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Executive Director’s Message
FALL IS HERE AT LAST!

CRESTLINE SD-YOGI BEAR WOULD BE JEALOUS
ONE OF A KIND DISINFECTION SYSTEM
First off, I would like to personally thank all of our
members for their support to SCAP as we finish up
our 2012/2013 membership renewal period. Your
allegiance and participation in this organization is
tremendously appreciated and we will continue to
work hard to serve your interests.
If you have been reading this newsletter for the past
several years, you most likely have heard me go on about how much I enjoy
this time of the year—this being the start of Autumn. The weather is finally
cooling down to an acceptable degree and very soon we will be sweeping up
the leaves from the yard and the kids will be trick or treating throughout the
neighborhoods. Never mind that football is finally underway too. Could
anyone ask for more? So it’s no surprise I took this opportunity to visit one
of our more mountainous members to help put me in the right frame of
mind for the coming season.
Formed in 1945, the Crestline Sanitation District is located above the smog
line high up in the San Bernardino Mountains in the community of Crestline.
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Incredible view looking out of office windows

Most of us can only dream of going to work every day and finding ourselves
in a working environment that is more reminiscent of an outdoor camping

September 2012
Homepage

Air Report

Biosolids Report

Collections Report

Energy Report

Water Report

Pretreatment Report

adventure than a job. Originally, sharing a local office with the county sheriff, the Crestline SD [which until 2 years
ago, had been a dependent sanitation district administered and operated by the County of San Bernardino Special
Districts Department] was entrusted with protecting the water quality of nearby Lake Gregory. Constructed in 1932
and once a local source of drinking water, Lake Gregory is now a hidden gem that supports fishing and recreational
water contact activities for the residents and visitors to the area.
Interestingly, Crestline SD was reorganized in 2010 as an independent special district, without
LAFCO involvement, by a voter initiative. Measure T, which passed by an amazing 89% affirmative
vote, was initiated following an unsuccessful Proposition 218 protest and the subsequent formation
of a special commission headed up by local resident, Ken Stone, to study the feasibility of forming a
special district.
Overseeing the district’s operations with more than 30 years of experience is Crestline’s charming General Manager,
Kathy Whalen. According to Kathy, “after the local community successfully petitioned the County of San Bernardino
Board of Supervisors to form the district in 1945, the district’s first facility, the Huston Creek Treatment Plant, was
completed and put into operation in 1950 along with construction of the initial collection system in order to connect
those local residents who were previously connected to existing septic systems”.
As a matter of perspective, Crestline SD presently provides collection, treatment, and re-disposal for primarily
domestic sewage from four wastewater collection and treatment systems through one common effluent disposal
system. In addition to the Huston Creek WWTP, the system currently operated by Crestline SD includes Pilot Rock,
Seeley Creek and Cleghorn treatment plants, and the joint use land outfall along the areas tributary to Silverwood
Lake to the reuse sites on the Las Flores Ranch area northwest of Silverwood Lake Dam.
Being the curious type, I just had to ask what it is like to operate and maintain wastewater treatment plants and a
collection system in the middle of the San Bernardino Mountains? According to Operations Manager, Mark Pattison,
“the weather and terrain present new challenges nearly every day, especially in the winter. Although we have snow
plow equipment, there have been times when we have had to traverse our access roads to the plants on foot
because of the depth of snow. Another challenge is the difficulty encountered cleaning and televising the more than
85 miles of collection lines because of the narrow, winding roads prevalent throughout the District”.
Because of time limitations I was only able to visit 2 of their wastewater treatment plants but what I found was really
impressive.
Not only are they situated in amazing settings,
surrounded by pine trees and panoramic views, they are immaculately
maintained given their age. The Huston Creek WWTP shown here is a
fixed-film (i.e., trickling filter) secondary treatment plant constructed
over 60 years ago. Chlorine is used to disinfect the treated effluent,
which is then discharged to a gravity effluent outfall system.
While I did not actually encounter a brown bear on my visit, I did
witness fresh paw prints like these all
around one of the clarifiers, which the
lead operator informed me is a common
occurrence in these parts, as “the bears love the grease”. We also came across lots of
bear scat on the steep access road leading down to the Seeley WWTP.
The Seeley plant, which is the second largest of the District's treatment facilities has a
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design capacity of 0.5 mgd. This facility went through a major plant expansion in 1985 and is considered to be the
newest of the District’s treatment plants. Seeley Creek was originally constructed in 1974 as a 0.20-mgd package
activated sludge facility. The treatment system consisted of an in-ground circular tank containing an activated sludge
aeration basin, secondary clarifier, chlorine contact chamber and
digester. As flow approached design capacity, the District constructed
a 0.1 MG flow equalization basin in 1983. The flow equalization basin
captured the peak flow and released it during low flow, thus
extending the overall treatment capacity and efficiency of the
treatment plant. This system served its purpose for the next two
years leading up to the 1985 construction of a new 0.5-mgd facility.
The new facility utilized a fixed film process (i.e., trickling filter) to
provide secondary treatment followed by chlorine disinfection. The
existing 0.20-mgd package plant was converted into a primary clarifier
as part of the 1985 construction. Effluent is discharged to the Seeley
Creek gravity outfall system.
But what really sets this plant apart is its unique disinfection system and its
“iron sponge” odor control system. The Seeley plant generates its own
sodium hypochloride using a state of the art chlorine generating system,
which is touted as presently being the only “one of its
kind” in the world because of the way it uses effluent
rather than potable water as its source water. As part of
the disinfection process, the treated effluent is run
through a reverse osmosis (RO) unit, a water softening
unit and an ultraviolet light (UV) disinfecting system.
The system which has now been in
is proving to be very cost efficient. The
that the hardness of the treated effluent
mg/l and coming out it measures zero with
discharge is likely higher quality than the
the system is that the UV system has only
conventional systems which require a much
surprisingly, this setup has garnered
Gimmicks and Gadgets in the CWEA
state competition. For anyone interested,
and furnished by Process Solutions, Inc.

