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- Southern California Alliance of Publicly Owned Treatment Works (SCAP)
May 21,2018
9:30 AM — 12:30 PM
Sutter Club

1220 9th Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
AGENDA

9:30 am  Call to Order, Tim Becker, Chair, CASA
e Welcome and Introductions
e Approval of Minutes of October 18, 2017 Meeting
e Review and Adjust Agenda

9:40 am  Research / Project Status Updates
e PPIC Research Project (Link)
e Final CUWA White Paper / Possible Future On-Site Project (Link)
e Ceriodaphnia dubia Toxicity Study / Alternative White Paper (Link)
e RMW Flushable Wipes Study (Link)
CVCWA Toxicity Special Project Update (Webster)
e CV-SALTS Update (Webster)
e Other Research Projects (All)

10:10 Conference Report Outs and Upcoming Events
e CVCWA Annual Conference (May 2018) (Webster)
e CWEA Annual Conference (April 2018) (Allan)
e CASA Asset Management Seminars (September 2018) (Link)
e Possible Stormwater Workshops (Jepsen/All)
e Other Event Report Outs (All)

10:10 am Key Issue Updates

Toxicity

e State Water Board Toxicity Plan (Link)

e SCAP Litigation Update (Jepsen)

e BACWA and SCAP Toxicity Workshops (Williams/Jepsen)

Microplastics
e Ocean Protection Council Litter Prevention Strategy Adopted (Link/Williams)
e SFEI/BACWA Research Update (Williams)
e CASA Sponsored Legislation and Legislation of Interest (Gauger)
= SB 1263 (Portantino)
= SB 1422 (Portantino)
= AB 2379 (Bloom)

Nutrients
e BACWA Bay Area Nutrient Permit Update (Williams)
e Biostimulatory Substances Webinar / Update (Link)



Other Regulatory/Permitting Issues

AWT Operator Certification Update (Allan)

ELAP Update and White Paper (Jepsen/All)

Clean Water State Revolving Fund Intended Use Plan (Link)
Organics Diversion: SB 1383 Implementation (Link/All)
SSS WDR Reopener Workshop Postponement (Link)
Climate Change in SWRCB Programs and Permits (Link/All)
Recycled Water Policy Update (All)

Legislative Update: 2018 Session (Gauger)
[Bill text and analysis can be obtained at http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/]

e SB 1215 (Hertzberqg): Septic to Sewer Legislation
e SB 831 (Weickowski) et. al.: ADU Fee Legislation
e AB 2072 (Quirk): CECs Legislation

11:30 am Working Luncheon: Hot Topics Roundtable (Key Issues for Each Association)

12:30 pm Adjourn
e Next Meeting: Fall of 2018
e Possible Invitation to Eileen Sobeck, State Water Board Executive Director
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Clean Water Summit Partners Meeting Minutes
Wednesday, October 18, 2017
Sacramento Sutter Club, Sacramento Room

Call to Order

A meeting of the leaders from the state and regional clean water associations
was called to order on October 18 at 9:35 a.m. by Paul Bushee, President of
CASA. Present were:

First Last E-mail Association
David Williams dwilliams@bacwa.org BACWA
Terrie Mitchell mitchellt@sacwewer.com BACWA
Jessica Gauger jgauger@casaweb.org CASA
Sarah DeslLauriers SDeslauriers@carollo.com CASA
Adam Link alink@casaweb.org CASA
Paul Bushee pbushee@lwwd.org CASA
Debi Lewis debi.lewis@stantec.com CWEA
Elizabeth | Allan eallan@cwea.org CWEA
Steve Jepsen sjepsen@dudek.com SCAP

Approval of Minutes and Agenda

The minutes of the March 30, 2017 meeting were approved unanimously on
motion by Dave Williams, seconded by Steve Jepsen.

Upcoming Workshops/Conferences/Research Projects

» Adam Link provided a status update on the PPIC research project to examine
the institutional challenges to wastewater systems due to a more variable
climate and the CUWA study on utility adaptation to declining flows. The
PPIC study is moving forward with a review of the study survey soon, and the
CUWA study isin final draft form and should be complete before the end of
the year. BACWA indicated they contributed $5,000 to the study. Steve
Jepsen asked about use of the term “water quality” versus “water
characteristics” in the studies.

= Adam provided an update on the upcoming NACWA conference in Napa, and
the executive directors expressed an interest in being include don the next
call with NACWA staff to discuss possible program content and promotion.

= Sarah Deslauriers provided an overview of a proposed project to utilize
biosolids on fire ravaged lands, and that the initial proposal for funds was
rejected, but a number of agencies have committed to fund a portion of the
work and proponents are going to pursue the project again with WE&QRF.
Sarah also discussed the status of the US Forest Service wood innovation
biochar grants, which are in process and with participation from SOCWA,
Delta Diablo, Victor Valley and two other agencies.

» Elizabeth Allan provided an overview of the joint CWEA/CASA innovative
technology seminars, and everyone agreed the seminars were excellent last



year and overflowing, and that we it was a collaborative and informative
initiative.

Key Issue Updates

» Toxicity: Debbie Webster was not in attendance, so Terrie Mitchell provided
an overview of the CVWA toxicity special study. The data gathering process
is complete, they are in the process of locating where TREs are taking place
and what the off-ramps are. There was interest form the summit partners in
hearing more about this at the next meeting. Adam then provided an update
on the status of the State Water Board toxicity plan, including an anticipated
timeline. Steve Jepsen then provided an update on the three pieces of
litigation SCAP is engaged in related to toxicity, one of which is over, one of
which is pending a request for cert at the Supreme Court, and one of which is
waiting on a jurisdictional determination: There was discussion regarding
SCAP's level of activity and what the vote was among its members to
proceed with this litigation. Finally, Dave Williams provided an overview of
the September BACWA toxicity workshops. Roughly 80 people attended.
There was a big discussion about conveying to general managers what the
new TST/toxicity requirements will. mean for agencies and how to get them
involved, and the focus on the reality that there will be increased violations
(with increased false positives) as a motivator, how this impacts public
perception, and how this will impact an agency's “status” as a platinum
certified agency.going forward. There was interest in.creating consistent
CWSP messaging related to toxicity.

*= Microplastics: Adam and Dave provided an overview of the recent comment
letter that was submitted to the Ocean Protection Council on their draft litter
control strategy (which includes microplatic issues). Dave also gave an
update on the SFEI research related to microparticles (including microfibers),
and interesting perspectives on quantifying these materials. There was
consensus this will be a big issue going forward and needs to be tracked
closely.

Other Requlatory/Permitting Issues

= Adam and all the Directors provided an update on the ELAP process and
status. Dave and Adam provided an overview of an issue at Central Marin
Sanitation Agency with inclusion of satellite collection agencies in the CMSA
NPDES permit. BACWA indicated it would be sending a comment letter of
opposition, but limited to this issue only, and CASA expressed willingness to
sign on. The group then took a break prior to lunch and to let our speaker
Tom Grovhoug get set up.

Speaker



Tom Grovhoug from Larry Walker Associates was introduced to the group and
gave a presentation on several issues related to the State Water Board
biostimulatory substances policy, some pilot work that is being planned in the
Santa Margarita watershed, and issues related to the analysis of “achievability”
in plans and policies being developed by the State Water Board.

Legislative Update

Jessica Gauger provided a thorough legislative update, and there was
significant discussion about the accessory dwelling unit bill (SB 229) and the
biocremation legislation (AB 967).

Remaining Regulatory Items

= Adam Link and Sarah Deslauriers briefly covered the remaining regulatory
items, including an update on the Supplemental Environmental Projects
(SEP) Policy, implementation of organics diversion mandates under SB 1383,
LCFS program changes, and collection system related items.

Hot Topics Roundtable

Time ran out before the group was able to get to the hot topics roundtable, but
the group agreed that issues covered in the main agenda were all of significance
for the associations.

Next Meeting

The next meeting will be held'in March or April. CASA will send out a doodle poll
for dates as the months draw closer. The group.agreed it would be good to
invite the next Executive Director of the State Water Board to join us at that
meeting.

The meeting adjourned at approximately 1:35 pm.
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SECTION 1

Executive Summary

Drought is a recurring phenomenon in California, and dry periods are increasing in
intensity and duration because of climate change, as demonstrated by the extreme
and unprecedented drought over the past 5 years that has largely redefined the
driest period on record. As the state’s population continues to grow, there is a greater
awareness of the need to maintain water supplies for both human consumption and
wildlife habitats. Wise water use is a critical part of addressing California’s new
realities in a sustainable manner. At the same time, declining flows also create

ancillary system impacts worthy of consideration.

During the recent historic drought, Californians responded to the
call for emergency statewide water use reductions, which the state
has recognized as a highly successful outcome. However, this
significant reduction in water demands has brought to light some
unintended consequences of declining flows that ripple throughout
the interconnected urban water cycle. These observations offer a
preview into the potential impact of establishing permanent indoor
water use targets at or below the thresholds achieved as a result of
the governor’'s emergency conservation mandate.

California’s water industry leaders, including regulators and
purveyors, are working to understand the system-wide impacts of
increased conservation so that decision makers are better informed
as they address California’s current and future water challenges.

Through a partnership with California Association of Sanitation
Agencies (CASA), Water Research Foundation (WRF), WateReuse
California, and California Water Environment Association (CWEA),
California Water Urban Agencies (CUWA) has developed this white
paper to provide decision makers, water/wastewater system
managers, and other stakeholders an understanding of the impacts
of declining flows resulting from substantial reductions in indoor
water use and how utilities are adapting to these circumstances.

Working to understand
the impacts of
declining flows

270 survey responses

received

8 utilities interviewed

50% of survey

respondents experienced an
impact on their drinking
water, wastewater, or
recycled-water infrastructure



This white paper has been informed by the following activities:

« Conducting a literature review to gain a foundational understanding of what impacts utilities may
be experiencing because of declining flows

« Distributing a high-level survey to determine the level and range of observed impacts in
California

« Holding one-on-one interviews and developing case studies to illustrate the broad range of
issues agencies are experiencing and their associated impact

Wisely managing demands i§ fou.ndational to ehsuring l.reliable water Conservation
supply in years to come. California water agencies continue to
prioritize wise water use through both short-term conservation (i.e., in  Snort-term, emergency

response to a drought or emergency) and long-term efficiencies for response for dt.emand
lasting, sustainable effects. While some people use the term reductions during a drought
“conservation” to describe both short-term and long-term strategies, o

this white paper distinguishes between conservation as an Water use effIC|ency
emergency response to drought and water use efficiency (WUE) as a Long-term strategy for more
long-term strategy for lasting demand reductions. Our objective is to sustained demand

leverage the recent observations of utilities impacted by emergency management

conservation measures in 2015 and 2016 to inform the state’s long-
term WUE policies.

Efficient use of our water resources can have major environmental, public-health, and economic
benefits by helping to improve water quality, maintain aquatic ecosystems, and protect drinking
water resources. Potential benefits of demand management include:

o Improved drought resilience

« Sustained instream flows to support water quality and wildlife

« Reduced, deferred, or avoided costs of new infrastructure or additional supply

« Reduced energy costs due to decreased pumping of wastewater

Demand management consequently decreases flows within the interconnected urban water cycle

impacting drinking water distribution and water quality, wastewater conveyance and treatment, and
recycled water production and quality (Figure ES-1).

Drinking Water Distribution
* Changes in water quality
* Increased pipeline flushing
* Increased flushing
* Increased nitrification
Recycled Water
+ Changing influent water quality Wastewater
(increased ammonia loading) Co nveyance
* Decrease in recycled .

Increased odor production
and complaints

* Increased rate of corrosion

* Exacerbated settling and
blockages

* Increased number of 0&M
work orders

water production

+ Complaints from end users
about water quality (i.e. salinity)

* Reduction in ability to offset
potable use

Wastewater Treatment

* Changing influent water quality
(increased ammonia loading)

* Potential to exceed discharge
permit requirements.

Figure ES-1. Declining flows in the urban water cycle can potentially impact all areas of the cycle.



Impacts on Water Distribution Systems

With declining water system flows, drinking water has a longer
residence time in pipes, leading to chemical, biological, and
physical water quality issues and potentially compromising public
health and compliance with the Safe Drinking Water Act,
particularly for disinfection by-products (DBPs), coliform bacteria,

chlorine residual, and lead and copper action levels.

A great deal of work has been done to address these concerns.
Best management practices include improving the hydraulics in
storage facilities and managing water chemistry. Improvements
in storage facilities include installing baffling systems and
increasing the turnover rate through deep cycling pumping and
tank mixing. Many water systems have implemented aggressive
nitrification control and disinfection residual and DBP control
practices. Water suppliers also increase pipeline flushing and
discharge water from distribution system reservoirs as necessary.
These mitigation methods are certainly feasible, though some
system improvements and operational changes can take years to
plan and implement, thus highlighting the importance of allowing
sufficient time to adapt to declining flows with future WUE
objectives.

Impacts on Wastewater Conveyance
Systems

Declining system flows decrease wastewater flows and may increase
pollutant and solids concentrations, which increase blockages,
odors, and corrosion in pipes. This leads to increases in operation
and maintenance (O&M) costs, odor complaints, and an accelerated
degradation of infrastructure.

Preventive measures are in place to mitigate blockages, including
the use of garbage disposals that break up food waste and installing
grease traps/interceptors as necessary. However, declining flow can
exacerbate blockages. Furthermore, the increased concentration of
organics and solids can lead to elevated levels of hydrogen sulfide
(H2S) production. In addition to an increase in odors, higher levels of
H2S can accelerate the rate of corrosion within the wastewater
infrastructure.

Of the impacted water
system respondents,
49% reported
operational challenges
in water distribution
systems due to low
flows.

Of the impacted
wastewater
conveyance
respondents, 50%
indicated increased
solids deposition,
odor problems, and
O&M challenges.



Impacts on Wastewater Treatment Plant Operation

Declining flows change the characteristics of wastewater,
including the quantity and quality of wastewater treatment plant
(WWTP) influent, causing impacts and stressing treatment

Of the impacted

processes as s salinity, ammonia, and biochemical oxygen wastewater treatment
demand (BOD) concentrations increase beyond design respondents, 68%
specifications.

indicated changes in
The effluent from WWTPs is held to standards mandated by their )
individual National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System wastewater influent
(NPDES) permits, including effluent quality limits for constituents  quality.
like ammonia. Increasing influent concentrations can impact
effluent quality, straining a plant’s ability to meet its discharge
permit requirements. To avoid exceeding permit limits, utilities may have to consider implementing
costly WWTP upgrades.

In addition to the noted changes in influent water quality, more than 40 percent of impacted survey
respondents are facing subsequent challenges in meeting compliance requirements with respect to
effluent quality.

