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A few months ago we featured a couple of projects
down San Diego way that showcased new
technologies for water purification and biogas
treatment. Moving up the coast a bit, the Orange
County Sanitation District (OCSD) recently took the
wraps off of their newest technological wonder – a
first of its kind – experimental fuel cell project that
produces industrial grade hydrogen from digester
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gas.
While wastewater plants have employed fuel cells for quite some time now,
they have historically only generated two sources of energy - heat and
electricity. What sets this unique demonstration project apart is that it
features the concept of “Tri-Energy”. Not only does OCSD’s fuel cell produce
heat and electricity, it adds a third dimension of producing hydrogen.
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Fuel Cell and Pre-Treatment Equipment at OCSD’s Fountain Valley Facility

Taking it one step further, the hydrogen is commercially dispensed at an onsite fueling station for use in hydrogen fueled vehicles.
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According to OCSD Assistant General Manager, Robert Ghirelli, this project came about in 2005 as a direct result of
conversations with University of California at Irvine (UCI) professor and Director of the National Fuel Cell Research
Center (NFCRC), Scott Samuelsen, who expressed interest in OCSD’s biosolids recovery processes, in which biosolids
are both composted and used to produce digester gas. The NFCRC, located in Irvine, performs leading edge research
on development of low cost, reliable, and flexible fuel cell systems and fuel cell hybrids. After presenting OCSD’s
biosolids program to Professor Samuelsen, one of his assistants, Jack Brower came up with the idea to launch a
demonstration project using digester gas from OCSD’s Fountain Valley treatment plant (Plant 1) to produce hydrogen
from a fuel cell. While the idea had been theorized for years, no one had had ever taken the next step to actually
construct a working demonstration of the technology.
Utilizing existing grant funding from the Department of Energy (DOE) to study fuel cell energy, UCI and Air Products
and Chemicals Inc. collaborated on putting together a team to produce the world’s first hydrogen fuel cell that would
be operated solely on wastewater digester gas. Air Products, seeing the vast untapped potential for demonstrating
such a technology, partnered with Fuel Cell Energy Inc. to produce the required fuel cell. Next up was to find the
funding needed to turn this concept into a reality. After soliciting interest in the project to a myriad of government
agencies and utilities, the funds started to become available. First, the California Air Resources Board (ARB)
committed between $2.5-$3.5 million towards the project, the South Coast AQMD added another $750,000 in grant
funds and finally the Southern California Gas Company pledged a $100,000 grant. It is estimated that the overall
project cost is in the neighborhood of $8-$9 million, which is considerably more than if the goal were not to produce
hydrogen gas.
It was at this point that the ARB decided to change the original
concept of storing the hydrogen gas in cylinders and trucking it
away for commercial use. Instead, the ARB saw promise in
constructing an on-site hydrogen fueling station that, because
of its accessible location, could become a major stop on
California’s “hydrogen highway”. Convinced that this was now
a viable project, the OCSD Board authorized the contribution of
$500,000 towards site preparation and utilities tie-in at Plant 1.
This part of the project was managed by OCSD’s Engineering
Department.
The 3 year, turn-key demonstration project began construction
in April 2010 and according to OCSD’s Director of Operations
Hydrogen Filling Station

and Maintenance, Ed Torres, “the decision was made to utilize only the electricity and hydrogen potential from the
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fuel cell but not the heat portion, as the location within the plant did not lend itself to the added expense at this
time”. Ed further related that construction progress went smoothly with only one real delay, which was caused by a
compatibility problem with the AC power from the fuel cell integrating into the Plant’s AC power grid.
Construction reached final completion in April 2011 and an official dedication ceremony was held on August 16, 2011
at which time numerous dignitaries and press were on hand to offer congratulations and express their admiration for
the project.

Miguel Pulido, Board Member, South Coast AQMD

James Goldstene, Executive Officer, CARB

Dana Rohrabacher, U.S. Congressman

OCSD’s Director of O&M, Ed Torres

The equipment provided for the project is privately owned and maintained under the contract with Air Products with
UCI providing system monitoring and data acquisition. During this 3 year demonstration period OCSD will be
reviewing the data collected and will ultimately be tasked with making a decision as to whether it wishes to continue
with operation of the fuel cell and filling station. Driving such a decision will most likely be the final disposition of
South Coast AQMD Rule 1110.2, which will require the addition of costly control equipment to the operation of
internal combustion engines. The SCAP Air Quality Committee continues to work towards a resolution with AQMD
on this issue but there has not been a timetable established at this time.
The project in itself is a technological marvel yet very simple to describe. Basically, digester gas is sent through a 3stage proprietary pretreatment system, where it is preconditioned to remove siloxane and sulfides, then fed to the
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fuel cell, which in turn produces electricity, waste heat and the hydrogen. The hydrogen is pulled off using a pressure
swing absorption system and then refrigerated and compressed for storage prior to delivery to the hydrogen filling
station. At this time less than 5% of the Plant 1 digester gas is being used to run the fuel cell, which generates 250
kw-hr of electricity.
You can be sure that OCSD will be keeping a close watch on the performance of the fuel cell and in particular, finding
out exactly how many hours the unit can operate until the stack must be replaced. According to Ed, “If this
demonstration project proves successful, it is not unreasonable to assume sometime in the future we may see
emission-free engines being fueled directly from a side stream of hydrogen pulled from on-site fuel cells”.

