes within days to weeks) to these
changes; and direct correlations between specific diatoms and a wide variety of environmental conditions are
available for many species”.
I discussed this concept with Randal Orton, LVMWD’s Resource Conservation Manager (a holder of dual doctorate
degrees in biology and environmental science and engineering from UCLA), and discovered that LVMWD and its JPA
partner Triunfo Sanitation District had already completed a diatom survey of Malibu Creek, and have in-fact been
required to perform diatom surveys since 2010, when they became one of the first POTWs in RWQCB-Region 4 to
have this requirement included in their NPDES permit. Results of the JPA’s survey and analysis of diatoms as water
indicators found that:
• Diatoms are sensitive to both the quantity and type of ions in the water they inhabit (Potapova & Charles,
2003, Pond et al., 2008 and others).
•

Malibu Creek’s diatom species composition reflects the extraordinarily high levels of ions (e.g. SO4, Mg, PO4,
HCO3) in its water, some of which are also nutrients that fuel diatom growth (e.g. PO4).

•

Survey results significantly raise the upper tolerance limits for these ions reported for many diatom species in
the national diatom database.

•

A new species of Fallacia is common in Malibu Creek, and may be found only here (true endemic) or in the
very few waters of comparable ionic quality (ecotype).
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•

Mailbu Creek diatoms have taught us why Malibu Creek is not acidic despite its extraordinarily high levels of
sulfate. (It’s because it’s also very high in bicarbonate).

•

Diatom samples from Cold Creek are expected to be more similar in their species composition to nearby
coastal streams than Malibu Creek or its northern tributaries.

According to Randal, “the diatom survey results are among our strongest evidence for the impact throughout the
creek’s aquatic life of Malibu Creek’s unusually brackish water and the specific solutes responsible for it”.
With that said, the JPA is requesting (what I believe is an extremely reasonable solution in light of the magnitude of
financial impacts associated with EPA’s proposed TMDL) either an extension of the Consent Decree deadline or the
implementation of a phased approach to the TMDLs. Either action would provide additional time for EPA to improve
the scientific validity of its data and conclusions. But alas, it does not appear that EPA is intent on spending
additional time to develop better science in order to “to get it right”. It appears their concern is simply adhering to
the March 24th deadline. SCAP will continue to monitor this situation and provide assistance where it can.
As a follow up to this untenable situation, I spoke with Ojai Valley Sanitary District (OVSD) General Manager, Jeff
Palmer, to discuss his experiences with a similar situation in which
his district faces the imposition of an Algae TMDL and a Flow TMDL
for discharges to the Ventura River. While not a perfect solution for
OVSD, the resultant Algae TMDL, which is currently in the final
approval stages, is at least achievable for his district. OVSD’s 3.0
mgd wastewater treatment plant is situated along the
environmentally sensitive Ventura River approximately 5 ½ miles north of the river’s discharge into the Pacific Ocean.
Working closely with the Los Angeles RWQCB, OVSD provided quantitative
research data and conducted TMDL study sessions that resulted in a precedent
setting TMDL with a lb limit for total nitrogen (TN) in the summer months and a
concentration based limit for the winter months. According to Jeff, to achieve a
total summer season loading limit of less than 8,044 lbs nitrogen, OVSD’s must
limit its plant flow to less than 2.1 mgd. Interestingly, OVSD as a point source
only contributes approximately 4% of the total annual mass of TN into the
Ventura River Watershed, while the other sources such as urban runoff,
agriculture, horses, and private septic systems contribute the remainder, as
shown in this chart. The Ventura River Nutrient Goal set by the RWQCB of 1.15
mg/l-TN and 50 % reduction in nutrients is considered the first local application
of Clean Water Act regulations where individuals and property owners also will be responsible and regulated for
impacts to the Ventura River, not just agencies and industry.
In a recent presentation given by Jeff to the AWA, he described the proposed Flow TMDL for the Ventura River as
being even more troublesome in that nutrients are now being used as a surrogate pollutant to regulate flow. He
went on to explain that our POTWs are already at the limits of technology for treatment and that Best Management
Practices (BMPs) for non-point sources may not be good enough to achieve the desired 1.15 mg/l TN goal, especially
when there are no funding sources identified for compliance and we all know that MS4’s have limited funding
capabilities.
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Ultimately it all comes down to dollars and cents. What is the cost to comply and what are the benefits achieved? Is
it really worth it? These are the questions each of our agencies are now or will soon be faced with in the future, as
EPA continues to implement more stringent nutrient and other constituent standards throughout the country.
OVSD is currently looking at a 12 year implementation schedule that will cost in the neighborhood of $15 million in
plant modifications to add additional nutrient removal to meet these TMDLs. Jeff has determined that to remove the
estimated 6,000 lbs of TN annually it will cost the district $97.50 per lb per year or $585,000/yr (the Cost). MS4’s and
other non-point sources will also be required to invest in nutrient removal technologies. In return, there may be
slightly less algae in the river (the Benefit). Jeff makes a great point when he asks the question "What else costs
$97.50/lb? "
Examples
Chicken: $3.00/lb
Steak: $9.00/lb
Milk: $0.36/lb
Gas: $0.69/lb
Copper: $3.50/lb
Aluminum: $0.92/lb
Uranium: $43.00/lb
A great perspective indeed, which we should all ponder for a moment and hope that EPA does the same!
Biologically Yours,
John Pastore, Executive Director

Comments?
If you would like to leave a comment about content or layout of this newsletter, please feel free to contact us at
SCAP.