Impacts on Recycled Water Projects

Declining flows can alter treatment and cost-effectiveness of

recycled-water infrastructure by altering factors considered in Of the impacted
system design, like anticipated flow and water quality. In

California, the desire to improve water supply reliability has recyCIed water
motivated water utilities to expand water reuse through non- respondents, 70%

potable applications such as irrigation as well as potable reuse
through groundwater or surface water augmentation and
eventually raw or treated water augmentation. To expand water recycled water

reuse statewide, California utilities are designing and production.

constructing new infrastructure to treat and distribute the

recycled and/or purified water. Thus, declining flows could lead

to underutilized assets and could limit the ability to meet the state’s water reuse goals of at least 1.5
million acre-feet per year (MAF/year) by 2020 and 2.5 MAF/year by 2030.

As indoor residential water use decreases, the availability of treated wastewater for water reuse
decreases, thus decreasing production potential. Declining flows can also result in generation of
more concentrated wastewater streams, with elevated concentrations of total dissolved solids (TDS),
nitrogen species, and organics.

indicated a decrease in

Informing Policy on Long-Term Water Use Efficiency

Long-term WUE can produce many benefits as well as some ancillary effects on the water,
wastewater, and recycled water systems. These impacts can be balanced through informed policy
and achievable time frames. Regulators and utilities have been leading the charge in tackling
California’s ever-growing water challenges. When developing long-term WUE policy, the significantly
interconnected nature of the system must be considered, and a holistic, one-water view can benefit
smart policy and provide better solutions in managing California’s water resources.



SECTION 2

Supporting a Holistic Strategy
for Water Supply Reliability

Drought is a recurring phenomenon in California, and dry periods are increasing in
intensity and duration because of climate change. Meanwhile, our population
continues to grow and there is a greater awareness of our need to maintain water
supplies for both human consumption and wildlife habitats. Wise water use is critical
to supporting water supply reliability and resilience, and understanding its impacts on
the interconnected water system supports a holistic approach to addressing
California’s water supply challenges.

Utilities have been leading the charge in tackling California’s water . .,
supply challenges, implementing innovative programs and California’s water

infrastructure to develop drought-resilient water systems. Part of this industry leaders are
strategy is reducing California’s overall demand on this finite

resource. During the recent historic drought, Californians responded Workmg to
to the call for emergency statewide water use reductions, reducing understand how
their use by as much as 31 percent in July 2015, which the State declining flows can
has recognized as a highly successful outcome. However, this .

impact the

significant reduction in water demands brought to light some
unintended consequences of declining flows that ripple throughout interconnected
the mterponnected wa’ger gupply system. Thege observat|ons' offera water system to
preview into the potential impact of establishing permanent indoor

water use targets at or below the thresholds achieved as a result of help utilities most
the governor’s emergency conservation mandate. effectively address
Through a partnership with California Association of Sanitation current and future

Agencies (CASA), Water Research Foundation (WRF), WateReuse
California, and California Water Environment Association (CWEA), water supply
California Water Urban Agencies (CUWA) has developed this white challenges.

paper to provide decision makers, water/wastewater system

managers, and other stakeholders an understanding of the impacts of declining flows resulting from
substantial reductions in indoor water use and how utilities are adapting to these circumstances.
This research is intended to support long-term water use efficiency (WUE) planning and inform its
development within the context of the entire urban water cycle to maximize the inherent benefits
while mitigating negative impacts on our interconnected water systems.



Distinguishing between Conservation and Water Use Efficiency

Wisely managing demands is foundational to ensuring reliable water
supply in years to come. California water agencies continue to prioritize
wise water use through both short-term conservation efforts (i.e., in
response to drought or emergency) and long-term WUE for lasting,
sustainable effects. While some people use the term “conservation” to
describe both short-term and long-term strategies, this white paper
distinguishes between conservation as an emergency response to

drought and WUE as a long-term strategy for lasting demand reductions.

Our objective is to leverage the recent observations of utilities impacted
by emergency conservation measures in 2015 and 2016 to inform the
State’s long-term WUE policies. Given the interconnected nature of our
water system (Figure 1), and that many decision makers and
stakeholders have expressed strong interest in keeping water demands
at emergency reduction levels, it is critical to review the lessons learned
from this recent experience to inform how to optimize future water
management.

The One Water Cycle
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Figure 1. Understanding how the WUE strategies can affect an interconnected water supply system is critical

to optimizing future water management.
Source: Brown and Caldwell, 2017



Working to Understand the Impacts of Declining Flows

This white paper was informed by the following:

« Aliterature review to gain a foundational understanding of what 270 survey
impacts utilities may be experiencing because of declining flows

responses received
o A high-level survey to determine the level and range of observed

impacts in California 8 utilities interviewed
« In-depth interviews and developing case studies to illustrate the 50(y

broad range of issues agencies are experiencing and their 0 of survey

associated impact respondents

experienced an impact
on their drinking
water, wastewater, or
recycled-water
infrastructure

Through their collective membership, CASA, CWEA, and the Association
of California Water Agencies (ACWA) distributed a high-level survey to
determine how widespread the impacts of declining flows had been felt
in California during the drought. The survey sought input from
respondents regarding their experience with the impacts identified
during the literature review, namely the “key indicators of impacts” highlighted in each section.

A total of 270 distinct responses were received, representing agencies throughout California.
Respondents represented an array of services and service area sizes, as indicated in Figures 2 and
3, respectively. Given that agencies often provide multiple services, the survey was designed to give
utilities the ability to address impacts on each part of their system.

o Services Provided Service Area
ther

6% Water > 1M
31% 18% < 100,000
49%

Recycled
Water
24%

Wastewater

30% 100,000-1M
0

33%

= Water = Recycled Water = Wastewater = Other ®<100,000 =100,000-1M =>1M

Figures 2 (left) and 3 (right). Survey respondents represented wastewater, water, and recycled water service
providers that served service areas ranging from less than 100,000 to more than 1 million.

The nature of the survey allowed respondents to choose whether to identify themselves or remain
anonymous. Out of the 270 responses, 74 distinct utilities shared their information and are listed in
Appendix B. As illustrated in Figure 4, 70 out of the 74 identified utilities indicated that they
experienced some kind of impact on their system.

From the list of 65 impacted utilities, 9 utilities were selected to interview further to demonstrate the
broad range of issues that utilities were experiencing, and to understand what adaptation strategies
were already being implemented to address those impacts. A visual representation of the 65 utilities
that indicated that they had experienced impacts is shown in Figure 4.



Tuolumne Utilities District
Service Area Size: < 100,000

* Increased settling in sewer lines

* Increased potential for sanitary sewer overflows and blockages
* Increase in work order calls

¢ Increased odors and odor complaints

¢ Increased root intrusion in collection system

Alameda County Water District

Service Area Size: 100,000 - 1,000,000

* Distribution system nitrification

* Occurrences of low chlorine residual

* Operational challenges due to water age and reduced flows
* Intermittent idling and operational adjustments at treatment facilities

Santa Clara Valley Water District

Service Area Size: > 1,000,000

¢ Increased THM formation
¢ Increased taste and odor issues
¢ Operational challenges due to water quality changes and reduced flows

LA Department of Water and
Power/City of LA, Bureau of

Sanitation
Service Area Size: > 1,000,000

* Increased THM formation
* Increased taste and odor issues on wastewater
* Increased taste and odor issues

* Operational challenges due to water quality
changes and reduced flows

u Water m Wastewater B Recycled Water = N/A for Utility

@ Agencies that observed impacts O Agencies with no impact

Victor Valley Reclamation Authority
Service Area Size: 100,000 - 1,000,000

¢ Increased ammonia concentrations in wastewater influent

* Increased H,S in the collection system

¢ Increased odors and odor complaints

* Accelerated rate of corrosion and degradation of infrastructure

Orange County Water District/

Orange County Sanitation District
Service Area Size: > 1,000,000

¢ Increased detention time of wastewater in conveyance system
leading to deposition and septic conditions.

¢ Increased grease build up and settling at Plant 2

¢ Increased salinity due to RO concentrate from upstream facilities
treating more challenging water supplies

San Diego County Water Authority

Service Area Size: > 1,000,000

¢ Reduced distribution system residuals
¢ Distribution system nitrification
¢ Increased flushing to maintain water quality

Figure 4. Utilities throughout California indicated that they had experienced impacts due to declining flows in the high-level survey, and nine utilities were selected for in-depth interviews.



SECTION 3

Supporting Conservation as a
California Way of Life

As a response to the recent extreme drought, Governor Jerry Brown issued an
Executive Order (EO) directing State agencies to develop a long-term WUE framework,
as specified in the report Making Conservation a California Way of Life. This white
paper highlights observations and experiences of California utilities during the
drought, which provide a preview into the potential impact of establishing permanent
indoor water use targets at or below the thresholds achieved as a result of the
governor’'s emergency conservation mandate.

During the recent drought, Governor Brown issued an EO in April 2015 directing the State Water
Board to issue emergency drought regulations that mandated a statewide urban water use reduction
of 25 percent. Water agencies rose to the occasion, meeting or exceeding the State-mandated set
point. Before lifting the emergency drought regulations in April 2017, the governor issued a
subsequent EO reinforcing key strategies addressed in the California Water Action Plan—namely,
Making Water Conservation a California Way of Life (B-37-16, May 2016). Through this EO, the
governor directed State agencies to develop a long-term WUE framework and to improve planning to
support California’s water supply reliability and resiliency.

Water Use Efficiency Guidelines Set Water Use Targets

The Department of Water Resources’ (DWR'’s) Making Water
Conservation a California Way of Life report specifies the process for the

State’s urban water suppliers to meet new, long-term water use targets SUpp“er water use
(DWR 2016). Each agency’s target is an aggregate total of per capita target =

water use budgets in three categories: residential indoor use, outdoor

irrigation use, and distribution system water loss. (indoor water use budget)

+

(outdoor water use budget)
+

(water loss budget)

While the water use target equation includes the three considerations,

this white paper focuses on the indoor residential water use standard,

because the aim is to evaluate the impact of WUE levels on engineered
water systems. After residential water is used within the home, it is

conveyed as sewage to a wastewater treatment plant (WWTP) and
treated for discharge or reclaimed for non-potable or potable uses.
Thus, water used in the outdoor irrigation or lost via the distribution
system is less relevant to the focus of this white paper.
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Establishing Residential Indoor Water Use Standards

The “residential indoor standard” is defined as “the volume of residential indoor water used by each
person per day, expressed in gpcd” (DWR 2016). It is used to calculate a water supplier’s “indoor
water use budget,” which is a function of the total service area population, i.e.:

Residential indoor water use budget = (service area population)
X (residential indoor standard) x (number of days in a year)

Senate Bill (SB) x7-7 established 55 gallons per capita per day (gpcd) as a provisional standard for
residential water use per California Water Code (CWC) 19608.20(b)(2)(A). Until a new standard for
residential indoor water use is established, that existing standard will apply. As these standards are
being developed, the impact of reduced indoor water use on wastewater and water systems is a
critical consideration to inform policy decisions.

Effects of Reduced Demand on an Interconnected Water System

The interconnected nature of the water system means that change in one part of the cycle will
inevitably have impacts, both positive and negative, on other parts of the system. For example,
increased WUE can have environmental, public-health, and economic benefits by helping to improve
water quality and maintaining aquatic ecosystems. It also improves drought resiliency and can defer
the cost of building new infrastructure for additional water supply.

While there are many benefits to conservation, it is also important to understand how conservation
may impact the rest of the water system. With reduced water demands both drinking water and
wastewater flows decline and quality change. The potential impacts of declining flows on the
interconnected water system is shown in Figure 5.

Drinking Water Distribution
* Changes in water quality

* Increased pipeline flushing

¢ Increased flushing

* Increased nitrification

Recycled Water

« Changing influent water quality Wastewater

(increased ammonia loading) Conveyance
* Decrease in recycled * Increased odor production
water production and complaints
* Complaints from end users * Increased rate of corrosion
about water quality (i.e. salinity) « Exacerbated settli d
* Reduction in ability to offset hﬁgfagzse setinean
otable use
P * |ncreased number of 0&M
work orders

Wastewater Treatment

¢ Changing influent water quality
(increased ammonia loading)

* Potential to exceed discharge
permit requirements

Figure 5. Declining flows can impact the interconnected water system in several ways.
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Impacts Are Widespread across the State

As seen in Figure 6, impacts were experienced in every type of system interviewed. They were
experienced most often in water distribution systems, where 60 percent of survey respondents
indicated that they were having to manage the effects of declining flows. Additionally, 52 percent of
wastewater conveyance systems, 48 percent of WWTPs, and 43 percent of recycled water projects
indicated that they experienced impacts due to declining flows.

100%
90%
80%
70%

60%

50%
40%
30%
20%
10%
0

Drinking Water System  Wastewater Conveyance  Wastewater Treatment Recycled Water Project
(Sample Size: 158) System System (Sample Size: 120)
(Sample Size: 164) (Sample Size: 159)
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Figure 6. Survey respondents experienced impacts of water conservation in all system types, most often in
water distribution systems.

The following sections dig deeper into impacts on each type of system based on the literature review,
high-level survey results, and case studies with utilities that have experienced the most significant
impacts and have already implemented adaptation strategies.
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SECTION 4

Impacts of Declining Flows on
Water Distribution Systems

With declining water system flows, drinking water has a longer residence time in
pipes, leading to chemical, biological, and physical issues that may have a potential
impact on public health and compliance with the Safe Drinking Water Act.

Decreased Potable Water Demand Increases
Residence Time in Water Distribution Systems

As water in the distribution system declines, residence time o
increases in reservoirs and pipes. While reduced consumption has Key indicators of
its benefits (e.g., decreased groundwater overdraft), it also has impacts:

potential ancillary impacts. . Lower-than-expected

WRF conducted two studies focused on indoor residential water use water use
in select study sites throughout North America, once in 1999 and . Changes in water
the next in 2016. During that time, indoor water use decreased 15% quality within the
from 69.3 to 58.6 gallons per capita per day (Figure 7). distribution system
185 — Increased
18 0 .. . ~
. | REU1999 15 /0 disinfection by
e BN M rev2016 DECREASE product (DBP)
PER CAPITA formation
DAILY WATER USE
1999 TO 2016 — Increased
nitrification

— Changes in physical
characteristics

Gallons per day (gped)

o Increased flushing to
maintain safe water
quality

o Failure to comply with
drinking water
standards

Figure 7. Two WRF studies showed a 15 percent decrease in average
daily indoor per capita water use from 1999 to 2016.
Source: DeOreo et al., 2016
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In 2002, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) published a report titled Effects of Water
Age on Distribution System Water Quality. It discusses the impacts that increased “water age,” i.e.,
residence time in pipes, can have on distribution water quality, leading to potential public-health
implications. Water age is a function primarily of water demand, system operation, and system
design.

