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Trustee’s Report- Tom Sigmund

CENTRAL STATES WATER ENVIRONMENT ASSOCIATION, INC.

Executive Committee Meeting

Sunday, October 11, 2009 

 The Peabody Hotel, Orlando, FL

Executive Director’s Report: Eric Lecuyer distributed the latest Committee Roster for any additional or new information.
Fiscal Reports: Treasurer Carol Strackbein presented the following financial reports for CSWEA:


 Income/Disbursements 1st – 3rd Quarter 2009



i.  Balance Sheet as of 10.1.09



ii. Balance Sheet v. Prev Yr Comparison



iii. Profit & Loss 3rd Quarter 2009



iv. P&L Budget v. Actual 1st – 3rd Quarter 2009

v. Statement of Financial Position 10.1.09

There was discussion regarding the Annual Meeting income being down and expenses being high. Eric noted that even though registration was excellent, there were fewer full-conference registrations and many more one-day registration—especially the guest organizations opting for their one-day programs. The Lincolnshire venue was more expensive along with a growing trend to spend freely on entertainment. He also noted that Illinois does not recognize the sales tax exemption that the Association enjoys in WI and MN.

Eric reported that cash-on-hand was down 25% and it may be necessary to dip into reserves for cash flow. It was stressed that the $6500 already invested in the Water for People fundraiser needs to be recouped as soon as possible. He also remarked that the Association may need to reconsider the $1000 donation to the Water Environment Research Foundation (WERF). Tim Tack commented that Central States made a sizable amount for WERF on the 2008 golf outing in Chicago and agreed that careful consideration should be given to each cash expenditure and that the Association should not rely on legacy.

Rusty Schroedel led further discussion on fiscal issues, challenging local arrangement committees (LACs) to look for less expensive venues or to raise registration fees. Tom Sigmund noted that public utility budgets in 2010 will be cut even more than in 2009. Beth Vogt remarked that the Executive Committee has never challenged LACs with a net revenue benchmark and asked that we take a look at our pricing of one-day registrations. Eric noted that “deals” need to be negotiated with venues as they need to be more competitive as well.

Scott Trotter suggested that Operations Challenge may also become an opportunity for cuts, possibly supporting only one team or bump up sponsorships. Tom Sigmund suggested that priorities be set and consider a flat reimbursement amount for Operations Challenge participants which will encourage team members to book travel arrangements earlier for better prices. 

Rusty Schroedel wrapped up the discussion by committing to work with the next LAC to improve profitability and challenged the Executive Commmittee to come to the December meeting fully prepared to approach the new budget plan with cost-savings and revenue generating ideas.

2009 FY Audit and Tax Preparation: Eric reported that the State of Illinois has changed its threshold for the intensive audit from $150,000 to $300,000 total revenues. Since the requirement has decreased, Eric requested authorization to go back to the auditor to ask for new pricing.

WEFTEC ’09 Welcome Reception: Scott Trotter reported that there were approximately 55 sponsors. In an effort to control costs, we would not serve hot food and would continue the limited open bar which had worked well in previous years. He asked for help at the sign-in table which would be positioned at the only entrance. Beth Vogt noted that any IL WEF members that are not active in Central States should be encouraged to attend. It was also noted that thanks were in order for Scott and Tim Tack who did the fund raising for this event.

WEF Director’s Report: Dan Lynch and Scott Trotter reported on the activities of the five WEF workgroups which resulted in 18 recommendations for fund-raising, infrastructure, value of the organization, WEFMAX, better access for Operators through surveys and magazines. They explained that the WEF Board of Trustees meet monthly and the House of Delegates meets once a year and have been asked to participate with the workgroups.

State Trustee Reports

Wisconsin:  Tom Sigmund referenced his posted report. Rusty Schroedel commented on the nutrients activity. Tom reported that Region 5 USEPA admitted that there was no real science behind their imposed limits for Thermal Standards for POTWs and when WI DNR requested a variance, they were denied. Tom suggested that it would be up to POTWs to collect data.  

Minnesota:  Doug Henrichsen discussed Patti Craddock’s posted report showing that the Section was down about $3000, which may be due to the Conference on the Environment. The Section is funding the Environmental Challenge to Students. Air and Waste Management may submit an invoice for their time to coordinate the exhibits. Rusty Schroedel suggested that the Section review the Memo of Understanding (MOU) and Tom Sigmund recommended it be very specific and possibly updated. Eric asked that the MN Section clear up the issue of the Lab Committee having their own checking account as it is outside the guidelines of the Association. He also asked for an update on the status of electing a Vice Chair.


Illinois:  Sue Baert’s posted report was referenced by Tim Tack stating that the Section was becoming more active with scheduled meetings and three workshops which are becoming profit centers. The Section changed their by-laws to allow for a 2nd Vice Chair and Dean Wiebenga now has that position. Eddie McCall is preparing the Membership Report.

PWO Representative Report: Charlie LaRocco’s posted report was reviewed. Sponsorship for WEFTEC Operations Challenge teams was down and Tim Tack suggested that personal calls are more fruitful than letters and the operators may need more support from the Association to secure funding through sponsorships. Rusty asked coaches Rick Ashling and Jim Miller to compile a list of Operations Challenge sponsors. Raising funds may help to determine how many teams are sponsored. Dan Lynch reminded the Committee that the by-laws provide for using community support as well.
YP Representative Report: Rachael Lee’s report was posted. There were no comments. Doug Hendrichsen mentioned that the MEES and Engineers Without Borders were meeting at WEF.