operation for over 1 ½ years
system operator told me
water into the system is 120
a TDS of 5-8 mg/l. Operations staff feels that the
source water into the plant. Another benefit of
required cleaning once in this period compared to
higher level of periodic maintenance.
Not
Crestline SD a first place award in the category of
Mountains Section and a third place overall in the
the process equipment is made by Micro Chlor
(PSI).

I wish to thank Kathy and Mark for their time spent with me and acknowledge that I was very impressed with the
Crestline SD operation, as it was not at all what I had expected in terms of size and complexity. I was not aware of
how many people reside and visit the area and how difficult it is to provide essential public services under such a
wide variety of differing site conditions.
Outdoorsingly 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 feel free to contact us at
SCAP.
Clean Water Summit Partners Update by John Pastore, SCAP
The Summit Partners next meeting is scheduled for November 1, 2012 in Sacramento. At the last Summit Partners
meeting, a request was made by Stan Dean, District Engineer for the Sacramento Regional Sanitation District, for
each association to assist with funding the development of a Layperson’s Guide to Wastewater. The proposal
indicated that development of the Guide would be tasked to the Water Environment Federation (WEF) with each
association contributing $6,000 towards the effort and having direct input into its preparation. Within the past week,
each association including SCAP has indicated that it will provide funding for development of the Guide.

A reminder that it’s hurricane season
By Ralph Palomares

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

4

South Coast AQMD

September 2012
Homepage

Air Report

Biosolids Report

Collections Report

Energy Report

Water Report

Pretreatment Report

CWCCG Update by Kris Flaig, City of LA
The CWCCG continues to keep abreast with the many challenges of climate change, which most easily fall into two
categories: greenhouse gases (GHGs) and renewable energy. As you may be aware, CARB must revisit the AB 32
Scoping Plan Measures early next year. As you may also be aware, the California legislature has been grappling with
several aspects of renewable energy, with some of these bills passing during the past few weeks and awaiting the
Governor's signature. The next SCAP issue will have a brief review of those affecting POTWs. But, if you are anxious
to listen to or participate in a discussion of these, then consider joining the CWCCG next on-line meeting, which will
likely be the 3rd Thursday of the month.
Our very able CWCCG Program Manager, Zeynep Erdal
(zeynep.erdal@ch2m.com), assisted by a cadre of CWCCG members, is keeping tabs on these important climate
change issues

2012 Draft SCAQMD Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) Released for Public Review and Comment by Greg
Adams, LACSD
The SCAQMD released the draft AQMP in July and launched a series of workshops around the four county region to
brief residents on its significance and to seek comments. Comments on the draft are due at the end of August in
preparation for a final version of the plan due out in the September timeframe. The AQMP incorporates many
projections and estimates contained in SCAG’s Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) including some emissions
reductions attributable to the SB 375 Sustainable Communities Strategy. The EIR and the socioeconomic analysis for
the plan have yet to be released. The legal mandate driving the AQMP is the 2006 National Ambient Air Quality
Standard (NAAQS) 24-hour PM 2.5 limit of 35 ug/m3. Note the current annual PM 2.5 standard of 15 ug/m3 is due to
be dropped down to the 12-13 ug/m3 range by 12/14/2012 and will be the subject of another SIP (State
Implementation Plan) submittal later on. In the scheme of things, achievement of the current PM2.5 standards are
doable given that episodic measures can now be employed (these are only triggered during poor air quality times)
such as those on fireplace use and open burning. Probably few POTW utilities will be significantly impacted by the
PM control measures outside of generic application of BARCT (best available retrofit control technologies) across all
source categories.
But the draft AQMP also attempts to get an early start on reducing ozone precursors ( NOx and VOCs) by
implementing additional controls in the short term, prior to a full-blown ozone plan due in 2015. This is where the
plan is ambitious to say the least. The short term ozone control measures include such things as control of emissions
from biogas flares and implementation of all feasible measures to control emissions from combustion of fuels of any
type. Despite acknowledging that 88% of all the basin NOx and 60% of all the basin VOCs are contributed by mobile
sources over which the SCAQMD has limited control, the District has developed a rigorous reduction plan for
stationary sources. But they have also crafted an incredibly ambitious Appendix IV-B that deals with mobile source
emissions reductions from all forms of transportation including trains, planes, boats and vehicles and trucks of all
weights and classes. These measures must be implemented in lock step with CARB and EPA and require large
sources of funding to be viable. Note: The current draft plan’s ozone portion is attempting to meet the 80 ppm
NAAQS ozone standard that was promulgated in 1997. The 2015 SIP submittal (another AQMP) referred to above is
for the purpose of attaining the 2006 75 ppb NAAQS ozone standard. EPA is in the process of finalizing an even more
restrictive NAAQS ozone standard, somewhere in the 60-70 ppm range, to be finalized in the 2014 timeframe.
Collectively, NOx emissions must drop by over 95% from today’s emissions to achieve the final standards.
Finally, the draft plan contains a “visioning” analysis by CARB that projects that sweeping changes need to be made
to California’s on-road heavy duty and light-duty fleets makeup including fuel cell and all-electric vehicles and
hydrogen-fueled vehicles and hydrogen hybrids in order to have a prayer at meeting the projected NAAQS.
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South Coast AQMD Proposed Amended Rule 1110.2 by John Pastore, SCAP
A reminder that the long anticipated public hearing on PAR 1110.2 before the governing Board of Directors will take
place Friday, September 7th at the South Coast AQMD. SCAP as well as many SCAP members will be on hand to
provide testimony towards our position. We have been working hard towards a coordinated response to this rule for
quite some time and on behalf of all the SCAP agencies and companies involved, I would like to thank David Rothbart
from LACSD for his diligent effort in coordinating all of the meetings and conference calls over the past few years that
helped us reach a consensus on this issue.

