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Executive Director’s Message
STORMWATER, THE FINAL FRONTIER?

COPS AND WATERERS!
IS THERE ANYTHING LEFT TO REGULATE?
Can you believe it! It’s June already and half of the
year has come and gone. Without a doubt, this has
been the busiest 6 months I can remember in quite
a while. Here at SCAP we are in the midst of a
stretch of conducting 8 committee meetings and a
board of directors meeting within a 6 week period.
I know that in talking with many of you, this year
has been just as hectic for our agency members as
well. A good sign that the economy is rebounding. Another sign of an
improving economy is the work being done on our roads and highways. I
don’t think there is a road I drive on these days that isn’t being resurfaced
or expanded. Unfortunately, I still do not see a lot of work being done in
terms of replacing our nation’s aging underground infrastructure,
particularly sewer pipes. According to the SWRCB Office of Enforcement’s
Jim Fischer, that remains one of the highest areas of concern for the state
in terms of proactive sewer spill prevention. To make matters worse, many
cities, counties and districts that are already trying to stretch their available
dollars must now start planning for major expenditures associated with
storm water pollution prevention.
Major changes are underway
throughout the state beginning with agencies within the jurisdiction of the
San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board. The recently enacted
Order No. R9-2013-0001 sets forth new regulations for the control of
runoff from municipal separate storm sewer systems, commonly referred
to as MS4s.
It appears that the new Order is somewhat esoteric in nature, putting the
onus on each copermittee to customize their plans, programs and
monitoring requirements to determine the effective best management
practices (BMPs) and measures necessary to comply with this Order. While
the Regional Board recognizes that costs of implementation are difficult to
ascertain and reported costs vary widely, they cite numerous studies,
involving implementation of previous phases of the MS4 program
throughout the state, that have estimated the cost to be anywhere
between $9.00 and $46.00 per household.
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Now compare that with typical sewer service charges and it becomes apparent that the cost of MS4 implementation
for many agencies could result in the doubling of charges to their customers. Obviously, agencies have little choice
these days but to pass on the additional cost of compliance. But wait! The good news is - the Regional Board
believes that the actual per household cost to implement this new Order will only be a fraction of the costs
previously identified in the studies. And, oh by the way, I have some great ocean front property for sale in Arizona in
case you are interested.
Looking into my crystal ball, I can see a future where an agency may be spending major resources on enforcement of
their storm water BMPs, even going so far as to employ the services of “water cops” to patrol the streets looking for
illegal runoff from lawn sprinklers or maybe grass clippings that have found their way into the gutter. I may be totally
off base here, but I truly believe the regulatory landscape within the state is changing radically and seemingly without
regard to the bottom line cost to the customer. In doing so, there may come a time when the public says “enough
already”. I sincerely hope that I am wrong!
Nervously 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.

Hoover Dam – The ultimate water/energy nexus!
Photo courtesy of Ralph Palomares
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Clean Water Summit Partners Update by John Pastore, SCAP (reprinted from May 2013 edition)
The California Clean Water Summit Partners Meeting met in Sacramento on May 1st and met with Mr. Cris Carrigan,
Director of the Water Board’s Office of Enforcement along with enforcement staff members Matthew Buffleben and
Jim Fischer. While the Summit Partners discussed a number of interesting issues, the importance of this meeting
centered on the candid discussions with Mr. Carrigan, who shared his views on several areas of interest to the
wastewater community.
To understand Mr. Carrigan’s predisposition for enforcement, one needs to look no further than his experience as a
former attorney specializing in enforcement of the Clean Water Act. As Mr. Carrigan explained, the Office of
Enforcement is relatively new, having been established only 7 years ago by the Water Board in an effort to address
three issues of concern by the regulated community: 1) criticism over claims that the severity of violations were
dictated by geographic location; 2) claims that there was no clear or recognizable criteria established to determine
the amounts of enforcement proceedings prompting the need for better transparency; and 3) claims that the
SWRCB’s administrative proceedings lacked neutrality due to a convergence of authority within the Water Board.
According to Mr. Carrigan, his office provides support to the nine regional boards enforcement units in nearly all
prosecution cases. When asked about his office’s goals, he stated that goal #1 was to minimize unpermitted
discharges and violators of permitted discharges; goal #2 was to educate the permitted community by acting as a
conduit of pertinent information; and goal #3 was to incentivize funding for those permittees that are doing a good
job of compliance.
Mr. Carrigan went on to explain that Cleanup & Abatement monies are available through the Division of Financial
Assistance and the objective is to bring those entities on the lower end of compliance up towards the average level,
while working with the leaders in compliance to get their examples out to everyone.
Presently, his office’s priorities include: producing a paper as a direct result of the WDR-SSO audits; working on a Title
27 initiative for mines & landfills to ensure that their financial assurance programs are in-place; and an SSO audit
initiative. Mr. Carrigan also addressed his office’s recent emphasis on pretreatment program enforcement citing the
perceived need for tighter scrutiny based on some current “bad actors”. These bad actors are mostly permittees
with cease and desist orders or that are in non-compliance because of the lack of an acceptable pretreatment
program.
When asked from his standpoint, “what we as public agencies can be doing better”, Mr. Carrigan turned this over to
his staff who responded that based on their inspections two major areas come to mind. First, the lack of standard
operating procedures (SOPs) by most agencies; and second, a lack of sufficient documentation. In their opinion,
capital improvement project programs need to include a much more detailed schedule documenting the sources of
funding and implementation activities. Also, they feel rehabilitation of existing facilities is sorely lacking by most
agencies.
Lastly, Mr. Carrigan stated that they welcomed having any technical experts come in and meet with his staff to better
educate them on collection system issues, such as force main inspection and rehabilitation, etc.
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AIR QUALITY COMMITTEE REPORT
Kris Flaig, Chair
kris.flaig@lacity.org