Education Seminar: Beth Vogt distributed her report. The next seminar will focus on Bio Solids with Scott Fronek in charge of the technical program. Jeff Brochtrup’s initiative/Ad Hoc committee on digester foaming could be included in the event on the day before the Seminar with a general discussion on the issue. The committee is searching for a speaker for this pre seminar workshop.

General Awards: Beth Vogt is ready to move forward and she and Jim Miller want to prepare a solicitation article for Central States Water to include clarification about where specific award nominations are generated.

Internet: Eric reported that there was a recent failure with on-line payments from the website and he was working to resolve this. This has no effect on registrations through Cvent. Eric solicited website updates and asked that the following procedure be used: Copy the changing webpage into a Word document; highlight the changes; send to Eric to pass on to the webmaster. 

Central States Water:  The latest issue was recently delivered and samples were available at the meeting. The financial arrangement with the publisher remains the same with 15% of advertising revenue coming back to the Association after a certain threshold is met. Kelman and Associates is now offering a $500 scholarship with the Association to select the recipient.

Public Education Committee:  There was no report.
Students Committee:  The times and place of the presentations at WEFTEC were reviewed and all were encouraged to attend.

General Membership:  Per the posted report CSWEA is offering leadership opportunities to past presidents of local operators associations. There are 20 Associate Members, all from IL and IL’s initiative could serve as a good model for MN and WI.

MARC:  A report was submitted and this committee has accepted their new role as leaders of the Midwest Water Industry Expo (MWIE). There was an effort to discuss what this role would be but it was determined that further discussion with AWWA members of the MWIE committee would be necessary to define this new role. It was determined that their involvement would be no sooner than the 2011 event. 

Midwest Water Industry Expo:  The Association received approximately $8000 from this event. There was a lengthy discussion about the MOU and how each association shares in the administrative effort and receives compensation for this event. Rusty asked that copies of the MOU be sent to each member of the Ex Committee and re-examine the roles of the two organizations. Jay Kemp has communicated that he would like to step off of the committee and Erin Smith is a likely candidate to lead the MWIE committee as Jay’s replacement for 2011. 

Ad Hoc / Digester Foaming: Jeff Brochtrup’s posted report included notes from this committee’s kickoff conference call on September 30, 2009 showing that they are moving forward.
Annual Meetings

2010 Madison, WI:  Jay Kemp’s report was posted. Rusty Schroedel requested that the draft budget be revisited and he will talk to Jay regarding the budget and deposits. Eric will look into insurance for the proposed sporting events. Dr. Kiel will be the Keynote Speaker and Dr. Trina McMann, Civil Environmental Engineer will speak at the Farewell Breakfast.

2011 MN: Jim Miller’s report was received and posted late. There is a contract with Northland Inn in the twin cities area.

2012 Illinois: Beth Vogt distributed her report and announced that Gary Scott will serve as LAC Chair. They are looking at Eaglewood Resort in Itasca and asked if the SOP specs are still valid. That was confirmed.

Dean Wiebenga’s report on the 2009 Annual Meeting is forthcoming 

Old Business

CSWEA CSX/YPX 09 Follow-Up: Eric reviewed what has been accomplished and noted that the big ideas should be prioritized for those showing most promise for development. Rusty Schroedel asked that this be done prior to the December meeting. Rusty will contact the Student Chapters, which Scott Trotter said are active but there needs to be more communication, adding that a conference call is coming up. Rusty would like to enhance these efforts. 
CSWEA/IWEA Relations: Tim Tack reported that the new IWEA president, Mark Halm called him for a lunch meeting to improve communication and that his view of the relationship between the two MAs is similar to Tim’s. Rusty Schroedel would like to create an Ad Hoc committee to review the MOU, update if necessary and establish a means of coordinating IL events and asked Tim to take the lead on this. Scott Trotter recommended using the original MOU and coordinate with the larger levels of IWEA. Eric will contact Laurie Papanos at the ISAWWA.

Technical Program Committee Composition: After a great deal of discussion and review of the SOP 12.15.a, it was determined that no action was required. The committee will continue to consist of a chair and not more than 2 people from each Section for a maximum total of 7 members.

WEF Conference Call Follow-Up: Rusty Schroedel referred to the written documents.

WFP Super Bowl Raffle Fundraiser: Eric brought posters to display at the reception sign-in table and encouraged all to make a concerted effort to sell the tickets. Scott Trotter planned to add this to the Sponsor announcement at the reception. It was noted that some firms are not allowed to solicit any donations. 

New Business

Budget items for FY 09: Eric stated it will be a difficult budget year and to let him know about any specific requests. He recommended that all expenditures be offset with revenue.

Award Committee Proposal: Rusty Schroedel and Jim Miller prepared a proposal that included a standing awards committee chair with trustees from each state be part of the committee. They would also like to “clean up” the dates and possibly swap the WEF awards, which are easier, to the 2nd VP. Beth Vogt committed to creating a flow chart of the existing process for the General Awards, according to the current SOPs, by Nov. 15 and email it to past presidents for their review. Once the flow chart is correct, she will cover it with the State Trustees. She also requested an agenda item for CSX to allow for the VP and 2nd VP to review the awards process.

The next CSWEA Executive Committee meeting is scheduled for December 3rd and 4th, 2009, at the Monona Terrace from noon until noon and without objection, Eric will book the rooms.

2010 WEF MAX dates were discussed: March 11-13 in Puerto Rico including a YP Summit; April 8-9 in Alexandria, VA to include a Leadership Summit and May 6-7 in Cleveland, OH. 

WWOA Liaison’s Report – Dennis Egge, Liaison

No report was received.

Collection System – Andrew Craven, Chair

The purpose of this memo is to provide an update to the Wisconsin Section Board related to the activities of the Collection System Committee for the time period since August of 2009.