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

Tom Meregillano, Vice Chair
TMeregillano@ocsd.org

Elissa Deanna Jackson, Vice Chair
elissa.jackson@lacity.org

Kern County Measure E Update by Matt Bao, LACSD
Water Environment Federation (WEF) filed an amicus brief on August 9th with the California 5th District Court of
Appeal in Fresno to support several municipal agencies in Southern California in their legal challenge to Measure E
ban on land application of biosolids - City of Los Angeles, et al. v County of Kern. WEF offered their brief to provide
the Court with a review of current science demonstrating the benefits and safety of recycling biosolids to land. The
brief encourages the court to affirm an earlier injunction against land application restrictions initiated by Kern
County. WEF previously participated in litigation over the Kern County ban in federal court back in 2008,
althoughthat case was ultimately dismissed on an unrelated legal technicality. The municipal plaintiffs then re-filed
in state court and quickly obtained a preliminary injunction against the Kern County ban. The County is now
challenging that injunction before a state appellate court.
The National Association of Clean Water Agencies (NACWA) also filed a brief with the same California appeals court
on August 9th supporting a number of Association member agencies from Southern California in a legal challenge to a
discriminatory ban on land application of biosolids. The brief highlights the fact that land application is critical for
many clean water utilities to meet their environmental and recycling mandates, especially in California, and provides
a national perspective on the valuable role land application plays in biosolids management. The brief also outlines
the stringent regulatory process already in place to ensure land application is protective of both the environment and
public health, and explains the significant harm clean water utilities around the country would suffer if inappropriate
land application bans such as the one in Kern County are allowed to stand.
On August 14th, the 5th District Court of Appeal in Fresno accepted the NACWA and WEF briefs and issued an order
requiring Kern’s response to be filed by Friday, August 24, 2012. (Source: Greg Kester, CASA)
Solano County Ordinance Approved by Tom Meregillano, OCSD
On August 27, 2012, the Solano County Board of Supervisors adopted their revised biosolids ordinance by a
unanimous 5-0 vote. The ordinance remains very reasonable and allows the continued land application of Class B
biosolids as long as a portion of an agency’s production also goes to either Class A or energy production. There is no
sunset date in the new ordinance either. Numerous stakeholders provided input and testimony at either the hearing
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or the first reading who should be thanked, along with County Staff who were very responsive. They include Lorrie
Loder (Synagro), Bonnie Jones, Karri Vang, and Michele Pla (SFPUC), Greg Baatrup, Talyon Sortor, and Ron Hipkiss
(FSSD), Rich Currie and Dave Livingston (Union SD), Caroline Quinn (DDSD), Jim Dunbar (Waste Connections), and
Lauren Fondahl (US EPA). Please click on the following link for more details. (Source: Greg Kester, CASA)
Statewide General Waste Discharge Requirements for the Discharge of Waste at Compost Management Units by
Tom Meregillano, OCSD
The Draft SWRCB General Order for Compost facilities may impact POTWs. If you are composting at a
wastewatertreatment facility covered under an NPDES permit, or if you operate an in-vessel or enclosed facility, you
are exempt. However if you are covered under an existing WDR you may or may not be exempt based on the
following: “Dischargers of CMU’s (Compost management units) subject to individual WDRs issued by the Regional
Water Boards are not required to enroll under this Order if the requirements of the individual WDRs are more
protective than those prescribed in this Order.” The SWRCB held two public hearings (August 27, 2012 in
Sacramento and August 28, 2012 in Riverside). SCAP will continue to monitor the development of the draft WDR and
provide its members with updates as information becomes available. Please click on the following link for more
details. (Source: Greg Kester, CASA)
California Bioresources Alliance 7th Annual Symposium by Matt Bao, LACSD
Sign up to attend the 7th annual California Bioresources Alliance (CBA) Symposium, which will focus on how to
evaluate what waste conversion systems are most effective, and where organic waste conversion can be best
integrated for production of biogas from biosolids, green wastes, food processing residuals, food wastes including
Fats-Oils & Grease (FOG), manure and other animal wastes.
CBA Symposium - Renewable Energy from Organic Residuals
 Tuesday and Wednesday, Sept. 11-12, 8:30 a.m.-5 p.m.
 California EPA Building, 1001 I St, Sacramento
 $175.00. Includes morning refreshments, lunch on the first day, and field trip.
On the second afternoon, attendees will visit the following facilities operated by Clean World Partners, an
organization that teams up with businesses and communities to convert organic waste to renewable energy, soil
enhancement products, and other valuable byproducts.
 The American River Packaging Organic Waste Recycling Center houses the first commercial high-solid
anaerobic digestion system in the United States. Food waste delivered to the site will be co-digested with
unrecyclable corrugated material using an anaerobic digestion process.
 The Organic Waste Recycling Facility at Sacramento South Area Transfer Station will soon convert
approximately 25 tons of food waste collected daily from area food processing companies, restaurants and
supermarkets into renewable natural gas.
CBA Symposium session topics include: Bioresources policy and institutional issues, Economics of digesters,
Evaluating the alternatives for the future, Evaluating alternatives for today, Urban residuals to power and fuel,
Forestry products and fire ravaged lands reclamation.
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COLLECTIONS COMMITTEE REPORT
Ralph Palomares, Chair
RPalomares@etwd.com