Jealously 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.
Clean Water Summit Partners Update by John Pastore, SCAP
The next meeting of the Clean Water Summit Partners (CASA, CWEA, SCAP, BACWA & CVCWA) will be held in early
November in Sacramento. More details to follow.
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Huntington Beach Pier at Sunset Courtesy of 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
South Coast AQMD
General Air Impressions by Kris Flaig, City of Los Angeles
Most of the people who work on air issues have been doing so for 10, 20, or sometimes 30 plus years. Having
worked in this arena for only 3 years, I have the dubious privilege of having an outsider’s perspective. As such, the
obvious observation is that the Air Districts in Southern California in collaboration with the regulated community
have done a great public service over the past 30-40 years in reducing criteria pollutants and air toxics. And, if the
economy had continued to grind out incredible increases in the GDP, the Air Districts might still be continuing to
move forward with the same voracity. The Air Districts have noted that economic problems have hit Southern
California very hard. I doubt that the districts would have worked so hard or that USEPA would have been so willing
to find an exception to the CAA Section 185 language, had the economy kept charging along.
At the same time, however, the South Coast Air District, for one, continues to move forward in its quest to reduce
ozone precursors. Although the State Air Resources Board may be satisfied with its rules, the SCQAMD is convinced
that more must be done. And, that little bit ‘more’ here and there should be a warning sign to POTW managers of
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increased capital and operating costs. Although the SCAQMD recognizes the economy has impacted revenues by not
requiring retrofits in every new or amended rule, it continues to push for new and amended requirements that will
force POTWs to expend funds for new air pollution controls and the labor to service these. Budgets for such
improvement may range from less than an engineer’s annual salary to the annual budget for a smaller POTWs entire
staff!
This push by the Air District staff comes with prodding of vendors and manufacturers to develop better widgets,
engines, and air pollution control devices; development of new policies; increased fees; and other actions that
require the regulated community to stand up and be counted. Sometimes, demonstration projects to approve
specific technologies for particular rules are not completed as quickly as an amended rule might initially dictate.
While an Air District Board may choose to adopt a formal policy for an over-arching issue, we hope that a board will
not make it routine to take valuable resources from essential activities I n order to develop a series of policies.
Unfortunately, a recent change in State law prompted may boards to implement automatic fee increases. While Air
District staff continue to push in all directions, it is extremely gratifying that they and their board members are largely
willing to entertain the necessary discussion on each project and rule, and to occasionally modify their approach to a
specific issue.
CWCCG by Kris Flaig, City of Los Angeles
Meanwhile, Zeynep Erdal has firmly taken the reins for the California Wastewater Climate Change Group (CWCCG)
and has been galloping along getting things done. Aware of CWCCG’s finite budget, Zeynep judiciously plans her
schedule for attending meetings, workshops, and hearings to make the maximum impact, and depends on POTW
members to assist. On August 15, the CWCCG submitted comments to CPUC on its proposed decision to modify the
Self-Generation Incentive Program (SGIP) regarding the implementation of the program and Senate Bill 412. These
comments acknowledged CPUC’s decision to recognize biogas as an emerging technology and to provide additional
incentives; clarified and corrected misinformation submitted by other interest groups that local biogas from
wastewater agencies would not be reliable nor sufficient; expressed opposition to increased reliance on out-of-state
biogas; and urged the CPUC to move forward with an expedited schedule to implement the program with emphasis
on local resources in alignment with the Governor Brown’s 2020 renewable distributed generation goals.
While the CWCCG did not offer comments for the recent 15-day noticed Cap and Trade amendments, the City of Los
Angeles submitted comments to CARB advocating that waste-to-energy WTE projects that provide suitably
prescreened materials for fuel should be exempted from the Cap and Trade program. Although this is for a 2 nd
generation MSW facility, we need CARB to acknowledge the universal importance of efficient and effective use of
renewable resources, wherever they may be found.
Otherwise, Zeynep continues to monitor several areas of climate change, including the following. The CPUC and CEC
have not completed all their regulatory proceedings regarding Tradable Renewable Energy Credits (TRECs), the ability
to trade these freely and separate from the generated electricity is/would be extremely valuable. CCCSD has
concerns regarding emissions factors for N2O and CH4, which differ from EPA's even though the goal is to reconcile.
CWCCG continues to track interconnection issues (Rule 21), standardization of which should reduce costs of
connecting POTW renewable energy to the grid. CWCCG will be attending CPUC workshops on pricing and contract
issues regarding Cap & Trade. CPUC has posted notice for a rescheduled workshop to discuss SB32 and SB 2 1X
rulemaking planning to proceed with a decision before the end of the year. Zeynep is now regularly attending CASA
conferences, which is partially funded by the CWCCG.
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Concluding Note
Recently, the upper Midwest had an incredible weather system that very strongly resembled that of a hurricane or
typhoon. It would be underestimating the will and drive of regulators to believe that we in Southern California, in a
regulatory sense, have anything different! We can look forward to Air Districts requiring more costly air pollution
controls, and for our long term budgets to be significantly influenced by many more regulations. Otherwise, several
smaller tempests are bouncing off each other in the Washington, D.C., areas, with no sign of which might dominate
another.
South Coast AQMD Proposed Amended Rule 1470 by David Rothbart, LACSD
SCAQMD has posted the final version of Proposed Amended Rule 1470 on their website (see
http://www.aqmd.gov/hb/attachments/2011-2015/2011Oct/2011-Oct7-037.pdf). As described in the updated rule,
two provisions have been added for water, wastewater and hospital facilities. The first provision allows new
water/wastewater emergency standby engines that are located > 50 meters from a sensitive receptor to be installed
without a diesel particulate filter (DPF), provided the engine does not operate more than 20 hours per year and the
engine is located at an unmanned location. The second provision allows water/wastewater/hospital engines that are
required to install a DPF to use a pressure relief device to bypass the filter during an emergency.
Although SCAP appreciates these provisions, we remain philosophically opposed to after-control device requirements
for emergency generators. The Governing Board is scheduled to adopt this rule on October 7th and we encourage
those agencies in opposition to this amended rule to attend and support our position.