David Rothbart, Vice Chair
drothbart@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, Chair-City of LA
During the past year, the CWCCG, in cooperation with CASA, has shifted its emphasis back to the original greenhouse
gas (GHG) focus as CASA created an Energy Committee whose bailiwick includes renewable energy. In this context,
the CWCCG revised its climate change (CC) direction, placing emphasis on the following.
•
AB 32 revised Scoping Plan
•
GHG Mandatory Reporting Requirements (MRRs)
•
Implementation of CARB’s Cap and Trade Program
•
Cross-media issues
•
Relevant local and regional CC policies as the impact and relate to State-wide concerns
•
Federal CC policies, such as resiliency and adaptation incentives and initiatives
•
Working with other committees and organizations
•
Pertinent legislative items
Due to this new direction, the CWCCG and CASA advertised for a RFP with a revised scope for a new Program
Manager. The three (3) respondents, Clean Tech Advocates, RMC, and Carollo, each with very good qualifications,
demonstrated various individual qualities. In the end, the Steering Committee selected Carollo Engineers with Sarah
Deslauriers as the new CWCCG Program Manager.
During the past few months, Sarah has demonstrated that she was a good choice, taking the bull by the horns,
conducting a kick-off meeting with the Steering Committee, and addressing the following issues already:
 On April 23rd, submitted a comment letter to CARB on the draft Cap & Trade Auction Proceeds Investment
Plan and on April 25th, provided verbal comments at the CARB Hearing. These comments supported CASA's
prior comments and spelled out support for Waste-to-Energy, Forest Management, Agricultural
Management, Waste Diversion, and Low-Carbon Fuels, as each pertains to POTW plant products, and toward
meeting multiple AB 32 goals.
 On April 29th, submitted a comment letter to ICLEI on the draft Recycling and Composting Protocol. This was
a brief well-documented tutorial on the benefits of incorporating protocols that address production of biogas
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and digestate, explaining that both provide renewable resources and net GHG emission reductions, which
this Protocol should include.
On May 1st, coordinated and participated in a meeting at EBMUD with Equilibrium Capital Group to discuss
potential funding for OWD projects at POTWs.
On May 3rd, held a kickoff meeting with the CWCCG SC to establish general expectations and protocols for
managing my time and how to prioritize efforts.
On May 16th, held a monthly CWCCG meeting. In preparation for this meeting and future meetings, perform
routine checks on climate change-related issues to determine what (if any) need to be
announced/addressed.
On May 17th, submitted a comment letter to USEPA on their draft Technical Corrections to the GHG MRR
Program. These comments point out the practical problems with retroactively applying AR4 GWPs to
previous reporting years (2010 through 2012).

Of the 69 original AB32 Scoping Plan Measures, 9 early measures have been implemented, including Cap & Trade,
Landfill Methane Control and Low Carbon Fuel Standard, have been implemented. Presently, only two POTWs
generate sufficient GHGs to be nabbed by Cap & Trade. However, several of the larger agencies must look sharply to
evaluate whether they are required to report, but not verify, emissions between 10,000 tpy and 25,000 tpy CO2e.
These regulations more or less address GHG emissions. Most of the other AB32 Scoping Plan Measures that may
affect SCAP agencies address renewable energy, typically from our digester gas and landfill gas.
CWCCG’s scope, is again primarily focused on GHG emissions, with the SCAP Energy Committee and CASA (Statewide)
Energy Committee now more squarely addressing renewable energy issues, in an effort to make it easier for POTWs
to be represented in an efficient manner in regards to State and federal GHG emissions and renewable energy
programs.
Litigation Update by David Rothbart, Vice Chair—LACSD
Of the many lawsuits that can impact facilities located in the South Coast Air Basin, the most troubling is probably the
challenge to EPA’s approval of SJVAPCD Rule 3170. On October 19, 2012, Medical Advocates for Healthy Air, Latinos
United for Clean Air, Sierra Club, NPCA and NRDC challenged EPA’s approval of this rule (Ninth Circuit Case No. 1273386). SJVAPCD Rule 3170 provides an alternative compliance strategy to satisfy Section 185 of the federal Clean
Air Act. Without this alternative compliance strategy, “major” stationary sources will be liable for this significant
penalty, each year, with an annual escalator, until the 1-hour ozone standard is achieved.
Environmental groups are also challenging EPA’s approval of SCAQMD Rule 317, which provides the same alternative
compliance strategy. However, SJVAPCD Rule 3170 will be litigated prior to SCAQMD Rule 317, which will probably
determine the fate of the alternative compliance strategy contained in both rules. If the alternative compliance
strategy is eliminated, the penalty is estimated to be about $30 million per year for “major” stationary sources in the
South Coast Air Basin. SCAP will be remitting an amicus brief supporting EPA’s approval of Rule 3170 by June 7, 2013.
‘Mid-Year Recap’ - Air Quality Committee Major Issues in 2013
•
•
•
•

2015 Air Quality Management Plan
CAPCOA Policy-making on PERP Equipment
SCAQMD Rule 1315 new litigation
SCAQMD Rule 317 new litigation
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SJVAPCD Rule 3170 new litigation
5-Year Update of AB 32 Scoping Plan
Various state and federal legislative bills
CalRecycle permitting of anaerobic digestion of food waste
SCAQMD Rule 219 biofilter exemption and Rule 222
SCAQMD Permit Modernization Efforts
SCAQMD Rule 1304.1 and SB 389
ICLEI Community ProtocolAB1900 – CARB/OEHHA Process
AB32 Cap and Trade issues

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

Conferences, Workshops Update by Matt Bao, Chair-LACSD
8th Annual California Bioresources Alliance Symposium, "A Call to Action", September 18-19, 2013 – The eighth
annual California Bioresources Alliance Symposium will be held on September 18-19, 2013 from 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM
at the Cal/EPA Building, 1001 I Street, Sacramento. CPUC Commissioner Carla Peterman will give a keynote on the
future of bioenergy, and the opening session will focus on recent California legislation addressing bioresources.
Other sessions include an update on the Bioenergy Action Plan, biogas challenges faced by wastewater treatment
plants, the federal/state dairy digester initiative and dairy clustering, forestry products and urban residuals options,
facility siting issues, and use of bioresources for mine reclamation.
The afternoon of the second day there will be a field trip to the Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant to
see the Sacramento Municipal Utilities District biogas enhancement project and the Synagro biosolids pelletizer. The
symposium brings together sector professionals, municipalities, regulators, legislators, state and federal agencies,
researchers, financers, and others involved in California organic residuals. The two day event is co-hosted by
University of California (UC) Davis Extension and the US Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9. Contact Lauren
Fondahl, US EPA Region 9, at fondahl.lauren@epa.gov (415) 972-3514 for more information on the content of the
symposium, or Magy Hoyer at mehoyer@ucdavis.edu (530) 754-8508 for information on registration, becoming a
sponsor, or other questions about the Symposium.
AB 371 – (Salas) Sewage sludge: Kern County Bill Moved to Assembly “Inactive File” by Tom Meregillano, Vice
Chair-OCSD
After several weeks of strong lobbying efforts both by the CASA legislative team and significant grassroots efforts
from the CASA membership, AB 371 was essentially “parked” when it was placed in the “Inactive File” during the
Assembly Floor Session held on May 16, 2013. CASA, the City of Los Angeles., San Francisco PUC, Los Angeles County
Sanitation Districts, Orange County Sanitation District, and other launched an “all hands on deck” effort, lobbying all
of the Assembly Members on the bad precedent that the bill would enact, as well as informing members of the
ongoing litigation, and presenting the sound science supporting land application of biosolids.
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A significant influence was the compelling letters sent in from CASA, SCAP and other regional association members
and cities. Many legislative offices noted that they had received letters from member agencies in their districts
expressing opposition to the bill. The letters from individual agencies were also used by CASA in lobbying efforts,
appealing specific legislators by demonstrating the direct local impact of the bill. As a result, during the Assembly
Floor Session, AB 371 was procedurally moved from the “Third Reading File” – where bills are set to be eligible for a
vote of the entire body – to the “Inactive File” – where bills are sent when they have either failed passage, are no
longer being pursued, or are dropped for another reason. While this is a significant victory, the bill could still
technically be moved from the Inactive File prior to the deadline for bills to be passed from their House of Origin on
May 31st; however, at this time CASA believes this is unlikely. SCAP would like to express sincere gratitude to CASA
for leading this effort. (Source Greg Kester, CASA)
Measure E Litigation by Diane Gilbert-Jones, Vice Chair-City of LA
The City of Los Angeles, along with other affected Southern California biosolids generators, managers, haulers, and
farmers, recently secured a major victory as the California Court of Appeal affirmed in all respects a preliminary
injunction against Kern County’s enforcement of Measure E, a voter initiative banning recycling of biosolids via land
application at Plaintiffs’ farms in Kern County. This is a continuation of their federal case that blocked
implementation of Measure E from 2006 through 2010, prior to the current preliminary injunction entered in state
court. The Court of Appeal’s published 34-page opinion allows biosolids land application to continue pending the
outcome of the case [City of Los Angeles v. Kern County, 214 Cal. App. 4th 394 (2013)]. The Court held that the
Measure E ban likely conflicted with state law recycling mandates. The Court also ruled that Measure likely exceeded
Kern County’s authority because the ban on land application did not accommodate the needs of Southland
communities to manage biosolids. The Court further observed that Kern County had presented no evidence of harm
to the environment or public safety from continued land application of biosolids. Kern has petitioned the California
Supreme Court for further review. If the Supreme Court does not grant review on or around June 21, the case will
return to the superior court in Tulare County for further proceedings.
‘Mid-Year Recap’ - Biosolids Committee Major Issues in 2013
Ordinances
 Kern County (Measure E)
 Solano County (Measure E)
 Imperial County
 San Luis Obispo County
State and Regional
 CalRecycle FOG/ Food Waste Digestion
 CDFA Regulations on Rendering
 Proposed Statewide Waiver of WDRs for Composting Facilities
EPA and National
 EPA Disinvestment in Biosolids
 Biosolids Solid Waste Definition
 EPA MACT Standards
 Arsenic Cancer Slope Factor
 EPA Standards for Sewage Sludge Incinerators
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Research
 Pyrethroids
 Trace Organics Activities
 WEF Biogas Study