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

Dindo Carrillo, Vice Chair
dcarrillo@ocsd.com

Collection Systems Committee Update by Ralph Palomares, El Toro Water District
Well it has been a long hot summer and it’s slowly coming to an end, but as we always seem to get hit with the
hottest temperatures in late September and October, stay alert and continue to watch for signs of dehydration and
overheating when working in the field. Also, with the recent earthquake activity in the desert, it might not be a bad
idea to go over your agency’s earthquake preparedness plan just in case that big one hits when we are least
expecting it.
As advertised, the State came out with its proposed Monitoring and Reporting Program for us all to look at and react
to. While there are many things included in it that we here in southern CA are already doing, there are a lot of new
requirements that many feel are not needed and will only cause confusion and add more cost to our operations.
SCAP’s Executive Director, John Pastore is working with a statewide group of stakeholders to help draft a joint
response to the proposed MRP based on feedback from our member agencies. So be sure and submit your
comments to him for inclusion in the joint response and enjoy the rest of the summer!
SWRCB WDR-Monitoring and Reporting Program (MRP) Briefing by Bob Kreg, SCAP
On August 30, 2012 the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) staff held the second of two scheduled
stakeholder meetings (the first meeting was held in Northern California) to discuss the
proposed revisions to the Monitoring and Reporting Program (MRP) of the current
Waste Discharge Requirements (WDR). The meeting was held at the Orange County
Sanitation District (OCSD) and presided over by Russell Norman and Victor Lopez of the
SWRCB. Jim Fischer of the SWRCB Enforcement participated in the morning session via
telephone.
The proposed MRP is substantially longer, 30 pages, and goes into greater detail than
the current MRP. Much of the additional monitoring and reporting requirements came
from the enforcement group of the SWRCB and was based on their findings from the
WDR audits they have conducted. If adopted, the new requirements of the MRP will
make significant changes to the way SSOs are reported and how records are
maintained.
One of the major areas of change is to the spill categories. Under the proposed MRP there will be three spill
categories. Category I spills are discharges of any volume of untreated or partially treated wastewater to the waters
of the state. Category I spills must have a draft spill report submitted within 3 business days with the final
certification due 15 calendar days from the end time of the SSO. Category II spills are discharges of 1,000 gallons or
greater of untreated or partially treated wastewater that do not reach the waters of the state. Category II spills must
have a draft spill report submitted within 3 business days with the final certification due 15 calendar days from the
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end time of the SSO (Note: as written in the draft MRP both Cat I and Cat II draft spill reports are due within 3
calendar days. It was acknowledged that the time frame is impractical especially over holiday weekends so Russell
Norman stated that calendar days would be changed to business days for the initial reports in the final draft).
A Technical Report will also be required for all spills 50,000 gallons or greater that are not recovered from the waters
of the state within 30 calendar days following the end of the SSO. Category III spills are all SSOs that are less than
1,000 gallons and do not reach the waters of the state. Category III spill reports must be submitted within 30 days
following the month they occurred. In the proposed revised MRP the reference is to waters of the state where as in
the WDR the reference is to waters of the US. Russell commented that the state is still reviewing this language to
determine if the difference in terminology is problematic. Private lateral spill (PLSD) reporting remains voluntary
except in Region 9 – San Diego where it remains mandatory. Any PLSD reporting, voluntary or mandatory follows the
same category designations as public spills.
The estimated spill start time guidelines have been expanded. The state will no longer accept the time that an
agency became aware of an SSO as being the SSO start time. When determining the spill start time an agency must
demonstrate that a good faith effort was made to determine when the SSO actually started. A good faith effort
would include the interviewing of witnesses or persons living or working in the area of the spill to determine at what
time they had knowledge of the SSO. Names and contact information of anyone who has knowledge of the SSO will
have to be maintained for any future investigation. There is also a requirement to provide photographic evidence of
the event although it was requested that photographic evidence be voluntary instead of mandatory.
The proposed revisions to the MRP will change the reporting process from the current appearance based reporting to
event based reporting. Under the current MRP a separate spill report is to be generated for each appearance point
of a spill. If the spill appears at two manholes than two spill reports are required. Under the proposed revised MRP
there will be one spill report for the spill event regardless of how many appearance points it has.
Russell Norman stated that the comments received should be available the first or second week of September. After
the comments have been reviewed a new draft will be initiated and possibly new workshops to gather additional
input before the revised MRP is presented to the SWRCB for adoption. As there are substantial revisions being
proposed, it is important that each agency review the proposed revisions to determine the impact they may have on
your agency.
Update on the IAPMO Food Grinder / Food Waste Sewer Disposal Proposal (307.0 Food Waste Devices) to the
Green Supplement to IAPMO’s Uniform Plumbing Code by John Pastore, SCAP (Reprinted from Merrill Seiler, OCSD
8/29/12 memo)
As you may recall, the Orange County Sanitation District has been engaged in the proposal discussions since the first
hearing of the pending proposal in December 2011.
At the first hearing at IAPMO’s Western Headquarters in Ontario, California on December 8 and 9, 2011, OCSD staff,
Merrill Seiler, convinced the Green Technical Committee (GTC) that the proposal, as written at the time, would