Table 1 lists water quality problems that can be caused or worsened by increased residence time in
the distribution system. The items that are marked with an asterisk are identified as having direct
potential health impacts. Water quality problems like discoloration or changes in other water
aesthetics (taste, odor) are secondary though still important, as they directly impact customers’
perception of the quality of their water.

Table 1. Summary of Water Quality Problems Associated with Water Age

Chemical Issues Biological Issues Physical Issues
DBP formation * DBP biodegradation * Temperature increases
Disinfectant decay Nitrification * Sediment deposition
Corrosion control effectiveness * Microbial regrowth, recovery, or shielding * Color
Taste and odor Taste and odor

Source: EPA 2002
*Denotes water quality problem with direct potential public-health impact.

Increased water age exacerbates chemical, biological, and physical issues for water quality, leading
to potential direct impacts on public health. This decline in water quality also puts water suppliers at
risk of failing primary drinking water standards and being out of compliance with the Safe Drinking
Water Act, particularly for DBPs, coliform bacteria, chlorine residual, and lead and copper action
levels.

Since the EPA report was published in 2002, a lot of work has been done to address these concerns.
Modifications in best management practices include improving the hydraulics in storage facilities
and managing water chemistry. Improvements in storage facilities include installing baffling systems,
increasing the turnover rate through deep cycling pumping, and tank mixing. Many water systems
have implemented aggressive nitrification control and disinfection residual and DBP control
practices. Water suppliers also increase pipeline flushing and discharge water from distribution
system reservoirs as necessary. These mitigation methods will be important as declining flows
continue to increase the water age within the distribution system.
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47 Percent of Impacted Water Distribution Systems Indicated
Operational Challenges due to Low Flows

The key indicators of impacts to water distribution systems identified during the literature review
were indeed observed by California utilities during the recent drought. Of water distribution
respondents surveyed, 61 percent indicated that they had experienced some kind of impact during
the period of mandated conservation. Of them, 49 percent of respondents experienced operational
challenges due to low flows, 47 percent experienced changes in water quality, and 17 percent
indicated another impact not included in the survey (Figure 8). Other impacts included items like
lower revenue, increasing rates, and stranded storage assets.

Impacts on Water Distribution Systems
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40%
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]

0%

Lower than expected Operational challenges  Changes in water Other* Idling of the plant due
water demand due to low flows quality to reduced customer
demand

*Some items included in other: lower revenues, increasing rates, stranded storage assets.

Figure 8. Operational challenges and changes in water quality were the
most significant impacts on water distribution systems.

San Diego County Water Authority (SDCWA) and Santa Clara Valley Water District (SCVWD) were
interviewed in greater detail as they had experienced most of the impacts identified during the
literature review and survey. A snapshot of some of the impacts they observed along with how the
utilities have adapted are included in the case studies below.
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Case Study: San Diego County Water Authority

SDCWA is a wholesale water agency serving 24-member retail agencies, with a population of 3.3 million people
and a service area of 1500 square miles. SDCWA's conveyance system delivers treated water from the Twin
Oaks Water Treatment Plant and Lewis Carlsbad Desalination Plant and both treated and untreated imported
water sources through 300 miles of large-diameter pipelines in two aqueducts.

Impacts experienced

Reduced conveyance system residuals: As
detention time through the system has
increased, chlorine residuals consequently
degrade. At the extremities of the aqueduct
system, up to a 1-milligram per liter (mg/L) loss
in residual chlorine has been experienced.

Conveyance system nitrification: Nitrification
has likewise increased within the aqueduct
system as a result of increased detention time,
resulting in the unwanted production of nitrites
in the drinking water.

Adaptation strategies/financial impacts

Increased flushing: To manage water quality issues,
SDCWA will occasionally flush water from its treated
water system into its raw water system, where it is
stored for treatment again at a later date. Due to

increased detention times in the aqueduct, the rate
of flushing has been increased as much as ten

times. The cost associated with flushing and re-
treating the water have increased from $200,000 a
year to over $2 million per year.

Investment in online monitoring equipment:
SDCWA has invested in the installation of multiple
online water quality analyzers, which has been
upwards of $250,000 in new equipment.

Case Study: Santa Clara Valley Water District

SCVWD provides Silicon Valley with safe, clean water for a healthy life, environment, and economy. SCVYWD
provides wholesale water and groundwater management services to 15 cities in Santa Clara County. On the
wholesale water side, SCVWD operates three drinking water treatment plants (WTPs) that deliver wholesale
drinking water to seven retailers through 39 miles of large-diameter distribution mains.

Impacts experienced

Changes in water quality: SCYWD saw poorer-
quality source water in the recent drought from
water imported through the Delta. Two out of
SCVWD'’s three WTPs were converted to
ozonation prior to the drought. During the period
of mandated conservation, the remaining WTP
not previously retrofitted to ozonation
experienced increased trihalomethanes (THMs)
and some taste and odor issues.

Operational challenges because of water quality
and reduced flows: Because of conservation,
demand for water production was reduced, and
thus flows declined within the water distribution
system. Retailers located the farthest
downstream of the WTP had the potential to
sustain the greatest impact due to increased
water age and THM formation.
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Adaptation strategies/financial impacts

Coagulant changes to address higher total
organic carbon (TOC): SCVWD used
coagulants from aluminum sulfate to ferric
chloride (FeCls) for 3 months in 2016, and
also applied a much higher dose to remove
TOC.

o Cost of ferric chloride: FeCls use resulted
in an additional cost of $150,000.

Established minimum flow rates in the
Rinconada distribution system: To ensure that
the most downstream retailer was not
disproportionately impacted by the reduced
flow rates, SCVWD established minimum
required flow rates with each of its retailers.




Case Study: Alameda County Water District

Alameda County Water District (ACWD) provides a reliable source of high quality water to over 351,000 people
in the cities of Fremont, Newark and Union City. ACWD is a water retailer and manages over 900 miles of
distribution pipelines, 83,000 service connections, 13 water storage tanks, and numerous pumping and
regulating facilities in its 100-square mile service area. ACWD also currently operates three water treatment

facilities.

Impacts experienced

¢  Water quality challenges: Reduced water
demands increased overall water age in the
system, and changed system dynamics. As a
result, ACWD experienced nitrification
conditions in a greater number of storage
facilities. Additionally, some outlying areas of
the distribution system with low water use
experienced low chlorine residuals, which had
not previously occurred in ACWD’s system.

o Operational challenges: In order to exercise
distribution system storage and reduce water
age, treatment facilities had to be operated at
lower-than-typical and/or variable rates and
water storage facilities had to be operated at
lower levels. Less water in storage meant less
water available in the event of an unexpected
emergency or extended outage. Additional
water quality monitoring, storage facility
management and flushing operations were also
required.

Adaptation strategies/financial impacts
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Supplemental flushing operations: To address
unusually low chlorine residuals at outlying ends of
the distribution system, supplemental flushing
events were required to bring fresh water into those
areas. This required significant staff time.

Treatment facility idling and adjustments: Due to
reduced water demands, ACWD elected to shut
down its smallest treatment facility for 10 years or
more. Additionally, operation of ACWD’s Blending
Facility was adapted to an intermittent on/off
operation to cycle water system storage and reduce
water age. At the Newark Desalination Facility, the
recovery rate on the reverse osmosis (RO) process
was reduced in order to keep it online at lower
flows. Although less efficient, this adjustment was
preferable to going off-line entirely, which would
have impacted the life of the RO membranes and
limited ACWD'’s ability to use local groundwater.

Water storage cycling and targets: To reduce water
age, operational strategies were adapted to
increase and intensify water storage cycling, and
storage volume targets were reduced.



SECTION 5

Impacts of Declining Flows on
Wastewater Conveyance Systems

Declining system flows decrease wastewater flows and may increase pollutant and
solids concentrations, which increase blockages, odors, and corrosion in pipes. This
leads to increases in operation and maintenance (O&M) costs, odor complaints, and

an accelerated degradation of infrastructure.

Reduced Wastewater Flows
Increase Blockages

Standards used for hydraulic design include requirements of
minimum slopes for various pipe diameters to achieve
scouring velocities that minimize debris accumulation.
However, external conditions could exacerbate debris
accumulation, including root intrusion; increase in fats, oils,
and grease (FOG); and pipe sags (Feeney et al. 2009). This
debris accumulation results in sewer blockages, which is the
number one cause of loss in sewer serviceability (Ashley
2004).

Reduced water usage and wastewater production and
constant solids loading leads to an increase in solids
concentration within the sewer system, which increases debris
accumulation and exacerbates blockages in sewer networks.

A study conducted by a water retailer in Australia correlated
the water consumption per household with the number of
sewer blockages (Figure 9), indicating that lower water
consumption gives rise to a higher rate of sewer blockages
(Yarra Valley Water 2011). This subsequently leads to clogged
pipes, loss of sewer serviceability, and an increase in operation
and maintenance.
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Key indicators of
impacts:

Lower-than-expected
wastewater flows

Increased rate of odor
complaints
Accelerated rate of
corrosion

Increased operation and
maintenance (work orders)
of sewer lines and pumps

Pumps operating outside of
their preferred operating
range (POR)

— Signs of cavitation

— Increased vibration and
noise
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Figure 9. Lower water consumption gives rise to a higher rate of sewer blockages.
Source: Yarra Valley Water 2011.

Structural Condition Failures from Accelerated Corrosion

Corrosion in the conveyance system occurs when the free water surface releases hydrogen sulfide
(H2S) to the atmosphere during anaerobic conditions and is adsorbed by moist sewer pipe. On the
pipe surface, H2S is converted to sulfuric acid (H2S04), which corrodes the pipe. The changing

characteristics of wastewater from declining flows can accelerate corrosion through two methods:

« Increased concentration of organic material and sulfate: As wastewater flows decrease and
organic and solids concentrations increase, concentrations of sulfate in sewage increase. This
increase in sulfate generates additional corrosive sulfides.

« Increased residence time: Longer flow residence enables more time for the high organic content
in wastewater to consume oxygen, leading to anaerobic conditions. This accelerates the rate of
corrosive sulfide production.

Accelerated corrosion in pipes leads to a faster rate of structural failure. The primary failure mode for
metal pipes is internal or external corrosion, which leads to holes in the pipe wall. Cast iron is
particularly brittle, making it susceptible to cracking and subsequent collapse. Corrosion is also often
a major factor in the failure of reinforced concrete pipe (RCP), which typically fails after the interior
surface of the pipe wall has deteriorated to a point where the reinforcing steel is exposed. As the
reinforcing steel corrodes, it swells, breaking up surrounding concrete and causing failure (Feeney et
al. 2009).

This increase in the rate of structural failure because of accelerated corrosion results in increased
O&M costs and accelerated aging of the infrastructure. Initiated by the National Association of
Corrosion Engineers (NACE), the U.S. Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) released a 2-year study
in 2002 on the direct costs associated with metallic corrosion in nearly every U.S. industry sector. It
stated that the total annual cost of corrosion for drinking water and sewer systems is $36 billion,
which included the costs of “replacing aging infrastructure, lost water from unaccounted-for leaks,
corrosion inhibitors, internal mortar linings, external coatings, and cathodic protection” (NACE 2002).
These costs will only be exacerbated as declining flows accelerate the rate of corrosion within
wastewater infrastructure.
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Increase in Odor Production, Leading to Increased Odor Complaints

Odors in sewers are dominated by H2S, which can be recognized by its characteristic rotten-egg odor.
It is detectable by the human sense of smell at a concentration level of 0.001 part per million (ppm)
and has sub-lethal effects (nausea and eye, nose, and throat irritation) at 10 to 50 ppm (ASCE
1989). Like corrosion, the production rate of odors in sewers is exacerbated by declining flows,
which increases the concentrations of sulfate (leading to an increased production of H2S).

This increase in odor production impacts quality of life. An article in the Los Angeles Times stated,
“In San Francisco, officials also say foul odors have become noticeable in low-lying and flat areas of
the city where gravity cannot help push solids through the system” (Stevens 2015). Increased odor
production requires an investment of additional O&M budget to address.

58 Percent of Impacted Wastewater Conveyance Respondents
Indicated Increased Odor Problems

As seen in Figure 10, a variety of the impacts described were experienced by wastewater conveyance
utilities. Of wastewater conveyance respondents surveyed, 52 percent indicated that they had
experienced some kind of impact during the period of mandated conservation. Of them, more than
50 percent experienced increased solids deposition, odor problems, and O&M needs. Other issues
observed included increased corrosion, root intrusion, and pH changes.

Impacts on Wastewater Conveyance Systems
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Figure 10. Lower-than-expected wastewater flows and increased odor problems were most significant in
wastewater conveyance systems.
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Case Study: Tuolumne Utilities District

Tuolumne Utilities District (TUD) is a water and wastewater utility that serves nearly 44,000 residents in
northern California’s Tuolumne County. TUD operates 14 drinking water treatment plants and a
wastewater system that treats 1.2 million gallons per day (mgd) of sewage at the Sonoma Regional WTP.

Impacts experienced Adaptation strategies/financial impacts

e Increased sanitary sewer overflows and ¢ Increased maintenance of the collection
blockages: 65 percent of TUD’s conveyance system: TUD has always maintained a hot spot
system is 4 to 6 inches in diameter, which list of areas that staff would routinely check. As
makes them prone to blockages. The reduced flows have declined, that list has increased.
flows exacerbate this issue, leading to an Trucks are being sent out more often to
increase in required maintenance. monitor those locations.

¢ Increased root intrusion: When there is a e Proactive pipe patching: TUD has implemented
blockage in a gravity system, any crack has a pipe patching system to counter the
the potential to leach moisture. TUD has increased root intrusion. TUD cleans the pipe
observed increased root intrusion in these and cures a fiberglass material as an internal
locations, causing further separation and liner, which both patches the pipe and, given
cracks. that it’'s a smoother material, moves sewage

more effectively.

Case Study: Victor Valley Water Reclamation
Authority

The Victor Valley Water Reclamation Authority (VWWRA) operates as a Joint Powers Authority serving four
member agencies. It provides wastewater treatment services through 42 miles of wastewater conveyance
and a treatment facility that treats roughly 10.7 mgd.

Impacts experienced Adaptation strategies/financial impacts

o Increased odors and odor complaints: As . Operational improvements and increased
flows have declined in its conveyance system, rehabilitation and maintenance of manholes: To
solids remain in the system longer, leading to combat the increased odors and accelerated
an increase in H2S. The increased H2S rate of corrosion, VWWRA has implemented
produces more odors and more odor operational improvements and begun coating its
complaints. manholes in epoxy. To proactively mitigate future

o Accelerated rate of corrosion and corrosion, VVWRA has also updated its
degradation of infrastructure: Because of the specifications for manhole coatings to include
increased H2S, VWWRA has witnessed an epoxy coatings while exploring alternative
acceleration of corrosion in its collection materials to concrete for manholes.
system, primarily at its manholes. o Investment in epoxy coating: VWWRA has

spent $300,000 per year over the past 5
years to address increased corrosion.
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SECTION 6

Impacts of Declining Flows on
Wastewater Treatment Plant
Operations

Declining flows change the characteristics of wastewater, including the
guantity and quality of WWTP influent, causing impacts and stressing
treatment processes as it pushes ammonia, total dissolved solids (TDS), and
phosphorus concentrations beyond design specifications. This may require
WWTPs to invest in improvements or expansions earlier than planned.

