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[This is the third and final installment of a look at the
social, economic and health aspects of air regulation
in the Southland and its effect on our wastewater
agencies ]
For the last few months we have been looking at how
air pollution in southern California became regulated
and how it affects our daily lives. Now it is time to
see if all of the regulations that have been imposed
on industry in California over the last 40 years have really paid off, especially
since California’s air standards are typically more restrictive than the federal
standards. Let’s begin by reviewing data taken from the South Coast Air
Quality Management District (SCAQMD), as this is without question the
most heavily impacted air basin in the state. As we discussed last month,
ozone is arguably one of the most serious air pollutants affecting our health,
as it has been linked to numerous health risks to children, the elderly and
cardiovascular patients.
The following chart, provided by SCAQMD, illustrates the number of BasinDays exceeding the federal health standards for ozone over the 34 year
period from 1976-2010 and clearly shows a downward trend. Substantial
improvement toward the now revoked 1997 1-hour ozone standard has
been achieved, but air quality standards remain a moving target.
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Unfortunately, we are well above the current federal standard resulting in the South Coast Air Basin being designated
as an extreme non-attainment area (San Joaquin Valley is the only other air basin with such a designation). Despite
the improvement in air quality, EPA has proposed to again reduce the federal ozone standard to somewhere in the
range of 0.06 to 0.07 ppm, which happens to approach the natural background level of ozone in the South Coast and
San Joaquin Valley Air Basins. SCAQMD estimates that further NOx (an ozone precursor) reductions of about 90%
would be required to achieve the proposed standard, so more stringent local air quality rules are sure to follow. But
when it comes to ozone, South Coast and San Joaquin are not alone in their failure to meet the existing, let alone the
proposed federal standard, as can be seen in the following graphic. Or by my count, 39 counties within the state are
currently designated as being non-attainment areas.
While local air districts have the authority to regulate
businesses and industry, they do not have authority to regulate
air pollution from mobile sources such as automobiles, trucks,
buses, etc., this falls to the State’s Air Resources Board (ARB).
To complicate matters even further, the ARB cannot regulate
federally controlled mobile sources of air pollution as in
aircraft, ships and locomotives. The consequence of under
controlling mobile sources is illustrated in the following chart of
the top 15 NOx emission categories in the South Coast Air
Basin. As suggested by this figure, these sources would need to
reduce NOx emissions by about 250 tons per day to achieve the
current 75 ppb ozone standard. Because the majority of ozone
forming pollution, in California, is derived from mobile sources,
CARB and the EPA have acknowledged the need to reduce
emissions from these sources.
Nevertheless, significant
jurisdictional, interstate trade and other legal issues must be
addressed before mobile sources can be adequately controlled.
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These challenges were recently discussed with USEPA Region IX Administrator, Jared Blumenfeld, this recent
interview can be found on the SCAQMD website at http://www.aqmd.gov/. Mr. Blumenfeld praised the South Coast
AQMD for its tenacity in fighting for clean air and stated that in the last 40 years no other agency in the nation has
done more to reduce air pollution than has the South Coast AQMD. When asked why the federal ozone standard
continues to be revised, he stated that new regulations continue to be driven by advances in research and
technology. He further expressed that the proposed federal ozone standard will require other parts of the country to
replicate some of the lessons learned by SCAQMD. While the rest of the country learns from our recent past,
regulators have begun to focus on the future of our transportation infrastructure. Mr. Blumenfeld expressed a need
to maintain our ability to transport goods to market and pointed to advancements in technology that will play a key
role in reducing transportation emissions. In order to achieve clean air, he expressed the need to set ambitious zero
emissions goals. In fact, he predicts that South Coast will be a global leader in electrification of transportation
infrastructure and envisioned that technologies developed in California will be adopted by the rest of the planet
Obviously, living and working in the nation’s most populated and environmentally conscious state poses quite a
challenge to the business community and in particular, our public wastewater agencies. One fact is certain, for
California, clean air does not come cheaply. But what is the real cost of clean air? Let’s first look at the cost of
breathing polluted air. According to a Rand Corporation study that focused on hospital-based medical costs to
individuals within the South Coast Air Basin and the San Joaquin Valley during a 3 year period from 2005 to 2007, the
exposure to fine particulate matter and high levels of ozone resulted in $193 million in costs for treating conditions
like pneumonia and asthma. CAPCOA on the other hand estimates that the annual health related costs of air
pollution is $1,250 per person within the South Coast Air Basin and $1,600 per person within the San Joaquin Valley,
totaling a whopping $22 billion. A 2008 study within the same geographical area by two Cal State Fullerton economic
professors estimates the cost of dirty air to be $28 billion per year in addition to contributing to more than 3,800 premature deaths annually.
The cost to individual public agencies is much more difficult to wrap one’s arms around. For years now, wastewater
agencies within the South Coast Air Basin have had to adapt to ever-changing regulations on combustion devices,
emergency engines, and on their overall operations needed to provide an essential public service. Costs of
implementing compliance include planning, permitting, design, construction, operation and on-going monitoring.
Notwithstanding, are the expenses associated with early retirement and replacement of equipment prior to the end
of its useful life. The challenges brought about by new regulations every few years that render existing equipment
useless, whether it’s mobile or stationary equipment, results in a significant burden to the agency’s rate payers.
Although my calculator was unable to provide an estimate of existing compliance costs, my crystal ball suggests that
clean air will continue to require significant capital investments for our membership.
I would like to especially thank David Rothbart, from the Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, for providing me
with much of the information contained in these series of articles, his assistance is greatly appreciated. If anyone is
interested in finding out more information on these topics, the American Lung Association recently released its 2011
State of the Air report, which contains in-depth information on ozone and particulate matter statistics from a
national perspective.
Statistically yours,