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

Dindo Carrillo, Vice Chair
dcarrillo@ocsd.com

Collection Systems Committee Update by Ralph Palomares, Chair - El Toro WD
The San Juan Capistrano Community Center provided the perfect setting for our May 21st Collection Systems
Committee meeting. Many thanks to our host Ziad Mazboudi from the City of San Juan Capistrano for arranging the
use of their facilities for our meeting. Ziad has offered us the use of their community center for future meetings and
I am sure we will be taking him up on his offer. If you happened to miss this meeting, John has posted the
presentations on the SCAP website here.
The four and one-half hour meeting was attended by a good crowd of roughly 50 individuals and was packed with
timely and informative topics aimed at helping you
and your agency keep up with the never-ending task of
staying current on new regulations. The meeting
featured a WDR MRP update by committee Vice Chair
Dindo Carrillo; a presentation on the new Globally
Harmonized System affecting employers existing
Hazard Communication programs by ACWA/JPIA
consultant, Peter Kuchinsky; the latest news on
calcium deposits in sewer lines by one of our associate
members, NCIP’s Joe Parker;
training on what to expect from
future WDR audits, inspections and enforcement by our old friend, Jim Fischer, who was kind
enough to fly all the way down from Sacramento to visit us; and who also brought along Todd
Eising from the City of Folsom. Todd shared with us his recent WDR
audit experiences. We also had a presentation on a new technology for
locating and identifying sewer line defects and leaks by ElectroScan’s,
Mark Grabowski and lastly by Alexander Dale, who provided
information on the elimination of odors in wet wells using an
environmentally friendly product called ECO-CATALYST. As an added benefit for those in
attendance, SCAP provided CWEA contact hours for participating in the session.
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‘Mid-Year Recap’ – Sewer Collection Systems Committee Major Issues in 2013
Regulatory Issues
 Re-focusing from the SWRCB new Draft SSS WDR to the now proposed amendments to the WDR SSO
Monitoring and Reporting Program. This new MRP is scheduled for adoption and will incorporate many new
stringent requirements that were originally in the now defunct revised SSS WDR.
 Revisions and updates to SWRCB-CIWQS SSO reporting program.
 SWRCB WDR SSMP Audits.
 Potential WDR requirements on electrical controls and SCADA
Non-Regulatory Issues
 Flushable wipes.
 Development of an accepted spill volume calculation model.
 Force main assessment.
 Odor and corrosion control measures.
 CCTV technological advances.
 Study of spill incident cases and enforcement.
 Composite manhole covers evaluation.
“Sewer laterals replaced for free in Lower Linda Mar” by Jane Northrop, Pacifica Tribune Staff Writer
City Council approved Monday a way for the city to pay for the repair of
homeowners' sewer lateral pipes, but only those that have been identified as
being in the worst shape in lower Linda Mar.
Those to be replaced are on Arguello Boulevard, Anza Drive, Balboa Way,
Cervantes Way, De Solo Drive, Encanto Way, Fernandez Way, Peralta Avenue and
Crespi Drive. These areas were identified in the Collection System Master Plan
because of the structural defects and capacity deficiencies of the main lines and laterals and the high inflow and
infiltration in the area.
The project will replace 9,900 feet of sewer laterals in 254 residences, 7,940 feet of mainlines and upsizing 2,450 feet
of mainlines to increase capacity and upsize existing pipes along Arguello Boulevard and De Solo Drive. The
estimated cost is $1.5 million. The replacement of the 254 laterals will fulfill some of the city's obligations with the
State Water Regional Control Board and with the settlement agreement with Our Children's Earth Foundation.
Both require the city to fund $820,000 and develop an extensive lateral program to replace a total of 482 defective
private sewer laterals, of which 167 will be voluntary and owners will get a reimbursement of $1,000 and 282 will be
mandatory and owners will get $1,950.35 for reimbursement. The remaining $103,001 will be used to replace the
last 33 laterals along the gasoline tainted area of the downtown Palmetto business district.
The 254 laterals affected by this project fall under this mandatory category. The replacement will get a funding of
$495,389 (254 x $1,950.35) from the city's $820,000 obligation. The normal cost of the lateral replacement for each
household if done individually is about $5,000. However, since the laterals are being upgraded as a project with the
replacement of the sewer mainlines, the average cost has come down to $1,940 per household, which is about the
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same amount of the reimbursement. In light of this, the city will be covering the cost of the lateral replacements at
no cost to the property owner. After seeking bids, the apparent low bidder out of eight companies that submitted
bids, is Ranger Pipelines, Inc., at $1.3 million. Staff recommends award of contract to Ranger Pipelines. Ranger
completed the sanitary sewer improvements at Bower Road Project last year and staff is satisfied with their work.
Posted: 05/14/2013 05:00:47 PM PDT