Another great idyllic Southern California Day!
Photo courtesy of Ralph Palomares
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Clean Water Summit Partners Update by John Pastore, SCAP
The Clean Water Summit Partners met for the first time in 2013 on February 19th in Sacramento hosting Julia Levin as
their invited guest. Julia is the Executive Director of the newly formed Bioenergy Association of California (BAC). BAC
is an association formed to promote sustainable bioenergy production. The bioenergy covered by BAC includes
electricity, biogas, renewable liquid fuels, combined heat and power and other energy generated from organic waste.
Julia explained that BAC is focused on promoting community-scale bioenergy generation from organic waste sources,
including dairy and agriculture, food and food processing wastes, other organic urban wastes, wastewater treatment,
forest biomass and water treatment gas and wastes. According to Julia, BAC intends to promote bioenergy through
policy advocacy, project advocacy, outreach and communications and through promoting industry best management
practices.
BAC membership is open to bioenergy producers, suppliers, service providers, researchers, consultants, individuals,
non-profits and government agencies. For additional information, visit: www.BioenergyCA.org .
Other topics discussed at the Summit meeting included:
Elizabeth Allan (CWEA) and Dave Williams (BACWA) provided an overview of the Water Resources Utility of the
Future Blueprint for Action, a recently released document prepared jointly by the National Association of Clean
Water Agencies, Water Environment Research Foundation, and Water Environment Federation. The aim of the new
Utility of the Future (UOTF) framework is to transform the way traditional wastewater utilities view and manage their
operations. The Blueprint opens the door for re-imaging the Clean Water Act to help ensure that important issues
falling in the UOTF scope are emphasized as Congress and the incoming Administration develop their environmental
priorities.
Terrie Mitchell (Tri-TAC) discussed ideas for improvement resulting from Tri-TAC’s 2012 Planning Retreat, which
included increasing participation through conference calls, more involvement by regional associations and focusing
on statewide water issues.
Elizabeth Allan discussed the SWRCB tentative appointments of new members or reinstatement of existing members.
CASA’s Roberta Larson reported that even with the retirement of Charles Hoppin it still is not clear what direction the
Governor will take towards filling the positions, which includes Tam Doduc and Frances Spivy-Weber’s positions.
John Pastore (SCAP) discussed the status of legislation and industry outreach towards the issue of flushable wipes. At
John’s request, the Summit Partners will send Costco a follow up letter to their earlier request for Costco’s
consideration of a change in labeling of their Kirkland flushable products.
Roberta Larson discussed the status of the Layman’s Guide to Wastewater being prepared by WERF with funding
from the Summit Partners. Bobbi reported that all of the associations had provided their comments to WERF
towards the first draft of the document. However, there still appears some question over what the title of the
document should ultimately be.
Lastly, Bobbi reported on the latest discussions about the proposals and counter-proposals going back and forth
between the NRDC and the public Stakeholder Group regarding the Volumetric Wastewater Pricing issue. At this
point nothing has been finalized and Bobbi is attempting to set up a conference call with the Stakeholder Group.
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AIR QUALITY COMMITTEE REPORT
Kris Flaig, Chair
kris.flaig@lacity.org

Greg Adams, Vice Chair
gadams@lacsd.org

LOCAL AIR DISTRICT NEWS AT A GLANCE
Posted meeting dates and proposed new rule development for the following air districts can be found at these sites:
Imperial County APCD
Mojave Desert AQMD
San Diego APCD
Santa Barbara APCD

Ventura County APCD

South Coast AQMD

Continuing Litigation on SCAQMD Credit Banks by Greg Adams, LACSD
On May 25, 2012, EPA’s final approval of SCAQMD Rule 1315 was published in the Federal Register [77 FR 31200].
SCAQMD Rule 1315 (“Federal New Source Tracking System”) deals with the accounting of the ebb and flow of
emission reduction credits into/from the SCAQMD credit banks, notably the small business and “exemption” bank in
Rule 1304 and the Priority Reserve in Rule 1309.1. In the absence of an approved final rule, the SCAQMD was issuing
permits under provisions of SB 827 in effect from January 1, 2010 to May 1, 2012. Prior to SB 827, a permit
moratorium existed in the South Coast for most of 2009 during which a backlog of over 1,100 permits in need of
credits accumulated. On July 24, 2012, Communities for a Better Environment (CBE) and California Citizens Against
Toxics (CCAT) filed a Petition for Review of the final rule in the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals. The Court established
a briefing schedule and on November 15, 2012 the plaintiffs filed their opening brief, followed by the defendants
(EPA) responding brief on February 20, 2013. SCAQMD has intervened and will file their opening brief by March 13,
2013. SCAP filed an amicus brief in favor of the EPA on February 22, 2013 focusing on the inability of essential
public services in general to operate in the absence of the credit banks, a situation that would occur should EPA
lose the lawsuit. Verbal arguments will likely occur toward the end of the year.
Continuing Litigation on SCAQMD Rule 317 by Greg Adams, LACSD
On February 12, 2013, NRDC and CBE filed a Petition for Review of SCAQMD’s Rule 317. SCAQMD Rule 317
implements an alternative compliance strategy to satisfy Section 185 of the federal Clean Air Act. Section 185 levels
a fee on “major” stationary sources in severe and extreme ozone non-attainment areas if they cannot achieve certain
emissions reductions. In the absence of Rule 317, major stationary sources must reduce their actual emissions by
20% from a 2010 baseline or pay a fee of approximately $9,300 per ton of NOx or VOC not so reduced. The fee
increases each year with the increase in the CPI and is payable each year to the local air district until the air basin
achieves the 1-hour ozone standard. The earliest attainment would occur would be 2022-23. The SCAQMD
estimates that approximately 400 Title V facilities, based on emissions, could be impacted. Ironically, close to 90% of
the NOx in the air basin is contributed by mobile sources not stationary sources, hence paying the SCAQMD $30MM a
year in Section 185 fees would do little to improve air quality. Because many small businesses and essential public
services would be financially impacted, the Air Committee is weighing asking SCAP to intervene in the action on
behalf of EPA.
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Proposed SCAQMD Rule 1304.1 by Greg Adams, LACSD
In an attempt to stop private electric companies from misusing the SCAQMD credit banks, the SCAQMD has
embarked on extremely controversial rulemaking, hoping to charge electric power project developers for nonRECLAIM pollutant credits that they would otherwise get for free under a seldom used provision in the “exemption”
bank Rule 1304. Availing themselves of the special language in the rule is critical to the developers as there is no
other source of the large amount of credits needed by the power plant projects short of a direct order from the
California legislature ( similar to the Sentinel Power Plant near Desert Hot Springs via AB 1318). The proposed
SCAQMD rule would add many millions of dollars to the costs of the developers to bring the projects to fruition.
Working group meetings are making slow progress. Staff has finally agreed to perform a socioeconomic analysis and
an environmental assessment for the project, pushing out adoption probably past June 2013. Meanwhile SB 389 was
introduced by Senator Rod Wright on February 20, 2013 and would preclude the SCAQMD from charging any such
fees for the transfer of credits. The SCAQMD proposed action is extremely important to the SCAP membership to
slow down the unrestricted flow of credits from the District banks that are also used by small businesses and
essential public services.