potentially lead to an increased number of sewer blockages due to fats, oils, and grease (FOG), thereby contributing
to sanitary sewer overflows and the subsequent public health concerns. Merrill was added to IAPMO’s Food Service
Task Group to work on the proposal. The task group, however, did not convene before the next GTC meeting on
April 19 and 20, 2012 in Chicago, Illinois.
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At the GTC meeting in Chicago on April 19, 2012 (attended by Merrill Seiler), the GTC discussed the alternate
proposal submitted by OCSD and considered the comments made by the various interested parties (Clean Water
Summit Partners, Gaia Strategies, California Water Boards). The committee majority seemed to agree that various
regions or localities might have particular food waste disposal preferences based upon their unique situations. They
eventually concluded that food waste disposal, specifically what options of disposal were considered green, was not
an appropriate topic for mention in a plumbing code. At the end of the discussion, a motion was made to remove
article 307.1 (Food waste shall be collected for beneficial reuse or shall be disposed to the sanitary drainage system
through a food waste grinder.) and just focus the code on the drain line efficiencies (drainline carry), water
conservation, and energy consumption.
A task group conference call was held on July 18,2012 to work on a number of action items from the Chicago meeting
GTC and task group member, Jeff Hutcher (City of Oakland), presented a memorandum from Austin, Texas that
challenges the grinder/food sewer disposal proposal based upon a number of issues including nutrient loading,
POTW treatment costs, and FOG-related sewer overflows. Merrill Seiler commented regarding two items on a
recently added appendix of definitions:
X-1.1 Disposal of Food Waste. (Food Waste shall be collected for beneficial reuse or shall be disposed to the
sanitary drainage system through a food waste grinder. The goal is the beneficial reuse of food waste and
diversion of such food waste to landfills.) and
X-2.2 Discharge to drainage system. (Food waste shall discharge to a food waste disposer.) Curiously, Definition
X-1.1 was the same language that the GTC had voted to remove at the previous meeting, while Definition X-2.2
had been added to the appendix without any previous discussion. After a bit of discussion the task group agreed
to strike the entire appendix except for X-2.1.1 Sink drain outlets (Where a strainer or basket is installed it shall
be readily removable for disposing food waste.) which was moved to the main body of the proposal to became
the new section 307.4.
At the august 22, 2012 meeting, GTC member Bill Hoffman made brief presentation on scullery equipment to frame
the discussion on kitchen equipment as opposed to food waste disposal. The committee was presented a
specification table listing water and electricity consumption for “InSinkErator” waste disposer models. The
committee suggested an action item: to try and obtain comparable water and electricity consumption data from
other waste disposer manufacturers. No food disposal options were presented or discussed, the committee
remained focused on energy and water usage during this agenda item. InSinkErator’s environmental specialist, Casey
Furlong, and code consultant, Julius Ballanco, both attended the meeting.
UPCOMING PROCEEDINGS
The meeting facilitator, Dave Viola (IAPMO Director of Special Services), noted that there are two more Green
Technical Committee Meetings before the revised and updated Green Supplement is due to be published in 2014.
The next GTC meeting is tentatively scheduled to take place in Chicago in April 2013. The subsequent meeting moves
back to Ontario, California in August or September 2013. If a final proposal is passed at the second meeting, the
proposal will undergo a 45 day peer review / public comment period before publication
Based on the tone the GTC has taken during both the July 2012 conference call, as well as the August 2012 GTC
meeting, there is a reasonable expectation that the committee will stay its current course of focusing on the water
and electrical usage of the disposers. There are several GTC members that will actively fight any proposal that wants
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to specify a waste management option in the food disposer proposal. OCSD staff, Merrill Seiler, will continue to
participate in any food service task group conference calls, review the meeting minutes of the Chicago meeting in
April, and again attend the GTC meeting in Ontario to monitor any final proposal. The 45 day public comment still
gives our coalition of POTWs and interested parties a final chance to derail any last minute backsliding, should it
occur.
Again, special thanks to the Southern California Alliance of Publically Owned Treatment Works, the Clean Water
Summit Partners, and the California State Water Resources Control Board for all the support. Please contact Merrill
Seiler at mseiler@ocsd.com or (714) 593-7436 if there are any questions or comments.
Special Meeting of the SCAP Collection Systems Committee
Our committee chair, Ralph Palomares, has put together a special program for our members on Tuesday, September
18th at the offices of the El Toro Water District. The workshop will feature a presentation by Dr. David Jenkins of
David Jenkins & Associates, Inc., who will speak about his findings from a recent investigation into the causes of
calcium buildup in clay sewer pipes. David Jenkins is the Lawrence E. Pierano Chair Emeritus of Civil and
Environmental Engineering, University of California at Berkeley. Dr. Jenkins taught at Berkeley for 40 years and since
his retirement from teaching in 2000 he has been active as an international consultant and advisor to government,
private and industrial clients. His areas of expertise are water and wastewater chemistry and microbiology and
wastewater treatment processes. He is the author of over 250 publications and 4 texts. Professor Jenkins is a
member of the National Academy of Engineering, an honorary life member of IWA and WEF and the recipient of the
Global Water Award from IWA
We also plan on having SCAP’s Bob Kreg provide a regulatory update on the draft Monitoring and Reporting Program
(MRP) that has been released by the SWRCB and will discuss our members comments and reactions following the
State’s August 30th workshop recently held at OCSD.