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

Chris Berch, Vice Chair
cberch@ieua.org

Final Decision Approved on Feed-in Tariff Program by Andre Schmidt, Chair - LACSD
The California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approved a final decision on May 23 adopting the Joint Standard
Contract for the legislated revisions to the Feed-in Tariff programs. This decision clears the way for the new program
to go into effect in August. This decision effects changes legislated in 2011 to the existing feed-in tariff programs,
referred to as the WATER and CREST tariffs by SCE and as the WATER and CRE tariffs by SDG&E. Eligible project size
has been increased from 1.5 MW to 3 MW. Pricing will now be market-based rather than based on the Market Price
Referent. The remainder of the original 750 MW allotted to the feed-in tariff programs will be carried over, and will
be divided equally between three categories: baseload, peaking, and as-available. Biogas projects at POTWs would
fall into the baseload category, and would compete against other baseload technologies such as small hydro and
geothermal.
Pricing will be based on the Renewable Market Adjusting Tariff mechanism, and will be independent for each
category. Every two months, a new block of capacity will be made available for each category. If there are not
enough takers in a category at the current price, the price will be increased according to an established formula for
the next capacity block. If all capacity is subscribed, the price will go down according to a formula.
It had been hoped that the new feed-in tariff program would create an opportunity for POTWs to sell excess energy
production, which some plants currently have available due to co-digestion or solar projects in conjunction with
traditional cogeneration. However the terms of the tariff are likely to make it unattractive for POTWs in excess sales
arrangements. This is due to the fact that the seller is only allowed to change the contract quantity one time during
the 10-year minimum agreement. And the contract has penalties if guaranteed energy production amounts are not
met. This is difficult to ensure for a POTW where onsite loads are unpredictable over the long term. Still the Feed-in
Tariff may create an opportunity for POTWs where there is interest in developing an export-only project.
Other opportunities will hopefully emerge with the implementation of SB1122, which was passed last fall and creates
an additional 250 MW of feed-in tariff capacity for bioenergy projects. The CASA Energy Workgroup is engaged in the
SB 1122 proceeding at the CPUC to advocate for greater flexibility for excess sales arrangements, and to ensure that
a wide variety of POTW projects would qualify, such as repowering and power augmentation through co-digestion.
Pipeline Biomethane Standards Taking Shape by Andre Schmidt, Chair - LACSD
AB 1900 was signed into law last fall, mandating open access to common carrier natural gas pipelines for biomethane
based on standards to be adopted by the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC). A pipeline biomethane
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proceeding is currently underway at the CPUC to set concentrations of constituents of concern (COCs) to protect
public health and ensure pipeline integrity and safety, as well as to establish requirements for monitoring, testing,
reporting, and recordkeeping. Health protective standards are to be based on recommendations of CARB and OEHHA
which were released in a May 15 report. The CARB/OEHHA report identified six COCs for wastewater biogas (Table
1). For COC concentrations under the Trigger level, annual testing would be required. For COC concentrations under
the Lower Action Level, quarterly testing would be required. Concentrations above the Lower Action Level would
result in temporary high frequency monitoring or shutdown. The CASA Energy Workgroup has reviewed the
CARB/OEHHA recommendations and determined that they should not be difficult to meet based on the performance
of current projects. However there is concern that the gas utilities will push for more stringent standards to ensure
pipeline integrity.
In additional to adopting standards, the CPUC is tasked with identifying impediments that limit procurement of
biomethane in California and adopting policies and programs that promote the in-state production and distribution
of biomethane. The CPUC has indicated that the costs of meeting the adopted standards will be considered after the
standards are established, and that the possibility of subsidies for biomethane projects will be considered.
Table 1: CARB/OEEHHA Wastewater Biomethane Heath Based Standards Recommendations
Risk Management Levels - Health Based Standards
(ppmv)
Trigger Level
Lower Action Upper Action
Level
Level
Constituent of Concern
Carcinogenic Constituents of Concern
p-Dichlorobenzene
0.95
9.5
24
Ethylbenzene
6
60
150
Vinyl Chloride
0.84
3.3
8.3
Non-carcinogenic Constituents of Concern
Hydrogen Sulfide
22
Alkyl Thiols (Mercaptans) 12
Toluene
240

216
120
2,400

1,080
610
12,000

May 30th Energy Management Meeting by John Pastore, SCAP
The second meeting of the SCAP energy Management Committee was held at the Los Angeles County Sanitation
Districts office on May 30th and featured presentations by some of our Associate members: Helio Power/Helio Energy
Solutions; Noble Solutions/Noble Americas; and Anaergia Services, as well as our own committee chair, LACSD’s
Andre Schmidt. For those of you who could not attend but would like to see what you missed, a copy of all the
presentations have been posted on the SCAP website here.
Andre started things off by providing an update on the role of the newly formed CASA Energy Workgroup and other
current issues such as:
 Feed-in Tariffs
 Pipeline Biomethane
 Governor’s Water Energy Nexus Workshop
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Funding programs
New Legislation and Low Carbon Fuel Standard

The next presenters were Nick Weber from Helio Power and Mike Murray from Helio Energy that shared their
experiences on Energy Cost Optimization and how using real time energy monitoring to quantify & manage energy
costs can benefit our POTWs.
Following next were the folks from Noble Solutions/Noble Americas, Mike Lee & Greg Bass, who updated us on all
aspects of the RPS Market, including impacts to power rates/Distributed Generation/ RPS REC creation; Market
Reopening/Status of AB1350/Reopening of Direct Access and the Role of SCAP members. Also discussed was the
status of the San Onofre nuclear power plant; its impacts to the wholesale & bundled energy rates; and the potential
impacts to public agencies.
Lastly, we heard from David Schneider of Anaergia Services about Victor Valley WRA’s Omnivore System & scheduled
upgrades to their Biogas System. VVWRA’s General Manager, Logan Olds, was also in attendance to provide
additional insight into several of his projects.
Again, thanks to all of our Associate members for their contributions and as always, I encourage any of our Associates
to feel free to contact me with ideas they may have for future presentations.
May 15th Governor’s Office Workshop on SONGS and Water/Wastewater Energy Nexus by John Pastore, SCAP
SCAP was invited to participate in a series of energy workshops sponsored by the
Governor’s Office that are being held in Southern California to explore ways in which
water/wastewater agencies can assist in helping the state meet its electrical production
goals in 2013 and beyond. The following are highlights of the May 15th workshop held
at the Santa Margarita Water District, in which SCAP Energy Committee Chair Andre
Schmidt, Vice Chair Chris Berch, Executive Director John Pastore and SCAP member
EMWD’s Dan Howell participated and made presentations.
MEETING OBJECTIVES
1. Frame the issues
2. Develop as many specific actionable ideas for summer 2013 water sector demand response as possible
3. Identify water and energy utility partnerships to implement demand response messaging and actions
OPENING COMMENTS FROM GOVERNOR’S OFFICE [Cliff Rechtschaffen]
• Need for near-term (Summer 2013) action provides a bridge to longer term issues: flexible power, OTC
(once-through-cooling), climate change: less water supplies, more water demand due to hotter
temperatures, etc.
 Need aggressive EE and DR, both for near- and long-term
• Fractured nature of what we are dealing with is evidenced by the number of state agencies that were needed
in this meeting. Regulatory/policy-scape characterized by:
 Compartmentalization of regulations
 Missed opportunities
 Lack of trust
 Need to work collaboratively to overcome these hurdles
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CPUC: Stated are in process now of setting procurement goals for energy storage; “time is now” to inform
CPUC of ideas.

