Proposed Staff Recommendation Consent Calendar for July 28, 2011
9- 1.

WATER PLANNING COMMITTEE
Professional services contract with GHD Inc. for additional site development
evaluations for the Proposed Camp Pendleton Seawater Desalination Project.
Award a professional services contract to GHD, Inc., for additional site
development evaluations for the Proposed Camp Pendleton Seawater
Desalination Project for a not-to-exceed amount of $385,000.

9- 2.

Amended Water Planning Committee Goals for 2011and 2012.
Adopt the Amended Water Planning Committee Goals for 2011 and
2012.

9- 3.

ENGINEERING AND OPERATIONS COMMITTEE
Professional services contract for as-needed in-plant and field inspection
support services.
Authorize the General Manager to award a professional services contract to
On-Site Technical Services, for as-needed in-plant and field inspection support
services to support the Capital Improvement Program projects, for an amount
not-to-exceed $5 million for three years.

9- 4.

Change Orders to Archer Western for the ESP-Lake Hodges Pump
Station and Inlet/Outlet Structure project.
Accept Archer Western Change Orders 46 through 51 for $479,727; and
authorize the General Manager to execute a change order for an amount not-toexceed $1,100,000 to extend Archer Western’s contract to support
commissioning activities through commercial operation, increasing the contract
amount to $76,888,656.

9- 5.

Amended Engineering and Operations Committee Goals for 2011 and 2012.
Adopt the Amended Engineering and Operations Committee Goals for 2011
and 2012.

9- 6.

IMPORTED WATER COMMITTEE
Amended Imported Water Committee Goals for 2011and 2012.
Adopt the Amended Imported Water Committee Goals for 2011 and 2012.

9- 7.

ADMINISTRATIVE AND FINANCE COMMITTEE
Treasurer’s report.
Note and file the monthly Treasurer’s report.

9- 8.

Metropolitan Water District modification to its annexation charges
for five previously annexed areas within the Water Authority.
Authorize the General Manager to seek property owner and/or voter approval of
Metropolitan Water District’s modification to its annexation charge calculation
for five previously annexed areas within the Water Authority’s service area.

9- 9.

Response to May 31, 2011 San Diego County Grand Jury Report, “San Diego
County Water Rates: High Today, Higher Tomorrow”.
Approve response to May 31, 2011 San Diego County Grand Jury Report, “San
Diego County Water Rates: High Today, Higher Tomorrow”.

9- 10.

Amended Administrative and Finance Committee Goals for 2011 and 2012.
Adopt the Amended Administrative and Finance Committee Goals for 2011
and 2012.

9- 11.

LEGISLATION, CONSERVATION AND OUTREACH COMMITTEE
Professional services agreement with Mission Resource Conservation District
for fiscal years 2012, 2013, and 2014 to allow for DWR’s Integrated Regional
Water Management pass-through grant funding for the operation of the Water
Authority’s Agricultural Water Management Program.
Authorize the General Manager to execute a professional services agreement
with Mission Resource Conservation District in the amount of $225,000, for
fiscal years 2012, 2013, and 2014 to allow for DWR’s Integrated Regional
Water Management pass-through funding for the operation of the Water
Authority’s Agricultural Water Management Program.

9- 12.

Professional services agreement with Mission Resource Conservation District for
WaterSmart Field Services.
Authorize the General Manager to execute a three-year professional services
contract with a two-year option for a not-to-exceed amount of $420,000 to
Mission Resource Conservation District for the WaterSmart Field Services
Program.

9- 13.

Memoranda of Understanding with member agencies that self- perform surveys
and audits under the WaterSmart Field Services Program.
Authorize the General Manager to enter into separate Memoranda of
Understanding between the San Diego County Water Authority and its member
agencies that choose to implement self-performing surveys and audits
under the WaterSmart Field Services Program for a combined not-to-exceed
amount of $462,000 for fiscal years 2012 and 2013.
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9- 14.

Adopt a position of Support on HR 2018 (Mica).
Adopt a position of Support on HR 2018 (Mica).