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

Chris Berch, Vice Chair
cberch@ieua.org

Energy Bills Pass Legislature by Andre Schmidt, LACSD
Several energy bills were passed by the Legislature during the final days of the 2011-2012 legislative session which
ended on August 31. Governor Brown will have until September 30 to sign or veto the bills. These bills include:
AB 1900 – Mandates open access to common carrier natural gas pipelines for biomethane based on specific
standards. Requires the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) to compile a list of constituents
of concern that could pose risks to human health and that are found in biogas at concentrations that significantly
exceed the concentrations of those constituents in natural gas and to determine the health protective levels for that
list. Requires the PUC to adopt standards for biomethane that specify the concentrations of constituents of concern
that are reasonably necessary to protect public health and ensure pipeline integrity and safety, and requirements for
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monitoring, testing, reporting, and recordkeeping. Requires the PUC to require gas corporation tariffs to condition
access to common carrier pipelines for customers meeting those standards and requirements. Requires the PUC to
adopt policies and programs that promote the in-state production and distribution of biomethane. The full text of
the bill is available here.
AB 2196 – Ends the pipeline biomethane suspension that was enacted by the CEC in March 2012 and enacts new
requirements for pipeline biomethane that greatly restrict out-of-state pipeline biomethane. Mandates that the use
of biomethane delivered through a common carrier pipeline by a generating facility shall not qualify as an eligible
renewable energy resource, unless it meets the following requirements:
1. The biomethane source must inject the biomethane into a common carrier pipeline that physically flows within
California or toward the generating facility for which the biomethane was procured under the original contract.
2. The source of biomethane did not inject biomethane into a common carrier pipeline prior to March 29, 2012.
Subsequent incremental increases do qualify.
3. The capture and injection of biomethane into a common carrier pipeline must directly result in a least one of the
following environmental benefits to California:
• The reduction or avoidance of the emission of any criteria air pollutant in California.
• The reduction or avoidance of pollutants that could have an adverse impact on waters of the state.
• The alleviation of a local nuisance within California that is associated with the emission of odors.
The full text of the bill is available here.
SB 1122 – Creates a bioenergy procurement carve-out within the Feed-in-Tariff program. Requires the PUC to direct
the electrical corporations to collectively procure 250 MW of cumulative rated generating capacity from developers
of bioenergy projects that commence operation after June 1, 2013. This is in addition to the 750 MW that is
mandated under the existing Feed-in-Tariff program. Of the 250 MW, 110 MW is allocated “for biogas from
wastewater treatment, municipal organic waste diversion, food processing, and codigestion”, with the remaining a
capacity allocated to dairy and other agricultural bioenergy, and to bioenergy using byproducts of sustainable forest
management. The full text of the bill is available here.
September 2012: Upcoming Climate and Energy Webcasts for State and Local Governments by Zynep Erdahl,
CWCCG, Program Manager
The following information provides details about eight upcoming webcasts being offered by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) and others. All webcasts are offered free of charge, but space may be limited.
EPA Webcasts
September 5, 2:00-3:00 PM (EDT) – School Siting
Sponsored by EPA’s Office of Sustainable Communities and the U.S. Department of Education’s Green Ribbon Schools
Program, this webcast will discuss EPA’s voluntary school siting guidelines, which can help local school districts and
community members evaluate environmental factors to make the best possible school siting decisions. The webcast
will focus on how the location of a school affects how students get to it, and how school siting and design influence
traffic congestion, air pollution, school transportation budgets, and children’s health and obesity. Presenter Tina
Torma is deputy director of EPA’s Office of Sustainable Communities.
• Webcast link (no pre-registration required). Call 1-888-850-4523. Participant passcode: 719661. This conference
has a maximum audio capacity of 299 callers.
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September 19, 1:00-2:00 PM (EDT) – Addressing Barriers to Renewable Energy Procurement
Using clean energy is a key component of many organizations’ sustainability goals. However, the process of
