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B lnfiltration and Inflow is a
= Watershed Issue

Investment into Control of |/l
Is Essential to Watershed
Protection
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gntives, Regulation, Affilighion .

ntrols
etreatment Program as the Model
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~— = Other Issues
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CitieS and Western Carolina ..

=0 Western Carolina Regional Sewer
Authority - At large Board, appointed by
the Governor
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BRES Permit = Prevent Overflows, |

_____ EReduce Blending
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ak 1/1 Surcharge Program driven by:
= Regulatory pressures
"— Community concerns
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= "= — Growth-limiting issues
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= "— Cost-effective approach




ge Money As an Incentive
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surcharge paid, rebate and L|sed for

storage and treatment construction
Starting in 2013, a Demand charge will be

o
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instituted for communities that have not met




areflow and Court Order Lead to__

A to Insiston I/1I Co"’trol

from 93 permanent flow monitors
wed that overflows due to I/1

= | vestment in downstream storage not
j_ = szOrdabIe nor would it solve the problem

- “Not Going to Get this Being Nice”

4 (e —— Sewer Ban or Agreement to Invest??
What will it be???




STORMWATER CAN ENTER AND
FLOOD A SEWER. THIS CAN CAUSE
MANHOLES TO OVERFLOW.
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YATER
INFILTRATION

POORLY CONSTRUCTED SEWERS CAN ALSQO LEAD
T LARGE STORMWATER INFLOW AND INFILTRATION




_'efinitions,502 (6): The term
edged spoil, solid waste, incinerator residue,
garbage, sewage sludge, munitions, chemical wastes,

"Togical materials, radioactive materials, heat, wrecked
discarded equipment, rock, sand, cellar dirt and
ustrial, , and agricultural discharged

into water.
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sz?ér Act Authority S8 i
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3 hority (vi) (B):
e POTW shall also have
to halt or prevent any




“The
shall develop and 1mplement
_'edures to ... these procedures shall
nable the POWT to: (i1) Identify the
== character and of pollutants
j‘ contributed to the POTW ..

e CWA 402 (b) (8): - : , and
introduced to treatment plant
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| !bwing poIIutants shaII not be

= introduced into a POTW:...

and
Jor pollutant concentration which

144
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- @ caL American Canyon WWTP AMC
Benicia WWTP BEN
5 Burlingame BURL
- ﬁN"F’“ Calistoga WW TP CAL
N County Central Costra Costa Sanitary District CCCsD
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Couertty @ Daly City Plant DC
Delta Diablo Sanitation District DDsSD
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@ svc ~ ) East Bay Municipal Utility District EBMUD
- County ) Fairfield-Suisun WWTP Fs
Half Moon Bay HMB
Hayward WPCF HAY
X Hercules HER
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Courtiy Imola Treatment Plant 1%
= Las Gallinas Treatrment Plant LG
Livermore Water Reclamation Plant LV
Marin County Sanitary District No.5 M5
Caornttra Cosia Millbrae MILL
Conrttty Mountain View SD MVSD
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Oro Loma 5D oLsb
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T San Mateo WW TP SM
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Corertty South San Francisco SSF
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Bay Area Integrated Regional Figure B-4:
Water Management Plan Major Bay Area Wastewater Treatment Facilities




Response to a Threat- Hirea

Itant andForm a Committee
rk ked with local regulators

mlttee formed
— Tnformatlonal workshops

= ,,__' SSSMP guidance
— Continued communication and coordination

* Friendly audits to pull up agencies by
their bootstraps




A\t e sheEI or Busmess Decision?
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J v JUC )10 . "‘ : ? .
IS the most cost-effective approach?
Ihat is the most green approach?

=" What will ensure that there is

-'faccou ntability?

Consolldatlon and Regionalization?