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

Clean Water Summit Partners Update by John Pastore, SCAP
The next Clean Water Summit Partners meeting will be held on June 20th in Sacramento.

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

CWCCG Update by Kris Flaig, City of LA
The Air Quality Committee plays a significant role in climate change and renewable energy through its participation in
the California Wastewater Climate Change Group (CWCCG). Our CWCCG partners are the Bay Area Clean Water
Agencies (BACWA), Central Valley Clean Water Association (CVCWA), and California Association of Sanitation
Agencies (CASA).
Through letters, meetings, and other communications from the CWCCG Program Manager, Jackie Kepke, as well as
leaders like Frank Caponi, Vlad Kogan, David Rothbart, and Ed Filadelphia, the CWCCG has helped motivate various
regulatory agencies to propose or adopt more favorable language and regulations during the past several months.
This work includes:
 Comments submitted on implementation of USEPA’s Tailoring Rule.
 Updates on the current Association of Irritated Residents (AIR) lawsuit that delays implementation of the
AB 32 Scoping Plan and, in particular, the Cap and Trade rule.
 Testimony expressing the need for a full exemption for wastewater from the Cap & Trade rule.
 Comments submitted to CPUC requesting incentives for utilization of biogas.
 Discussions with CARB staff on Offset Protocols.
 Comments submitted to CARB on GHG Mandatory Reporting Requirements, seeking to exclude CO2
biomass emissions, making State requirements consistent with federal requirements, as well as the
current exclusion of cogeneration and fuel cells.
 Comments to CARB on Cap and Trade, seeking free allowances and other incentives, favorable compliance
language for biogas, and exemptions for wastewater.
 Letters to and other communications with USEPA regarding the non-peer-reviewed RTI (USEPA) report that
misrepresents POTW GHG emissions.
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 Letter to CPUC, commenting on the feasibility of digester gas clean-up, and asking for incentives to make
entering the renewables markets more cost-effective for POTWs.
 Submitted comments and discussed with regulators the Sewage Sludge Incinerator (SSI) rule and the solid
waste definition, which together declare biosolids going to an incinerator as a solid waste to be burned
only in Section 129 compliant incinerators.
 Discussed definitions for biogas, biomass, and biogenic with regulators.
These and many other efforts have resulted in:
 Establishment of dialogue with a CPUC Commissioner in regards to renewable energy and incentives.
 Contributed towards USEPA’s deferment for 3 years of permitting requirements for biogenic CO2 emissions.
 Some favorable language in regards to biogas and biomass definitions on the State level, although federal
definitions continue to pose a monumental hurdle.
 Re-consideration by the CPUC of rules that could have significantly reduced POTW ability to eventually
qualify for renewable energy incentives.
 Verbal promises from CARB staff that 15-day notices on the adopted Cap and Trade Program will include
favorable biogas or wastewater language.
 Intent expressed by USEPA to consider biomass fuel combustion as BACT for GHGs.
 USEPA recently relabeled the RTI non-peer reviewed report as “Draft” with a request by USEPA for
comments.
The effect of these efforts to date is that CARB, CPUC, CEC and other regulatory staff are becoming aware of POTWs
identity as essential public services, our capability to add significant renewable energy to the State’s portfolio, and
our need for regulations and incentives that enable us to do our job well.
Ms. Kepke, with significant support from member agencies, has efficiently and effectively drafted many letters to
regulators, soliciting essential input from CWCCG members. On our behalf, she has attended and spoken at
numerous workshops, and advised the CWCCG members of our options through email and in-depth discussions at
our rotating monthly meetings.
As Chair of the SCAP Air Quality Committee, I am also a Steering Committee Member of the CWCCG, which continues
to address significant challenges in the world of climate change and renewable energy. The CWCCG and its
consultant provide cost-effective value-added representation of POTW concerns with State regulators in regards to
climate change and appropriate energy strategies. Made of both large and small agencies, the CWCCG seeks to
represent the concerns of the entire POTW community.
The CWCCG continues to depend on member agencies support as well as contributions to fund our consultant, Jackie
Kepke, who is the face of the CWCCG with regulatory agencies. While BACWA and CASA contribute funds directly
from their treasuries, it is SCAP members who individually provide financial support from Southern California. Please
consider continuing your contribution or making a new contribution when our SCAP Executive Director, John Pastore,
calls on you in the coming months.
Fallout from Consequential Litigation Still Looming by Greg Adams, Vice Chair--LACSD