BIOSOLIDS COMMITTEE REPORT
Matt Bao, Chair
mbao@lacsd.org

Tom Meregillano, Vice Chair
TMeregillano@ocsd.org

Diane Gilbert Jones, Vice Chair
diane.gilbert@lacity.org

Kern County Measure E by Tom Meregillano, OCSD
In mid-February, CASA reported that the 5th District Court of Appeal in Fresno County upheld the preliminary
injunction issued by Judge Hicks in Tulare County in the Kern County biosolids ordinance litigation. As you may recall,
voters in Kern County approved “Measure E” in 2006 banning the land application of biosolids. The City of Los
Angeles, CASA, and other affected entities challenged Measure E; first in federal court, and since 2011, in state court.
Following the grant of the preliminary injunction, which allows land application in Kern County to continue while
litigation is ongoing, Kern County chose to appeal the preliminary injunction rather than wait for a trial. The Court of
Appeal upheld the ruling by Judge Hicks on the basis that plaintiffs were likely to prevail on their claims that the
ordinance conflicts with the Integrated Waste Management Act (IWMA) and exceeds Kern’s police power. All of the
legal team, especially Jimmy Slaughter (City of LA) and Paul Beck (LACSD) deserve strong congratulations. This is a
huge victory for California public agencies and for the effective recycling of biosolids in the state. The SCAP Biosolids
Committee will continue to monitor the Measure E litigation and provide its members with updates as it becomes
available.
WEF Webcast on Incineration and Energy Recovery by Matt Bao, LACSD
In April 2011 the US EPA enacted regulations for incinerators and gasifiers, and a five year timeframe was allowed for
meeting the new provisions. To understand what is required for conformance, municipal owners are working with
their consultants to study the implications of the regulations. Many utilities need to catalog their current emission
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levels, and this can require testing. Managers can then use this data to determine whether they need to upgrade
existing equipment, install completely new systems, or even to consider a non-bioenergy solution. An additional
factor has been the public mandate for green energy utilization. The good news is that, with super-autogenous, and
multi fuel usage, even medium sized facilities can now generate electricity, or recycle the energy for building heating.
Energy recovery has been a component of biosolids incineration systems for many years, and highly efficient
technologies are well proven.
This webcast will provide information on the MACT technologies that are available for meeting the emissions
regulations, and also for energy recovery. The speakers are technical leaders in their field, and several of them
supported the various WEF committees and task forces during the formulation stage of the regulations. They
provided valuable performance data to both WEF and NACWA indicating what was technically achievable. Several
projects have already been designed in conformance with the requirements of the new regulations, and the selected
technologies will be described in the webcast.
Please visit http://www.wef.org/MACTStandards/ for information on this free webcast sponsored by the WEF. The
webcast is scheduled on April 3rd from 10:00 AM – 12:00 PM Pacific Time. Included in the link is registration and
access information.
IERCA Receives the 2012 Composter of the Year Award by Tom Meregillano, OCSD
SCAP would like to offer its congratulations to the Inland Empire Utilities Agency and the Sanitation Districts of Los
Angeles County! The Inland Empire Regional Composting Facility was awarded the prestigious United States
Composting Council’s Composter of the Year award. The project recently celebrated selling its 1,000,000 th cubic yard
of compost and is just around the corner of processing its 1,000,000th ton of recycled material.
The Inland Empire Regional Composting Authority is a joint project between the Inland Empire Utilities Agency and
the Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts. Established in 2002, the IERCA operates the Inland Empire Regional
Composting Facility located in Rancho Cucamonga. The IERCF is the nation’s largest indoor composting facility
CalReycle Regulations on Hauling of Organic Waste into POTWs for Digestion by Greg Kester, CASA
CalRecycle has now released the proposed exclusion language for POTWs accepting hauled in organic waste (FOG,
Food Waste, and Vegetative Food Waste). Pertinent language begins on page 26. We believe that as soon as the
SWRCB decides how to implement their permit conditions, CalRecycle will amend the current language in section
17896.5(a)(1)(B) accordingly. We still want a change to section 17896.5(a)(4) and will be providing comments on
that.
CalRecycle’s Official Announcement
CalRecycle staff developed a consolidated set of draft regulations that included changes made in response to
comments received on initial discussion draft text. The draft regulations are posted on this web site. Written
comments on these draft regulations can be sent to compost.transfer.regs@calrecycle.ca.gov and will be accepted
through March 29, 2013. Staff will provide an update on the status of the Title 14 and Title 27 Compostable
Materials/Transfer Processing Rulemaking on March 18, 2013 from 1:30 p.m. to 3:30 p.m. at the CalEPA Building in
Conference Room 550. Staff will provide an overview of changes made to the initial discussion draft text. If you
cannot attend in person, you will be able to join the meeting and view the presentation online. Registration is
required.
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March 7th SCAP Biosolids Committee Meeting by John Pastore, SCAP
Please join us for the first Biosolids Committee meeting of the year which will be hosted by the City of Los Angeles at
its Green Acres Farm Facility. We will be conducting a brief meeting to catch up on business followed by a guided
tour of the composting operations. This is a first class operation and provides an excellent example of how biosolids
produced at wastewater treatment plants can be put to beneficial use.
The 4,688 farm is located approximately 16 miles southwest of Bakersfield and one mile northeast of Lake Buena
Vista. The Farm has been a beneficial reuse site for biosolids generated by the City since 1994. The biosolids are used
as a soil conditioner and fertilizer to help promote growth on sites where chemical fertilizers would otherwise have
to be used to produce crops. Farm activities produce non-food chain crops such as wheat, corn, alfalfa, oats, Milo,
and Sudan grass. After crops are harvested, they are sold as feedstock to local dairies.
Green Acres Farm has been a beneficial reuse site for reclaimed water generated by the City of Bakersfield since
1989. The use of the reclaimed water is governed by the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board Order
No. 88-172. All crops are surface irrigated with reclaimed water using a border check system. When reclaimed water
quantities are insufficient to satisfy crop demands, there are two other sources available:
1. Groundwater, which is pumped to the surface through a network of on-site wells
2. Water purchased from Kern Water District
The objectives of the Farm include the following:
 Managing biosolids in an environmentally sound, acceptable, and cost-effective manner
 Complying with all applicable federal, state and local laws and regulations
 Beneficially using Exceptional Quality Biosolids
 Maintaining a site that conforms to national Biosolids EMS standards
 Requiring our land appliers to comply with the provisions of the CWEA Manual
A SCAP meeting notice and agenda has been sent out but is available upon request.