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

Tom Meregillano, Vice Chair
TMeregillano@ocsd.org

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

UC Davis Report on VOCs from Biosolids Compost by Matthew Bao, LACSD
The final report on Biosolids Co-Composting VOC and Ozone Formation Study has been completed by Dr. Peter Green
of UC Davis and published jointly by WERF and CASA. The study reported that more than 90 % of co-composting
emissions are comprised of three lightweight alcohols (ethanol, methanol, isopropyl), which are all of low reactivity
and thus not significant contributors to ground level ozone formation. CASA will continue to work with the EPA
Region 9 Air and Water Division on the findings of this report.
Nursery Products Composting Facility Update by Tom Meregillano, OCSD (Source: KPCC, Southern California Public
Radio)
More than a year ago, the San Bernardino County Supervisors approved Nursery Products' conditional use permit.
The facility proposes to process approximately 1,000 tons of biosolids to produce compost material. On September
25, 2011, the County Supervisors removed one of the last hurdles blocking the facility, which had to do with how
much water the company would use to keep dust from blowing across the desert floor. Nursery Products promised
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to limit water consumption to a little over 1,000 gallons a day. The County Supervisors voted three to one in favor of
Nursery Products' revised water use plan and promised to closely monitor the facility's effects on the area.
Proposed Statewide Waiver of Waste Discharge Requirements with Conditions for Composting Facilities by Tom
Meregillano, OCSD
The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) hosted informal workshops on August 31, 2011 and September 1,
2011 to discuss proposed concepts for a draft waiver of waste discharge requirements (WDRs) with conditions for
composting facilities. The SWRCB is developing a proposed statewide order to waive WDRs implementing specific
regulations (California Code of Regulations, Title 27) for a broad array of composting facilities that meet certain
criteria. New and existing discharges would be required to apply for coverage under the statewide order.
In order to be covered by the statewide order, composting facilities must meet siting and on-site waste type criteria,
and implement specific tiered water quality protection measures (WQPMs) such as liners and berms. For additional
WQPMs that have not been identified, the SWRCB is open to include these in the proposed statewide order for
added protection to groundwater.
A filing fee in the amount of the annual waste discharge permit fee would be required to be submitted with the
application. The fee schedule has not yet been determined and the SWRCB is open to ways to spread program costs.
As an outcome of the informal workshops, the SWRCB established a focus group to continue to provide input during
September and October to develop the statewide order. For more information, please go to the following link here.
SCAP will continue to monitor and provide updates on this issue.
Update to CalRecycle and FOG and Food Waste Receipt at POTWs by Tom Meregillano, OCSD
CalRecycle has scheduled an informal workshop on October 18, 2011 in Sacramento to review regulatory issues and
potential approaches for future revisions to Title 14 and Title 27. Regulatory areas include Compostable Materials,
Transfer Processing, Permit Application Form, and Permit Exemptions as it relates to POTW’s receiving food waste
and Fats, Oils and Grease. CalRecycle will be seeking clarity to address the possible duplicative regulatory efforts
between the LEA, RWQCB, air districts, and CDFA on POTWs. The location of workshop is Cal/EPA Building, Byron
Sher Auditorium, 1001 I Street, Sacramento, CA 95812. More information regarding the informal workshop can be
found here.
Proposed CDFA Rendering Regulations Update by Matt Bao, LACSD (Source: CASA)
The California Department of Food and Agriculture (CDFA) has scheduled a workshop on its proposed rendering
regulations on Thursday, October 27th, from 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM, at the CDFA headquarters in Sacramento. The
CDFA’s proposed regulation could possibly apply to POTWs accepting inedible kitchen grease and/or food waste.
Since 2010, CASA and other agencies have worked with CDFA on this matter, and most recently, CASA submitted a
comment letter in mid-September, which can be found below.
September 14, 2011
Douglas Hepper, D.V.M.
Chair - Poultry Branch, Department of Food and Agriculture
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Subject: Comments on Proposed Regulations for Renderers, Collection Centers, Dead Animal Haulers, and
Transporters of Inedible Kitchen Grease

Dear Dr. Hepper:
The California Association of Sanitation Agencies (CASA) appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the
most recent draft proposed regulations for renderers, collection centers, dead animal haulers, and transporters of
inedible kitchen grease (regulations). CASA represents more than 90 percent of the sewered population of California
and has long been a proactive leader on wastewater, recycled water, biosolids management, and climate change
mitigation issues.
We are concerned with the newest draft regulations since the added exemption language for Publicly Owned
Treatment Works (POTWs) has been deleted. The exemption language in Section 1180.1(m) was added in the revised
proposed regulations released in February 2011, following the initial comment period which occurred in 2010. CASA
provided written comments on July 19, 2010 as well as oral testimony at the October 20, 2010 public hearing in Los
Angeles seeking an exemption for POTWs and biosolids composters since they are already sufficiently regulated.
Every POTW and biosolids composter in the state is regulated under permits and/or Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDRs) issued by the State Water Resources Control Board, Regional Water Boards, the United States Environmental
Protection Agency, Local Air Districts, and/or CalRecycle. Wastewater agencies have historically accepted Fats, Oils,
and Grease (FOG) and food waste, and are expanding the practice to increase renewable energy production. To
require them to also obtain a renderers license and be considered a collection center would not serve to further
protect public health or the environment. In addition, requiring a license on top of current Water Board regulation
would be duplicative and serve to curtail a growing source of renewable energy production, both of which are counter
to mandates of the Governor of the State. We firmly believe that POTWs are appropriately regulated with respect to
receipt of these materials and are working to fulfill the state’s mission of increasing renewable energy and providing a
responsible outlet for this waste stream.
Thank you very much for providing this opportunity to comment and I would be pleased to provide further clarification
or answer any questions you may have.
Sincerely,
Greg Kester
Biosolids Program Manager, California Association of Sanitation Agencies
Measure E Litigation by Derrick Lee, City of Los Angeles
In ongoing litigation challenging Kern County's initiative biosolids ban ("Measure E"), on June 9, 2011, the Tulare
County Superior Court granted Plaintiffs Southern California biosolids generators, contractors, haulers and farmers a
preliminary injunction against enforcement of the ban while the case is heard. On September 7, 2011, the Court
rejected Kern's legal challenges to the sufficiency of Plaintiffs' allegations that Measure E violates the federal
Commerce Clause. On September 8, 2011, Kern filed a notice of appeal of the preliminary injunction ruling.
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WEFTEC 2011 by Derrick Lee, City of Los Angeles
Formed in 1928, the Water Environment Federation (WEF) is a not-for-profit technical and educational organization
with 36,000 individual members and 75 affiliated Member Associations representing water quality professionals
around the world. WEF and its Member Associations proudly work to achieve our mission of preserving and
enhancing the global water environment.
WEFTEC 2011 is one of the largest conferences in the nation and it will be held in Los Angeles. This conference
covers a wide array of training needs including 12 continuous symposias to help members focus on training needs.
The Residuals and Biosolids Management symposia cover the following classes:
Saturday, October 15, 2011 - Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Methodologies and Inventorying for Biosolids Treatment
8:30 am to 5:00 pm
Sunday, October 16, 2011 - WEF/WERF Better Safe than Smelly: An action Plan to Remedy Bacterial Regrowth,
Odors, and Sudden Increase (ROSI) in Biosolids
8:30 am – 5:00 pm
Monday, October 17 - Thermal Hydrolysis
1:30 PM – 3:00 PM

Pretreatment
3:30 PM – 5:00 PM

Anaerobic Digestions Modeling
3:30 PM – 5:00 PM

Tuesday, October 18, 2011 - Innovative Use of Biosolids and Residuals
8:30 AM – 12:00 pm
Wednesday, Oct. 19, 2011 -Strategic Sustainable Management
8:30 am – 10:00 am