The 2nd Annual “Northwoods” Collection System Seminar was held at the Clearwaters Hotel and Conference Center in Marshfield on August 6th, 2009.  This was a change in location for the seminar, and all parties agreed that the facility was better suited to the size of our event.  A copy of the financial report is attached.  The seminar was attended by 70 registrants with 30 exhibitors.  The seminar showed a net profit of $245.42 (last year’s seminar resulted in a loss).  As with the 2008 seminar, most of the comments from registrants and exhibitors were positive and most expressed interest in supporting the seminar in 2010.  The Committee is planning on continuing to host the “Northwoods” seminar in Marshfield.  August 5th, 2010 has been selected as the date.  A planning meeting has been set for March 9th, 2010 in Madison.
The Committee has selected the date of June 10th for the 23rd annual “Classic” seminar in Watertown.  A planning meeting has been set for January 5, 2010 for the Watertown seminar in Brookfield.
The Committee met on October 7th, 2010 during the WWOA State Conference in Green Bay.  Minutes of the meeting are attached.
The awards subcommittee is working on nominations for this year’s Wisconsin Section Collection System Award and we expect to submit our nominee to Central States on or before the due date.

Government Affairs Committee – Brandon Koltz, Chair

Memorandum

Status report – Current Activities
The Committee met by e-mail and conference call in October.  The conference call covered the major areas that are being tracked as listed below.  The committee is tracking the DNR phosphorus rules and will submit comments with the Board’s concurrence during the comment period, expected in early 2010.  Developments at the national level, which have been minimal during the past several years, are being tracked as well as noted below. A tentative agenda has been developed for the Government Affairs Seminar February 23, 2010 in Madison. The committee also discussed increased communication with the membership through the webpage regarding both state and federal regulatory initiatives.  The GAC will work with Eric to increase the use of the Central States webpage for this purpose.  
Current committee members and assignments are listed at:

http://www.cswea.org/wisconsin/governmentaffairs/ The website listing is being updated for members and responsibilities. 

Next Meeting 
Our next meeting will be by conference call mid-December so that we can continue to track the status of hearings and final language of proposed phosphorus water quality standards. 
Regulatory and Other Initiatives Updates

Novemeber 2009 Attachment to Government Affairs Committee Report

The primary focus of the Government Affairs Committee (GAC) is to identify and track various regulatory/legislative initiatives that may have a significant impact on Wisconsin Section members. Attached please find reports prepared by individual committee members summarizing activities in the areas that they are responsible for tracking.

	


Wisconsin Alliance of Cities Liaison  Updated for November
By Jim Kleinschmidt, P.E./Strand

Based on comments regarding the implementability of the 2013 date, the Wisconsin DNR has indicated that they will not hold communities responsible for that compliance date.  However, they will not be changing the language of the permits to reflect this change in compliance date.

The proposed phosphorus rules will likely have a major impact on many communities based on the current status of the draft rules.  Following issuance of the rules for public hearing, Central States may wish to consider serving as a resource for communities to properly indentify the proposed costs of thee rule and the impacts on individual communities.  The overall impact will depend upon the final definition of “downstream” in the rule, the data collected for streams where no data exists, and the extent to which variance language is provided.
	


Wisconsin DNR Thermal Rules Revisions (NR 102 and NR 106) Updated for November

By Jim Kleinschmidt, P.E./Strand

The Municipal Environmental Group provided comments to the Wisconsin DNR in late September in response to the meeting held on September 2, 2009.  The Department is currently redrafting language based on those comments.  The redrafted language will be submitted to the DNR Secretary for signature.  The Wisconsin DNR staff will present this to the Natural  Resources Board as a germane modification if the DNR Secretary signs the green sheet.  The DNR staff indicates that a germane modification is appropriate since the changes will only address the municipal language contained in the proposed NR 106.59.  The revised rule as presented in September has the potential to affect inland lake dischargers, and dischargers to low flow streams for both cold water and warm water fisheries.

http://dnr.wi.gov/org/water/wm/wqs/thermalrulesrevisions.htm 

	


Biosolids-EPA Initiatives and National Biosolids Partnership EMS Program

By David Taylor; Madison Metropolitan Sewerage District

No update from the May report

Biosolids Land Application

By Brandon Koltz/Symbiant

WDNR ANTICIPATES LAND APPLICATION PROGRAM CHANGES

Because of the economy and resulting state budget, many positions in DNR are now vacant as these positions were not refilled after retirements. For example, the wastewater program currently is experiencing a 20% reduction in staff. Unfortunately, when there is this significant reduction in staff, there is a reduction in the amount of work that can be done as well. Recently, Todd Ambs, Water Div. Administrator directed the Planning and Management Teams (PMTs) at DNR to begin reducing programs within the division to account for the workload reduction in each bureau.  The Wastewater PMT has slated several programs including the land application program to be reduced. The general directive is to begin a modified process for land application. Several different considerations are being evaluated including 3rd party reviews, 3rd party submittals, self submittals, etc. No decisions have been made other than the processes will change in some way in an attempt to save hours in the longer term.   

 

It is the intent of the department to have these changes in place and be operational by April 1, 2010. DNR currently envisions that changes might be different, depending on the program (septage, biosolids & industrial waste).  These changes will be discussed at the 2010 Spring Biosolids Symposium.  Some training might be required to help land application practitioners adapt to these changes.  It appears that one significant change will be that site approval forms will be submitted electronically, which may speed up the site approval process.