SCAP members should be aware that there are no fewer than five lawsuits currently in progress among
environmental and environmental justice groups and the South Coast Air Quality Management District, and an
unfavorable outcome from any one of them would have serious unfavorable short term and long term impacts on
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our POTW and local government members. The lawsuits are briefly discussed below, in order of their potential
consequence:
The Ninth District Circuit Court of Appeals heard oral arguments on April 8, 2011 as to the validity of the emission
credits contained in the SCAQMD’s credit banks. Judge George Wu of the U.S. District Court, Central District, ruled in
favor of the SCAQMD in July 2009. Loss of this lawsuit by the SCAQMD could possibly result in the re-instatement of
the permit moratorium, among other things.
The D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals will hear oral arguments on May 12, 2011 on the validity of the Section 185 January
2010 guidance issued by EPA that allowed Section 172 (e) equivalent programs to substitute for the emissions
reduction requirements or the substantial fees required in lieu of emissions reductions, per Section 185. A loss here
could cost Title V facilities in the basin ~ $30MM/year escalated each year by the CPI.
The SCAQMD filed a “return to the writ” upon re-doing and re-adopting massive new CEQA documents and a new
Rule 1315 (but not Rule 1309.1) in March 2011, after they were successfully challenged in Los Angeles Superior Court
in 2008. Apparently the plaintiffs do not believe that all of Judge Ann Jones’ directives have been properly
discharged and have filed objections to the writ. No hearing date has been set.
California Communities Against Toxics (CCAT) challenged the passage of Senate Bill 827 and AB1318 that lifted the
permitting moratorium and provided for the transfer of credits to the CPV Sentinel Power Plant to be located in
Desert Hot Springs. A trial court threw out the original petition and now CCAT is appealing that action on the
grounds of separation of powers- that the state legislature cannot undo what a state court has decreed. Undoing SB
827 would re-impose the permitting moratorium. Undoing AB 1318 might mean that a power plant could not be
constructed in California even with an act of the legislature behind it.
The Association of Irritated Residents received a favorable decision from the Ninth Circuit Court against EPA that in
essence said that EPA must enforce the former 1-hour SIP that existed in the SCAQMD before the 8-hour ozone
standard superseded it. Specifically EPA must identify and reduce 70 TPD of NOx which the court erroneously
believes was obtainable from transportation control measures that were once in the SIP. Among other things, the
decision requires the South Coast to submit a new plan demonstrating attainment or otherwise EPA must impose
sanctions or a FIP on the major sources in the air basin. To put the 70 TPD of NOx in perspective, the entire RECLAIM
universe ( big NOx sources like refineries and power plants) only adds up to 30 TPD NOx. The SCAQMD was never
invited to be a party to the proceedings. A FIP (federal implementation plan) would include such things as no-drive
days.
Writ regarding ARB Scoping Plan filed with Court by Petitioners by Frank Caponi, LACSD
A judgment was recently rendered by the Superior Court of California in San Francisco County regarding the lawsuit
brought about by the Association of Irritated Residents (AIR) against CARB over implementation its AB32 Scoping
Plan.
The Judgment requires ARB to set aside the Scoping Plan, as it relates to the cap and trade program. It also directs
ARB to take no action in its reliance on the Scoping Plan, as it relates to the cap and trade program. Finally, it enjoins
ARB from engaging in any cap and trade-related activity that could result in an adverse change to the physical
environment until it has come into compliance with the Court's Order to re-do the CEQA work. This item further
clarifies that this includes any further rulemaking and implementation of the cap and trade program.
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Like many court rulings, the judgment is clear, but not clear. It appears strong in that no action can be taken on the
cap and trade program, but muddies the waters by adding that the activities that must be ceased in the cap and
trade program are those that could result in an adverse change to the physical environment. It will be interesting to
see how ARB interprets the judgment. CARB has already conducted health studies to support the notion that the cap
and trade program will cause no adverse impact to the environment. However, in the judgment, the term "adverse
change" is used, not "adverse impact". So, it is likely that a legal interpretation of "adverse change" is needed, in the
context of the cap and trade program. In many forums CARB has stated that it will appeal any court rulings that slow
down the cap and trade program, so this option is still a possibility.