9- 15.

Amended Legislation, Conservation and Outreach Committee Goals for 2011
and 2012.
Adopt the Amended Legislation, Conservation and Outreach Committee Goals
for 2011 and 2012.
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Date:

July 26, 2011

To:

San Diego County Water Authority Board Members

From

Ken Carpi and Jonathan Clay
Legislative Representatives

Subject:

Legislative Update

Sacramento, CA
California Budget – The Legislature passed and the Governor signed a FY 2011-2012
budget. As reported at the last board meeting, the Governor had vetoed (first time for this
to occur) the Legislature’s previous attempt at a budget solution. Unfortunately, it
remains to be seen how long this budget will hold together due to some of the fiscal
assumptions made or possible lawsuits due to legal challenges to cuts made, or revenues
increased. It is probably an even bet that the FY 2011/2012 budget will need to be
revisited in January to deal with revenue imbalances due to lower than expected revenues
or loss of funding due to litigation.
In terms of the over-all budget package, here are some of the areas that maybe open to
challenge or may not meet expectations:
1) Elimination of redevelopment agencies and the “extortion payment” required to
re-instate a redevelopment agency
2) Withdrawal of $100 million of vehicle license fees from cities that was used to
help fund newly incorporated cities
3) Fire protection/prevention fee (SRA fee) in State responsibility areas
4) $300 million vehicle license fee swap with general fund dollars
5) $4 billion in higher projected revenues than originally projected in the Governor’s
May Revise
SDCWA Sponsored bills – SB 759 by Senator Ted Lieu is the reintroduction of last
year’s AB 1793, the artificial turf proposal. The bill cleared the Assembly floor on a 6311 vote and went to the Governor for his consideration. When a bill passes the
legislature anytime other than the end of the legislative session, the Governor has only 12
days to consider the measure. Water Authority staff and the Sacramento lobbying team
worked with the Governor’s staff on the proposal; unfortunately, the Governor ultimately
decided to veto the proposal. Below is the veto message:

To the Members of the California State Senate:
I am returning Senate Bill 759 without my signature.
Under this bill, homeowners associations that govern Common
Interest Developments would be forced to approve the installation
of Astro Turf. The decision about choosing synthetic turf instead
of natural vegetation should be left to individual homeowners
associations, not mandated by state law. For this reason, I am
returning this bill.
Sincerely,
Edmund G. Brown Jr.

Washington, DC
Competing Plans on the Debt Limit – With time running short to raise the federal debt
limit, Republicans and Democrats are planning votes this week on competing plans that
President Obama and House Speaker John Boehner championed in speeches to the
country Monday night.
Obama called for “shared sacrifice” and objected to Republican efforts to ensure another
debt limit battle before the 2012 election. Boehner said the President wanted a “blank
check” and said Democrats were relying on “phony accounting.”
In any event, the debt limit debate has consumed the all of the political energy in
Washington. Little progress is being made on any other legislative or appropriations
issue while Congress and the White House attempt to reach some agreement on raising
the debt limit.

Water Agencies Oppose Water Softener Standards – ACWA along with 18 other
organizations signed a July 21 letter to EPA urging the withdrawal of WaterSense’s
Notification of Intent (NOI) to Develop Efficiency and Performance Specifications for
residential cation exchange water softeners. The letter expresses concern that this type of
water softener discharges an excessive amount of salt through sewer or septic systems
that can eventually enter water supplies and also degrade water reclamation opportunities.
EPA staff indicates that the WaterSense process is limited to a consideration of older
technology that may be able to achieve a 20% or more improvement in water efficiency.
This means that the available alternative technologies (used in Europe and now starting to
be introduced into the American market) that use neither water nor salt cannot be
evaluated in the WaterSense Program – even though these appliances may achieve 100%
water efficiency while protecting the nation’s water quality. The letter recommends that
the WaterSense program guidelines be modified to permit evaluation of non-water using
technologies and that the NOI be revised so that the EPA can evaluate and compare salt
and non-salt discharging appliances.