PROPOSED REVISIONS TO NR 151 (RUNOFF MANAGEMENT RULE)

An increased emphasis is being placed on phosphorus management, both in Wisconsin and nationally.  Wisconsin is promoting use of a Phosphorus Index (PI) to control agricultural sources of phosphorus from reaching surface waters.  The PI is an agricultural land management planning tool for assessing the potential of a cropped or grazed field to contribute P to the nearest stream or lake.   The PI is included in SNAP-Plus, a nutrient management planning software program designed for the preparation of nutrient management plans in accordance with Wisconsin’s Nutrient Management Standard Code 590. 
DNR is attempting to revise Wisconsin’s Runoff Management Rule (NR 151), with public hearings on proposed changes likely being held in the first part of 2010.  Subchapter II of NR 151 contains agricultural performance standards and prohibitions. Proposed changes to this subchapter include the addition of a Phosphorus Index Performance Standard.  As currently written, the standard specifies a maximum PI of 6 averaged over an accounting period (crop rotation) of 8 years, with a PI cap of 10 in any individual year.  While this performance standard would be applicable to all crop producers, compliance would be contingent on cost share dollars being available.  The cost share dollars would presumably be directed towards developing nutrient management plans using SNAP-Plus.  Given that cost share funds are limited, money will likely be targeted at least initially to areas with known water quality impairments related to phosphorus.
Biosolids management application rates and related practices are regulated under NR 204, which does not currently contain a PI standard.  Future revisions to NR 204 are being discussed by DNR, with at least some consideration being given to including a PI requirement.  However, from a practical standpoint, if the proposed NR 151 revisions are adopted, land application programs will be impacted regardless of whether NR 204 is subsequently revised.  This is because nutrient management plans developed in accordance with NR 151 requirements must account for phosphorus from all sources, including biosolids.

If proposed revisions to NR 151 are adopted, land application practitioners will likely need to be more selective regarding application sites (e.g. screening based on slope, tillage practices, crop rotation and soil test P levels).  Consideration might also need to be given to increasing the period of time between biosolids applications on a given field, more closely integrating our practices with farm customer nutrient management plans, avoiding certain areas within a field, etc.  Gaining familiarity with using SNAP-Plus would also be beneficial.

	


CMOM – Wet Weather Issues 

BY:  Joan B. Hawley, P.E., Superior Engineering, LLC  joan@superior-eng.com 

There are several items that affect wet weather issues.  

1. U.S. EPA is reopening the Blending Rule based on direction from the Obama administration.  There is no indication on what direction the EPA will take at this time regarding the rule.  If Blending is eliminated this will affect how existing collection system problems are addressed.  

2. The National Association of Clean Water Agencies (NACWA) and WEF via the Collection Systems Committee and Government Affairs are proposing Collection System Core Practices to educate utilities on some basic core practices for operating and maintaining the sewers.  ASCE has now provided comments as well as EPA.  It is intended to be a modular document adding additional core practices.  EPA just recently reviewed the document.  It is intended to get EPA involved in the publication.  

3. EPA is considering reopening the SSO rule.  If they do so, the Core Practices as mentioned in item No. 2 will be considered to be a cornerstone for this rule.  If they open the rule, they will need to revisit the principals and it is anticipated that the rule process will be three years or more.  It was discussed that the Core Practices discussed in Item No. 2 would be a cornerstone for the SSO rule.  

4. No updates on the Wisconsin CMOM rules.  The Department continues to promote and advocate for CMOM-like activities through a variety of means including the CMAR reporting.  The Satellite Communities for Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage District were required to submit a CMOM Plan to the District and the DNR.  DNR is not approving the plans.  DNR produced a media-site presentation on an introduction to CMOM (see http://dnr.wi.gov/org/water/wm/ww/cmar/CMOM.htm/.   

5. There is still pressure from environmental groups to eliminate CSOs.  

6. Utilities should consider addressing private property programs to eliminate clear water in the system.  See www.wef.org/Utility/ppvl_main_page.asp for existing program that utilities can review.  
	


NUTRIENT CRITERIA

By Jane M. Carlson, P.E./Strand Associate, Inc.

Draft NR 102 and NR 106 rules dated June 2009 were distributed with our last committee report, and the Government Affairs Committee (GAC) of the Wisconsin Section prepared a letter to WDNR commenting on several issues related to these proposed rules. The high cost of rule implementation for WWTPs was one of our major concerns, particularly since stringent limits at WWTPs will not improve water quality if phosphorus is already excessive because of other sources.  The WDNR responded to our comments mainly to provide additional background information. The WDNR updated the draft rules in September 2009 and again met with their technical advisory committee (TAC). Copies of the updated draft rules are available from GAC or TAC members. Based on the latest drafts and conversations with WDNR staff, lagoon POTWs may be exempt from new effluent phosphorus limits. Very small mechanical POTWs may also be exempt. Great Lakes dischargers may have interim limits until lake modeling can be conducted. Dischargers to waters for which phosphorus TMDLs have been developed may receive the TMDL-based limit (presumably less stringent) instead of a limit calculated from the new criteria for approximately two permit terms, to give time for other phosphorus sources to reduce their loads. The TAC met in September and the WDNR has been working toward developing an economic analysis of the proposed rules.  The WDNR intends to present the draft rules to the public in early 2010 and to the Natural Resources Board for adoption after that.

	


NR 214 - LAND TREATMENT OF INDUSTRIAL LIQUID WASTES, BY-PRODUCT SOLIDS AND SLUDGES
By Jane Carlson/Strand 

<No Update This Report – See Previous Reports >

	


Summary of Key Legislative and Rulemaking Activity

By Paul G. Kent of Anderson & Kent sc

Legal Counsel for the Municipal Environmental Group 

Wastewater Division 
<No Update This Report – See Previous Reports >

	


Government Affairs Seminar (GAS) Committee Report

By Gil Hantzsch, P.E., MSA Professional Services Inc.