SUMMER 2013/SONGS
• SCE Status
 Issue area is "south of LUGO" aka, the basin area south of San Bernardino Mountains.
 Believe sufficient resources this summer, provided no N-2 event
 Energy costs are higher, so saving energy will reduce costs
 Small risk of a load-shedding event in Orange County
 Summer Discount Plan
 SCE Summer Peak 2012 was approximately 27GWh
 Huntington Beach no longer has air permits, plant being dismantled; synchronous
condensers being run for voltage support only.
• SDG&E
 Similar comments: believe manageable with EE/DR
 SDG&E Peak was 4,600 MW last summer
 Examples of Summer 2013 Programs & Actions Being Taken
 Specific magnitude of DR needed depends; all kW/MW reductions welcome
 Conducting pilot on pool pumps (exact potential TBD)
 SCE/SDG&E will ask water agencies to help identify potential
 Also looking to institutions with big pools
 Local Government Partnerships (LGPs) also have a water component
Water and Wastewater Agency Near-Term Actions Panel
• Long Beach
 Recycled water – 2 kinds of programs:
 Irrigation – Provide 20% discount to customers that agree to interruptible service; there is surplus
demand for this program. Easy to do; can be done in time for this summer.
 Advanced filtration for seawater barrier – in partnership with WRD; seawater barrier is a
good candidate for interruptible load
 Opportunities for coordinated operations between MWD and its retail member agencies;
*follow up item*
 Water conservation in partnership with energy utilities
 “Lawn to Garden” (aka “Cash for Grass”) program – price point was critical in getting
subscriptions. Spend about $400k-$500k per year out of an annual budget of $100M;
affordable and highly successful; reaching 250-300 homes/year. [Note: If property is sold
and new owner wants to tear out plantings and put in lawns, Long Beach asks for the $$$
back.]
• EMWD [D. Howell]
 Annual energy budget $10M-$14M
 Participate in DR programs:
 3.7 MW in Third Party DR aggregation programs
 Plus 9MW in utility interruptible programs
 Receive approximately $600K/year in incentives
 Total approx. 1/3 of peak demand enrolled in DR
 Need SCADA improvements for auto-DR
 3RD party aggregators can help to assess DR potential
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 Higher incentives from energy IOUs would likely increase water agency participation in DR
programs
•

IRWD [P. Weghorst]
 TOU tariffs – pump water off-peak
 Interruptible tariffs
 Optimize water and wastewater treatment processes

Notes:
1. Reducing water consumption may not reduce peak demand because pumping to storage tanks is done offpeak
2. Can rely on reservoirs where power was input in prior years (although impairs carry-forward supplies)
3. Need to look at where peak demand can be reduced; i.e., energy shortages independent of water supplies
Discussion & Q&A on Near-Term W/WW Opportunities/Actions
 Multi-family metering - A key issue is the lack of metering in multi-family residential units throughout the
state. There is no price signal to those not directly paying water bills, and while retrofitting existing multifamily units would be cost prohibitive, requiring that newly constructed multi-family residential units include
sub-metering should be required and legislation is currently being considered to capture this problem.
 Load for new water supplies – is inevitable, but this load can be served by renewables, reduced through
conservation, and create less impact through shifting energy usage (demand and operations) off-peak.
 Budget-Based Rate – IRWD rate structure allocates base rates on basis of amount of water various customer
classes should use based on conservation. Higher amounts of water used are charged at higher rates that
fully allocate costs of water (higher cost marginal supplies). Dual benefit: (a) customers aware of their water
consumption behavior and the economic consequences of that behavior; (b) creates a stable budget for the
water agency.
 Water Distribution Systems – Topography determines operations options. E.g., Santa Margarita WD does not
have groundwater storage; do a lot of pumping, both water and wastewater.
 Energy-Optimized System Design – Needs to be considered during the initial planning and design.
• Water Conservation and Efficiency – Large opportunities still exist to incent additional conservation and
efficiency through tariffs and incentives for efficient appliances.
Panel on Long Term Options
• IEUA [C. Berch]
 Target “Peak Power Independent” by 2020
 Targets meeting future growth in energy demand through efficiency
 Strongly recommend sub-metering to understand just where and how power is being used.
Worked with EnerNOC to submeter loads >=100kW. Cost for 200 meters was about $300k.
EnerNOC put it into their system which reduced initial costs; long-term, prefer to fully
integrate into IEUA’s SCADA system.
 EE Opportunities:
I.
Lots was achieved through operator training
II.
Regulatory Obstacle:
III.
Solar energy can be exported while fuel cell energy is excluded.
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LACSD [A. Schmidt]
 Re: WWTP storage for flow equalization to eliminate diurnal curve:
 Dry weather flow = 50 mgd; 6 mgd storage for optimal flow equalization; could save 2.4kWh/year
 Current incentive programs would cover about 1% of total costs of $25M; this is too low to help
make these investments happen. Avoided cost of incremental treatment plant capacity should be
included in the cost-benefit analysis.