Increasing Wastewater Influent Concentrations
May Impact Effluent Quality

The effluent from WWTPs is held to standards mandated by their Key indicators of
individual National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) impacts:
permits, including effluent quality limits for constituents like

. ) « Lower-than-expected
ammonia and nutrients.

wastewater flows
Increasing influent concentrations that trend upward because of « Changing influent
declining flows can reduce effluent quality, potentially impacting a water quality
plant’s ability to meet its discharge permit requirements. This
increase in concentration may require the WWTP to invest in
upgrades earlier than expected, resulting in additional cost. This is
of particular importance for plants that have discharge limits for
ammonia. The following example describes a case of increased « Exceeding discharge
ammonia concentration in the influent flow, which subsequently permit requirements
increases ammonia concentrations in the effluent.

— Increased
ammonia and
nutrient loading

Ammonia Concentration Increasing in Silicon Valley

Silicon Valley Clean Water (SVCW) has experienced an increase in ammonia in its influent, and
subsequently, its effluent (as seen in the drought period in Figure 11 and Figure 12). SVCW’s NPDES
wastewater permit has a monthly average ammonia limit of 173 mg/L, and effluent concentrations
are consistently below this value. With mandatory water rationing, ammonia concentrations entering
the WWTP increased (Figure 11). Effluent concentrations of ammonia followed this trend (Figure 12).
While still below their reporting limit, this raises the flag on potential problems further down the road.
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Santa Barbara Experiences Alkalinity Limitations

When declining flows change the characteristics of that flow, treatment processes may become
strained. For example, nitrification is a common process to remove ammonia, and it requires a ratio
of alkalinity to stabilize the water’s pH. As ammonia concentrations increase, as previously
demonstrated, alkalinity must also increase to support nitrification.

However, during the period of mandatory water rationing, alkalinity has remained relatively constant.
That is because much of the alkalinity in water originates from the source water and is not added by
the user. Thus, there may not be enough alkalinity to balance out the increase in ammonia. The
following example describes a WWTP that has had to proactively address this potential limitation.

El Estero WWTP in Santa Barbara has experienced a strain on its current wastewater treatment
processes based on alkalinity limitations. The plant is currently converting to nitrification, and a
residual alkalinity of 80 to 100 mg/L is required to maintain the pH in the nitrified effluent. A marked
decrease in flow and increase in ammonia concentration was observed from 2012 to 2014 (Figure
13). Influent ammonia concentrations increased by 32 percent, but influent alkalinity increased by
only 4 percent. The amount of alkalinity available was predicted to be insufficient to meet the
alkalinity demand for nitrification, indicating an alkalinity limitation. Based on process modeling, it
was calculated that supplemental alkalinity would be required at times to maintain a pH above 6.0
for nitrification, which is necessary for effluent compliance. Based on those 2014 data, chemical
facilities for alkalinity addition were added to the design.
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Figure 13. At the El Estero WWTP, Influent flows decreased from 2012 to 2014, and ammonia
concentrations increased.
Source: Sawyer et al. 2016.
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Impacts to Plant Capacity Ratings

WWTPs are typically rated based on average dry weather flows (ADWF), but the key criterion for
biological processes (e.g., activated sludge) is often organic and nutrient loading. For processes that
are governed by organic loading, a plant may reach loading capacity at a much lower flow than the
rated design flow (Figure 14). Thus, a plant expansion for treatment processes governed by organic
loading would need to occur at flows well below the original design flow capacity.
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Figure 14. Declining flows may accelerate the need for investment in expansion of treatment processes
governed by organic loading, as loading capacity could be reached at a much lower flow.
Source: Sawyer et al. 2016.
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40 Percent of Impacted Survey Respondents indicated Changes in
Wastewater Influent Quality

As seen in Figure 15, a variety of the impacts described were experienced by utilities providing
wastewater treatment services. Of wastewater treatment respondents surveyed, 48 percent
indicated that they had experienced some kind of impact during the period of mandated
conservation. Of those impacted, more than 60 percent of respondents noted changes in influent
water quality, and 40 percent faced subsequent challenges in meeting compliance requirements
with respect to effluent quality (see Figure 15). Other issues experienced included plant upsets and
staffing adjustments to manage the new conditions.

Impacts on Wastewater Treatment Plants
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Figure 15. Lower-than-expected WWTP influent and changes in influent quality
were the most significant impacts in wastewater treatment plants.
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Case Study: Victor Valley Water Reclamation
Authority

Introduced in the wastewater conveyance section, VVWRA provides wastewater treatment through a
treatment facility that treats roughly 10.7 mgd. This plant discharges into a terminal river, which doesn’t
flow to the ocean. The facility is thus bound by strict regulatory requirements that require the entire
wastewater effluent to be treated to Title 22 standards.

Impacts experienced Adaptation strategies/financial impacts

. Increased ammonia concentrations in the o Changes to operations for the aeration basins:
wastewater influent: Current ammonia levels To meet strict discharge requirements, the
in the wastewater influent are much higher VVWRA treatment plant nitrifies and denitrifies
than those recorded before 2010. Influent its wastewater. Changing ammonia
ammonia concentrations prior to 2010 concentrations impact operations, as it
averaged in the mid to high 20s mg/L. reduces the dilution of the ammonia and
Concentrations are now between 30 and 40 makes it harder to treat.
mg/L. o Delivering less recycled water to customers:

o Declining wastewater influent reduces To meet the base flow requirements set by CA
wastewater effluent volumes: This is Fish and Wildlife, VWWRA is required to
significant for VWWRA as it is required to discharge the 8.2 mgd first before sending its
discharge a base flow of 8.2 mgd per day to effluent to reuse. However, the less recycled
the river. water is available for reuse, the more

customers will need to rely on potable
resources (groundwater).

Case Study: City of Los Angeles, Bureau of
Sanitation

The City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Sanitation (LASAN) provides wastewater services to more than 4
million customers through more than 6,700 miles of public sewers that convey about 400 mgd of flow
from residences aed businesses.

Impacts experienced Adaptation strategies/financial impacts

o Large and bulky influx of trash associated * Managed large influx of trash through manual
with wet weather events: Because of labor: When the automatic raking systems are
declining flows, food waste and sanitary-type overwhelmed by the sudden and large influx of
trash is getting stuck in the collection system. trash, LASAN has to manually pull trash out. This
Then, when a large wet weather event occurs, is accomplished through manual rakes or a
all of that trash is suddenly swept to the Bobcat.
WWTP, overloading its automatic raking
system.
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SECTION 7

Impacts of Declining Flows on

Recycled Water Projects

To expand water reuse statewide, California utilities are designing and
constructing new infrastructure to treat and distribute the recycled and/or
purified water. Declining flows can alter treatment and cost-effectiveness of
recycled-water infrastructure by altering factors considered in system design,
like anticipated flow and water quality. Thus, declining flows could lead to
stranded community assets and could limit the ability to meet the State’s water

reuse goals.

Changes in Wastewater Effluent Have Impacts on
Recycled Water Effluent Quantity and Quality

In California, the desire to improve water supply reliability has motivated
water utilities to expand their recycled water use by designing and
constructing new infrastructure to treat and distribute the recycled water.
Specifically, indoor conservation can result in generation of a more
concentrated wastewater stream, with elevated concentrations of TDS,
nitrogen species, and carbon (Stevens 2015).

A paper published on July 27, 2017, explores how drought and water
conservation strategies combine to reduce influent and flow, and
subsequently, effluent flow and quality (Tran et al. 2017). The authors
analyzed water quantity and quality data at the Inland Empire Utilities
Agency (IEUA) Regional Water Recycling Plant 1 (RP1) during drought and
pre-drought periods (2011 to 2015) to investigate the impacts during
this time. Their analysis showed that the combination of poorer-quality
water supplies coupled with conservation activities resulted in a
decrease in wastewater influent flow and an increase in pollutants in the
influent of IEUA - RP1 from 2011 and 2015 (Tran et al. 2017), as shown
in Figure 16. This reduction in overall treated volumes resulted in lower
discharge into surface water by approximately 38 percent, which impacts
downstream agencies that rely on that surface water as their influent.
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Key indicators of
impacts:

Lower-than-expected
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Figure 16. IEUA - RP1 influent flows and the wastewater produced per capita decreased
from 2011 through 2015.
Source: Tran et al. 2017.

The paper also analyzed wastewater quality and observed increases in certain constituents,
including TDS, electrical conductivity (ECw) ions (sodium [Na*], chloride [CI-], calcium [Ca2*], and
bicarbonate [HCOz]), and nutrients (see Figures 17 and 18). Between 2011 and 2015, an 8 to 16
percent increase in many of the constituent concentrations at IEUA - RP1 led to potential discharge
violations and fines. Thus, drought and water conservation measures combined to decrease both the
quantity and quality of recycled water effluent.
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Source: Tran et al. 2017.
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Figure 18. Constituents that increased in the IEUA - RP 1 influent also increased in the effluent
from 2011 to 2015.

Source: Tran et al. 2017.
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Recycled water projects are expected to produce effluent of a specific quality per their intended end-
use (e.g., non-potable reuse [NPR] and potable reuse [PR]), as regulated by the Division of Drinking
Water (DDW). Some of the water quality requirements for PR through groundwater replenishment are
listed in Table 2. As plant influent and effluent concentrations potentially increase because of
declining flows, additional treatment processes may need to be built earlier than planned to meet
effluent water quality requirements.

Table 2. Water Quality Requirements for Recycled Water for Groundwater Replenishment

Constituent Regulatory Level Frequency of Monitoring

Inorganic chemicals MCL (Table 64431-A) Quarterly

Radionuclide chemicals MCL (Table 64442, 64443) Quarterly

Organic chemicals MCL (Table 6444-A) Quarterly

Disinfection by-products MCL (Table 64533-A) Quarterly

Lead and copper Action levels Quarterly

Secondary drinking water SMCL (Table 64449-A, 64449-B) Yearly

contaminants

Chemicals with NLs NL Quarterly

Priority toxic pollutants 40 CFR Section 131.38 Quarterly

Any other chemical DDW specifies on a

case-hy-case basis TBD Quarterly

Impacts on Recycled Water Planning Assumptions

The changes in influent quality coming into water recycling plants also have an impact on
infrastructure that is currently in design. As with all infrastructure, facilities are designed to specific
design criteria, including anticipated flow and water quality. For projects that are currently in design,
changing wastewater effluent quantity and quality can push the limits of those criteria.

For example, the Pure Water Program for the City of San Diego is currently designing a
comprehensive surface water augmentation program that includes expanding San Diego’s existing
WWTP and building a full-scale advanced water purification facility and a pipeline to transport the
water to Lake Miramar. The design currently assumes wastewater flows, total suspended solids
(TSS), and biochemical oxygen demand (BOD) values for the wastewater influent entering the soon-
to-be expanded North City Water Reclamation Plant (NCWRP). Projections were performed to
understand the potential impacts that decreased indoor residential use could have on these
assumptions. These projections showed that concentrations for TSS and BOD increased by 16
percent, which would substantially impact the design of aeration basins and other wastewater
treatment processes.
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70 Percent of Impacted Recycled Water Respondents Indicated a
Decrease in Recycled Water Production

Out of all the survey respondents that provide recycled water services, 51 percent indicated some
kind of impact due to declining flows resulting from the emergency mandate. As seen in Figure 19,
the biggest challenge facing recycled water systems was the decline in recycled water produced.
While influent and effluent recycled water quality is a concern because of increased concentrations
of salt, organics, and other contaminants of concern, less than 30 percent of respondents observed
significant impacts in this way.

Impacts on Recycled Water Projects

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%

40%

30%
20%
- .

0%
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*Some items included in other: decreasein recycled water influent, changes in recycled water demand.

Figure 19. Decreased in recycled water production and changes in influent water quality
were the most significant impacts in recycled water projects.
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OCWD and OCSD

Orange County Water District (OCWD) and Orange County Sanitation District (OCSD) collaborate to provide
water supply reliability in the Orange County service area. OCSD manages a 6-mile stretch of the Santa
Ana River and also operates the Groundwater Replenishment System (GWRS). OCSD provides wastewater
services for 2.6 million people and manages two WWTPs: Plants 1 and 2. Plant 1 produces the effluent
that feeds GWRS.

Impacts experienced Adaptation strategies/financial impacts

¢« Reduced flows at the WWTPs: The total ¢  Supplementing GWRS feed water flows with
combined flow of Plants 1 and 2 has Plant 2 effluent: With the substantial decline in
decreased from 240 mgd in the 2000s to OCSD influent wastewater flows, the upcoming
180 mgd currently. This decline in flows GWRS final expansion to 130 mgd will require
reduces the wastewater effluent available for flow to be diverted from Plant 2 to Plant 1
groundwater recharge through GWRS. GWRS for purification.

¢ Increasing salinity in discharge effluent from o Segregation of high-salinity flows: Higher-TDS
upstream utilities: OCSD treats the reverse- flow is currently being processed at Plant 2,
osmosis concentrate discharge of upstream which is destined for purification at GWRS as
utilities. As inland water agencies seek out part of the final expansion. To prevent this
and treat more challenging local water highly saline flow from negatively impacting the
supply, the increased TDS is observed GWRS, OCSD has invested $60 million to
downstream at OCSD. segregate these non-reclaimable flows from

the water conveyed to GWRS.

City of San Diego, Public Utilities Dept.

The City of San Diego’s Public Utilities Department provides water services to 1.3 million customers,
wastewater services to a greater metropolitan community of 2.4 million customers and recycled water
services. San Diego is a pioneer in potable reuse, promoting sustainable water use technologies through
its Pure Water San Diego program. Pure Water San Diego is designed to provide one-third of San Diego’s
future water demands through advanced water purification, thereby effectively reducing its reliance on
imported water and permanently reducing discharges of treated wastewater to the ocean.

Potential impacts

o Insufficient influent flow at the North City Water Reclamation Plant (NCWRP): The NCWRP
serves as the first step for Phase | of Pure Water, which aims to deliver 42 mgd of recycled and
purified water by the end of 2021, which requires approximately 52 mgd of influent. Since the
City of San Diego’s project is still in design, significant future declines in influent flow below
current design specifications could:

o limit the City’s ability to meet Pure Water supply diversification goals and commitments
o partially strand an important new asset
o reduce regional drought resilience capabilities

33



SECTION 8

Policy Recommendations

Increasing water use efficiency results in both benefits and potential impacts
on the water, wastewater, and recycled water systems, and these can be
balanced through informed policy. Regulators and utilities have been leading
the charge in tackling California’s ever-growing water challenges. When
developing policy associated with long term water use efficiency and indoor
water use, the significantly interconnected nature of the system must be
considered. A holistic, one-water approach can benefit smart policy and
provide better solutions in managing California’s water resources.