The Seminar Committee met October 27 to plan the February 23, 2010 one day seminar. The agenda will include a mix of Wisconsin specific and emerging national issus.  The tentative agenda is as follows:

February 23, 2010 Government Affairs Seminar Agenda

8:00
Registration

8:25    
Welcome/Opening Remarks

Gil Hantzsch

Session Moderator: Brandon Koltz

8:30
USEPA Perspective/Initiatives


Jim Hanlon or Emily Perkins, USEPA 

9:15
Wisconsin Perspective on National Issues

Kevin Shafer, Milwaukee MSD

9:50
Panel Discussion/Q&A 

10:00
AM Break
Session Moderator: Paul Kent

10:15
Nutrient Overview in Wisconsin

· NR 151
· Trading
· Regulations

Paul Kent

10:30
Phosphorus Regulation Update


Dave Taylor, Madison MSD

10:50
Wisconsin TMDLs

Kevin Hirsch or Nicki Richmond, WDNR

11:10
Effluent Trading Update

Robin Nyffeler, WDNR

11:30
Chesapeake Bay Experience


Glen Daigger

11:50
Panel Discussion/Q&A

12:00
Lunch

Session Moderator: Gil Hantzsch

1:00
Viruses in Drinking Water

Mark Borchardt or Ken Bradbury 

1:35
Stimulus Funding - DNR Perspective

Bernie Robertson, WDNR

1:55
Stimulus Funding - POTW Perspective

Tom Sigmund, Green Bay MSD

2:15
Afternoon Break
Session Moderator: Bill Desing

2:30
Stormwater - Compliance, Municipal Perspective

Sue Olson, City of Appleton 

3:00
DNR Staffing and Organization

Todd Ambs, WDNR 
3:15
DNR Update


Bob Masnado, WDNR 

3:45
Adjourn

	


Stream Re-classification/Proposed Revisions to Chapters NR 102, 104, and 106 as Related to Stream Classification & Outstanding and Exceptional Resource Waters

By Chad T. Olsen/McMahon Associates, Inc.

<No updates this report – see previous reports>
	


TMDLs

Mike Gerbitz, PE, Donohue & Associates, Inc.


Following is some recent information for Wisconsin:

· Lower Fox River TMDL: Phosphorus and Sediment – The DNR plans to develop implementation strategies in December 2009, releases a draft TMDL for public notice in April 2010, conduct public hearings in April/May 2010, submit a draft TMDL to EPA in July 2010, and have TMDL approval by the end of September 2010. Additional information may be found at the website listed below.
http://dnr.wi.gov/org/water/wm/wqs/303d/FoxRiverTMDL/
· Rock River TMDL:  Phosphorus and Sediment – The previous loads and waste load allocations are being revised. The DNR hopes to provide the public with a draft TMDL in spring of 2010. Additional information may be found at the website listed below.

http://dnr.wi.gov/org/water/wm/wqs/303d/RockRiverTMDL/
	


Wastewater Security

By Bill Desing, CH2M Hill

<No Update This Report – See Previous Reports >

	


Compounds of Emerging Concern and other National Issues; WEF Government Affairs Committee Communications
By Brandon Koltz/Symbiont

I attended the WEF Government Affairs Committee meeting, the Wet Weather Workgroup, the Microconstituents Community of Concern and the Government Affairs Session at WEFTEC.  EPA Directors of the Office of Water; Office of Science and Technology; Office of Wetlands, Oceans, and Watersheds, and Office of Water Enforcement and Compliance spoke about the current and planned activities of the agency with respect to wastewater issues. Key items included from these discussions included the following.

· Funding  - SRF funding will be at the stimulus fund levels in FY2010. Principal forgiveness (grants), the 20% green set aside and the “Buy American” provision will remain as in 2009.  If a state does not fully utilize its green set aside, those funds will taken and redistributed to states that green projects ready.

· Blending – USEPA believes the 2005 draft rules with the feasibility requirements and a required Utility Analysis is the preferred way to address blending.  It was also states that the draft 2001 SSO policy (not implemented) will re-examined and updated. A regulation may be drafted to address both blending and SSOs – implementation would take one to three years. 

· Enforcement - $600 million has been added to the enforcement budget for fy 2010 (this covers water and other programs). Enforcement priorities for OWEC remain CSO, SSO, storm water and CAFOs.  

· Litigation – USEPA has taken over the program to set nutrient water quality standards in Florida because of the lack of progress by the state agency. 

· Ammonia – USEPA is moving in the direction of setting ammonia nitrogen limits based on fresh water mussels rather than fish.  Fresh water mussels are more sensitive to ammonia than fish species. 

Microconstituents continue to be a topic of discussion by USEPA.  There are several studies with respect to the presence of and fate within POTWs of numerous pharmaceutical and personal care product compounds.  There was discussion that effluent limits for certain compounds may be promulgated within three years. Several studies are nearing completion and indicating that many microconstituents are substantially removed with the biosolids. However, there is increasing concern as to the fate of the compounds when biosolids are applied to agricultural land. 

The WEF GAC Nutrients Removal Work Group has completed preparation of a document reviewing treatment technologies for nutrient removal with respect to secondary treatment, and the impact of nutrient discharges.  The purpose of the report is to provide technical information to USEPA as they consider the NRDC petition to include nutrient removal within the definition of secondary treatment. The report should be submitted to USEPA the week of November 9.  USEPA has indicated they are beginning review of the NRDC petition. The report will be public information after it is submitted to USEPA. 