COLLECTIONS COMMITTEE REPORT
Ralph Palomares, Chair
RPalomares@etwd.com

Dindo Carrillo, Vice Chair
dcarrillo@ocsd.com

Collection Systems Committee Update by Ralph Palomare, El Toro WD
It is now March 2013 and we are off to a great start having just held our 1st SCAP collections meeting last week at the
Leucadia Wastewater District in Carlsbad, where we discussed flushable/disposable wipes and the WDR and all that
good stuff that’s been around for many years now. I am sure that all of you have heard by now that California is
going to raise the sales tax by 3 cents on every gallon of gas sold to us because the more fuel efficient cars are saving
us gas but in the long run the state is now getting less sales tax so they have to raise it to make up for the loss of
revenue. Sounds familiar right? So I guess to continue living here in California we will have to put up with yet
another tax hike starting July 1st.
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How many of you are aware that they are stealing copper out of the street lights in Los Angeles, fire hydrants in the
Riverside area and backflow devices in Orange County? And that’s only the ones we know about. But it now appears
that restaurant grease is as good as gold to biofuel thieves, who are siphoning it late at night from the storage tanks
located behind restaurants. This is now causing a lot of the owners to lock the grease up inside the trash area or
inside the establishment. It’s the new commodity like copper to steal because you can get 40 cents a pound for it
and after it’s refined into biodiesel it goes for around $3.00 a gallon. So be prepared, when oil prices rise so will
yellow grease prices, which means so will the price of your McDonald’s french fries.
Many years ago when I started inspecting for FOG I would ask the restaurant owner to show me the receipt
documenting who they paid to haul the grease away. Now it has become “show me the receipt listing who hauled it
away the most times for free”. A 2,500 gallon haul off of yellow grease from a Burger King today is worth about
$6,000 on the refined biodiesel market and it will continue to be more popular as the diesel prices rise. I just saw the
price for diesel today at $4.39 a gallon at a station in Orange County.
It seems to me we need more of the cities and agencies to make it more convenient for the public to get rid of their
yellow grease from their homes and businesses by providing yellow grease containers for the proper disposal of this
new gold. Some restaurants have had to install video surveillance cameras due to fact that they have had up to
seven yellow grease containers emptied in a matter of minutes. Then it’s off to the recycler for the “Big Bucks” that
these thieves are getting for it just like they do with copper or aluminum. So be sure and keep your eyes open out
there in the early morning hours when you are performing your inspections.
SCAP is also working with other state committees on the topic of flushable wipes and will keep you updated in the
future on what’s being done to maybe change the way the label now states “Flushable” to maybe “Dispose of in
trash”.
Calcium deposits for now are on the back burner while we wait for the manufacturers to tell us what’s the best way
to remove this stuff. I will be talking to Dr Jenkins of the University of Berkley next month in Palm Springs at the
Annual CWEA Conference and should get some good information from him. I would like to thank Dindo Carrillo of
OCSD for his newsletter topics, Pam and John of Dudek for always having coffee and lunch ready for us at our
collections meetings, and El Toro Water District for letting me be the Chairperson again for 2013.
February 21st Collection Systems Committee Meeting by John Pastore, SCAP
The first collection systems meeting of the year, was held on February 21st at the offices at the Leucadia Wastewater
District in Carlsbad, CA. Ralph and Dindo put together a great lineup of speakers and timely topics along with a great
location that resulted in an informative session and a good turnout of 50 attendees.
OCSD’s Nick Arhontes started things off by bringing everyone up-to-date on how the problems associated with socalled “flushables” have reached international proportions. Nick reported that there are currently two reports
published by the United Kingdom Water Industry Research Limited (UKWIR) dealing with flushability testing
protocols and best management practices. Both reports are available for purchase but the price is extremely high.
 12/CU/02/12 “Best Practice for National Communications - Responsible Use of Sewers”
http://www.ukwir.org/ukwirlibrary/94930
 12/WM/07/16 “Test Protocol to Determine the Flushability of Disposable Products”
http://www.ukwir.org/ukwirlibrary/95043
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OCSD is certainly doing their part by performing the following activities:
 Changing role of Source Control
 Dispersiblity test lab set up by OCSD Source Control Staff in May
2012
 Continuing to assist WEF Collections System Committee and
NACWA, APWA and SCAP
 Networking with other organizations
 Public Outreach with www.What2Flush.com
Toilet Paper after 5 min.