Digestion and Co-Digestion
1:30 PM – 5:00 pm

Bugs, Bugs, and Fewer Bugs
Bioenergy
10:30 am to 12:00 pm
1:30 pm – 5:00 pm

COLLECTIONS COMMITTEE REPORT
Sam Espinoza, Chair
sespinoza@lascd.org

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

Response to SCAP Survey Question Regarding Cleaning Schedule for Flat Sewer Lines by Chuck Winsor, OCSD
[Editor’s Note: SCAP received a number of excellent and thought provoking responses to the survey question,
however, the following response from Chuck Winsor seemed to address the issue of flat line cleaning from both an
operational and engineering standpoint]
The following questions were asked with a response requested from SCAP Collection Systems Committee members:
(1) Is there a rule of thumb for cleaning flat lines? Is it based upon the pipe size, flow, pipe condition, etc.?
(2) What type of cleaning frequencies for flat lines have you had success with and what factors were considered
in determining those frequencies?
(3) Are there any special cleaning techniques (nozzle selection etc.) you use that you feel are especially effective
for cleaning flat lines?
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---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Part 1 of Response
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------At OCSD, there is no rule of thumb for cleaning of flat lines because of the variation of conditions that exist within all
of the sewer collection system lines owned by OCSD. Those conditions include a wide variation of pipe sizes, grit and
solids type variation within the flow, actual flow depths and volumes versus design depths and flow conditions,
whether or not there is a peak “cleansing” velocity at least once in a 24-hour period within the sewer line, and
whether or not there is grease accumulation along the sides of the pipe within the sewer line.
There is a rule of thumb for designing sewers at OCSD based on trying to achieve a minimum velocity of 2.0 feet per
second within the sewer when the sewer flow is at least one-half full or greater at least once during the diurnal
pattern of flow during the day. So, the rule of thumb is actually based upon designing the pipe diameter to achieve a
sufficient sewer depth of flow (at least d/D of 0.5 during peak diurnal dry weather flow) necessary to achieve the
minimum cleansing velocity of 2.0 feet per second within the pipe regardless of pipe slope.
Assuming that there will be a minimum depth of flow (d) versus pipe diameter (D) or d/D of at least 0.5 a minimum of
once during any 24 hour period of diurnal sewage flow, the depth of flow governs during those conditions and needs
to be sufficient to produce a minimum velocity of 2.0 feet per second within the pipe. For a d/D of at least 0.5 under
those conditions (pipe flowing at least half full at least once per day), the following represents gravity sewer pipe
minimum slopes, assuming a Manning’s “N” of 0.013, for the following pipe diameters:
Pipe Size (inches):
8
10
12
15
18
21
24
27
30
33
36
39
42

Minimum Slope (feet/feet) at n=0.013, d/D=0.5
0.0033
0.0025
0.0019
0.0014
0.0011
0.0009
0.0008
0.0007
0.0006
0.00052
0.00046
0.00041
0.00037

So, for OCSD, flat sewer lines are those in which the slopes are no greater than the slopes shown in the table above
for the various sewer pipe diameters shown. If the pipe slopes exceed those shown in the table above for the given
diameter of pipe, assuming that the sewer will flow at least half full at least once per day during the dry weather
diurnal peak, there should not be a need for regular pipe cleaning based on normal deposition of solids because the
pipe should be self-cleaning when the velocities exceed 2.0 feet per second.
However, in reality there are other conditions that contribute to the need for cleaning of sewer pipes. If the depth of
flow never reaches one-half full (or greater) at any time during the day, then, depending upon the actual slope and
actual maximum depth of flow during a 24 hour period, the peak daily velocity will probably be below 2.0 feet per
second (for the flatter slopes), and the sewer will need to be cleaned on a regular interval.
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The type of grit or settleable solids within a sewer pipe can vary quite a bit. For example, the OCSD 84” RCP Coast
Trunk Sewer, parallel to Pacific Coast Highway in Huntington Beach, has a lot of coarse sand deposits in the bottom of
the sewer due to its proximity to the beach and the fact that the City of Huntington Beach has bathrooms as well as
the Huntington State Beach has bathrooms that have showers and allow coarse sand from the beach to be washed
from people’s bodies into the sanitary sewer. OCSD has never cleaned the lower portion of Coast Trunk Sewer in the
84” section (where many of the pipeline segments have a slope of S=0.00016) for at least two reasons.
1. The 84” sewer pipe has plenty of capacity and the deposition of sand is not yet excessive.
2. The pipe is so large, there are no convenient methods of either nozzle technology or tire cleaning techniques
that OCSD uses that would make much headway in pushing the sand deposits into the treatment plant.
There is an expensive technology that I will discuss later that can clean even heavy sand from these large lines.
The 90” RCP Baker-Gisler OCSD sewer line in Costa Mesa contains a lot of grit from sewage biosolids from the Irvine
Ranch Water District (IRWD). This line has sections with a slope of S=0.00037, but seems to be mostly self-cleaning.
The line is too large to clean by any conventional cleaning methods.
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Part 2 of Response
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------OCSD has had success cleaning the smaller flat lines that range in diameter from say 8” to 12” that can be cleaned
with a flush truck with nozzle technology. Also, we had had success with the 15” to 42” VCP lines that are typically
cleaned with a tire cleaning technology we have developed in-house with pull rigs using wire rope cables to help
propel the tires in the direction of flow. The frequency of cleaning varies from every six months to every three years
depending upon the type of grit and the amount of deposition of solids that accumulates in the line. Besides the flat
slope, the single most influential factor that affects the cleaning cycle is the depth of flow that occurs during the peak
daily flow diurnal pattern. If the peak daily flow is greater than half-full or d/D=0.50, often there is no need or much
less frequency to have regular cleaning cycles in the 6 month to 3-year time frames even for flat sewers.
There are other factors as well that require frequent cleaning cycles. The most common of these is grease (fats, oils
& grease – FOG) that accumulates on the sides of the pipes, especially when food establishments, such as
restaurants, do not properly maintain their grease interceptors or grease collection devices on their property. OCSD
now has service area-wide ordinances in the portion of Orange County tributary to the OCSD regional collection
facilities that prohibit discharge of grease or FOG into the local sewer collection facilities or directly to the OCSD
regional sewer collection facilities. We have introduced waste discharge permits and inspection of certain food
establishments to verify that they are adhering to the terms of the ordinance relative to FOG control. It is not
uncommon in certain areas to still have FOG problems which require frequent cleaning of certain reaches of sewer
every 3 to 6 months. But these tend to be localized and are often controllable with a good ordinance and inspection
program. We require the cities in our overall OCSD Service Area, who are the local sewer providers, to manage their
own FOG control program. If they do a good job, it can significant cut the frequency of cleaning cycles due to FOG
buildup from every 3 to 6 months to anywhere from 1 to 3 year cleaning cycles.
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Part 3
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------OCSD has used once in the last two years the services of Brenford Environmental Services in northern California to
clean a large sewer line that hadn’t been cleaned in about 20 years but was successfully cleaned in 2010. The sewer
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line in question transitioned from a 90” diameter circular RCP line to a rectangular structure that was 8 feet wide by 6
feet high with a slope of S=0.00037. There was a lot of fine but rather heavy grit accumulated in depths of up to 3
feet in places in the pipe in a stretch of pipe nearly 400 feet long. Since the slope was quite flat, much of the solids
were deposited in the first couple of hundred feet in this pipe. There was no conventional means to clean the pipe.
Brenford Environmental Services was hired by OCSD to clean the pipe. They used a unique technique of developing
and using a very high capacity nozzle and jetting device that was propelled on a special rig and hose reel where the
hose was about 1-1/2 to 2-inches in diameter and could develop high scouring velocities for long periods of time
using water from a fire hydrant on a continual basis. This allowed their special pump arrangement to never run dry
of water and could propel their high pressure and high volume nozzle for extended periods of time with continuous
cleaning not possible with normal flush truck tanks. They also had a high capacity and highly durable impeller
submersible pump that would be lowered into the downstream manhole to pump the heavy grit. The submersible
pump would pump a lot of water along with the stirred-up dense sandy or gritty material that was broken loose by
the high pressure jet nozzle. The submersible pump would pump the water and grit slurry into a specially made
“gator” tank that would collect the grit and decant the excess water (minus the grit) back into the sewer it came
from. This tremendously saved time and money by significantly reducing the total volume of water and accumulated
grit by separating the water from the grit and avoiding excess hauling costs. The result was less than 50 cubic yards
of fairly dry but washed grit that was able to be hauled to a normal dumping facility. I highly recommend the services
and expertise of Brenford Environmental Services for large lines with heavy accumulation of grit and solids.