WEF continues to increase dialogue with Member Association Government Affairs Committees to both share national regulatory concerns and gain awareness of state regulatory issues.  WEF has revised its webpage to assist in this dialogue.  WEF GAC will provide a speaker to discuss national issues and the activities of the committee to member association meetings. I can facilitate a WEF GAC speaker at the annual meeting if desired. 

	


Great Lakes Issues – The Great Lakes Compact

By Keith Haas/Racine Water and Wastewater Utilities

<No Update This Report – See Previous Reports >

WATER ENVIRONMENT RESEARCH FOUNDATION (WERF)

  Proposed Targeted Collaborative Research Project 


Study to Develop Data Needed for Evaluating Exposure and Risks 

Associated with Trace Organics in Biosolids-Amended Soil
A group of stakeholders led by the Metropolitan Water Reclamation District of Greater Chicago (MWRDGC), a NACWA member, the California Association of Sanitation Agencies (CASA), and others are working with the Water Environment Research Foundation (WERF) to organize a nationally coordinated research effort on emerging contaminants or trace organics in land applied biosolids.  As an initial step, the groups are working to gain a better understanding of the existing work and research in this area.  

Once a better understanding of the existing work is garnered, it will be coordinated with ongoing efforts to develop a comprehensive research plan, including the most appropriate researchers, and preliminarily-identified funding partners. WERF would be expected to administer the research effort.  To assist with the collection of information on the ongoing or anticipated research in this area, the groups are asking that you take a few minutes to answer the following questions and send your responses to Tom Granato at Thomas.Granato@mwrd.org and Greg Kester at gkester@casaweb.org.  

Responses are requested by November 25th.


1.  Does your utility budget for biosolids research?  If so, what is the approximate typical annual budget for such research? 
 
2.  Are you currently conducting or supporting the conduct of research on occurrence, transport or fate of microconstituents (i.e. trace organics, pharmaceuticals and personal care product chemicals, endocrine disrupting chemicals, perfluorinated compounds, etc) in land applied biosolids?  If so, can you please provide a description of the project(s), its budget, and an indication of how close it is to completion.

3.  Do you anticipate that you would have some level of funding available in your remaining 2009 or projected 2010 budgets to support this type of research?

4.  Are you interested in partnering with other municipalities and industrial entities to support this nationally coordinated project or effort to produce the data necessary to make possible risk characterizations for trace organics in land applied biosolids?  If so, please describe how you are interested in participating and providing support.
 
5.  If you have indicated that your organization is interested in joining and supporting this effort, please provide a contact person who we can reach out to for more information and to make arrangements for your participation.


BACKGROUND AND ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
Currently, there is a growing level of research being conducted on trace organics (also referred to as microconstituents) in land applied biosolids.  Microconstituents are being shown to occur in biosolids during wastewater treatment and many have been shown to persist through the most commonly deployed sludge process trains.  These findings raise questions that need to be answered among regulators, scientists, environmental activists, the news media and the public about potential risks to human health and the environment posed by microconstituents in land applied biosolids

A group of stakeholders led by the Metropolitan Water Reclamation District of Greater Chicago (MWRDGC), the California Association of Sanitation Agencies (CASA), and others are working with the Water Environment Research Foundation (WERF) to organize a nationally coordinated research effort that would:

A. Rapidly identify the existing data and scientific knowledge gaps that need to be filled to enable scientists and EPA to reliably assess and characterize risk to human health and the environment, if any, from exposure to microconstituents in land applied biosolids.  This effort is currently underway and is being funded by WERF.

B.  Assemble a knowledgeable, experienced team to generate data and information to fill the data gaps needed to inform and conduct exposure and hazard assessments.  The team would be comprised of scientists with specialized knowledge and experience with microconstituents, some of whom were involved in the generation of the original Part 503 risk assessment.

C.    Provide coordination of current and future research efforts to foster better utilization of EPA's Part 503 hazard and risk assessment framework, sharing of new data and research findings, and interfacing of existing and new studies to optimize coverage of existing gaps.

D. The ultimate goal is to ensure that EPA has the critical information on fate, transport, exposure, and toxicity of these constituents from the biosolids matrix that it needs in order to effectively evaluate the need for regulation of these compounds.

In April, 2009, a preliminary workshop was conducted in Chicago to begin developing a strategy for moving forward with a coordinated national research effort.  Attendees included MWRDGC, CASA, WERF, Madison MSD, EPA, and researchers from the University of Florida, Colorado School of Mines, USGS, Procter and Gamble, and Agriculture and Agri-food Canada.  A work plan was developed that provides the basic architecture for a comprehensive national research project that will provide the data needed to conduct appropriate exposure and hazard assessments.  This will provide a sound context to address the concerns that are currently growing, and will answer the question "What does the presence of these chemicals at these concentrations mean?" 

Following the April meeting, WERF prepared a brief description of a potential Targeted Collaborative Research Project that would support the above effort.  The goal of WERF was to determine both the level of interest in such a project and to identify potential funding partners.  More recently, WERF has focused its efforts on trying to get a better handle on research that other agencies are conducting or anticipate conducting related to microconstituents, with a specific focus on biosolids and exposure pathways that are relevant to land-applied biosolids. NACWA, CASA and other groups have agreed to ask their members to share information regarding research that their organizations are conducting or anticipate conducting in this area.  

Here are a number of recent articles dealing with the Great Lakes Compact and Waukesha’s current plan of action.

Waukesha’s Water Woes Herald Test of Great Lakes Compact

October 26, 2009
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The Great Lakes Compact may be put to the test soon as the city of Waukesha, Wisconsin seeks permission to tap Lake Michigan’s water supply.