Wipes after 24 hours

Nick encourages everyone to get involved and suggested that SCAP members can help by collecting and
documenting all of the following costs associated with problems caused by flushable products:
 Preventative and corrective maintenance tasks in sewers/pump stations/treatment plants
 Labor hours/costs
 Equipment repair/replacement costs
 Fuel costs
 Debris hauling fees
 Blockages, SSO events, and fines
 Document your “de-ragging” costs and share info with SCAP CSC
At Nick’s urging, SCAP will be preparing a template for documenting the problems and costs encountered by our field
crews that will be shared with all of our members and hopefully used to create a statewide database. Pictures like
the ones taken by Ralph, and shown here, are an important component of the documentation needed. A copy of
Nick’s entire presentation can be found on the SCAP website here.

The next presentation was made by SCAP’s Bob Kreg, who explained in detail the proposed changes to the WDRMonitoring and Reporting Program (MRP). As part of his presentation, Bob gave a brief history of the collection
system regulations implemented by the state dating back to 1996. While there is too much material to cover here,
Bob highlighted the following major changes to the MRP:
 Revised spill categories
 Category 1
 Category 2
 Category 3
 Private Lateral Sewage Discharge (PLSD)
 SSO Technical Report Requirement
 No spill report requirement
 Annual Collection System Questionnaire requirement
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A copy of Bob’s entire presentation can be found here.
The final presentation was made by Michael Flores from RMC Water and Environment and was entitled, “How to
Successfully Perform a Self-Audit of Your SSMP. Michael provided practical advice and examples. He explained that
a simple yes/no questionnaire is no longer acceptable to the state and went on to describe his Plan-Do-Check-Act
process. He also promoted the idea that the SSMP Audit could be an opportunity or a liability depending on how
each agency views it.
SSMP Audit – Opportunity or Liability?
OPPORTUNITY
 Means to identify opportunities for improvement;
 Find problems and correct before regulators or 3rd parties;
 Improve performance;
 Additional tool to justify funding needs.
LIABILITY
 Potential for results to be used against agency?
Michael went on to provide details of how each section of the audit should be arranged and prepared. You can find
a copy of Michael’s entire presentation here.
Draft Amended Monitoring and Reporting Program (MRP) for the SSS WDRs (Order No. 2006-0003-DWQ) Update
by Dindo Carrillo, OCSD
On January 17, 2013, the State Water Board (SWRCB) revised the draft amended Monitoring and Reporting Program
(MRP) for the SSS WDRs based on input received during the two Data Review Committee meetings held on
August28, 2012 and August 30, 2012, and the comment letters received after those meetings. The WDR
stakeholders were given until January 22, 2013, to submit any comments on this revised MRP. The SWRCB received
and reviewed all of the comment letters and met with their upper management and CASA to go over the most
controversial issues, e.g. pictures, technical report, notification/reporting, record keeping, etc. A subsequent
meeting was held later between the SWRCB and CASA to resolve the language for the picture requirements and the
record keeping. The SWRCB agreed with CASA to remove from the SSO Technical Report, the short and long term
impact assessment of an SSO to waters of the state. The SWRCB has tentatively scheduled to have a final draft of
the MRP for SWRCB executive signature by March 2013 and any changes added to the finalized MRP will take effect
and be incorporated into CIWQS on May 2013.
Announcement for Upcoming CWEA-Southern Sections Collection Systems Committee Workshop by John Pastore,
SCAP
CWEA Southern Sections Collection Systems Committee will be conducting a Spring 2013 Collections Workshop on
March 13th at the City of Menifee, which is being sponsored by the Eastern Municipal Water District. Detailed
information can be found at their website here: http://www.sscsc.org/
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ENERGY MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE REPORT
Andre Schmidt, Chair
aschmidt@lacsd.org

Chris Berch, Vice Chair
cberch@ieua.org

February 28th SCAP Energy Management Committee Meeting by John Pastore, SCAP
The first Energy Committee Meeting of 2013 was held on February 28th at the Inland Empire Utilities Agency
Regional Water Recycling Plant No. 1 (RP1) in Ontario. The meeting featured very informative presentations by
IEUA’s Jason Marseilles, Carollo’s Tom Mossinger, Fuel Cell Technology’s Nick Fontaine and Anaergia’s Dave
Schneider and was followed by a tour of IEUA’s 2.8 MW Fuel Cell project and 1 MW solar project.
IEUA Energy Management Program at RP-1 Presentation - Jason divided his presentation into the following 3 parts:
IEUA’s Energy Background in which Jason broke down each of IEUA’s water recycling facilities into treatment
(constant) power demands and the low, average and high (variable) recycled water power demands. He then
explained that the key drivers for IEUA’s energy plan to achieve no peak power import by 2012 are:
Cost Containment
 IEUA energy costs account for more than 50% of non-labor expenses.
Operational Reliability
• Reduced dependence on imported power supplies.
Rate Stabilization
• Hedge against energy rate hikes and market volatility;
• Budget and planning.
Rate Stabilization
•
Hedge against energy rate hikes and market volatility.
•
Budget and planning.

From the chart on the left you can see that IEUA’s 5 sources of power are the Grid, Cogen, Solar, Fuel Cell and Wind.
The chart on the right shows how the sources of energy have changed over the last 5 years and what is projected into
2020.
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RP 1 Operations During Fuel Cell Construction

As part of the construction, IEUA had to plan for Fuel Cell shutdowns, which consisted of mechanical Shutdowns and
Electrical Shutdowns. Mechanical shutdowns were caused by relocation of the DG Storage Tank; the FC Compressor
Tie-in; and a 3 Week Shutdown of the Cogen and Boiler Operation on DG. Electrical shutdowns were caused by
installation of Wire for FC/Cogen Kirk Key Breaker; installation of H11 Breaker; an 8 hour electrical shutdown of RP-1;
and a 1 Week Shutdown of the Cogen unit. During the shutdowns IEUA experienced digestion process upsets on
more than one occasion. Fortunately, they were able to learn valuable lessons from each upset.