Data Review Committee by Bob Kreg, SCAP
The next meeting of the Data Review Committee meeting is scheduled for October 11, 2011 from 10am to 12pm at
the State Water Resources Control Board offices. The meetings are also presented via WebEx for those who cannot
attend in person. If you are interested in attending the next meeting via WebEx please contact Victor Lopez at the
State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) vlopez@wateboards.ca.gov for the call in number and access code.
The Data Review Committee was formed to assist the state in ensuring that the data being collected via spill reports
and the annual questionnaire is pertinent to the state’s SSO Reduction Program. To this end the Committee has
worked with the state on several projects including the revising of the spill report forms, the annual questionnaire,
the Facilities Performance Report, etc. The following is an update on the status of some of the projects that the
Committee and the state are working on.
Guidance Workbook Update by Bob Kreg, SCAP
To provide instruction and clarity for making a spill report, a revised Discharger Guide is in the works. The Discharger
Guide is to provide step-by-step instructions on how to properly prepare spill reports and complete the annual
questionnaire for the CIWQS online database. The new guide is intended to offer additional help and clarification on
what data is needed and how it is to be submitted when making a spill report or completing the annual
questionnaire. Additionally, it is intended to offer clarification of the terminology used. Several members of the Data
Review Committee have volunteered to assist the state with this effort. The kick-off meeting was held on September
29, 2011in Fairfield California and on WebEx for those who could not attend in person. The topics included the
following:
 Login and Personal Information Screens
 Collection System Questionnaire
 Screen 1, Basic Spill Data
 Screen 2a, Category 1 not to surface water and Category 2
 Screen 2b, Category 1 to surface water
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It is anticipated that the new Discharger Guide will be released with the release of the new reporting forms or shortly
thereafter. If you are interested in participating in this project please contact Victor Lopez at the SWRCB
vlopez@wateboards.ca.gov.
Flat Files by Bob Kreg, SCAP
The state is working on a new web page on the CIWQS website that will provide all the data in the CIWQS collection
systems data base broken down by category (no spill, PRA, questionnaire, Spill, and SSMP) for all enrollees. Data,
referred to as a flat file, will be in text format and will be available to both enrollees and the public. At the
Committee’s request, the state has made some revisions to the web page and the data available. The web page is
essentially complete and is scheduled to be released for enrollee review in the last quarter of 2011. The public
release will occur after enrollees have had an opportunity to comment on the web page.
Facility Performance Report by Bob Kreg, SCAP
At the August 30th Data Review Committee meeting Victor Lopez of the SWRCB staff reported that staff was
continuing to work on perfecting the Facility Performance Report (also referred to as the Agency Performance
Report) before its public release. The state intends on adding a couple of additional charts for comparison. This
report conducts a comparison for each enrolled agency with other like agencies within their region and the state. The
comparisons are presented in tables, charts and other graphics. One table is a comparison based upon the number
of spills per 100 miles of sewer pipe owned. A second table shows a comparison of spill volumes per 100 miles of
sewer pipe owned. Spill data is also broken into Category l and ll type spills from sewer mains and laterals (for those
who have responsibility for laterals). Additional information such as spill cause is displayed by bar and pie charts
which have recently been revised to make the information displayed easier to understand. The report also contains
tables that display specific enrollee data and whether the enrollee has completed their SSMP. All of the data
displayed is from enrollee’s spill reports and the annual enrollee questionnaire. The state is not asking the enrollees
to provide any additional data specifically for this report. Although the public cannot review the report at this time,
the enrolled agencies can by logging into the California Integrated Water Quality System (CIWQS) website.
Revised WDR Update by Bob Kreg, SCAP
During the August 30th Data Review Committee meeting, Victor gave an update on the status of the revised WDR. He
reported that SWRCB staff is continuing to work on capturing the comments from the 170 comment letters (over
1,100 individual comments) received. Staff is also working on the response to comments that was anticipated to be
completed sometime in September but has apparently been pushed back. This will be followed by a Public
Workshop tentatively scheduled for the first week in November with an adoption meeting being held the last week of
January 2012. Due to the staff’s workload it is anticipated that the Public Workshop and adoption hearing may also
be pushed back. The Public Workshop will allow for additional comments on the proposed revision. When asked if
the comments submitted would be used to create another draft of the revised WDR, Victor would only state that the
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comments were being reviewed and that staff had not made a final decision on whether another draft should be
prepared.
Annual Report by Bob Kreg, SCAP
In August the state released its Statewide Sanitary Sewer Overflow Reduction Program Annual Compliance Report.
The report was revised in September due to issues with the miles of pressure system user entered data in the CIWQS
Sanitary Sewer Questionnaire. The report contains data on how the SSO Reduction Program is progressing and is
available on the SWRCB’s website and SCAP’s website in the Collections Committee reference library.
Audits by Bob Kreg, SCAP
There are two types of audits for the SSMP. The SSMP requires that each enrollee conduct an internal audit of their
SSMP every two years due by the anniversary date that the enrollee’s governing body approved the SSMP. It is
permissible for an enrollee to conduct their internal audit earlier than their anniversary date. If an audit is conducted
early the date that the audit is due is still based upon the anniversary date and not the date the last audit was
completed. Although the internal audit does not have to be submitted to the state it is recommended that it be
placed in the enrollee’s SSMP and may be requested by the SWRCB or the Regional Board at any time. In fact, the
SWRCB is routinely requesting a copy of the internal audit to assist them in selecting possible enrollees for inspection
and audit. The second type of audit is conducted by the state and or Regional Board. The SWRCB has a goal of
conducting at least 24 SSMP audits each year. These audits may be announced or unannounced. The purpose of the
audit is to determine the enrollee’s understanding of the WDR and measure the success of the enrollee’s
development and implementation of the SSMP. The following is from a previously conducted state audit and
illustrates how the state conducts an audit. “The audit includes an onsite inspection and subsequent technical
review of pertinent collection sewer system information, including review of the SSMP, maintenance, operations,
management, sewer use ordinances, financial information, and other areas to evaluate the enrollee’s compliance
with all requirement of the SSSWDR, including efforts to eliminate, reduce and/or mitigate SSOs. The audit is the
primary tool used by staff to support enforcement decisions.” The state is continuing to refine the process of
selecting who shall be audited as the goal is to match resource to need. Not accurately submitting spill reports or not
submitting spill reports, including no spill reports, is a good way to move your agency up on the list of audit
candidates.
Five different audits conducted by the state have been placed on the SCAP website under the Collection Systems in the
reference library. These can be used as an excellent resource to see how the state conducts an audit and as guidelines
for conducting an internal audit.