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

Tom Meregillano, Vice Chair
TMeregillano@ocsd.org

Derrick Lee, Vice Chair
derrick.k.lee@lacity.org

Measure E Lawsuit Update by Derrick Lee, City of Los Angeles
On April 22, the City of Los Angeles filed a motion for preliminary injunction to maintain operations at Green Acres
while the State lawsuit is pending. Kern County submitted discovery requests that contain 21 items including, but
not limited to, documents, records, and reports related to the biosolids management program and Green Acres
Farm. The City also received from Kern County a public records act request, which seeks documents, records and
data related to monitoring and measurement, farming, and contingency planning. The City is preparing a response to
the discovery and public records act requests. The hearing date to consider preliminary injunction motion is June 9,
2011.
SCAP July 26th Biosolids Committee Meeting - Tour of EnerTech by Tom Meregillano, OCSD
On July 26, 2011, SCAP will be hosting a tour of the Enertech facility in the city of Rialto from 10:00 a.m. to 11:30 a.m.
The facility is located on 503 East Santa Ana Ave., Bloomington, CA 92316. Although there will be hardhats
available, attendees are encouraged to bring their own hardhats for the tour. All attendees are requested to meet at
the parking lot of the facility.
Considered the world’s first commercial SlurreyCarb® facility, EnerTech processes approximately 270,000 tons per
year of biosolids from five municipalities in Los Angeles, Orange, San Bernardino, and Riverside counties, converting
their biosolids into a renewable solid fuel, called eFuel, which is being used by local cement kilns as an
environmentally friendly alternative to coal. For more information regarding the facility, visit www.enertech.com.
Kern, Southern Cal both win points in sludge case by James Burger, Californian staff writer -jburger@bakersfield.com
The first skirmish in a new courtroom battle over Measure E, Kern County's voter-approved ban on the land
application of sewage sludge, ended with a split decision Thursday in Tulare County Superior Court. Attorneys will
return to court on June 9 to argue about whether enforcement of Measure E, which takes effect in October, should
be frozen while the lawsuit from southland governments and sludge haulers goes forward, said Kern County Counsel
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Theresa Goldner. Lawyers for the city of Los Angeles lost their bid to stop Kern's sludge ban in federal court last year
after the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals gutted the core of their federal case, the U.S. Supreme Court refused to hear
their appeal and a U.S. District Court judge that had originally ruled in favor of Los Angeles dismissed the case.
In February, Los Angeles launched a case against Measure E in state court -- arguing many of the same points as in
the federal case. But the state court lawsuit is no guaranteed slam-dunk win for Kern. Tulare County Superior Court
judge Lloyd L. Hicks on Thursday refused a request from Kern County to dismiss the entire case, Goldner said. Hicks
did dismiss one of the five counts against Measure E: the argument that the ban unfairly restricts the transport of
sludge from outside of Kern County while allowing cities and the county to spread treated sludge locally.
The city of Bakersfield, for example, spreads its sewage sludge on farmland southeast of town. The county of Kern's
Kern Sanitation Authority treats its sewage sludge to the "exceptional quality" standard and sends it to a local
composting facility. Chief Deputy Kern County Counsel Mark Nations said he expects two other arguments -- that
Measure E violates laws that protect interstate and intrastate commerce -- will be dismissed.
In a tentative ruling issued before Thursday's court hearing, Hicks seemed ready to dismiss the intrastate argument
and hear the interstate argument -- which was killed by the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals during the federal case -only if plaintiffs resubmitted it with additional evidence. But on Thursday, Nations said, the judge was swayed by the
arguments from Los Angeles and agreed to give further consideration to the argument that Measure E violated
commerce within the state of California. Los Angeles attorneys also have the opportunity to re-submit arguments
that it also violated laws that govern trade across state lines. Nations said he doesn't expect those arguments to be
at the heart of the coming court battle.
Two other Los Angeles claims -- that Measure E is trumped by the recycling mandates in the California Integrated
Waste Management Act and that enforcement of the measure is beyond Kern County's governmental powers -- will
be the "meat and potatoes" of the fight, Nations said. "We're in it for the long haul on those two," he said.
"Ultimately we know we're going to end up in the appellate court."
Kern County voters overwhelmingly approved Measure E in June 2006. Kern officials have argued the importation
and spreading of certain types of sewage sludge threaten to pollute the environment, while the Southern California
plaintiffs have said the practices are safe. The ban only applies in unincorporated parts of the county.
A spokesman for the Los Angeles City Attorney's office said the office had no immediate comment on the results of
Thursday's hearing.
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COLLECTIONS COMMITTEE REPORT
Sam Espinoza, Chair
sespinoza@lascd.org