Based on our research on the impacts of declining flows, CUWA offers the following policy
recommendations to inform the currently developing standards for WUE:

« The entire interconnected urban water cycle as well as public health and safety must be
considered in long-term WUE policies. The existing urban water cycle is challenged by ancillary
impacts of declining flows on water, wastewater, and recycled water systems. Such low flows
can bring complications, and adaptations may not be straightforward or without significant costs.
For example, water systems are typically designed to carry fire flows and cannot be downsized to
carry lower flows without adverse effects. Policies addressing long-term WUE must account for
costs required to adapt to new flow expectations. The State should provide flexibility for utilities
to adjust or offer variances to account for local impacts and investments in water supply
reliability measures including increased use of recycled and purified water as recommended by
the California Water Action Plan.

« Actions appropriate for sustainable long-term WUE differ significantly from those for short-term,
emergency water use reductions. Actions taken to address water shortage emergencies are
intended to achieve short-term water use reductions through behavior change and sacrifice by
water customers. Though some behavioral changes precipitated by emergency conditions may
lead to positive lasting changes (e.g., California friendly landscapes), other extreme measures
(e.g., insufficient tree watering) carry adverse impacts and are not sustainable for extended
periods. When properly designed and implemented based on a holistic analysis of the urban
water cycle, long-term WUE programs can result in sustainable potable demand offsets that
support the economy, environment, and communities.

« Greater flexibility, enabled by more diverse supply and storage options, will better position urban
utilities to address future uncertainties. While WUE is an important element of water
management programs, it is not in itself sufficient to manage all future water demands. The
California Water Action Plan acknowledges the need for more comprehensive water
management and supports “making regions more self-reliant by reducing water demand and by
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developing new or underused water resources locally” and expanding storage “to deal with the
effects of drought and climate change on water supplies for both human and ecosystem needs.”
Acknowledging that declining flows have the potential to reduce the production of local, drought-
resistant water supplies through water reuse, California policy on long-term WUE should prioritize
outdoor water use restrictions, which will have a lower impact on interconnected water systems,
to achieve statewide demand management goals.

An iterative and flexible approach is critical for the implementation and refinement of long-term
WUE targets. Once long-term water use targets are established, water agencies should be
provided sufficient time and full flexibility for implementing local and/or regional programs in the
context of the entire interconnected water cycle. Customers’ water rates will increase to address
costs associated with adapting to potential impacts in the midst of reduced revenues. To lessen
the financial impact on customers, particularly those in disadvantaged communities, water
agencies need adequate time to fully achieve targets to allow for incremental rate increases.
Given the long-term nature of WUE targets, the State should evaluate compliance through
longer-term planning efforts such as UWMPs, and not on a monthly basis.
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SECTION 10

Abbreviations

ACWA Association of California Water Agencies
ACWD Alameda County Water District

ADWF average dry weather flows

BOD biochemical oxygen demand

Ca2* calcium

CASA California Association of Sanitation Agencies
CEC contaminant of emerging concern

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

Cl- chloride

CUWA California Water Urban Agencies

cwcC California Water Code

CWEA California Water Environment Association
DBP disinfection by-product

DDW Division of Drinking Water

DWR Department of Water Resources

ECw electrical conductivity

EO Executive Order

EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
FeCI3 ferric chloride

FHWA Federal Highway Administration

FOG fats, oils, and grease

gpcd gallon(s) per capita per day

GWRS Groundwater Replenishment System
HCO3 bicarbonate

H2S hydrogen sulfide

H2S04 sulfuric acid

IEUA Inland Empire Utilities Agency

L liter(s)

LASAN City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Sanitation
MCL maximum contaminant level

mg milligram(s)

mgd million gallons per day
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Na* sodium

NACE National Association of Corrosion Engineers
NCWRP North City Water Reclamation Plant

NL notification level

NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
NPR non-potable reuse

0CSD Orange County Sanitation District

OCWD Orange County Water District

0&M operation and maintenance

POR preferred operating range

ppm part(s) per million

PR potable reuse

RCP reinforced concrete pipe

REU residential end use

RP1 Regional Water Recycling Plant 1

SB Senate Bill

SCVWD Santa Clara Valley Water District

SDCWA San Diego County Water Authority

SMCL secondary maximum contaminant level
SVCW Silicon Valley Clean Water

TDS total dissolved solids

THM trihalomethane

TOC total organic carbon

TSS total suspended solids

TUD Tuolumne Utilities District

VVWRA Victor Valley Water Reclamation Authority
WRF Water Research Foundation

WTP water treatment plant

WUE water use efficiency

WWTP wastewater treatment plant
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Appendix A

Case Studies

Nine geographically diverse agencies were selected from the list of respondents, collectively
experiencing a broad range of impacts resulting from declining flows. Representing a combination of
water, wastewater, and recycled water systems, the agencies interviewed revealed not only the
range of impacts experienced, but their technical, operational, and financial significance.

The case studies are presented in the order they appear in the main report.

San Diego County Water Authority

San Diego County Water Authority (SDCWA) is a wholesale water
agency serving 24-member retail agencies, with a population of 3.3 Major Impacts
million people and a service area of 1500 square miles. SDCWA «  More than $2 million lost
operates and maintains the San Diego region’s aqueduct delivery to re-treat flushed water
system, which includes 300 miles of large-diameter pipeline in two $250.000 invested in new
aqueducts, 1,600 aqueduct-related structures, and 100 flow- S o

_ water quality monitoring
control facilities. .

equipment

Other major facilities in the SDCWA system include the Olivenhain

Dam, its 24,000-acre-foot reservoir, and the 100 mgd Twin Oaks

Valley Water Treatment Plant (Twin Oaks WTP). In December 2015, the Lewis Carlsbad Desalination
Plant began commercial operation and currently provides a highly reliable local supply of up to
56,000-acre-feet per year for the San Diego region. A Water Purchase Agreement between SDCWA
and Poseidon provides the terms whereby SDCWA purchases the supply and includes assurances
that all water quality regulations are satisfied before deliveries are taken by SDCWA. The Water
Authority also entered into long-term agreements for the transfer of conserved Colorado River
supplies, which currently totals approximately 180,000-acre-feet per year. The remainder of the
Water Authority’s supplies are purchased as supplemental supplies from the Metropolitan Water
District, which receives water from the Colorado River and the State Water Project. The water flows
into San Diego through five large-diameter pipelines, which range in diameter from 48 to 108 inches.
These pipelines carry either fully treated potable water or untreated water (raw water).

Impacts Experienced

Declining flows have had a variety of impacts on SDCWA, including:

e Reduced flows in aqueducts: Because of reduced demand from their member agencies, flows in
the aqueducts have dropped from 50 to 80 percent of capacity of the pipeline (prior to 2014) to
just 10 percent. Flows with historical velocities of 10 feet per second (ft/s) have declined to 1
ft/s. The decline in flow naturally increases detention time in the aqueduct, which results in
increased water age and degradation of water quality.

« Reduced conveyance system residuals: Detention time has increased from several hours to up
to 6 days in certain places within the conveyance system. Due to this increase, chlorine
residuals consequently degrade. At the extremities of the aqueduct system, up to a 1 mg/L loss
in residual chlorine has been experienced. The water quality continues to degrade in the
member agencies’ distribution systems.
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Conveyance system nitrification: As detention time has increased, nitrification has likewise
increased within the aqueduct system, resulting in the unwanted production of nitrites in the
drinking water.

Adaptation Strategies and Financial Impacts

SDCWA has proactively taken action to address the impacts described. These adaptation strategies
demonstrate SDCWA’s commitment to water supply reliability and water quality, but they do have a
financial impact, as described below:

Increased flushing: SDCWA has increased its rate of flushing to address water quality issues
from increased detention time in the agueduct. When SDCWA flushes the pipeline with treated
water, it is discharged into one of two locations. It either cascades into the untreated raw water
pipeline and is then purchased by agencies at the raw water rate, or the flushing water is
discharged into the Terminal Reservoir. This water must be treated again before it can be used.
Previously, SDCWA was flushing only 5 to 10 cubic feet per second (cfs) two to three times per
year. Now, 20 to 30 cfs is flushed on average daily. The costs associated with flushing and re-
treating the water have increased from $200,000 a year to over $2 million per year.

Investment in online monitoring equipment: To address changing water quality in the pipeline
because of loss of residual and increased nitrification activity, SDCWA has invested in the
installation of multiple online water quality analyzers. These analyzers provide real-time data to
control room staff to make better operating decisions.

o Cost of new equipment: SDCWA has made an investment of upwards of $250,000 in new
equipment to ensure water quality throughout its system.

Additional sampling in the field: Operational staff members are responsible for not only
controlling the water, but also managing water quality. The percentage of staff time spent
performing water quality monitoring and management duties has increased from 15 percent to
35-40 percent as a result of the water quality changes observed within the system.
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Santa Clara Valley Water District
The Santa Clara Valley Water District (District) provides Silicon

Valley safe, clean water for a healthy life, environment and Major Impacts

economy. That includes managing an integrated water resources . $1.63 million in powdered
system that not only provides clean water, but is dedicated to activated carbon (PAC)
keeping residents and businesses safe through its flood protection purchased to remove total
programs and that is committed to protecting our environment organic carbon (TOC) and
through habitat restoration, cleaning toxins from water and taste and odor compounds

ensuring the efficient use of water throughout our community. An additional $150.000

The District manages 10 dams and surface water reservoirs, three from FeCls use

water treatment plants with a total capacity of 220 mgd, an . $350,000 in increased
advanced recycled water purification center, a state-of-the-art water staff time for water quality
quality laboratory, nearly 400 acres of groundwater recharge ponds monitoring and testing
and more than 275 miles of streams. It provides wholesale water

and groundwater management services to local municipalities and

private water retailers who deliver drinking water directly to homes and businesses in Santa Clara
County.

The District’s water sources include water imported through the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, local
surface water, groundwater and purified water produced by its Silicon Valley Advanced Water
Purification Center. Imported water accounts for half of the water used in the county. The District
manages the groundwater basin with local and imported water through percolation ponds and
stream beds and the water purification facility produces up to 8 mgd of near-distilled-quality water.

Impacts Experienced

During the drought years, lower water volumes flowing through the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta
resulted in higher total organic carbon (TOC), higher salinity, and more taste and odor (T&O)
production in the water flowing through the Delta, which made up most of the water treated at the
District’s three WTPs. Combined with declining flows, SCVWD’s operations sustained a variety of
impacts, including reduced water production from all three WTPs, changes in water quality, and
subsequent operational challenges:

o Reduced water production in the three WTPs: During the recent extreme drought and
subsequent emergency mandates, water demand decreased and water production was well
below capacity. In 2013, the maximum daily water production was 161.7 mgd. In 2014, the
maximum daily production was 119.8 mgd, and in 2015 the maximum daily water production
was 128.4 mgd.

o Changes in water quality: Two of the three WTPs operated by SCVYWD were converted to use
ozonation for primary disinfection in 2007. These WTPs experienced fewer water quality impacts
than the third plant, which is now undergoing a major overhaul. The main driver for conversion of
SCVWD’s WTPs to ozonation was to improve their ability to treat poor-quality source water such
as that experienced in the recent drought. The ozone plants produced lower trihalomethanes
(THMs) and removed T&O compounds more effectively. During the period of mandated water
reduction, the third WTP (Rinconada) experienced increased THM production and some T&O
issues.

« Operational challenges because of water quality and reduced flows: Due to reduced demand,
flows declined in the water distribution system. This created the potential for the retailers
located the furthest downstream to be adversely affected by abnormally high residences times.
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Adaptation Strategies and Financial Impacts

SCVWD has proactively taken actions to address the impacts of declining flows. The implemented
adaptation strategies included:

Use of PAC to remove TOC: SCVWD was already using PAC to deal with T&O issues at the
Rinconada Plant. However, in 2014 and 2015, it also used PAC to remove TOC, which came at a
cost.

o Cost of PAC: PAC use from 2014 to 2016 came in at $1.63 million, most of which was
associated with high-TOC source water which required more TOC removal.

Changed chlorine injection point for WTP: To handle changing water quality, SCVYWD’s
Rinconada plant eliminated its chlorine injection point halfway through the clarification process.
The plant instead relied on a lower chlorine dose to the filter influent, and boosted the residual
post-filtration. This change was driven by drought conditions, as the original injection point had
served Rinconada well prior to that time.

Coagulant Changes to address higher TOC: SCVYWD switched coagulants from aluminum sulfate
(alum) to ferric chloride (FeCls) for approximately 3 months in 2016, and also applied a higher
dose of FeClzto achieve TOC-removal goals.

o Cost of ferric chloride: FeCls use resulted in an additional cost of $150,000 for both
chemical and associated sludge disposal.

Increased laboratory monitoring of water quality parameters: Due to changing source water
quality, SCVWD stepped up its water quality testing frequency. The agency conducted additional
THM testing, and reduced analytical turnaround times, so the results could be used to adjust
operational strategies. The THM data were shared with SCVWD'’s retailers, increasing reporting
frequency from monthly to weekly, and sometimes semi-weekly.

o Increased staff time: The increased staff time to manage treatment strategies and conduct
additional testing cost approximately $350,000 from 2014 to 2016.

Reduced distribution residual to mitigate for THMs: SCVWD'’s internal goal for THMs is to remain
below 80 percent of the MCL, which equates to 64 pg/L (MCL is 80 pg/L). To mitigate the
production of THMs, SCVWD lowered its in-plant and effluent chlorine residuals at two WTPs. The
Penitencia plant also operated with a lower clearwell level in order to reduce free chlorine
contact time within the plant.

Established minimum flow rates in the Rinconada distribution system: To minimize the impact of
reduced flow rates on the most downstream retailer, SCVWD established minimum required flow
rates with each of its retailers. This minimized detention times and maximized turnover of water

despite reduced demands.

A4



Alameda County Water District

Alameda County Water District (ACWD) provides a reliable source of .
high quality drinking water to over 351,000 people in the cities of Major Impacts
Fremont, Newark and Union City. ACWD’s water system consists of . sypplemental flushing

nearly 900 miles of distribution pipelines, 13 water storage tanks, operations was necessary
and numerous water pumping and regulating facilities spread out to address unusually low
over a 100-square mile service area. As a retail water provider, chlorine residuals

ACWD is responsible for all aspects of local water service for over
83,000 direct customer service connections.

o  Suspension of the main
flushing program during

ACWD also operates 3 water treatment facilities: Water Treatment the drought resulted in
Plant 2 (WTP2) treats surface water imported from the Sacramento- increased sediment
San Joaquin Delta; Newark Desalination Facility uses reverse accumulation

osmosis membrane technology to treat brackish groundwater from «  Idling of the PT Blending

the Niles Cone Groundwater Basin; and the Peralta-Tyson (PT)

Facility

Blending Facility blends imported Hetch Hetchy water with local

groundwater from the Niles Cone. A fourth treatment facility, the

Mission San Jose Water Treatment Plant (MSJWTP) was taken out of service in 2015. About 40% of
ACWD'’s water is from local sources; the balance of ACWD’s water supplies are imported.