Waukesha officials moved closer to making their request this week when the state Department of Natural Resources (DNR) determined that the city does not have to wait for the state government to adopt rules implementing the compact.

Milwaukee officials had argued that state rules regarding the compact should be put in place first, but the DNR says the compact itself has sufficient criteria to guide DNR staff in their review of applications like Waukesha’s.

Waukesha, which sits 14 miles inland from Lake Michigan’s shore, is seeking another source of city water due to radium contamination in city wells. Since Waukesha falls outside the Great Lakes Basin, the city must win approval from the governors of all eight states that signed the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence River Basin Water Resources Compact. Before that happens, the city must find a lakeside municipality willing to sell it water—Milwaukee, Racine and Oak Creek are the current candidates—and win approval from the state DNR.

The move will be an expensive one—up to $78 million initially and nearly $5.8 million a year afterwards. But it will help the city wean itself off deep wells that are contaminated with naturally occurring radium.

Waukesha would not be the first Wisconsin city to seek Lake Michigan water to replace its radium-contaminated water supply. New Berlin, its eastern neighbor, won approval to pipe Lake Michigan water to areas of the city that fall outside the Great Lakes basin earlier this year. This followed a water purchase agreement with Milwaukee and approval from the state DNR.

Because New Berlin straddles the subcontinental divide between the Great Lakes Basin and the Mississippi River Basin, rather than falling outside the Great Lakes Basin as Waukesha does, that city does not need the approval of other Great Lakes Compact states.
Milwaukee Journal Sentinel article October 22,2009
Waukesha's pursuit of Lake Michigan water does not have to wait until state rules are adopted implementing a Great Lakes protection compact, state Department of Natural Resources Secretary Matt Frank says in a letter to Milwaukee Mayor Tom Barrett.

In June, Barrett and Ald. Michael Murphy had asked Frank not to accept an application to divert Lake Michigan water outside of the Great Lakes drainage basin until state rules for reviewing the requests were in place.

In the letter sent this week, Frank says the Great Lakes compact itself has sufficient criteria to guide DNR staff in reviewing an application before adopting state administrative rules.

Barrett said Thursday that he disagreed with Frank's decision.

"If administrative rules aren't needed to implement the compact, what purpose do the rules serve?" Barrett asked.

Waukesha is preparing an application to send to the DNR early next year. The next step in the city's quest to drink Great Lakes water is asking officials from Milwaukee, Racine and Oak Creek for letters stating their willingness to negotiate selling lake water to Waukesha.

Earlier this week, the Waukesha Common Council unanimously authorized Mayor Larry Nelson to ask potential water suppliers to submit letters by Jan. 31. Under the terms of the compact, Waukesha would be required to have at least one such letter in hand before it can make the application.

Nelson prefers to buy lake water from Milwaukee, and he said he is seeking a meeting with Barrett, Common Council members and Milwaukee Water Works officials next month.

Switching Waukesha's supply from groundwater wells to Lake Michigan would million. Building a pipeline to discharge the city's treated wastewater cost $56 to Underwood Creek in Wauwatosa so it would flow back to Lake Michigan, as required by the Great Lakes compact, would cost an additional $22 million.

The compact generally prohibits diversions outside of the basin. Exceptions can be made for communities in counties that straddle the subcontinental divide separating the Great Lakes basin from the Mississippi River watershed.

Waukesha County straddles the boundary so the compact allows the City of Waukesha to apply for use of Great Lakes water.

Among the hurdles Waukesha must clear to gain approval of each of the eight Great Lakes states: showing the city lacks an adequate supply of safe drinking water without tapping into the Great Lakes; and showing that its need for lake water cannot be avoided through efficient use or conservation of its current supply.

Milwaukee Journal Sentinel Editorial October 22,2009

The City of Waukesha is beginning the process to apply for having Lake Michigan water piped to the city. That application will have to meet the terms of the Great Lakes compact and address issues of concerns from environmentalists and Milwaukee officials. It's in Waukesha's interest to put together a model application that can meet the high threshold that the state and other Great Lakes states undoubtedly will require.

As the first community completely outside the natural basin of the Great Lakes to request Great Lakes water under the compact, Waukesha will be a test case watched by officials and residents throughout the Great Lakes region.

The city needs to get this right, making sure that a so-called water diversion is the best way to meet the city's needs and that such a diversion does not have a negative impact on the environment or on nearby communities. It also needs to continue its strong water conservation policy and provide return flow to Lake Michigan so that there is no significant loss to the Great Lakes.

Mayor Larry Nelson has said that's exactly what the city is going to do, and the city is off to a good start.

Yes, questions still need to be answered, and it's very early in the process, but if Waukesha meets the terms of the compact, we see no good reason to reject Waukesha's request. We also hope the application is met with a spirit of regional cooperation - Milwaukee, for example, could gain financially from making a deal with Waukesha - and that the application is decided on the basis of science, not politics.

Waukesha needs another source of water because its deepest wells are contaminated with unsafe levels of radium as well as salt. The city must be in full compliance with federal radium-safe water standards by June 2018, under a stipulation with the state Department of Natural Resources. Buying Lake Michigan water would allow the city to close the deep wells and avoid radium treatment costs, and it would ease pressure on the aquifer on which Waukesha and other communities rely. That would be good for the environment.

The next step in the city's quest for Great Lakes water is asking officials from Milwaukee, Racine and Oak Creek for letters stating their willingness to negotiate selling Lake Michigan water to Waukesha. Under the terms of the compact, Waukesha would be required to have at least one such letter in hand before it can submit an application to the DNR.