Nicole Greene, Vice Chair
ngreene@ci.montclair.ca.us

Committee Update by Sam Espinoza, LACSD
The second Collection Systems Committee meeting for this year was held at the City of Vista’s Public Works
Department maintenance facility on May 24, 2011 before an overflow crowd of over 50 participants. Collection
topics for this meeting included an overview by Chris Dzwigalski of the City of Vista’s sewer collection system,
including their line cleaning, inspection and repair programs. In addition to their maintenance programs, Dudek’s
Steve Jepson also discussed their condition assessment and capital
improvement program.
The second presentation was on the condition assessment and
rehabilitation of the 120-inch diameter
outfall from Orange County Sanitation
Districts’ Plant #2 by OCSD’s Pam
Koester and Black & Veatch’s Jon Hay.
The outfall had issues with corrosion at some of the weld seams of the pipe and
the resulting repairs were discussed in detail. The remaining presentations by
SCAP’s Bob Kreg focused on the major topics and concerns regarding the
proposed changes to the Statewide WDR and finally methods for determining
sewer spill volumes.
The deadline for submitting comments on the proposed changes to the
Statewide WDR has now passed. Back in March when the proposed
changes were initially made public, many of the regulated agencies were
seemingly caught off guard since the changes were not expected to be
quite as substantial. As it turned out the proposed changes were significant
and prompted the agencies to respond in opposition of the new
requirements. The State Water Board received 174 comment letters on the
draft amendments to the WDR. The State Water Board is compiling the letters and working on a response to the
comment letters with the help of Regional Boards 2, 5 and 9. Once the review process is complete, the State Water
Board plans to schedule a public workshop, which is likely to occur this summer. There will be another opportunity
for written comments after that workshop. Final adoption of the proposed changes to the Statewide WDR could take
place as early as Autumn of this year.
Next SCAP Collection Systems Committee Meeting
The next SCAP collection systems committee meeting will be held in
conjunction with the July 21st CWEA SARBS one day seminar-“Catching the
Wave to Success”- on collection system maintenance topics in Huntington
Beach at the City Library.
(Picture courtesy of Ralph Palomares)
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Program information and a copy of the event flyer and registration form can be found as an attachment here on the
SCAP website or on the CWEA SARBS website