Normal Operation

Upset

RP-1 Operations During Fuel Cell Commercial Operations

Since the Fuel Cell has only been in operation for a short period there is not a lot of data to report as yet.
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Jason concluded his presentation by outlining the next steps for IEUA which will consist of:
 A complete Boiler/Blower automation;
 A Flare upgrade and Gas Loop pressure upgrade; and
 A Load Bank to Load Leveler conversion.
A copy of Jason’s presentation in its entirety can be found here.
Treatment of Digester Gas Presentation – Tom began by explaining that digester gas (DG) consists of approximately
60% CO2 and approximately 40% CH4. It also contains a vast amount of water vapor that is saturated at 95-100
degrees F. The DG remains saturated as it cools releasing large amounts of water into piping and downstream
equipment and with it trace levels of contaminants including H2S and Siloxanes, greases, dirt, hair, etc. The H2S
varies from 50 to >10,000 ppmv and the Siloxanes vary by site and appear to be increasing severity over time.
H2S forms with water vapor both in the gas and in the combustion products to form H2SO4. Problems occur because
H2S is a health hazard; it degrades lubricants; forms acidic compounds; and causes corrosion.
Siloxanes cause hard abrasive “glass” like buildup on combustion equipment such as engine valves and pistons. It
forms fine powdery “ceramic” like substance upon cooling which plugs boilers, heat exchangers, silencers, etc.
Specifically, Siloxane insulates heat transfer surfaces greatly reducing effectiveness of the equipment. Damage to
equipment from siloxanes can look like this.

Tom went on to discuss various types of contamination detection methods and the value of sound digester gas
treatment. He further explained how significantly gas quality has a direct impact on the cost of maintenance. As an
example, Cummins quotes maintenance as follows:
 $0.008/kWh for units operating on natural gas, or equiv.
 $0.020/kWh for units operating on digester gas with approximately 100 ppmv H2S.
Tom described in detail each of the types of H2S treatment options, which are:
Iron Sponge (adsorption); Ferric Chloride; Water Stripping; Biological Removal; and Caustic Scrubbing (oxidation).
Siloxane treatment systems on the other hand are limited to Adsorption technology (Carbon & Desiccant).
According to Tom, drawbacks to Siloxane Removal and its associated O&M are:
 Costly media to replace
 Requires energy to regenerate
 Regeneration results in off-gas that must be eliminated
 Flared; results in loss of 5-10% of digester gas
 Thermal Oxidizer
 Microwave disintegration
 Energy costs for moisture removal
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According to Tom, the following components are key to proper and efficient fuel treatment:
 Redundancy in media;
 Dual vessel trains for both H2S and Siloxane removal;
 Switchable lead/lag operation;
 Redundant or spare long lead components;
 Flow control to prevent channeling;
 Maintainability;
 Flexibility to adapt to digester gas changes;
 Contaminant monitoring to minimize risk of breakthrough’
A copy of Tom’s entire presentation can be found here.
Fuel Cell Technology Presentation – A joint presentation was made associated with IEUA’s 2.8 MW Fuel Cell. The
first was by Nick Fontaine from Fuel Cell Energy, who manufactured the fuel cell and the second by Dave Schneider of
Anaergia, who entered into the Power Purchase Agreement with IEUA.

According to Dave, the following go into fuel cell planning and design:
 Proper fuel cell sizing – Critical
 Digester gas availability
 Digester gas treatment - Critical
 Electrical interconnection
 Digester heating
 Space utilization and impact to existing operations
 Interfacing with the existing plant control system
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Perhaps what could be the most important benefit of all for IEUA, if the project delivers as promised, is that the
associated emission reductions will reduce RP-1 emissions below Title 5 levels and avoid compliance with SCAQMD
Rule 1110.2. Both of these presentations can be found on the SCAP website here and here.
After the presentations were concluded, a tour of the Fuel Cell project and Solar Project were conducted.