The city intends to make the application early next year, Nelson has said. After DNR review, the city's bid would need the approval of each of the governors of the seven other Great Lakes states.

That request needs to set the standard, and it needs to be met with minds open to the possibility.

Industrial Waste – Brian Molenaar, Chair

No report was received.

Membership – Jay Kemp

No report received.

Operations Committee – Troy Larson, Chair

No report received.
Management Seminar – Tom Krueger, Chair

No report was received.

Public Education and Awareness – Dale Doerr, Chair

Public Education and Awareness
The Public Education and Awareness Committee members are Chairperson Dale Doerr, Kathleen Zino, Tom Mulcahy, Aga Razvi, Max Anderson, Bill Martin, and Steven Godfrey. 

Stockholm Junior Water Prize
Ms. Jamie Molloy and her teacher Mrs. Betty Jo Azpell from Divine Savior High School in Milwaukee attended the National SJWP competition in Anchorage Alaska in June. Ms. Molloy was the CSWEA Wisconsin section representative with her research based paper titled The Effect of Nano Metal Oxides on Sentinel Organisms in the Aquatic Environment. The CSWEA Wisconsin section’s cost for travel for Ms. Molloy and Ms. Azpell totaled $1,172.80. 
World Water Monitoring Day

On September 21, 2009 an email was sent to all teachers that received WWMD kits requesting comments on the value of the WWMD kits in teaching students about water quality. Eight teachers reported on their use of the WWMD kits. All of the teachers that responded said that the kits were very helpful in teaching students about water quality and they thanked CSWEA and WWOA for donating the kits. I wrote an article to be included in the “Central States Water” magazine and the WWOA Journal, “The Clarifier.” A copy of that article is attached to this report. Many thanks to CSWEA members that proof read the article and offered suggestion for improvement. 

This was the first year that CSWEA - Wisconsin section provided WWMD kits to schools and while we received a low (22%) response rate from the teachers, it may be two early to determine the success of the program. The WWMD kits were not delivered until mid May 2009, which may have hindered the use of the kits in the school year ending in June 2009. 

A question for CSWEA – Wisconsin Section board members must answer is; do we as an organization want to continue this educational outreach program? 

Wisconsin Science Teachers Convention

The 52nd Annual Wisconsin Society of Science Teachers Convention is scheduled for April 15 – 17, 2010 in Lacrosse. The purpose of attending the conference was is to get out the word about CSWEA (and WWOA) and to inform Wisconsin science teachers about World Water Monitoring Day (WWMD) and the annual Stockholm Junior Water Prize (SJWP) competition. The cost for an 8’ X 10’ booth (8’ table w/skirt, 2 - chairs and 2 - badges, an electric outlet, internet access and a sign) for a non-profit organization is $200.00. In addition to the booth registration cost, there would be expenses (~$100.00) for one nights stay at a Lacrosse area hotel. This is a great opportunity to reach out to Wisconsin school teachers and tell them what CSWEA and WWOA does to protect our water resources. As WWOA Career Development committee chair I will attend the State Guidance Counselors convention in Stevens Point in February 2010. At this conference Guidance Counselors are provided information on careers in wastewater, and about WWOA and CSWEA-Wisconsin Section. 

Safety – Jerry Hirt, Chair

No report received.
Watershed Management – Bill Krill, Chair

No report received.

Student & Young Professionals Committee Report – Trevor Ghylin, Chair
Student Chapters

Upcoming Night with the Industry Dinner tentatively scheduled for December 7. It will be a similar set up to last year, and interested attendees should contact Rachel Lee @ Rachel.Lee@Strand.com. The group had their kick-off meeting back in September. Joan Hawley spoke and Rachel attended. They also attended WEFTEC and participated in the student design competition. 

YP Events and News

Brewers Outing  

This was held right after the August 12th meeting. This event was again a great success. Tom Mulcahy and his crew once again held a great event. There were at least 30 attendees, including many YPs and students. Great food, drinks and a good time was had by all. Thanks Tom!

Educational Seminar
Eight student/YP members attended the educational event at Centrisys in Kenosha.  Both Chris Mahoney and George Kueppers from Centrisys Corporation were excellent speakers and provided a good learning environment.  The casual learning environment made the participants at ease asking both rudimentary questions to more specific in-depth questions relating to the design and application of decanter centrifuges. Thanks Centrisys!

Spring Biosolids Symposium – Jay Kemp

The 2010 Spring Biosolids Symposium will be held on March 9, 2010 at the Holiday Inn in Stevens Point. Another excellent program is in store, as noted below, with a mix of national, state and local speakers participating.  

2010 Spring Biosolids Symposium Preliminary Program 
Morning Presentations:

· Wisconsin DNR Update (Fred Hegeman/WDNR)

· Electronic Land Application Site Submittals (WDNR)

· Wisconsin DNR Land Application Program Changes (WDNR)

· EPA Septage Hauler Audits

· EPA Region 5 Overview

· Septage Hauler Case Study

Lunch Presentation: Phosphorus Issues – Chesapeake Bay Study – Doug Beegle/Penn State

· Afternoon Presentations:

· Q&A Panel Session for Morning Presenters

· ABCs of Nutrient Management (Dick Wolkowski/UW Extension)

· Getting Phosphorus Out of Biosolids (Madison MSD)

· Biosolids Program Diversity/Alternatives

· Brown County Waste Transformation Program

· UW/Virginia Tech Biosolids Turf Farming Study (UW Extension)

· Madison Metromix Biosolids Soil Study (UW Extension)

Water/Wastewater Education Association – Tom Mulcahy, Chair

No report received.






