CWEA San Diego Section and SARBS Joint Dinner Meeting by Ralph Palomares, El Toro WD
CWEA San Diego Section and SARBS will be touring the South Bay International Treatment Plant in San Ysidro on June
14th and invite you to attend. The tour of the International Boundary and Water Commission’s (IBWC) 25 mgd
advanced primary wastewater treatment plant will be preceded by a dinner of renowned Phil’s BBQ chicken and ribs.
Please consult CWEA’s website or the following link for registration information http://ibwc.eventbrite.com/.
Data Review Committee by Bob Kreg, SCAP
The Data Review Committee continues to meet on a bi-monthly basis and is currently finalizing the updated spill
report and annual questionnaire forms. Spill reporting has been changed to an event based structure as opposed to
the current appearance point structure. Under the new reporting only one spill report needs to be generated even
though the spill might have multiple appearance points. Currently, a new spill report is to be generated for each
appearance point and tied together in the comment section of the report to the single event. Because the new
reporting structure is event based, physical addresses will no longer used. The spill location is defined by latitude and
longitude GPS location. Non-essential or repetitive questions have been removed from the reporting structure. The
size of the Category II spill report has been reduced in size by approximately 30%. This was done to offset the
additional time needed for the new Private Lateral Sewage Discharge (PLSD) reporting. The revised reporting and
questionnaire forms should be completed to coincide with the adoption of the new proposed WDR.
At the May 31, 2011 meeting Russell Norman of the SWRCB discussed the state’s automatic email compliance
reminder. If an agency forgets their monthly no spill report or has not updated their annual questionnaire an email is
automatically generated and sent to the agency as a reminder. Currently the emails are sent to everyone who is on
the state’s contact list for that agency. Russell stated that they would look into creating a way that the agency could
determine who would receive the compliance emails. Russell also reported that the comments concerning the
proposed revisions to the WDR had been posted on the state’s website and that staff was working on a response to
the comments for the SWRCB. He is also encouraging the SWRCB management to proceed with a workshop before
adoption of the revisions.
The next meeting of the Data Review Committee is scheduled for 10:00 am June 21, 2011 with the location to be
announced.
Agency Performance Report by Bob Kreg, SCAP
During the latter part of March the SWRCB released for agency review the Agency Performance Report. The Agency
Performance Report compares each agency’s spill frequency and spill volume to similar agencies in their Region and
the state. Spills per 100 miles of pipe and volume of spills per 100 miles of pipe are the indices used for the
comparison. Spills are also broken down by category I and II and private spills. On separate charts the spill cause is
compared between agencies within the Region and the state. Static information is also displayed as is data on the
agency’s compliance with the development and implementation of their SSMP. All the data is obtained from the
questionnaire, which is updated annually, and the Category I and II spill reports. Agencies are not asked for
additional data. Although, the SWRCB staff had intended releasing the Agency Performance Report to the public in
May 2011, the public release has been pushed back to possibly July 2011. The delay is to allow the state time to

10

June 2011
Homepage

Air Report

Biosolids Report

Collections Report

Energy Report

Water Report

incorporate enhancements to the report suggested by stakeholders during the agency review period. These
enhancements include additional charts comparing spill causes and possible comparisons of agencies with similar
miles of pipeline. There may also be a comparison of how many spills reach surface water.
WDR Deadlines by Bob Kreg, SCAP
Agencies who serve a population greater than 100,000 should have had their internal 2 year SSMP audits completed
by May 2, 2011. Those agencies serving populations of 10,000 to 100,000 must have their internal 2 year SSMP
audits completed by August 2, 2011. After the completion of the internal audit it should be placed with the agency’s
SSMP.