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

Chris Berch, Vice Chair
cberch@ieua.org
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What should be considered when considering use of Power Purchase Agreements (PPAs) by Andre Schmidt, LACSD
On August 24, representatives from the Energy Management Committee met with representatives from the cities of
Santa Maria, San Luis Obispo, Paso Robles, the Laguna County Sanitation District and the South San Luis Obispo
County Sanitation District to discuss experiences that they have had over the years with co-generation power
purchase agreements. The purpose of the meeting was to share experiences among these early PPA adopters,
identify lessons learned, and come up with ideas for improving future PPA’s and cogeneration projects. It was agreed
that this topic would make for a lively discussion at a future energy management committee meeting. Plans are in
the works to schedule a meeting sometime in January to more fully explore this subject. The following list of lessons
and ideas was generated from the August meeting and would be developed further at the upcoming meeting.
1. Self-generation projects are often politically driven. The public relations benefits can help push a project
forward that might otherwise have marginal economic benefit. But it can also lead to decision makers
pushing ideas that are not necessarily feasible or economical.
2. Siloxane removal is extremely important, especially for microturbines. There needs to be a robust removal
system with adequate maintenance to keep it going, otherwise it can quickly debilitate the generator.
3.

It is important to accurately measure your gas flow. You should not over estimate future gas projections.
Different gas meters can give significantly different measurements for the same gas flow. You must ensure
that the PPA provider agrees with how the gas flow will be measured. Meters may need to be calibrated.

4. Poor maintenance on the part of the PPA provider is commonplace. The maintenance provider is often
coming from far away and has a very slow response time. There is apparently not a lot of incentive on the
part of the PPA provider to get the system back up quickly when it is down. It would be good to have a
requirement that the maintenance provider be located within a certain distance, or have some other method
to provide some measure of control over the maintenance agreement.
5. It is generally not economical to self-generate power from natural gas with a PPA. You need to be very
careful about evaluating the economics if you are to consider this option under a PPA.
6. It is important to do adequate analysis of gas quality prior to design.
7. It is important to understand your electrical tariff to evaluate what the actual avoided cost is for power
produced by the PPA. You generally will not avoid demand charges with self-generation since the unit will be
down at least once a month. Therefore it is not accurate to compare the PPA price to the average “all-in”
power price on the month electricity bill (total bill divided by kWh consumed). Other charges that will not be
avoided are the customer charge and “non-bypassable departing load charges”, such as public purpose
program charges and nuclear decommissioning charges, which are billed for each kWh that is generated
onsite.
8. It is difficult to enforce production guarantees or penalties with the PPA provider. The PPA provider will
invariable place the blame on others for the production shortfall, such as problems with gas quality or
quantity that are the fault of the plant.
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9. It has been seen on several occasions that the PPA works out well the first year or two, but after that the PPA
provider seems to lack incentive to keep the system consistently running and well maintained. Part of this
could be that the PPA provider has already reaped the majority of the economic benefit within the first
couple of years with the collection of federal tax credits, depreciation, etc. You cannot assume that the PPA
kWh price is enough to incentivize the PPA provider to maintain production.
10. More assurances that the generator will operate as designed are needed. Ideas include:
 Require PPA provider to give up equipment if they don’t meet service guarantee
 Require a 5-year performance bond.
 Other penalties for under-performance
But again, it can be difficult to enforce these penalties, and the PPA provider will often blame other factors
such as gas quantity and quality.
11. Fluctuations in gas pressure and quantity can cause regular outages, especially with microturbines. Bringing
the unit back online may require a visit from the maintenance provider, which may take several days if they
are located far away. Regular outages can be hard on the equipment and lead to higher maintenance costs.
12. There currently are not tariffs in place with the utilities that provide an adequate economic incentive to
export excess power to the grid. Net metering is an option for reaping economic benefit from excess power
production. However, at least one POTW has had problems with net metering where they have multiple
power sources at the same site (solar PPA and cogeneration PPA). Need to understand the rules and tariffs
well before conducting an economic analysis for exporting power.
13. The PPA provider may not have the same safety requirements and expectations as the POTW. These need to
be clarified up front.
14. It is best to have some level of redundancy in the system, like splitting the peak load into two units, so that if
one unit is down you do not lose the entire output.
15. There is a sense that the biogas industry is not big enough to develop a competitive industry for biogas-toenergy projects. This affects the number and quality of PPA providers that are interested in bidding projects.
16. It is necessaryto ensure that what is installed is what was agreed upon and provide adequate inspection. In
one case an undersized generator was installed, even though the submittal documents indicated the correct
size generator.
17. It is important to be careful about how much assistance plant staff gives to the maintenance provider.
Providing basic on-site assistance with the startup of the generator can minimize the length of some outages.
But experience has shown that maintenance providers can increase their requests to plant staff over time to
the point that it requires significant staff time to respond.
Next SCAP Energy Management Committee Meeting by John Pastore, SCAP
The next Energy Management Committee meeting will be held on October 13th at the offices of the Orange County
Sanitation District in Fountain Valley, CA.
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The meeting will feature a workshop, jointly sponsored by the California Wastewater Climate Change Group
(CWCCG), that focuses on the following WORKSHOP OBJECTIVES:
 Learn key strategies and critical success factors from Strass WWTP and other high performing facilities.
 Initiate a broader dialogue among SCAP members on how SCAP can support energy management efforts.
The workshop will be facilitated by Zeynep Erdal, Phd, PE – CH2MHill and the presentation made by Tim Constantine,
MSc, PE – CH2MHill.