CPUC REPORT [Simon Baker, Energy Division]
• The energy IOU’s already have substantial water/wastewater sector demand response programs in place
including 3 through SDG&E; 107 water/137 wastewater with SCE ; and 67 PG&E with the water sector and
149 with the wastewater sector
• 25% of W/WW agencies participate in ag pumping interruptible programs; 5% in base interruptible programs
• 16MW participate in ADR
• See CPUC report on DR lessons learned: Contact Meredith Younghein for where to find the report on the
CPUC website.
• Next CPUC DR decision expected in July
SCAP [J.Pastore]
• Out of 80 members (publicly-owned treatment works, “POTWs”), 45-50 operate wastewater treatment
plants (WWTPs).
• Conducted survey of small to medium-size WW agencies (typically <5mgd with aerobic digesters (no biogas));
many very interested in renewables, and about 75% said yes, they would consider accessing State Revolving
Fund (SRF) for project financing
• J.Pastore will send results of survey to anyone that requests
• Valley Center Case Study: 48% reduction of energy usage over five years from process optimization at a small
treatment plant
PROPOSED CHANGES TO DR PROGRAMS FOR INCREASED W/WW PARTICIPATION
• Larger incentives, more notice, and fewer events
• Allow export excess power to grid [Note: Water agencies indicated willingness to export excess energy for no
compensation this summer; but long-term, want to be compensated.]
• Dollars for ALL DR (not just ADR)
 Start with DR; transition to ADR; eventually get to 30 minute products for larger agencies
SCE
Water Sector Opportunities
• Integrated Demand Side Management (IDSM) = Distributed >Synchronized >Integrated
 Water sector is natural adopter of IDSM: longer term perspective on investments; ability to do EE,
DR and DG
SCE Resources Being Deployed for Summer 2013
• Established Water-Energy Program Advisory Group [WET-PAG]
• Technical Resources: Customer Account Representatives, Field Engineers
• Programs: Rates, Process Loads, Pump Testing
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SDG&E
SDG&E’s Water-Energy Portfolio (prior & current EE program cycle)
• Partnership with SDCWA (24 member agencies)
 Promotion of Joint Water-Energy Measures: Low flow shower heads, steam traps, drip irrigation,
etc.
 Investment Grade Audits: Last cycle, conducted audits for 8 SDCWA member agencies; came up
with 150 operational ideas. This cycle, will follow-up on recommendations. Estimated potential
from these types of measures is 8% gain in efficiency. How many MWh?
• 2013-14 Leak Loss Detection & Pressure Management: Use acoustic leak detection equipment; adjust zones
with PRVs.
• Managed Landscape: Targeted commercial properties with at least 4 acres of irrigated landscaping; installed
monitored weather-based controllers - experienced water use reductions of 20-60%. Decided to do again for
2013-14 EE cycle. This cycle, hiring California Landscape Contractors Association – they will certify
contractors and roll out program to 200 sites.
• Pilot Project: Bailey Prison: Installed flush valve controllers, low flow shower heads, low flow toilets; saved
300 AF of water in first year. Doing another prison project now.
• Collaborative Project: Lake Hodges Pump Storage project which allows pump storage linked with the
Olivenhain reservoir
• Valley Center Water District: 20% bonus for "comprehensiveness":
• On-Bill Repayment (OBR): expected Q2-2013
NATURAL GAS SOLUTIONS
• Technologies that can address AQ regulations are on the horizon
• Diesel backup generators dispatched once power goes out. German technology injects N. gas into air intake
which reduces diesel usage and accompanying emissions up to 70%. Cost of conversion = $40k/MW; 2 days
to install. There are about 9,000 standby internal combustion engines within SCAQMD’s service area; all
water and wastewater agencies have them. This is one of the few things that could be implemented in time
for summer 2013.
• For 2014+, increase use of DG and mechanical drives to support intermittent renewables and IDSM.
RENEWABLES/DISTRIBUTED GENERATION
• Export Renewables to Grid – Interconnection Agreements (IAs) allow export without compensation
(legislation prohibits payment for excess energy from Net Energy Metered (NEM) projects, although there
are exceptions )
• AB32 Carbon Credit Allowances (CCAs) – IEUA often purchases bundled energy via PPAs so does not
separately address CCAs.
• Sell RECs to IOUs – Current regulations convey RECs to owner of renewable generation facility; IEUA willing to
convey/sell to SCE to help meet RPS goals.
• Suggest programs for partnering between IOUs and Water/Wastewater Agencies on renewables (small
hydro, biogas, etc.).
DISCUSSION SEGMENT
Brian Stevens/CPUC/President Peevey’s Office
• 1978 CPUC decoupled natural gas rates and in 1982 for electricity in order to separate volumetric sales from
revenue as a precursor to energy efficiency programs
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the DR program considerations at this point are the design of cost effective protocols, the determination of
the length of time programs should run (i.e. beyond the three year timeframe), the design for the most grid
reliability taking into consideration renewable power, designing DR programs to decrease the need for
constructing power plant, determining rate barriers to DR, and issues associated with rate design