ENERGY MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE REPORT
Andre Schmidt, Chair
aschmidt@lacsd.org

Chris Berch, Vice Chair
cberch@ieua.org

Energy Management Committee Semi-Annual Update by Andre Schmidt, LACSD
The energy management committee has been monitoring the following issues over the past 6 months:
Major Issues
 CPUC Rules on Tradable Renewable Energy Credits (TRECs) and Renewable Energy Credits (RECs).
 CA Senate Bill SB X1-2 re: increasing California’s Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS) to 33%.
 Pipeline Biomethane from POTWs.
 Revisions to the Self-Generation Incentive Program (SGIP)
Other Issues
 Western Renewable Energy Informational System (WREGIS).
 NoxTech Technology.
 CARB’s Cap and Trade Program.
 GHG Offsets.
 Fuel Cell technology.
 Wind and Solar Power.
In October, the SCAP Energy Management Committee in cooperation with the California Wastewater Climate
Change Group (CWCCG) is tentatively planning an afternoon seminar featuring presentations by George Crawford
and Dimitri Katehis of CH2MHill on the Strass WWTP in Austria, which is internationally renowned for its very
progressive renewable energy program. More information will follow as we continue to pull this program together.
Next SCAP Energy Management committee Meeting by John Pastore, SCAP
The next meeting of the Energy Management Committee will be jointly held with the SCAP Air Quality Committee
and is scheduled for July 27th at the City of Escondido’s Hale Avenue WWTP. The meeting will feature a tour of the
Southern California Gas Company’s Biogas Pretreatment project, which is testing the ability to treat digester gas
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prior to introducing it into its natural gas distribution pipeline. The meeting will be held jointly with the SCAP Air
Quality Committee. The committee chairs conducted a pre-tour of the project last month and were quite impressed
with the equipment and layout. An agenda and registration information will be forthcoming in early July.

WATER ISSUES COMMITTEE REPORT
Valerie Housel, Chair
housel_va@sbcitywater.org

Al Javier, Vice Chair
javiera@emwd.org

Water Issues Semi-Annual Update by Valerie housel, City of San Bernardino Water Department
As our fiscal year comes to an end, I felt it worthwhile to list a recap of the important issues our SCAP Water Issues
Committee has been tracking for the past 6 months.
Major Issues
 SWRCB Draft Policy for Toxicity Assessment and Control.
 Sediment Quality Objectives for Enclosed Bays and Estuaries.
 The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA).
 EPA rulemaking for pesticide regulation, specifically for pyrethroids.
Other Issues
 Developing Biological Objectives for Perennial Wadeable Streams in CA.
 Advisory Panel for CECs in Coastal and Marine Ecosystems.
 Development of Model Water Softener Ordinance.
 Salt Management Studies.
 Green Chemistry Initiative.
 Mercury TMDL & Objective.
 Draft General Industrial Storm Water Permit
The next meeting of the SCAP Water issues Committee is tentatively scheduled for July 28th at the Inland Empire
Utilities Agency and will feature presentations related to water recycling regulations.
Pesticide and Consumer Product Regulatory Improvement to Protect POTWs by John Pastore, SCAP
I wish to thank all of the SCAP agencies that responded to the Clean Water Summit Partners request for funding
towards regulatory oversight of EPA’s rulemaking regarding future pesticide regulation. SCAP received pledges from
a number of agencies totaling $12,500 that will assist with the continuing effort by Dr. Kelly Moran of TDC
Environmental, LLC.
Water Issues Committee Meeting by John Pastore, SCAP
The Water Issues Committee met on May 5th at the offices of the Inland Empire Utilities Agency and enjoyed one of
its largest turnouts ever for a committee meeting, with over 40 participants in attending . We were honored to have
Santa Ana RWQCB Executive Officer Kurt Berchtold address our committee concerning an overview of critical issues
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affecting wastewater agencies both statewide and in Region 8. Additional presentations were made by Dudek staff,
Joe Monaco, Anita Hayworth and Lydia Roach, regarding the Santa Ana sucker, the Endangered Species List process,
Endocrine Disruptors and their effects on freshwater biology respectively; an update on the SWRCB WET Policy by
Phil Markle of LACSD; and a discussion on the development of a model water softener control ordinance by IEUA’s
Martha Davis.

ANNOUNCEMENTS
The City of Los Angeles invites you to view our 2010 Biosolids Environmental Management System Program
Performance Report. The report provides information on program performance, regulatory compliance,
environmental improvements, audit results, and updates on projects such as the Terminal Island Renewable Energy.
If you have any questions or comments about the report please contact us at the information included below.
Contact Information:
Biosolids EMS Hotline 310-648-5877
Biosolids EMS e-mail address: san.biosolidsems@lacity.org

Non Sequitur:
Men will lie on their backs, talking about the fall of man, and never make an effort to get up.
…..Thoreau
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