procuring clean energy at a meaningful scale has proven to be difficult for corporations. In this webcast sponsored
by EPA’s Green Power Partnership, learn about common challenges, including market access, deal terms, and risk
management requirements that organizations have encountered when trying to source clean energy for facilities or
power portfolios. You’ll also learn how to overcome these barriers in a meaningful and cost-effective way. Speakers
include Blaine Collison, program director, U.S. EPA’s Green Power Partnership; Charles Esdaile, co-founder and
managing partner, Altenex; and Chris Hayes, co-founder and managing partner, Altenex.
• Webcast registration.
ENERGY STAR Webcasts
ENERGY STAR offers free online training to help you improve the energy performance of your organization. To register
for any of these trainings or to see other upcoming ENERGY STAR trainings, visit the ENERGY STAR Trainings page.
September 6, 2:00-3:15 PM (EDT) – Financing Energy Efficient Upgrades with ENERGY STAR
Learn how public sector organizations are improving energy efficiency with innovative solutions to financial barriers.
Attendees will learn about financing projects in the public and private sectors, the basics of performance contracting,
and how EPA’s tools and resources can help you make the decision to improve your facilities now or later.
• Webcast registration.
September 13, 2:00-3:15 PM (EDT) – Benchmarking Water/Wastewater Treatment Facilities in Portfolio Manager
Learn how to track the progress of energy efficiency efforts and compare the energy use of wastewater treatment
plants with that of other peer facilities across the country. Attendees will learn how to measure and track energy use
and carbon dioxide emission reductions in wastewater treatment plants to establish baseline energy use, prioritize
investments, set goals, and track improvements over time.
• Webcast registration.
September 18, 2:00-3:00 PM (EDT) - The Basics of Benchmarking in Portfolio Manager
Learn the basics of benchmarking using Portfolio Manager, EPA’s ENERGY STAR measurement and tracking tool.
Portfolio Manager enables you to track the progress of energy and water efficiency efforts and compare the energy
use of your buildings with that of similar buildings nationwide. Regardless of whether you are looking to benchmark
a K-12 school, fire station, courthouse, retail store, supermarket, or office, this session will show you how easy it is to
get started by providing an introduction to ENERGY STAR and walking you through setting up a building in Portfolio
Manager. You will learn how to use Portfolio Manager to establish energy and water use baselines, track energy and
water use and greenhouse gas emission reductions over time, and assess your building's energy performance.
• Webcast registration.
DOE & NREL Webcasts
September 5, 3:00-4:00 PM (EDT) - Regulatory Strategies for Driving the Distributed Solar Market
Join the U.S. Department of Energy Solar Program, in coordination with the National Renewable Energy Laboratory,
for the Solar Technical Assistance Team summer webinar series for state policymakers and staff. Targeting regulators
and staff, this webinar will provide an overview of policy and program actions that stakeholders can implement to
support solar markets. The presentations will include examples of different regulatory actions that have been
successful.
• Webcast registration.
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September 18, 3:00-4:15 PM (EDT) – Tapping into Wind in Urban Environments
This webinar will provide information and lessons learned on urban wind turbine projects in Milwaukee, Wisconsin;
and Hull, Massachusetts. The A to Z basics in constructing a wind turbine in an urban environment will be covered,
along with the lessons learned. The City of Milwaukee found that information and transparency were two key items
that helped win over local officials and the public when planning its 100-kilowatt urban wind project. Learn more
about the project from the City of Milwaukee and Northern Power. In 1997, members of the community of Hull,
Massachusetts, founded Citizen Advocates for Renewable Energy to develop a wind project to offset the
community's electricity use and reduce greenhouse gas emissions. The first wind turbine was completed in late 2001
and the second one was completed in 2006. This presentation will discuss the two projects and the challenges and
successes that the community experienced in developing them.
• Webcast registration.
National Highway Institute Webcast
September 25, 1:00-2:30 PM (EDT) – Transportation and Health
This Federal Highway Administration's Surface Transportation Environment and Planning Cooperative Research
Program webinar will discuss planning research initiatives planned or underway that are related to transportation
and health.
• Webcast registration.