Impacts Experienced

During the drought, ACWD experienced operational challenges due to conservation, reduced flows in
the local water system, and degraded source water quality.

Lower water demand: Due to significant conservation by ACWD customers, average daily water
production decreased from 43.6 MGD prior to the drought (FY12-13) to 34.8 MGD following the
drought (FY16-17). At the height of the drought, ACWD customers had reduced water demands
by 27% in comparison to pre-drought levels.

Distribution system nitrification and areas of low chlorine residual: Reduced water demands
increased overall water age in the system. Fluctuating flow rates from ACWD’s three water
treatment facilities to adjust to the low demands resulted in reversals of normal flow directions
and changed areas of influence for certain treatment facilities at times. As a result, ACWD
experienced nitrification conditions in a greater number of water storage facilities than in the
past, and to a greater extent. Additionally, some outlying areas of the distribution system with
low water use and high water age experienced low chlorine residuals, which had not previously
occurred.

Operational challenges due to reduced flows: With reduced demands, the water treatment
facilities had to be operated at lower-than-typical seasonal rates, and at variable flow rates to
exercise distribution system storage and reduce water age in the system. Water storage
facilities also had to be operated at lower levels to help reduce water age, which meant that less
water remained in storage for use during unexpected emergencies or extended outages. These
challenges increased attention to water quality monitoring, storage facility management and
flushing operations which resulted in impacts on staff time and other operational needs.

Intermittent idling of the PT Blending Facility: During periods of very low flows, the PT Blending
Facility had to be used in an atypical low flow mode or even shut off for a few days at a time to
effect turnover in the system’s water storage facilities
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Adaptation Strategies and Financial Impacts

ACWD took a proactive approach during and after the drought to address the impacts described
above and continue to provide high-quality water under all conditions. Although not specifically
gquantified, many of these actions did have some level of financial impact in increased operational,
monitoring, staff time or other costs as noted below.

« Modified water storage strategies: To address increased nitrification in the water storage
facilities and reduce water age in the distribution system, ACWD’s operational strategies were
adapted to increase and intensify water storage cycling. This included changes in seasonal and
day-to-day flow rates from water treatment facilities and adapting targets for water storage
volume to the lower water demands and storage needs. However, this also resulted in less
water remaining in storage for use in the event of an extended outage or emergency.

« Increased water quality monitoring and storage facility treatments: Due to high water age and
issues with nitrification, water storage facilities were monitored more proactively to identify when
supplemental chlorination treatments were needed. The frequency of supplemental chlorination
treatment at the storage facilities (tanks and reservoirs) also increased, which can have
potential water quality impacts. These adjustments resulted in additional staff time and
overtime needs.

« Supplemented flushing operations: To address unusually low chlorine residuals at outlying ends
of the distribution system, supplemental flushing events were required to bring fresh water into a
few areas.

o Adjusted pumping and regulating operations: To address high water age and low chlorine
residual at the end of one smaller residential zone with extremely reduced demands,
adjustments were made to pumping and regulating operations to allow fresher water to pass
more quickly through the zone. While this was an adjustment in only a small zone, it provides an
example of how changes due to reduced demands can result in additional energy use and
associated costs.

« Shut down PT Blending Facility intermittently: Prior to the drought, the PT Blending Facility had
never been turned off for much longer than a day, and only in very rare circumstances. As a
result of low flows and the need to create flow variations in the system to cycle water storage
levels, the facility had to be shut down intermittently, requiring operational adjustments and
extra staff time and attention.

o Reduced RO recovery rates at Newark Desalination Facility: To avoid overfilling the distribution
system and balance the use of available water supplies while maintaining operation of facilities
under low flow conditions, the recovery rate on the reverse osmosis process at the Newark
Desalination Facility was reduced. Although this operation is less efficient, it allowed the plant to
remain online during these periods rather than go off-line entirely, which would have impacted
the life of the reverse osmosis membranes and limited ACWD’s ability to use local groundwater.

o Shutdown of Mission San Jose Water Treatment Plant (MSJWTP): Due to significantly reduced
water demands, in lieu of making needed upgrades to the 3.5-MGD MSJWTP, ACWD elected to
shut down the facility for 10 or more years. This has resulted in a stranded asset and requires
heavier reliance on pumping operations to higher elevation zones that were formerly served by
the facility.
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Tuolumne Utilities District

Tuolumne Utilities District (TUD) is a water and wastewater utility

that serves nearly 44,000 residents in northern California’s Major Impacts:
Tuolumne County. Ninety-five percent of its source water is snow . Purchase of Persnickety
from the Sierra Nevada, which runs through the South Fork lids to mitigate increased
Stanislaus River and fills the Pinecrest and Lyons reservoirs. The odors

last 5 percent of its supply is from 30 groundwater wells. . Costs of pipe patching to

TUD’s main source water is the Lyons reservoir, which flows address increased root
through canals, pipes, and open ditches until it reaches the WTPs, intrusion

at which point it goes through a rigorous treatment process to turn

it from raw water into drinking water. TUD currently owns and

operates 14 WTPs, 9 of which intake water directly from the ditch system, and the rest draw raw
water from small reservoirs.

TUD also operates a wastewater management system and treats 1.2 mgd of sewage at the Sonoma
Regional WWTP. TUD uses approximately 140 miles of a gravity collection system and 20 miles of
force main to collect between 400 and 500 million gallons of sewage per year. There are 29
individual pump stations at various locations throughout the collection system, and 1 satellite
treatment plant discharges effluent overnight into the main Sonoma Regional WWTP.

Impacts Experienced

Declining flows have had a variety of impacts on TUD, including reduced dry weather flow, decreased
flows in the collection system, and increased root intrusion:

o Reduced dry weather flow: TUD has experienced a decline in dry weather flow over time. It has
decreased to 1.2 mgd of wastewater influent at the Sonoma Regional WWTP, which is well below
its design capacity.

o Reduced flows in the collection system: TUD’s collection system was designed over a 100 years
ago on typical specifications for toilets, washing machines, and other indoor residential
appliances at the time of its inception. With increased water efficiency standards for indoor
plumbing and appliances, pipes are not getting flushed out as effectively. Yet for gravity
collection systems, water is the power that pushes the debris. Reduced flows have therefore had
several impacts such as:

o Increased settling in the larger-diameter lines: As flows have decreased in the collection
system, there is less water to flush the debris. Thus, settling has increased in the larger-
diameter pipelines.

o Increased sanitary sewer overflow: The TUD collection system is mostly small-diameter
pipelines (i.e., 15 inches or smaller). In fact, 65 percent of the system is 4- and 6-inch-
diameter pipe. Such small pipes are prone to blockages, which are only exacerbated by
reduced flows. In these situations, any amount of debris leads to sewer sanitary overflows
and blockages.

o Significant increase in work order calls for lateral pipelines: The increased settling and
blockages have manifested in an increase in work order calls, especially for lateral pipelines.

o Increased odors: The declining flows have also resulted in an increase in H2S, which
generates additional odors.
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Increased root intrusion: Gravity collection systems are not designed to have debris and
wastewater sitting in a single location. When there is a blockage, any crack or pinhole has the
potential to leach moisture. TUD has observed increased root intrusion in these locations,
causing further separation and cracks.

Adaptation Strategies and Financial Impacts

TUD has proactively taken action to address the impacts described above. These adaptation
strategies include:

Increased maintenance of the collection system: TUD has always maintained a hot spot list that
TUD staff would routinely check. As flows have declined, TUD has added locations to that hot
spot list. It has also increased collection system surveys, and smaller service trucks are being
sent out more often to monitor the manholes.

Proactive pipe patching: TUD has implemented a pipe patching system to counter the increased
root intrusion. When there is a root intrusion, TUD cleans the inside of the pipe and then cures a
fiberglass material as an internal liner. The benefits are twofold: (1) it patches the pipe and
reduces leakage, and (2) given that the fiberglass is smoother than the traditional gravity
collection pipe, it helps to move the wastewater.

Installed Persnickety lids to address odor problems: To address the increase in odors, TUD has
installed about 20 PERSNICKETY lids, which are oxidizing filters that sit under the manhole
cover. The gravity collection system naturally breathes air in and out of the system, and the filter
cleans the odors as it passes through.
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Victor Valley Water Reclamation Authority

The Victor Valley Water Reclamation Authority (VWWRA) operates as

a Joint Powers Authority and serves four member agencies, Major Impacts

including San Bernardino County Service Areas 42 (Oro Grande) «  More than $300,000 per
and 64 (Spring Valley Lake), City of Hesperia, Town of Apple Valley, year over the last 5 years in
and City of Victorville. It provides wastewater treatment services mitigating corrosion in the
through 42 miles of wastewater conveyance systems and a wastewater collection

treatment facility that treats roughly 10.7 mgd. system

Its WWTP is a conventional activated sludge facility that discharges

into the Mojave River, which is a terminal river that does not flow to

the ocean. Thus, the facility is bound by stringent regulatory water quality requirements. In addition,
due to the value of water in the Mojave area, VVWRA decided to treat all wastewater effluent to Title
22 standards to maximize its reuse potential. This is done through the addition of tertiary filtration
and ultraviolet (UV) disinfection. After being purified, the reclaimed water is sent to percolation
ponds, reused, or discharged into the Mojave River.

Impacts Experienced

Being in the Mojave region, water use efficiency as a water supply reliability measure was already
being emphasized prior to the governor's mandate in 2014. VWWRA started experiencing reductions
in flows as early as 2010, as local wholesalers went to extensive means to implement water use
efficiency. By the time the governor enacted the mandatory reductions, local water use had already
been reduced significantly, even beyond the 20 to 30 percent mandated by the State. Thus, VVWRA
has seen the impacts of declining flows for several years. Because of the stringent nature of its
discharge requirements, the impacts of declining flows, including increased ammonia concentrations
in the wastewater influent and increased HaS in its collection system, are acute, as indicated below:

« Declining wastewater influent reduces wastewater effluent volumes: Given its inland location,
VVWRA relies on river discharge rather than an ocean outfall. Based on base flow requirements
set by CA Fish and Wildlife, VWWRA is required to discharge 8.2 mgd per day to the river. The
declining wastewater influent therefore reduces the amount of water available for recycling. The
less recycled water is available for end-users, the more customers must rely on potable
resources (groundwater).

o Increased ammonia concentrations in wastewater influent: Current ammonia concentrations in
the wastewater influent are much higher than those recorded prior to 2010. While influent
ammonia concentrations averaged in the mid to high 20s mg/L prior to 2010, VVWRA currently
sees concentrations between 30 and 40 mg/L. Low-flow shower heads, low-flow toilets, and sink
aerators have all decreased the amount of flow going into the wastewater system, subsequently
increasing concentrations.

« Increased H2S in the collection system: Much of the gravity collection system was designed to
handle flows consistent with design standards of the 1980’s, which would convey the solids to
the WWTP. However, as flows entering the wastewater conveyance system have decreased, the
solids have lost their transport medium. Thus, solids remain in the wastewater conveyance
system for longer periods, producing an increased amount of H2S. This results in:

o Increased odors and odor complaints: The increase of H2S produces more odors, which
subsequently generates more odor complaints.

o Accelerated rate of corrosion and degradation of infrastructure: Because of the increased
H2S, VVWRA has witnessed an acceleration of corrosion in its collection system, primarily at
its manholes.
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Adaptation Strategies and Financial Impacts

VVWRA has proactively taken the following steps to address the impacts it has experienced as a
result of declining flows:

Increased rehabilitation and maintenance of collection system manholes: To combat the
accelerated rate of corrosion in the manholes, VWVWRA has begun coating its manholes in epoxy.
To proactively mitigate future corrosion, VWWRA has also updated its specifications for manhole
coatings and is exploring alternative materials to concrete for manholes to mitigate the
accelerated corrosion.

o Investment in the epoxy coating: VVWRA has spent $300,000 per year over the past 5 years
to address increased corrosion in its collection system.

Increased maintenance frequency of the collection system: VVWRA has a third-party
maintenance contract that services the locations that need to be cleaned. The entire collection
system is cleaned once every three years, and areas of low flow are being cleaned more
regularly to prevent the buildup of H2S and reduce the potential for sanitary sewer blockages
and overflows.

Coordinating with member entities to operate pump stations to reduce H2S: Initially, VWWRA had
to use more bioxide to overcome system deficiencies. However, due to their investment in lining
their manholes, VVWRA has been able to decrease their annual bioxide use. Another part of the
strategy to combating odor was also coordinating closely with their member entities to train
them on how to operate their pump stations to reduce H-S.
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Los Angeles Department of Water & Power and the Los Angeles
Bureau of Sanitation

The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) was ]
established in 1902 to deliver water to the City of Los Angeles Major Impacts

(LA). It serves over 4 million residents through 96 pump . Additional manual labor
stations and 7,300 miles of pipe. necessary to remove large
The Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation (LASAN) provides influxes of trash that buildup in
wastewater services through the operation of sewers, water the sewer system
reclamation plants, and biosolids management. LASAN o  Designing new infrastructure to
operates more than 6,700 miles of sewers that convey about divert flows to the DC Tillman
400 MGD of flow to the City’s four wastewater treatment and Water Reclamation Plant

water reclamation plants.

Impacts Experienced

Declining flows has had a variety of impacts on the urban water cycle in LA, including:

Reduced flows in the WWTPs: Hyperion is designed to accommodate a flow of 450 MGD. In the
summer of 2012, the average flow going to the Hyperion Water Reclamation plant was 285
MGD. Now, average flows going to Hyperion are around 250 MGD.

Declining flows for future groundwater recharge projects: LASAN and LADWP are currently
designing an expansion of the treatment process at the DC Tillman Water Reclamation Plant to
implement groundwater recharge. The reduced flows going to WWTPs has required LASAN to
divert flows from other locations to supplement the reduced flows.

Lower flows lead to an increase in nitrogen concentrations: Due to declining flows, the nitrogen
concentration in the influent wastewater at Hyperion has increased from 35 to 45 mg/L over the
past decade. Higher nitrogen levels require additional nitrification. While Hyperion does not
nitrify, it does convey 15 percent of its effluent to partner agencies, who then treats the water to
different water quality standards depending on the reuse application. Wherever nitrification is
necessary for the application, the increase in ammonia can present a significant challenge to
meeting end-user water quality requirements.