IEUA’s Digester Gas Treatment System for the2.8 MW Fuel Cell

Fuel Cell Energy’s installation of its 2.8 MW Fuel Cell at IEUA’s RP-1

IEUA’s 1.0 MW Solar Project at RP-1

IEUA’s Jason Marseilles Presentation
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California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) Workshop Related to the Water/Energy Nexus by John Pastore, SCAP
According to Meredith Younghein, Water/Energy Analyst for the CPUC, the Energy Division of the CPUC will host
public workshops on programs and cost-effectiveness related to the Water/Energy Nexus on March 20th and 21st, at
the CPUC in San Francisco (505 Van Ness Avenue).
These workshops are being held in response to the most recent Energy Efficiency Guidance Decision, 12-05-015,
which gave direction on programs related to the Water/Energy nexus. The workshop on the 20th will cover demandside programs offered by the IOUs related to water. This will focus mainly on energy efficiency programs, but will
also include presentations on Demand Response and Distributed Generation, as relevant to the water sector. The
workshop on the 21st will focus on a presentation and discussion of the Energy Division Staff Proposal for a
comprehensive Water/Energy Cost Effectiveness Framework (forthcoming).
The Agenda for the Workshops is as follows:
Day 1: March 20th: CPUC Auditorium
9:00 a.m. – 9:15 a.m.
Welcome and Overview
9:15 a.m. – 9:45
Overview of Water/Energy Studies
9:45-11:45
Presentations from IOUs on Water/Energy Programs
11:45-Noon
Presentation on Demand Response Programs in Water Sector
1pm-2pm
Presentations from Partner Water Agencies and Agriculture
2pm-2:30
Presentation on SGIP and relevancy to wastewater sector
2:30- 4:30
Staff Led Roundtable Discussion of Demand Side programs in the Water Sector
Day 2: March 21st: CPUC Courtyard Room
9:00am-9:30
Welcome and Introductions
9:30-10:30
Staff Presentation of Proposed Water/Energy Cost-Effectiveness Framework
10:30-11:00
Presentation of Water/Energy End Use Calculator for Pilot Projects
11:00-Noon
Presentations of potential avoided cost methodologies for Embedded Energy and Water
1:00pm-3pm Q&A and Staff Led Discussion
The workshops will be webcasted and a conference line will be available. WEBEX MEETING INFORMATION (Please
note different links for each day)
Meeting information
Topic: Water/Energy Programs Workshop
Date: Wednesday, March 20, 2013
Time: 9:00 am, Pacific Daylight Time (San Francisco, GMT-07:00)
Meeting Number: 743 952 220
Meeting Password: energy
To join the online meeting >
Go to https://van.webex.com/van/j.php?ED=201337667&UID=491292852&PW=NNDI0ZjY1ZTM1&RT=MiM0
-------------------------------------------------------
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Teleconference information
1-866-812-8481 >passcode: 9058288
(Please note: on the 20th, staff will only be able to consider questions asked via the webcast, the conference line will
be for listening only).
------------------------------------------------------Topic: Water/Energy Cost-Effectiveness Workshop
Date: Thursday, March 21, 2013
Time: 9:00 am, Pacific Daylight Time (San Francisco, GMT-07:00)
Meeting Number: 748 330 279
Meeting Password: cost
------------------------------------------------------To join the online meeting
Go to https://van.webex.com/van/j.php?ED=201340402&UID=491292852&PW=NZGQ1MGJmNjY3&RT=MiM0
------------------------------------------------------Teleconference information
1-866-812-8481 >passcode- 9058288

WATER ISSUES COMMITTEE REPORT
Al Javier, Vice Chair, Chair
javiera@emwd.org

Jennifer Shepardson, Vice Chair
Shepardson_Je@sbcity.org

Important Notice
The March 21st SCAP Water Committee meeting at IEUA has been cancelled. In discussing potential topics with
Committee Chair- Al Javier and Vice Chair- Jennifer Shepardson, we decided that so many issues are in a state of flux
at the moment it would not be productive to hold a meeting at this time. We are considering, however, planning the
next meeting around presentations from agencies and possibly Regional Board staff to discuss proposed TMDLs that
are affecting many of our POTWs at the moment. We will be sure and keep everyone informed as to the next
meeting date.
Scientific Basis for Development of a Statewide Policy for Biological Objectives by John Pastore, SCAP
Background
Aquatic life health is an essential component of water quality. This is recognized by the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act (33 U.S.C. § 1251 et seq.), commonly known as the Clean Water Act, and the state Porter-Cologne Water
Quality Control Act (Water Code § 13000 et seq.), both of which describe water quality in terms of the biological,
chemical and physical characteristics of water. Historically, the State and Regional Water Boards have focused on
attainment of chemical water quality objectives, yet after 40 years of water quality regulation in California, streams
continue to have degraded biological communities. To improve protection of aquatic life beneficial uses, State Water
Board staff proposes to develop a statewide biological objectives policy for perennial wadeable streams. The
proposed objectives would describe how benthic macro-invertebrates (small, bottom dwelling organisms that are
typically insect larvae) will be used as indicators of biological integrity. Over the past two years, staff has been
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working with teams of scientists, regulators, and stakeholders to develop and refine the technical tools needed to
support the proposed objectives. Biological objectives and implementation measures have not yet been developed.
That work is scheduled to be completed the beginning of calendar year 2013.
Update
After the public workshop held on January 23rd, SCAP together with CASA, Tri-TAC and CVCWA submitted a joint
comment letter on this proposed Policy to the State Water Board. In our comment letter, we strongly suggested that
the State Water Board proceed carefully with the implementation of this Policy and thoroughly consider the
potential financial and resource impacts it may have on the residents of California. While we did not have any solid
information on which to actually comment on, we did ask that the following requests and concerns be given
consideration in the development of the policy.
1. We request that the State Water Board commit the necessary resources to retain the Technical Team and
SAG to provide scientific input into development of sound causal assessment tools.
2. We request that the State Water Board provide the necessary efforts and funding to make the component
tools available as soon as possible so that stakeholders (regulators, regulated, and NGOs) can start to
effectively evaluate the scoring tool.
3. In addition to providing stakeholder access to the component tools described above, we also request that the
State Water Board utilize the Technical Team and SAG to develop formal applicability tools and assist in
evaluating and providing input into these and other potential shortcomings.
4. We request that the State Water Board continue to retain and support the Technical Team and SAG during
discussions on where objectives may be applied and what those objectives should be to provide the
necessary technical guidance to help inform the regulatory applicability of the Policy.
5. During the development of the observed over expected (O/E) component of the scoring tool, the SAG
advised that rare species, those with less than a 50% probability of occurring at a site, should be excluded
because including them increases the “noise” relative to the signal and results in decreased overall precision.
We ask the State Water Board to request an evaluation by the Technical Team and SAG on this possible bias
in the scoring tool.
6. It is our opinion that the Technical Team and SAG could provide significant technical input into where the
tools are most reliable, where alternative approaches may be most useful, and what expectations are
reasonable for specific habitat conditions, such as modified channels. We ask the State Water Board to
actively utilize the Technical Team and SAG to provide such input.
7. We recommend that the State Water Board consider using the percentile or standard deviation approach as
a means of prioritizing streams and reserve the identification of “altered” or “impaired” to only those
locations falling below the lowest CSCI score observed in the reference pool. This would prevent identifying
any reference stream as impaired and identify (and prioritize) the most significantly impacted streams.
8. We request that the variability of the CSCI associated with natural disturbances, particularly with interannual fluctuations in rainfall associated scouring event, be evaluated.
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9. In response to Board Members’ questions at the Workshop and in discussions at the Stakeholder Group
meetings, the Technical Team clearly indicated that a fish community index to evaluate biological condition
would be infeasible in California. In recognition of this ecological limitation, the State Water Board should
more clearly and directly identify the specific intent and goal of this Policy so that a Policy can be drafted that
will be likely to achieve those goals.
10. During the January workshop, the Executive Officer of the San Diego Regional Water Board indicated in his
presentation that this Policy is greatly needed in his region as a tool that will help in prioritizing streams in
the region. We recommend that the State Water Board pursue a Policy approach that utilizes the technical
tools to prioritize streams instead of using it to make formal impairment decisions under the Clean Water
Act.
11. The State Water Board should carefully evaluate the efficacy of setting biological objectives that may result in
the need to alter or to reduce capacity of modified channels providing vital and necessary public services
such as flood control, water supply, agricultural drainage, and other critical services.
12. The State Water Board should carefully evaluate the efficacy of setting biological objectives that may result in
restricting recycled water projects, expansion of existing recycled water programs, and the ability to utilize
channels and streams for delivery of recycled water.
13. Statewide biological objectives could have the unintended, but reasonably foreseeable consequence of
limiting growth and expansion of recycled water projects through restrictions on the ability to obtain
necessary permits for new or expanded projects or through the “artificial” establishment of a perennial
stream subject to the provisions in the Policy where they did not previously exist. To compound these issues,
current and future water conservation efforts have and will continue to result in over-all decreases in POTW
discharges, which will reduce flows into streams. For these reasons, it is imperative that the State Water
Board evaluate an alternative that includes modifying both beneficial uses and water quality objectives to
match those uses.
14. It would be helpful if the State Water Board could prepare and distribute a preliminary “straw man” outline
of the regulatory and implementation components including where and how this policy is expected to be
implemented well in advance of the preparation of the draft Policy. This will allow stakeholders including
regulators, the regulated community, the Technical Team, SAG experts, and others to provide early input and
identify potential technical limitations based on intended regulatory uses.
A copy of the entire comment letter can be found here.
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WASTEWATER PRETREATMENT COMMITTEE REPORT
Jim Colston, Chair
JColston@ocsd.com