Rob Oglesby (CEC) /WET CAT Co-Chair
• CEC sets Energy Efficiency standards for water faucets as well as retrofit standards
• Past FERC study on 17% energy reduction from demand reduction, yet we haven't fully realized our
opportunities.
• CEC is interested in identifying near term opportunities for energy reduction in the water sector
Fran Spivy-Weber (SWRCB)/WET CAT Co-Chair
• There are 1000’s of water agencies when we look across the big, medium, and small agencies across the
arenas of water, wastewater, and groundwater with huge energy savings capabilities.
• For now, we would like to focus on targeting small and medium-scale water entities using audits to look at
opportunities for addressing drought, for promoting renewable energy generation in the water/wastewater
sectors, as well as for storage options. We have greatly benefitted from the USEPA Region 9 pilots with
wastewater agencies, and particularly with the California participants in these pilots, by identifying where
opportunities for using SRF funds to address water and energy may exist in the wastewater/recycled water
sector.
• We are also focusing on the benefits of focusing our efforts on regional approaches promoting collaboration
across regional water/wastewater and energy utilities to capture reductions in energy in water as well as on
the generation of renewable energy
• The SONGS challenge has also called us to focus on the importance of working within the IRWM arena where
there is funding to address water and energy savings at the regional level.
• A key portion of our WET CAT AB32 water-energy efforts is to enhance our capacity to reduce GHG emissions
through regulatory alignment, including identifying regulatory conflicts which limit or diminish our
interagency efforts, and policy alignment to ensure our ability to capture the benefits of new technologies in
the water-energy nexus
• We also recognize the critical importance of public for a to discuss the findings of the multiple reports from
the various water-energy pilots as well as other from other sources, which can be useful to build upon our
nascent collaborative efforts to expand our conjoined water and energy efforts statewide.
Allison Brown, Water Policy Advisor to Commissioner Catherine Sandoval, CPUC
• We are particularly interested in rate structures and discount rates in the water sector as we consider
important water and energy projects and their potential effects on rates
Cliff Rechtshaffen, Governor Brown’s Office
• We would like to see more coordinated operations among MWD agencies and it will be important to identify
the expected energy savings with those efforts
• I also heard promising discussions of Edison working with San Diego to explore new opportunities for water
conservation
• We are very interested in hearing agency specific ideas.
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Q&A/Comments/Agency specific ideas:
• MWD generates lots of energy for example at Diamond Valley timing those operations including for the
savings of water-energy. Key to this will be requests from member agencies for this coordinated work. Note:
A suggestion was made for monthly meetings of member agency GM’s (or using existing meetings) to
coordinate these water-energy efforts.
• IEUA notes that rate structure is also a significant issue and asks that incentives be built into rate structures
so that DR may be more deliberately integrated with MWD/among MWD member agencies as those
decisions are now taken on an agency-by-agency basis.
• Note: We need to concretely identify additional opportunities beyond existing programs and we need to
identify or develop the mechanism for doing this. Where are the incentives for doing this? We need to
challenge the water community to operate differently to create partnerships such as those exemplified by
SAWPA’s efforts through the IRWMP platform. We need to identify complimentary, doable projects by
thinking collectively and even beyond the watershed scale.
• Orange Co and IRWD, for example, could show even more complimentary efforts to coordinate peak
pumping through coordination with MWD, i.e. use MWD water at peak times. Note: it might be useful to use
pilot test runs to quantify the energy savings and to ensure that there are no water quality issues.
• San Diego could benefit from coordinating with seasonal water users to bring water down earlier
coordinated with peak demand periods.
• Note: We need to develop an IRWM Grant Program for Energy Management Master Plans to incent their
development with smaller and medium-scale agencies, as many larger agencies already have them.
• Note: Before the economic downturn, even big agencies never had a strong driver to conserve water and/or
energy but with the increased price of water, even larger agencies are looking to energy cost reduction as a
path to contain costs. This is also likely to be a driver for the smaller and medium-scale agencies coupled with
the right balance of policy drivers and incentives.
• Note: The CEC already has Continuous Energy Improvements Program and IRWD, for example, had process
audits down for one year under this program and have now taken advantage of the audit findings. Other
agencies did to be made aware of this audit program and what it can offer their utility.
• Note: Small agencies respond to the immediacies of particular “trigger” points and would benefit from red,
orange, green template triggers” so that they are able to discern the best response and timing of that
response from their particular agency. This is particularly useful in their work with water customers to
accentuate the message regarding timely water and energy conservation.
• All agree that electricity storage technological advances are key to energy reliability. The Governor’ss Office
notes that the CPUC and Municipal Power Companies are working to come up with fuel storage targets to aid
in grid stability.
• Small and medium sized agencies developing Energy Management Plans would benefit from getting their
employees to save energy, and particularly from developing employee idea driven energy savings programs.
• Note: A key need identified is the urgent need to coordinate the conjoined water-energy savings message by
developing complimentary messages across the agencies and energy IOU’s, such as joint water/energy
advertising campaign perhaps bringing water into the Flex Your Power kinds of efforts and energy into state
Smart Water campaigns including an IRWM focus/target.
• Note: The suggestion was also made for coordinating the summer 2013 and beyond DR program with ACWA,
SCAP, CASA, and other water associations and interests groups challenging them to identify any additional
resources they might need to accomplish even greater energy savings, i.e. “we could do more if we
had….x,y,z) and this could be accomplished through workshops where agencies actually sign up to bring
greater energy savings through the identified activities in coordination with energy IOU DR programs
• Note: The suggestion was made for more macro water agency/ACWA, etc. Energy Planning to coordinate the
development of an Integrated Energy Plan over 2 or more years to assist the CPUC and other state energy
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agencies with projects/forecasting re: grid stability. The existing terrain of complex, multiple plans and
shifting tariffs makes it challenging for water agencies to integrate energy planning so the Integrated Plan,
bringing together state agencies and the water/wastewater sector, could help in the development of
programs which make sense for this sector.
Water agencies hope to get additional funding for energy efficiency as new programs mean more staff time
for technical assistance.
Note: The local government partnerships are great but more joint messaging is needed such as “Wait till
Eight” to promote the idea of the energy savings garnered from watering in non-peak hours which will also
result in water conservation from watering during the evening with less water loss due to evaporation.
Note: There is the need for tariff simplicity, and especially in the water/wastewater sectors. Work on tariffs
might be done through SCE’s Advisory Group, among others. There are special opportunities in the combined
water sectors which will be more fully realized with tariff simplicity.
Note: SCE suggests a pilot through the Energy Improvement Program with a water/energy focus.

Cliff Rechtshaffen Summary Points
• The opportunities are clear to develop joint messaging through “wait till 8”
• We need to ask the water associations “what more can you do?”
• More water utilities can set new energy savings goals and be a part of programs such as the SCE Unsung
Heroes program
• Longer term opportunities for DR include a possible special initiative for funding an Integrated Energy
Management Plan
Debbie Davis, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research/Summary Points
• There are great opportunities for “learning in real time”
• With so much going on, there is a need for conference calls to move things forward over the summer
• It would be beneficial to have a review meeting next fall include learning from the summer, barriers
identified, etc.
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR ENGAGING SMALL TO MEDIUM SIZE WATER AND WASTEWATER AGENCIES
• Grant program that helps smaller agencies develop Master Plans: what actions can be taken today vs. what
should be done in the future.
 Potential funding: energy utilities’ “Continuous Energy Improvement” programs
JOINT MESSAGING
• Two time dimensions:
 Summer 2013: Target customers for summer messaging now.
 Thereafter: Focus of messaging changes to more sustained strategies.
• Messaging strategy:
There were different opinions:
 Some felt a generic message such as “save water and save energy” could be rolled out statewide.
Martha Davis felt that the message could be very simple and straightforward; e.g., the importance
of water and energy efficiency. A generic message such as this does not need to be targeted. It
would be beneficial for DWR, energy utilities, and water and wastewater agencies all say the same
things so that the public knows it’s the right thing to do.
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Paul Weghorst (IRWD) felt that messages should be targeted to regions, and it would take too long
to figure that out. He therefore urged that summer 2013 messaging be targeted to those areas
where saving water would really also save energy. He also felt that this group should ask water
and wastewater agencies: What can you do? The more broad the campaign, the less effective it is.
Form a Joint Messaging Working Group [Debbie Davis, OPR]

‘Mid-Year Recap’ – Energy Management Committee Major Issues in 2013















CPUC rules on unbundled Renewable Energy Credits (RECs)
CPUC establishment of a new Feed-In Tariff program
CPUC establishment of policies for pipeline biomethane from POTWs
Utility energy efficiency programs
Power Purchase Agreements
FOG and food waste digestion
Changes to the Self-Generation Incentive Program (SGIP)
Energy efficiency technologies
Emissions control technologies
Gas cleanup technologies
CARB’s Cap and Trade Program
GHG Offsets
Biogas generation technologies such as fuel cells and microturbines
Wind and Solar Power