Large and bulky influx of trash associated with wet weather events: Due to declining flows, food
waste and sanitary-type trash is getting stuck in the collection system. Then, when a large wet
weather event occurs, the built-up debris is suddenly swept to the water reclamation plant,
overloading its automatic raking system.

Increase in H2S production: As described in the white paper, declining flows in the wastewater
conveyance system leads to an increase in H2S production. This exacerbates odor production,
leading to an increase in odor mitigation methods.

Adaptation Strategies and Financial Impacts

Due to the robustness of the LADWP and LASAN water and wastewater systems, they have been able
to handle the impacts to the system effectively without too many changes. However, adaptation
strategies have been implemented, including;:

New infrastructure to supplement declining flows at DC Tillman: Due to declining flows going to
WWTPs, LASAN has been proactively and creatively looking for ways to divert supplemental flow
to DC Tillman. The East/West Valley Interceptor is one of those projects, and other potential
projects are being evaluated.
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o Managing large influxes of trash through manual labor: When the automatic raking systems are
overwhelmed by the sudden and large influx of trash, LASAN must manually pull trash out using
manual rakes or a Bobcat.

« Increasing chemical injection and potential upsizing of existing carbon scrubbers: The increase
in H2S production has resulted in an increase in chemical injection and recommendations to
upsize 3 of the 7 existing carbon scrubbers.

LASAN has also experienced beneficial financial impacts due to declining flows. For example, the
treated effluent at Hyperion is pumped 5 miles to the ocean outfall with discharge pumps. Since
wastewater influent has decreased, the energy required to pump the wastewater has also
decreased. 15 years ago, the treated effluent pumps were operated daily. Now, the treated effluent
flows by gravity, and the pumps are only necessary when it rains, resulting in significant energy
savings.
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Orange County Water District and Orange
County Sanitation District

Orange County Water District (OCWD) and Orange County Major Impacts
Sanitation District (OCSD) collaborate to provide water supply

L . i $60 million to segregate non-
reliability in their Orange County service area.

reclaimable flows from the
OCWD owns and manages 6 miles of the Santa Ana River, and the water conveyed to GWRS
approximately 500,000 acre-feet Orange County Groundwater

Basin. It also co-manages the Groundwater Water Replenishment System (GWRS) with OCSD, which
is the world’s largest advanced water purification system for PR through groundwater augmentation.

OCSD provides wastewater collection, treatment, and disposal services for approximately 2.6 million
residents in northwest and central Orange County. It operates two facilities, Plant 1 in Fountain
Valley and Plant 2 in Huntington Beach, which treat wastewater from residential, commercial, and
industrial sources. GWRS currently receives reclaimable water effluent from Plant 1 alone. The
balance of flows, including non-reclaimable flows from the Santa Ana River Interceptor, which carries
industrial inputs and RO concentrate from inland brackish water desalters, are treated at Plant 2. To
meet the flow requirements of the initial expansion of GWRS to 100 mgd of purified water
production, OCSD diverts flows within its system to increase the flow through Plant 1 for reclamation
at GWRS.

Impacts Experienced

Given that flow otherwise destined for Plant 2 is currently diverted to Plant 1 to maximize reuse
through GWRS, the effects of declining flows are experienced more acutely at Plant 2. The impacts
are described below:

e Reduced flows in the WWTPs: In the 2000s, the total combined flow of Plant 1 and Plant 2 was
240 mgd. Now, the combined flow of both plants is approximately 185 mgd. The decline in flows
reduces the wastewater effluent available to be purified and used for groundwater
augmentation.

« Increased detention time of wastewater in conveyance system: Because of declining flows,
wastewater remains in the conveyance system for longer periods. With that extended time
comes the danger of the wastewater going septic. OCSD has also noticed increased deposition
as a result of lower flows.

o Increased grease buildup and settlement at Plant 2: With the flow diversions implemented to
purposefully redirect flow to GWRS, Plant 2 consequently experiences lower flows, which leads to
grease buildup and settling within the treatment process at Plant 2.

Adaptation Strategies and Financial Impacts

OCSD and OCWD have proactively taken action to address the impacts described above. These
adaptations are described below:

« Increased chemical addition in the conveyance system: To counteract the wastewater from going
septic, OCSD has increased the amount of chemicals it has dosed into its system.

« Change in conveyance operations to mitigate impacts from low flows: The flows to Plant 2 have
been impacted both by declining flows and the increased diversion of wastewater to Plant 1. To
mitigate the impacts of increased settling at Plant 2, OCSD leverages its diversion structures to
channel flows into fewer pipelines. For example, instead of having four pipelines with low
velocity, OCSD diverts the flows into two pipelines to regain that scouring velocity. Then every
couple of months, it changes the pipelines to flush them out.
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Supplementing GWRS feed water flows with Plant 2 effluent: With the substantial decline in
OCSD'’s influent flows, the upcoming GWRS final expansion to 130 mgd will require flow to be
conveyed from Plant 2 to GWRS for purification. The Plant 2 effluent requires additional
investment by OCSD and OCWD to segregate non-reclaimable flows and to purify effluent with a
more challenging water quality.

Segregation of high-salinity flows to maximize reclamation: The flow received at Plant 2 contains
industrial discharge as well as RO concentrate from inland desalters. As California prepares for
increased frequency, intensity, and duration of future droughts, inland water agencies seek out
and treat more challenging local water supplies like brackish groundwater to improve supply
reliability. This high-TDS flow is currently processed at Plant 2, the effluent from which is
destined for purification at GWRS as part of the final expansion. To prevent this highly saline flow
from negatively impacting the purified water produced at GWRS, OCSD has invested $60 million
to segregate these non-reclaimable flows from the water conveyed to GWRS.
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Appendix B

List of Agencies that
Responded to the Survey

Table B-1. List of Agencies that Responded to the Survey and Experienced Impacts

Services Provided

Agency Name Water Recycled Water Wastewater | Service Area ~ Experienced Impacts
Alameda County Water District v 100,001 - 1M v
Amador Water Agency v v <100,000 v
Central Marin Sanitation Agency v 100,001 - 1M v
City of Camarillo/ Camarillo Sanitation District v v v <100,000 v
City of Fairfield v 100,001 - 1M v
City of Fontana v v <100,000

City of Fresno v v v 100,001 - 1M v
City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Sanitation v v > 1M v
City of Modesto v v v 100,001 - 1M v
City of Pacifica v <100,000 v
City of Palo Alto v v 100,001 - 1M v
City of Patterson v v <100,000 v
City of Pismo Beach v v <100,000 v
City of Rialto v v v <100,000 v
City of San Diego v v v >1M v
City of San Juan Capistrano v v v <100,000 v
City of San Luis Obispo v v v <100,000 v
City of Santa Barbara v v <100,000 v
City of Santa Clara v v v 100,001 - 1M v
City of Scotts Valley v v <100,000 v
City of Stockton v <100,000 v
City of Vacaville v v v <100,000 v
Coachella Valley Water District v v v 100,001 - 1M v
Contra Costa Water District v 100,001 - 1M v
Delta Diablo Sanitation District v v 100,001 - 1M v
East Bay Municipal Utility District v v v >1M v
East Orange County Water District v v <100,000 v
Eastern Municipal Water District v v v 100,001 - 1M v
El Dorado Irrigation District v v v 100,001 - 1M v
Goleta Sanitary District v v <100,000 v
Idyllwild Water District v v <100,000 v
Jurupa Community Services District v v 100,001 - 1M v
Kern County Water Agency v 100,001 - 1M v
Kinneloa Irrigation District v <100,000 v




Table B-1. List of Agencies that Responded to the Survey and Experienced Impacts

Services Provided
Agency Name Water Recycled Water Wastewater Experienced Impacts
Lake Arrowhead Community Services District v v v <100,000 v
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power v v >1M v
Mammoth Community Water District v v v <100,000 v
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California v >1M v
Mission Hills Community Services District v v <100,000 v
Monterey Regional Water Pollution Control Agency v v 100,001 - 1M v
Mt. View Sanitary District v <100,000 v
Municipal Water District of Orange County v > 1M v
Orange County Sanitation District v > 1M v
Orange County Water District v > 1M v
Oro Loma Sanitary District v 100,001 - 1M v
Otay Water District v v v 100,001 - 1M v
Padre Dam Municipal Water District v v v 100,001 - 1M v
Rincon del Diablo Municipal Water District v v <100,000 v
Sacremento Regional County Sanitation District v <100,000 v
Sacremento Suburban Water District v 100,001 - 1M v
San Bernadino Valley Water Conservation District v 100,001 - 1M
San Diego County Water Authority v > 1M v
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission v v v >1M v
Santa Clara Valley Water District v v > 1M v
Santa Margarita Water District v v v 100,001 - 1M v
Sausalito Marin City Sanitary District v > 1M v
Scotts Valley Water District v v <100,000 v
Silicon Valley Clean Water v v 100,001 - 1M v
South Coast Water District v v v <100,000 v
South Orange County Wastewater Authority v v v > 1M v
South Tahoe Public Utility District v v v <100,000 v
Sunnyslope County Water District v v <100,000
Tuolumne Utilities District v v v <100,000 v
Union Sanitary District v 100,001 - 1M v
Valley Center Municipal Water District v v v <100,000 v
Valley County Water District v <100,000 v
Veolia Water v <100,000 v
Victor Valley Wastewater Reclamation Authority v v 100,001 - 1M v
Vista Irrigation District v 100,001 - 1M v
West Bay Sanitary District v v <100,000 v
Western Municipal Water District v v v 100,001 - 1M v
Yucaipa Valley Water District v v v <100,000 v
Zone 7 Water Agency v 100,001 - 1M v

Per data collected on October 13, 2017.



CUWA
Declining Flows White Paper Addendum and Distributed Systems White Paper
Summary of Projects - 4/16/2018

On November 1, 2017, CUWA published a white paper, titled “Adapting to Change - Declining Flows
and Utility Systems”, that described the impacts of declining flows observed by California water and
wastewater agencies during the recent drought and how they’re adapting to and/or mitigating
impacts to water, wastewater and recycled water systems. In discussions with the State Water
Resources Control Board (State Board) and utilities statewide about the research summarized in the
white paper, it became clear that additional research would be of great value.

CUWA is therefore planning to dig deeper on the topic of declining flows within utility systems by
gathering and analyzing additional data. Furthermore, CUWA agencies are eager to explore
considerations related to implementing “distributed” systems (i.e. decentralized systems within the
context of centralized infrastructure).

The research will be broken down into two projects. The first project will be the Declining Flows
Addendum whereby CUWA will build upon the previous research by further analyzing the existing
data set and seeking out more detailed information about utility systems that have observed impacts
due to declining flows. The second project is a Distributed Systems White Paper which will focus on
considerations associated with implementing distributed systems including issues related to
governance, financial implications, and operational sustainability. The research for each project will
follow a similar process as the original Declining Flows white paper (literature review, survey, and
case studies).

The audience for both papers includes the State Board, Department of Water Resources (DWR),
NGO'’s, and utilities. This information is intended to help inform state and utility water managers’
decisions, primarily those associated with reductions in water use or decreased flow within the
system. While these experiences focus on reductions in flow in California, this study will be
instructive to other regions experiencing the impacts of water use efficiency as well as those entities
considering the implementation of distributed systems as a water management strategy.

The project scopes will involve the following activities.
Declining Flows Addendum

- Data Analysis - Dig deeper into the survey data set compiled during the development of the
previous Declining Flows white paper. Several areas of focus will include evaluating the extent
of impacts relative to: types of systems, size of utility service area, and percent reduction of
water use.

- Quantify Decline in Flows - Engage Paul Westerhoff (Arizona State University) to leverage
dataset developed for his research on defacto reuse which incorporated 15,000 wastewater
treatment plants (WWTPs) in the US. Mine this data to quantify trends in flows and loads from
California WWTPs. Incorporate research performed by Southern Salinity Coalition on TDS
impacts due to declining flows.

- Survey - Draft a more detailed survey to (1) include more utilities, and (2) better understand
the characteristics of the systems that observed impacts due to declining flows. As a starting
point, leverage the more detailed survey that was initially developed during the previous
Declining Flows White Paper effort. Coordinate with PPIC with respect to their recent survey
on impacts on water and wastewater systems due to climate change. Distribute the survey to



California utilities that responded to the original survey as well as through ACWA, WateReuse,
and CWEA memberships.

Case Studies - Compile the survey responses and identify approximately 4 utilities to interview
for case studies. Select 4 utilities that illustrate any patterns in system characteristics that may
influence the type of impacts utilities may experience due to declining flows. Include at least
one example of a hypothetical scenario of a system at extremely low water use (i.e. 35 gpcd)
[City of San Diego has already developed a study with this approach that could potentially be
leveraged]. Hold one-on-one interviews with the selected utilities to develop case studies that
will be incorporated into the addendum.

Addendum - Update the white paper with an addendum that incorporates the survey responses
and case studies.

Meetings - Hold 2 steering committee meetings.

Distributed Systems White Paper

Literature Review - Perform a literature review on the implementation of distributed systems to
gain a better understanding of existing financial systems, governance, regulation, and operation
of decentralized systems. Develop a briefing document (internal working draft of a white paper)
summarizing the findings from the literature review. Leverage research developed through the
WRF and the Blue Ribbon Panel for Onsite Reuse as well as other available information.

Preliminary LEED Engagement Strategy - Consider LEED’s objective for onsite reuse (i.e.
sustainability) and develop an approach to engaging with LEED on the topic of sustainable water
management. Develop a strategy to evaluate sustainability in the context of centralized potable
reuse, centralized non-potable reuse, and decentralized or onsite reuse.

Surveys - Draft two high-level surveys, one for utilities that manage a distributed system (i.e.
decentralized systems within a centralized infrastructure), and the other for the owners of
decentralized systems. This survey will explore topics like time in operation, governance
structures, financial impacts for rate payers and for utilities, operational performance, and any
impacts to the centralized infrastructure. Leverage collaborative partners to compile a list of
utilities and decentralized systems to distribute the surveys to.

Case Studies - Compile the survey responses and identify 4 utilities and/or decentralized systems
to interview for case studies. Hold one-on-one interviews with the selected entities to develop
case studies that will be incorporated into the white paper.

White Paper - Update the white paper to incorporate the survey responses and case studies.

Meetings - Hold two steering committee meetings. During the first steering committee meeting,
we will review survey results and select participants for case studies. During the second steering
committee meeting, the steering committee will provide feedback on the draft white paper.

Schedule and Budget

To inform statewide discussion of lowering potential thresholds for indoor residential water use
throughout 2017, CUWA intends to produce the Declining Flows Addendum by October 2018. Target
completion date for the Distributed Systems White Paper will be February 2019.