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

Jennifer Shepardson, Vice Chair
Shepardson_Je@sbcity.org

Regulatory Update by John Pastore, SCAP
They don’t call these the dog days of summer for nothing! I have to hand it to the State Water Board staff, I don’t
know how they do it with all of the budget restrictions they have to work under, but there are just so many issues
currently underway at this time that it would be difficult to summarize all of our concerns on each issue in this
limited space. So for the sake of brevity, the following is a short summary of each issue, its current status and how it
is being addressed by SCAP and/or the other associations throughout the state.
SWRCB Draft Policy on Toxicity Assessment and Control(revised version)
This is an on-going effort by the SWRCB to dramatically change the way in which whole effluent toxicity (WET) is
tested for and determined. A coalition of associations (SCAP, CASA, CVCWA, BACWA, Regional Council of Rural
Counties) led by Tri-TAC have been studying and commenting on the draft policy for a very long time now and have
issued a joint comment letter to the SWRCB on August 20, 2012. A copy of the letter can be found on the SCAP
website Homepage. Written comments were due by August 21st.
Our concerns continue to be: that the policy should include narrative acute and chronic toxicity objectives and not
numeric limits; that the policy as proposed would result in a violation based on a single test failure at 50% chronic
effect; multiple testing based on a calendar month will result in increased testing and lab costs; and the policy will
ultimately impose a disproportionate economic burden on smaller wastewater agencies.
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SWRCB Proposed California Ocean Plan Amendments (revised version)
These amendments were initiated in response to State Water Board Resolution 2010-0057 adopted November 16,
2010 and the State Water Boards California Ocean Plan Triennial Review Workplan 2011-2013 adopted March 15,
2011 under Resolution 2011-0013. State Water Board Resolution 2010-0057 directed staff to among other things
develop an approach for establishing State Water Quality Protection Areas that are not intended to be designated as
Areas of Special Biological Significance.
CASA, Tri-TAC and SCAP have been following the proposed amendments and have voiced their concerns in a joint
comment letter, dated August 30, 2012. A copy of the letter can be found on the SCAP website Homepage. Our
concerns in general relate to; inconsistencies in the revised draft language that do not conform to the provisions of
Resolution 2010-0057; that clear and concise terminology be used when referring to Outfalls; that the amendment
should include all existing wastewater outfalls; and the amendment should clarify the definition of a State Water
Quality Protection Area (SWQPA).
SWRCB Biological Objectives for Freshwater Streams
The State Water Resources Control Board has scheduled a California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) public
meeting to discuss and solicit comments and suggestions from the public on a proposed Statewide Biological
Objectives Policy and Program of Implementation for Perennial, Wadeable Streams for Friday, September 7, 2012 in
Sacramento and in Riverside at the offices of the Santa Ana RWQCB on Wednesday, September 5, 2012 at 1:00pm.
A copy of the notice can be found here.
A joint meeting of the Biological Objectives Stakeholder/Regulatory Advisory Groups will also be held on Thursday,
October 11, 2012 at Cal/EPA headquarters in Sacramento. Interested parties will be able to listen in to discussions
from both of these advisory groups on the progress of their studies.
SWRCB 2012 Draft NPDES General Permit for Discharge of Industrial Storm Water Activities
The State Water Board in January 2011 issued a draft Industrial General Permit for public comment to replace Water
Quality Order 97-03-DWQ. Many of the comments received concerned increased costs and the imposition of
numeric effluent limitations. Based on these comments, State Water Board staff prepared the 2012 Draft NPDES
Industrial General Permit that, according to staff, reduces costs compared to the January 2011 draft Industrial
General Permit’s proposed requirements, and does not include numeric effluent limitations.
SCAP will not be submitting a comment letter on this proposed permit revision and encourages each individual
agency affected to submit their own letter at this time. Written comments are due by noon on September 21, 2012.
A public hearing will be held by the SWRCB to accept oral comments on October 17, 2012.
Nutrient Management Issues Planning
CASA and Tri-TAC are taking a pro-active approach to concerns over the high cost of biological nutrient removal
anticipating the establishment of numeric objectives by the SWRCB. CASA and Tri-TAC have invited interested parties
from each regional association to form a workgroup to discuss a reasonable and cost effective approach to nutrient
management. The first Summit meeting was held on August 30, 2012, with Director Jayne Joy and Water Committee
Vice Chair Jennifer Shepardson representing SCAP.
Our thanks to LACSD’s Phil Markle for providing this link to the freshwater NNE document he frequently referred to
during the meeting on Tetra Tech’s website. Additional information can also be found on the SWRCB website here.
Both link to the same document that is currently being peer-reviewed.
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According to Phil, WERF is working to develop a new site-specific model to assess nutrient loadings. It is his
understanding that this model will be available in the middle of 2013 if all goes to plan and that it could probably be
better than the QUAL2K model. Additional details can be found here.
Volumetric Pricing for Sewer Rates Initiative
As reported previously, a number of associations including SCAP were contacted by the NRDC to explain their
position towards promoting the use of volumetric pricing for sewer rates. The NRDC has begun actively promoting
this concept and has already made a presentation in front of the SWRCB to solicit their support on this concept.
Led by CASA, the regional associations have formed a workgroup for a statewide approach to participating in a series
of 4 meetings with the NRDC to discuss our concerns over this proposal. The NRDC has hired a professional
moderator to conduct these series of meetings, which will take place beginning September 17th in Sacramento. SCAP
is represented by Director Shannon Sweeney from the City of Santa Maria on this issue. We will continue to report
on these discussions throughout the process.

WASTEWATER PRETREATMENT COMMITTEE REPORT
Jim Colston, Chair
JColston@ocsd.com

[Vacant], Vice Chair

Next Meeting of the SCAP Wastewater Pretreatment Committee
The next meeting of the SCAP Wastewater Pretreatment Committee will be held on Tuesday, September 25, 2012 at
the offices of the Inland Empire Utilities Agency in Chino, CA. Please join us for this meeting in which we will feature
a presentation on “Local Limits-Methodology, Issues & Alternatives”, by Barbara Sharatz from the City of San Diego.
All interested parties are welcome to attend and participate. RSVPs are requested by September 20th if you plan on
attending this meeting.

ANNOUNCEMENTS
NEW SCAP MEMBERS
We wish to welcome our newest SCAP members: the City of West Hollywood; Atkins Global; and Nursery Products
Services. Thank you for your support----SCAP

Non Sequitur
Knowledge comes, but wisdom lingers.
Locksley Hall, l. 141
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Some of our Supporting SCAP Associate Members
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