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

Al Javier, Vice Chair
javiera@emwd.org

SWRCB Whole Effluent Toxicity (WET) Policy Workshop by John Pastore, SCAP
On August 22nd, the State Water Board staff conducted a workshop to present the latest information on the “Test
Drive” results of their proposed new WET test methodology using data submitted from a number of agencies, both in
California and out of state. In addition, comments were solicited from those attending on both the technical aspects
and the Policy in general.
All three regional wastewater associations, SCAP, BACWA and CVCWA in addition to CASA made formal comments on
the Policy. While there are many technical issues that were discussed, in general, there is complete agreement that
the new Policy is not justified, will be more expensive to comply with and will result in an increase in the number of
violations. As a result, representatives of all four associations recently met to discuss technical and policy issues in
order to develop an acceptable alternative for presentation to the SWRCB staff. A draft alternative has been
prepared, and as of this writing, is still being discussed.
Extended Deadline for Written Comments on Amendments to the Ocean Plan
The State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board) will hold a public hearing to receive public comments
on proposed amendments to the California Ocean Plan related to model monitoring, vessel waste discharges, and
non-substantive changes and the Draft Substitute Environmental Documentation for the proposed amendments. A
quorum of the State Water Board may be present; however, no Board action will be taken. The location and time of
the public hearing are provided below.
Tuesday, November 1, 2011 – 9:00 a.m.
Joe Serna Jr./Cal-EPA Headquarters Building
Coastal Hearing Room
1001 I Street, Second Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814
BACKGROUND
The Ocean Plan establishes water quality standards for California’s ocean waters and provides the basis for
regulation of wastes discharged into the State’s near-coastal ocean waters. The Ocean Plan applies to point and
nonpoint source discharges.
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Section 13170.2 of the California Water Code directs the State Water Board to formulate and adopt a water quality
control plan for ocean waters of California. The State Water Board first adopted the Ocean Plan in 1972. The current
2009 Ocean Plan is available from the State Water Board’s Web site at:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/ocean/index.shtml.
USEPA puts Water Softener Notice of Intent on hold, by John Pastore, SCAP
In November 2010, USEPA’s WaterSense program issued a notice of intent (NOI) for the purpose of developing
efficiency and performance specifications for cation water softeners. At the request WateReuse and public agencies
throughout California, SCAP along with the other water/wastewater associations (the Coalition), requested EPA to
consider the impacts of salts on water quality before proceeding with the NOI. However, EPA chose to ignore the
Coalition’s request and instead responded by continuing forward with the NOI. At this point, with urging from the
Inland Empire Utilities Agency, SCAP and the rest of the Coalition followed up by asking EPA to stop working on the
NOI.
Finally, EPA capitulated and responded in a letter from Nancy Stoner, Acting Assistant Administrator, that they would
not be proceeding further with the NOI for the time being. However, Ms. Stoner indicates that EPA will continue to
monitor and evaluate new information as it becomes available. At a meeting in Washington DC this week, EPA
confirmed that they had “pushed the pause button” on this effort.
Next SCAP Water Issues Committee Meeting by John Pastore, SCAP
The next Water Issues Committee meeting will be held on Thursday, October 27th at the Inland Empire Utilities
Agency in Chino, CA. The meeting will feature a presentation by Mr. Stan Dean, District Engineer for the Sacramento
Regional County Sanitation District (SRCSD), on the very onerous NPDES permit issued for the Sacramento Regional
Wastewater Treatment Plant (SRWTP) in December 2010.
Amid much controversy, political attention, and media coverage, the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control
Board issued a new NPDES permit that requires the plant to go from secondary treatment to more advanced facilities
with nitrogen removal, filtration, and likely ozone or ultraviolet light disinfection. The estimated construction cost is
about $2 billion, and the new facilities need to be on line in the year 2020. Mr. Dean will make a presentation
covering the events leading up to adoption of the permit, contentious provisions in the permit, and plans for moving
forward. Attention will be given to precedential issues that could eventually affect wastewater utilities throughout
the State.
Also, planned for the meeting is the unveiling of a model water softener prohibition program prepared by SCAP for
eventual distribution to SCAP members. The comprehensive program incorporates lessons learned from both the
LACSD’s and IEUA’s successful water softener ordinance efforts.
State Water Board Approves 60.6% Increase in Core Regulatory Program Fees For FY2011-12, Provided courtesy of
CASA E News
On September 19, 2011, the State Water Resources Control Board adopted a new core regulatory program fee
schedule, which increases fees for NPDES permit holders by 60.6 percent and for waste discharge requirements by 24
percent. The fee increases are the result, in part, of the State Legislature’s decision to shift tens of millions of dollars
of previously General Fund supported basin planning and Total Maximum Daily Load programs to fee support. CASA
submitted written comments and testimony on the proposed fees, expressing great concern with the magnitude of
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the increase and the need to identify program efficiencies to stem the impact of future rate increases. Many
speakers asked the Board to re‐evaluate its programs in light of the significant fee increases, which affected all
segments of the regulated community, including a more than 300 percent increase in the agricultural waiver fees to
transition the program to full fee support.
Under the new NPDES discharge fee formula, annual fees for POTWs would be calculated as follows:
Base Fee of $1,606 plus the permitted flow, in million gallons per day, multiplied by $2,840. The maximum fee paid
by any facility is $401,568. These amounts do not include additional surcharges such as pretreatment and ambient
monitoring. For waste discharge requirements, the fees are determined by threat to water quality and complexity of
the discharge, as determined by the regional water boards. The highest WDR fee, paid by dischargers with a threat
and complexity rating of 1A, will increase from $58,520 to $72,565.
In adopting the fees, the State Water Board directed its staff to come back in October with a schedule and plan to
work with stakeholders to link performance measures to targets, identify programs where the Board has discretion
regarding funding and align funding with priorities to the extent feasible.
Fees to increase for many state water programs. Article written by Kate Campbell, Assistant Editor of Ag Alert
(taken from 9/28/11 Issue with credit to the California Farm Bureau Federation)
Fees will be going up for a variety of water-related programs and services. The State Water Resources Control Board
voted last week to shift nearly $25 million in new or increased program fees to participants in the programs. The
decision was made after the state cut nearly all General Fund support for board programs. Adopted as an emergency
fee-setting regulation, the increases are effective for the 2011-12 fiscal year that began July 1. Basically, the
Legislature shifted the shared cost of water quality programs from taxpayers to permit fee payers, which in this case
is largely the state's farmers and ranchers. "This is a complex decision on the part of the water board and it will take
some time to figure out exactly what the new fee structures will mean for agriculture," said Danny Merkley, California
Farm Bureau Federation water resources director. "We will advise our members as details are available."
An additional $3.2 million will be collected from holders of water rights permits and licenses. Those holding a water
right permit will pay a minimum fee of $150 for each permit, up from $100. In addition, a water right holder with a
right to divert more than 10 acre-feet will pay an additional five cents—up from three cents—for each acre-foot
diverted above the baseline. Fees for nine separate programs that will be collected from permitees will be placed into
the Waste Discharge Permit Fund. Money to be collected from permitees includes $1.4 million for the National
Pollution Discharge Elimination System, $1.8 million for the Irrigated Lands Regulatory Program, $6.7 million for basin
planning activities, and $11.5 million for Total Maximum Daily Load activities.
Fees for land disposal and stormwater runoff will go into the fund, along with dollars collected for 401 Certification
and Confined Animal Facilities fees. And, charges for the Surface Water Ambient Monitoring Program and
Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment Program will likewise be collected under the new fund for water
quality programs.
In addition to the fees, since 2003, farmers have spent more than $20 million of their own money to comply with the
Irrigated Lands Regulatory Program in the Central Valley Region alone. Now, program fees will be rising there and in
other regions that have adopted the program—from 12 cents per acre to 56 cents per acre. The land disposal
program will increase its costs nearly 36 percent. The 401 Certification program needs to generate an additional $1.4
million in revenue to meet its budget requirements, which translates into a 47.5 percent increase to all fee categories
within the program.
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Participants in the Confined Animal Feeding program face a 27.4 percent increase in all fee categories. In a report to
its members, Dairy Cares, an organization that promotes sustainable dairy practices, said the water board's decision
on fee increases indicates that "the state Legislature has essentially shifted all tax support for water quality programs
out of the state budget." Because of these funding shifts, Dairy Cares analysts said there should be less volatility in
fees in future years, and fee increases should be more directly related to program costs and services. "The water
board is required to match fees with their legislatively authorized programs and the benefits provided to fee payers,"
Dairy Care representatives said. "The real issue with these programs is not so much the increase in fees, but how
much overall compliance is costing," Merkley said. "What the state has done is move to a 100 percent fee-based
system," he noted. "That means there needs to be a way for the regulated community to evaluate the efficiency and
usefulness of these programs and make recommendations to the water board to ensure program quality. "If we're
paying the fees, we want to see that the dollars are going to help improve or protect water quality," Merkley stressed,
adding that Farm Bureau will recommend that advisory groups be formed and that "the various state water board
programs be carefully evaluated in the future."
In the case of fees charged to water rights holders, Farm Bureau and other organizations sued the state in 2003 in an
effort to block the fees, on the grounds that they are actually taxes that require a two-thirds vote of the Legislature to
be imposed. The case was heard by the California Supreme Court, which has sent it back to Sacramento County
Superior Court for further review. Notices of assessments, which will include the new, higher fees, are expected to be
mailed to about 6,500 water right permitees by the end of the year. CFBF Associate Counsel Carl Borden said bill
recipients should follow protest procedures used in the past. A protest form will be posted on the CFBF website soon
after the notices have been mailed. Sacramento attorney Daniel Kelly of the law firm Somach, Simmons & Dunn said
regulatory fees are a relatively new type of government charge, employed by the California Legislature after passage
of Proposition 13. "This loophole has gained in popularity as the Legislature continues to search for funding sources
for many statewide programs," Kelly said.