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

Jennifer Shepardson, Vice Chair
Shepardson_Je@sbcity.org

SWRCB Biological Objectives Policy by John Pastore, SCAP
According to LACSD’s Phil Markle, “the SWRCB staff has released three bio-objective related documents and in the
announcement they indicate that they are interested in your thoughts and encourage questions. The announcement
also indicates that this is not a formal comment period and no deadline for submitting our thoughts and questions is
provided. In making it clear that this is NOT a public document for formal public review, the SWRCB indicated that
such a step will come later in the public process. However, since these are technical guidance documents, there is no
requirement to have a formal public comment period on these documents, so this may be our only opportunity to
provide such input (but we certainly should not expect any formal response). For this reason, we would like to try to
assemble comments, input, and questions for a Tri-TAC/CASA letter for each of the three documents. Additionally, it
is anticipated that these documents (particularly the Causal Assessment Document) will be a significant topic at the
June 5th SWRCB stakeholder group meeting”.
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The SWRCB will conduct a Biological Objectives Stakeholder/ Regulatory Advisory Groups Joint meeting on
Wednesday, June 5, 2013 –9:30 to 4:00 PM at the Joe Serna Jr. Cal/EPA Headquarters Building in Sacramento. If your
agency will be affected by this proposed policy, you are encouraged to attend this workgroup meeting.
Background
The State Water Board utilized a Science Team of experts from the Department of Fish and Wildlife, the Southern
California Coastal Water Research Project, and the US Geological Survey to conduct the technical work necessary to
support development of the State's biological objectives policy. The Science Team has produced draft manuscripts
documenting progress in three technical areas that serve as the foundation for the upcoming bio-objectives policy:
1) Assessing Reference Network Performance, which describes the State’s Perennial Stream Reference Conditions
2)
Maximizing the Applicability of Bioassessment Scoring Tools in Environmentally Complex Regions, which
describes the new California Stream Condition Index (CSCI) for biological objectives that optimizes statewide
consistency with local flexibility
3) Causal Assessment Evaluation and Guidance for California, which describes the stressor identification process
developed by the US EPA and important considerations for its use with bio-objectives”.
The link to access these draft technical documents on our Biological
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/plans_policies/biological_objective.shtml#ref

Objectives

website

is:

These are DRAFT DOCUMENTS. Additional scientific peer review will still occur. As such, the contents may change
and are not to be cited. They are being distributed at the request of the Stakeholder and Regulatory Advisory
Groups. Showing early documentation enhances understanding, communication and transparency.
‘Mid-Year Recap’ – Energy Management Committee Major Issues in 2013














SWRCB Draft Policy for Toxicity Assessment and Control (now redesignated as a Plan)
Sediment Quality Objectives for Enclosed Bays and Estuaries.
Developing Biological Objectives for Perennial Wadeable Streams in CA.
Advisory Panel for CECs in Coastal and Marine Ecosystems.
Regional MS4 Permit for Region 9
Statewide Nutrient Policy.
Statewide Mercury Program.
Statewide Cadmium and Hardness Policy
CIWQS Electronic Reporting Requirements.
Development of Model Water Softener Ordinance.
Salt Management Studies.
Green Chemistry Initiative.
Mercury TMDL & Objective.
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WASTEWATER PRETREATMENT COMMITTEE REPORT
Jim Colston, Chair
JColston@ocsd.com

Barbara Sharatz, Vice Chair
BSharatz@sandiego.gov

June 11th Pretreatment Committee Meeting by John Pastore, SCAP
Please join us for this meeting which will feature a presentation and discussion on the growing problems associated
with disposal of non-dispersibles/flushables into the sewer system. OCSD’s resident expert on the subject, Nick
Arhontes, will fill us in on what is being done locally and nationally to combat this serious problem. We will also
preview SCAP’s newly developed Non-Dispersible Incident Reporting form and corresponding data collection
initiative.
Time permitting, we hope to have an open discussion about cost recovery for pretreatment and source control
activities at the various agencies, both with respect to % recovered, and with respect to Prop 218 and Prop 26
considerations. We also will cover some of the initiatives the SWRCB is planning related to pretreatment program
oversight in California.
‘Mid-Year Recap’ – Wastewater Pretreatment Committee Major Issues in 2013
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Emerging pollutants/SWRCB Requirements for CECs
Federal dental amalgam rule
Nano technology
Water Softeners/TDS local limits
Local limits review/establishment
Pretreatment software
Compliance audits/inspections
Outsourcing pretreatment program
Green chemistry
Salinity management
Pretreatment inspection and monitoring (fieldwork)
Medical industry/hospitals
Groundwater recharge
Home plating operations
Fee/funding for pretreatment programs
Other issues such as: infectious waste, pump stations/rag problems, Industrial Pretreatment Operator
Training/Certification
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ANNOUNCEMENTS

News from EMWD
Public and Governmental Affairs Department
PublicandGovtAffairs@emwd.org

For Immediate Release
Federal, local agencies tour Hemet-San Jacinto Watermaster facilities
Perris, CA (June 3, 2013) — More than two dozen key stakeholders on Friday, May 31, 2013, were able to view the
physical results of a more than two decade process that will help ensure successful water management in the San
Jacinto Valley.
The Hemet-San Jacinto Watermaster, formed in April as a piece of the historic Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians Act,
presented the three-hour tour to representatives from a variety of local, state, federal and tribal agencies.
Among the agencies represented were: Eastern Municipal Water District, Lake Hemet Municipal Water District, city
of Hemet, city of San Jacinto, the Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians, the office of Congressman Raul Ruiz, the U.S.
Bureau of Reclamation, the U.S. Department of the Interior, the office of State Senator Bill Emmerson, the office of
State Assemblyman Brian Nestande and the Riverside County Farm Bureau.
Guests on the tour viewed a pumping plant that delivers raw water to the recharge facility, and took a tour of the 35acre pond site that is the focal point of the Integrated Recharge and Recovery Program.
Interim Watermaster Advisor Behrooz Mortazavi, along with staff from EMWD, helped present during the tour and
answered a variety of questions throughout the event.
The Watermaster is a governing body comprised of representatives from four municipal organizations and a private
representative. It is considered a legal arm of the court and a judicial requirement of the stipulated judgment of the
Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians Settlement Act.
The Watermaster will meet on a regular basis to help work toward the goal of replenishing the San Jacinto
Groundwater Basin, which had been overdrawn by more than 10,000 acre feet of water per year for several decades.
One acre foot is enough to provide two families water for an entire year.
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Eastern Municipal Water District will recharge roughly 7,500 acre feet of water into the newly constructed 35-acre
recharge basin on an annual basis. The water is from the State Water Project, purchased from the Metropolitan
Water District of Southern California under the settlement. This will help ensure the Tribe has a guaranteed
groundwater supply in the future.
“Many individuals and agencies have played a vital role in this project for decades,” said EMWD President Phil Paule,
the District’s representative on the Watermaster Board. “Now that the physical portion of the facility is complete, it
was important that everyone was able to see the product of their years of hard work.
“To look at a picture of the facility fails to do it justice. Only when you see it up close can one truly understand the
magnitude of this project and gain appreciation for the work that led to this point.” Photos available: click here
###
EMWD is the freshwater, wastewater service and recycled water provider to a 542-square mile area from Moreno
Valley southward along the I-215 corridor to Temecula and eastward to Hemet and San Jacinto. Approximately
758,000 people live and work in this area. In addition to its own water customers, EMWD supplements water to six
local water agencies and municipalities that have their own water departments. EMWD operates four water
reclamation facilities and treats some 46 million gallons of wastewater daily. More information can be found at
EMWD’s website www.emwd.org.

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
Santa Ana Watershed Protection Authority
City of Victorville
Noble Americas/Noble Solutions
Anaergia Services
Jericho Systems, Inc
Helio Power, Inc./ Helio Energy
DohertyTech, Inc. – Los Angeles
Facility Process Solutions Consulting, LLC
Plumbers Depot, Inc.
Thank you for your support!
…… SCAP Staff
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