Barbara Sharatz, Vice Chair
BSharatz@sandiego.gov

March 12th SCAP Wastewater Pretreatment Committee Meeting by John Pastore, SCAP
The first meeting of 2013 for the SCAP Wastewater Pretreatment Committee will be held on Tuesday, March 12,
2013 at the offices of the Inland Empire Utilities Agency in Chino, CA. Please join us for this meeting which will
feature a presentation and discussion on pretreatment inspections. The inland dischargers along the Santa Ana River
have developed a unified inspection form and Eastern MWD’s Source Control Manager, Gregg Murray, will be
discussing its use. A copy of the meeting announcement with further information can be found here.

ANNOUNCEMENTS
SCAP is pleased to welcome Mr. John Vega as the new General Manager of the Elsinore Valley MWD
EVMWD TAPS INDUSTRY LEADER FOR NEW GENERAL MANAGER
JOHN VEGA HAS A LONG AND RESPECTED REPUTATION IN THE WATER AND WASTEWATER INDUSTRY.
CONTACT : GREG MORRISON (951) 894-8702
GMORRISON@EVMWD.NET

LAKE ELSINORE, CA— By a unanimous vote Thursday evening, Elsinore Valley Municipal Water District, a provider of
reliable, cost-effective, high quality water and wastewater services selected John Vega, age 48, to become
the District’s 15th General Manager.
Mr. Vega brings over 29 years of experience to the District and was EVMWD’s former Director of
Operations, but left in 2011 to take an Assistant General Manager position with East Valley Water District.
While at East Valley, he played an integral role in developing and implementing the District’s strategic
initiatives plan and performance objectives as part of East Valley’s overall vision.
Mr. Vega also spent ten years with the Cucamonga Valley Water District as the Director of Operations and prior to that,
he served as General Manager of the Victor Valley Water District. Mr. Vega has also served as the Water Department
Superintendent for the City of Glendora and the Water Distribution Supervisor for the City of Lakewood.
"John’s experience and leadership abilities are just what EVMWD is looking for," said Phil Williams, EVMWD Board
President. "John’s past experience with EVMWD and his vast water and wastewater operational knowledge will help
ensure the continued success of EVMWD." John obtained a Bachelor of Science degree in Environmental Studies and
Business Management. He also has a Water Treatment Operator Grade 5 and Water Distribution Operator Grade 5
certifications from the State of California, which represent two of the highest qualified accreditations in the industry.
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Married for over 26 years to Barbara, they have 3 children; 2 boys and a daughter who are enrolled in college.
"I see an organization positioned, not only to grow in terms of its service area, but that will invest in its staff, so the
organization can continue to provide reliable and cost effective water and wastewater service," said Vega. "As General
Manager, I will bring industry knowledge and managerial experience to promote team work, mentoring and support of
the Districts goals to achieve the vision of the organization."
EVMWD provides service to over 133,000 water, wastewater and agricultural customers in a 96-square mile service area
in Western Riverside County. The District is a sub-agency of the Western Municipal Water District and a member agency
of the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California. You can visit the District’s Web site at www.evmwd.com for
additional information
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NEW SCAP MEMBERS
We wish to welcome our newest 2012-13 SCAP members:
City of Chula Vista
City of Huntington Beach
Padre Dam Municipal Water District
Noble Americas
Anaergia Services
Jericho Systems, Inc
Helio Power, Inc.
DohertyTech, Inc. – Los Angeles
Facility Process Solutions Consulting, LLC

Thank you for your support----SCAP

Non Sequitur
I know that you believe you understand what you think I said, but I'm not sure you realize that what you
heard is not what I meant.
- - Robert McCloskey
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Some of our Supporting SCAP Associate Members
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