SWRCB Statewide Policy for Nutrient Control In Inland Surface Waters by John Pastore, SCAP
On Thursday, October 27th at 9:00 am in Sacramento, the SWRCB will hold a California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) scoping meeting to seek input on the scope and content of the environmental information that should be
considered in a proposed statewide policy for nutrient control in fresh waters in California.
The purpose of the scoping meeting is to provide a forum for early public consultation on the development of a
nutrient policy. These consultations will assist the State Water Board in determining the scope and content of the
environmental information that the Responsible and Trustee Agencies, as well as other interested parties, may
require.
For further information, please consult the following notice.

WASTEWATER PRETREATMENT COMMITTEE REPORT
Coming soon! SCAP is in the process of forming a new committee, subject to Board of Director approval, that will
meet quarterly to discuss current issues and share ideas and concerns between members with wastewater
pretreatment programs. If you are interested in participating in this new committee, please let me know at
jpastore@scap1.org.
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ANNOUNCEMENTS
City Maintains NBP Certification and Platinum Status after Audit of Biosolids Management Program by Diane Gilbert
Jones, City of Los Angeles
The City of Los Angeles completed an audit from April to June 2011 of its Biosolids Management Program. The City
as part of the National Biosolids Partnership (NBP) was approved to substitute an internal audit for a third party
audit. The City’s program has maintained the highest achievement for biosolids management at the Platinum Level.
The audit confirmed that the City’s biosolids management program continues to meet and exceed regulatory
compliance and environmental performance. The nationally recognized program was found to have exceptional
oversight of a wastewater facility and biosolids management operations that successfully protect public health,
safety, and the environment. Management continued to demonstrate a strong commitment to the best
management practices in the industry, which included maintaining interested party involvement and public
participation. The Audit findings indicate that the City’s biosolids management program meets the expectation and
requirements of the NBP EMS Elements and the City’s procedures.
The audit scope covered several processes of the biosolids management program including contractor activities. One
(1) minor nonconformance and five opportunities for improvement were identified as part of the 2011 Interim Audit
and steps have been taken to address and correct the nonconformance.
A summary of the audit findings are attached to this communication. To view the final report please visit the
Biosolids EMS website at http://www.lacitysan.org/biosolidsems/program_performance/audits_results.htm

Non Sequitur:
The good want power, but to weep barren tears.
The powerful goodness want: worse need for them.
The wise want love; and those who love want wisdom;
And all best things are thus confused with ill.
- Prometheus Unbound, I, l. 625
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