Preliminary budgets for each work product are:

Declining Flows Addendum: $35,000



— Decentralized Systems White Paper: $50,000

Partners

CUWA staff is engaging with our collaborative partners from the previous Declining Flows white paper
(i.e. CASA, CWEA, WateReuse CA, ACWA, and WRF) to determine their level of engagement and
contribution on these efforts. The Declining Flows Addendum is largely being funded through CUWA.
The Distributed Systems White Paper is being considered for a broader research effort in collaboration
with WRF. Other potential partners include ReNUWIt.
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April 20,2018

Submitted via e-mail to COPCpublic@resources.ca.gov

Secretary John Laird, Chair, and Members
California Ocean Protection Council

1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re:  Comments on the Proposed Final Draft California Ocean Litter Prevention Strategy
Dear Chairman Laird and Members of the California Ocean Protection Council:

The California Association of Sanitation Agencies (CASA), Bay Area Clean Water Agencies
(BACWA), and the Southern California Alliance of Publicly Owned Treatment Works (SCAP)
(collectively referred to herein as “Wastewater Associations") appreciate the opportunity to
comment on the Proposed Final Draft (April 13, 2018) of the “California Ocean Litter Prevention
Strategy: Addressing Marine Debris from Source to Sea" (hereafter, “Final Draft Strategy"), a
collaborative effort of the Ocean Protection Council (OPC) and the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration Marine Debris Program (NOAA MDP).

For 60 years, CASA has been the leading voice for public wastewater agencies on regulatory,
legislative and legal issues. CASA is an association of local agencies, engaged in advancing
the recycling of wastewater into usable water, generation of renewable energy, and other
valuable resources. Through these efforts CASA's members help create a clean and
sustainable environment for Californians. BACWA is a joint powers agency whose members
own and operate publicly owned treatment works (POTWs) and sanitary sewer systems that
collectively provide sanitary services to over 7.1 million people in the nine-county San
Francisco Bay (SF Bay) Area. SCAP represents over 80 public agencies providing water and
wastewater service for 19 million people in 7 counties of southern California.

The Wastewater Associations support statewide and nationwide efforts to reduce ocean litter
and marine debris, and the OPC's efforts to update the State's 2008 Ocean Litter Prevention
Strategy.

The Wastewater Associations thank the OPC and the NOAA MDP for their efforts to engage
stakeholders and their support of science-based objectives to increase understanding of
microplastics in the marine environment, and we appreciate the incorporation of the
comments that we previously submitted in October 2017, January 2018, and February 2018.
We support the Final Draft Strategy, which provides three goals to reduce land-based and
ocean-based sources of ocean litter. The objectives in Goal 2 (Microplastics and Microfibers)
use leveraged national and international resources and knowledge, where feasible, to first
develop and validate standardized microplastic monitoring methods by 2021, then develop a
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comprehensive research plan for microplastics by 2024 which includes characterizing
microplastics' sources, pathways, concentrations, and risk assessment, followed by the
identification of management actions to control sources as appropriate. This approach
ensures that the objectives can be achieved using reliable data and robust science.

Many elements of the diverse strategy, including method development, engineering, ecosystem
impacts, and human health risk assessment, will require OPC to collaborate with an array of
experts. Coordinating efforts on significant peer-reviewed research currently happening
nationally and internationally will contribute greatly to the OPC's ability to achieve the
microplastics-related goals of the strategy.

Although it will be a challenge to accomplish these objectives in the specified six-year
timeframe recommended during the stakeholder workshop, thorough research is essential to
ensure that resulting management actions can effectively address microplastics issues. The
United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) staff has noted that development of
standardized methods can take up to ten years to complete; fortunately, USEPA has already
begun development of microplastics methods in some relevant matrices. Sufficient funding
and similar leveraging of ongoing work by experts in the field will help with timely completion
of the objectives in the Strategy.

In conclusion, the Wastewater Associations would like to thank the OPC's staff and the team
that led the update of the Strategy for their leadership and willingness to work with
stakeholders, and for their consideration of our comments throughout the update process.
The Wastewater Associations strongly support the adoption of the 2018 Update to the
California Litter Prevention Strategy.

Sincerely,

. //
Adam D. Link David R. Williams Steven C. Jepsen
Director of Government Affairs Executive Director Executive Director
CASA BACWA SCAP

cc: Holly Wyer, OPC Program Staff
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Felicia Marcus, Chair, and Members
State Water Resources Control Board
1001 | Street, 25" Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Via electronic maif commentletters@waterboards.ca.gov

SUBJECT: Comment Letter — June 19, 2018 Board Meeting — FFY 2018 CWSRF IUP
Dear Chair Marcus and Members of the Board:

The California Association of Sanitation Agencies (CASA) appreciates the opportunity to
provide comments on the draft FY 2018 Clean Water State Revolving Fund Intended Use Plan.
For more than 60 years, CASA has been the leading voice for public wastewater agencies on
regulatory, legislative and legal issues. Our member agencies are engaged in advancing
recycled water production and beneficial reuse, generating renewable energy supplies, and
producing and beneficially using biosolids and other valuable resources. Through these efforts
we help create a clean and sustainable environment for Californians.

California's CWSREF is a critical source of financing for many of these projects. Several of our
members have co-signed this letter in order to emphasize the importance of the program as
well as to demonstrate the consensus nature of our comments.

The proposed IUP includes a number of significant changes from prior years, and we thank
your staff for their efforts to assist stakeholders in understanding these changes and the
rationale for them. In general, we believe the IUP represents a cautious near term approach to
addressing the current capacity constraints on the CWSRF. The establishment of an annual
funding target, a “fundable list,” and the ability to retroactively reimburse construction costs,
and providing multi-year commitments will add clarity and reduce uncertainty for project
applicants. Given current constraints, we concur with the recommendation to move forward
with financing Scenario C.

CWSRF staff have characterized the 2018-19 IUP as something of a transition to a new way of
managing the program, and therefore some of our comments constitute recommendations for
future years rather than suggested changes to the proposed IUP.
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Additional Specificity and Planning are Needed for Partial Project Funding in the IUP.

Historically, loan commitments have been made for an entire project out of the current year's
funds. This has definitely been beneficial to agencies by providing certainty to the funding as
they move forward with their projects. While this works well for smaller projects that use only a
fraction of the available funding, it poses challenges for larger projects and multi-year projects
(which by their very nature tend to be larger projects). If these projects were to be funded with
a single year's proceeds, one or two projects could drain the entire fund, preventing many other
worthwhile projects from moving forward.

To address current capacity concerns, CWSRF staff have identified six projects they deem to
be “large.” They have proposed that these projects only be funded at an amount equal to 20%
of the total project cost. While CASA supports the concept of partial project funding, we believe
some aspects of this proposal need additional refinement.

Multi-year projects: Most, if not all, of the “large” projects will require multiple years for
construction. These projects do not require that all of the funding be set aside in the first year
since the expenses (and corresponding request for disbursements) will also be spread over
multiple years. A single year approach to the funding target and the fundable list leaves future
project applicants with no certainty or plan for funding in future years, yet they will likely have
to include programmatic requirements (e.g. Davis-Bacon, buy American) within bid documents
on the chance that future assistance may be available.

In addition, the current proposed limit of 20% would mean that these agencies would have to
secure some other type of outside financing. Past experience has shown that, if these agencies
have to go to outside funding under any circumstances and incur duplicate costs of issuance,
they will drop out of the CWSRF program altogether. This is something the CWSRF staff has
been fighting to overcome for a number of years; the proposed modifications should address
this concern, rather than revive the old issues.

We recognize that the precise annual funding level may vary from year to year and that there is
always some uncertainty whether there will be future federal capitalization grants. We also
know from the PFM study that, absent significant changes in the federal capitalization grant or
other factors, there will be about $1 billion for the California CWSRF. The acceptance of these
projections should mean it is not necessary to fund the entirety of a multi-year project out of
the current year's proceeds and that subsequent year's expenses can be covered in future
years. We understand that there is some risk that future funding may not materialize. Given the
low risk that the CWSRF program will not have future capacity either through revolving or new
funds, we believe that the agencies with large projects would be willing to accept multi-year
CWSRF loans on the condition of funding availability.

We further recognize the importance of accelerating CWSRF repayments so that future projects
have greater financing certainty. One way to do this would be to encourage agencies
(especially those with large projects) to accept 20-year loans instead of the current 30-year
loans through less restrictive covenants or lower rates. Retaining the same interest rate would
not be as advantageous, but the CWSRF would still be less expensive than outside financing,
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and could be attractive the agencies with large projects that would not otherwise be funded
through the CWSRF.

Criteria: The projects identified for partial funding appear to have been selected based purely
on size. While this is one relevant factor, there may be other smaller projects that would accept
partial project funding as well. The determination of which projects are eligible for or will
receive partial funding should involve more than simply whether a project cost is over a
specified dollar amount. In addition, simply setting a threshold (e.g. any project more than
S$150M) over which a project is deemed to be limited to partial funding could encourage
segmentation or other strategies to avoid this limitation (e.g. is a $500 million project spread
over five years any different than calling it five $100 million projects).

Also, it seems unfair that a project just over the “large" threshold would only receive 20%
funding while a project just under the threshold would receive 100% funding. For example, if
the criteria for a large project were $150 million, a project costing $151 million would only
receive $30 million in funding while a project cost $149 million would be eligible for the entire
$149 million.

In the proposed IUP, each project given partial funding was assigned 20% of total project cost,
but this percentage seems to have been arbitrarily set working backward from the stated
capacity for this fiscal year. This approach should not be a trend or determinative of future
partial funding. For future consideration of partial project funding, after considering multi-year
funding as discussed above, the full range of partial funding percentages should be available
depending on project needs, willingness of the borrower to accept partial funding, and other
such factors. This can be included as a check box on the loan application to open discussions
as to the agency's needs and whether partial funding will work.

This ties in to our broader suggestion that the Board develop a longer term “plan of funding”
that acknowledges the replenishment of existing funds and the receipt of new federal
appropriations and seeks to allocate those funds efficiently over time. This longer term
approach would allow for more back and forth interaction and enable applicants to plan co-
funding with other sources alongside meaningful and predictable CWSRF amounts. In
conjunction with our suggestion that the Board provide separate planning and design financial
assistance (see below), the Board could commit funds to additional clean water projects each
fiscal year, without jeopardizing longer term financing for larger projects or the health of the
CWSRF program.

Recommendations for Future Program Modifications
Prioritization Criteria & Pre-application

The proposed IUP includes a test run on possible project ranking criteria. We believe these
criteria should be as objective as possible so as to allow an applicant to self-score and
understand how their project measures up. In general, the criteria set forth on Page 20 of the
IUP are objective in nature and make sense as part of the prioritization criteria. However, we
recommend against including a regional board ranking of preferred projects in future year
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IUPs, which would be subjective and could lead to lobbying of the boards by project
proponents.

In addition, one of the criteria for this IUP is whether or not the project is subject to a
compliance order. The staff often characterizes the CWSRF program as a water quality
program, and we agree that where a project is needed to come into compliance with water
quality mandates, it should receive a higher priority. However, this should be extended to
include not only enforcement orders but also in-permit or TMDL compliance schedules where
the project is needed to meet requirements.

Finally, we recommend additional criteria for evaluating applications that could help achieve
multiple program goals. For example, a borrower's willingness to accept shorter financing
terms should move it up the prioritization list. Cash flow is an issue for the program, and
whether a project will accept a shorter financing term (e.g. 20 years) should be among the
factors considered.

Clear Requirements

The Board should set a date certain for when applications must be complete in order to qualify
for the FY2019-20 IUP. We understand from discussions at the workshops that this date is
December 31, 2018, but this should be explicitly stated in the current IUP. In addition,
determining whether an application is complete sometimes seems to be a moving target.
Applicants need clarity about what is required, and when, in order to lock in compliance as
soon as possible and not risk having to re-do other aspects of the process that CWSRF staff
have determined have become stale.

Funding Capacity

The CWSRF's municipal advisor, PFM, determined that the CWSRF can operate at an estimated
sustainable financing level of approximately $1 billion per year. Factors that were considered
in this analysis include assuming a conservative level of future capitalization, loan terms and
earning levels and bond and coverage terms. While we do not dispute this assessment given
current conditions, we must continue to explore options for increasing California's capacity. As
we have previously noted, a 2016 study ranks California as 19th out of the 50 states in dollars
of assistance per federal capitalization dollar, at or near the U.A. average ratio of $2.64 for both
the CW and DW SRFs.

One specific recommendation we offer is to follow the practice of other states such as Arizona,
Indiana, lowa, New York and Texas to originate short-term planning/design loans and long
term/construction loans. California can create two priority lists—one for planning and design
and one for construction. On average, California's CWSRF borrowers require 4.8 years from
originating financial assistance to project completion. This average includes many recipients
whose projects require several months and sometimes years to plan and design. California
could increase lending capacity by providing planning and design financial assistance to
recipients and redirect funds to projects ready to proceed with construction. If an SRF program
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encumbers the total estimated project costs at loan origination, particularly for projects
requiring time to plan and design, the encumbered funds typically sit idle.

In addition to matching funding with planning/design or construction, providing smaller
planning and design loans to recipients avoids or reduces the need to encumber an estimated
loan amount for a period of years, thus allowing the CWSRF staff to get more clean water
projects “out the door” while still providing reliable multi-year commitments to those projects
for funding in future years.

CASA is willing to work with the Board to inform the legislature about the value of contributing
state match from outside sources. While innovative, California is unique in the way it funds
match through surcharges on 0% loans. The advantages of either outside or borrowed match
sources is the immediate 20% increase in cash capacity as well as the immediate increase in
leveraging capacity from income generating loans, as compared to loan surcharge receivables.

Eliminate Redundant Reviews for Repeat Borrowers

Many of our members express frustration about re-inventing the wheel with a new installment
sales contract for each subsequent project. The process would be far more efficient for both
applicants and CWRSF staff if specific terms negotiated for an agency can be extended to
future agreements rather than starting over with the standard agreement each time. As the
State Water Board's policies change over time, the CWSRF staff can focus only on these
changes instead of starting from scratch with each legal review.

In closing, we appreciate the Board's continuing efforts to improve the CWSRF program. The
proposed changes to the IUP will lend some clarity and certainty to the program, and we look
forward to working with the Board to increase lending capacity, streamline the process and
fund additional projects essential to public health and the environment.

Sincerely,

V4 Z/ o
Roberta L. Larson Phil Scott
Executive Director District Manager
California Association of Sanitation Agencies West Bay Sanitary District
Grace R. Hyde David W. Pedersen
Chief Engineer/General Manager General Manager

County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County  Las Virgenes Municipal Water District
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Michael P. Carlin
Deputy General Manager
San Francisco Water Power Sewer
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Paul A. Scuito
General Manager
Monterey One Water

Paul Jones
General Manager
Eastern Municipal Water District

/Sami Ghossain/

Sami Ghossain, P.E.

Technical Services Work Group Manager
Union Sanitary District
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