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Questions submitted by the Public during April 25, 2018 Meeting

Site
I'f the lift station can be built at the existing site why can't the new plant be built
there?

Page 1




~Can the city modify/upgrade the existing plant to comply with the NPDES permit
- without triggering the need to obtain a coastal development permit? (2@1}% J},

REQme OQQA/L

Is redundancy built into ALL processes and systems at the existing plant in the
event of a failure? Will the new WRF have completely redundant processes and

systems?

éx%m

WHY s 00& v\aﬂ“ersxég_ D\mﬁ*

_ roF aliswed ATNRPE coWem x@am

when S Clmz i Son Fanoss

have “P%@W\ Fan uﬂes o «%*o Fhe

wa&r@r« | ff , |
! '%b\,ﬁ CCZ«% ; 5 i"}“‘ \‘:;v’i oy ;
o S ; . é e -l LN - : ;\/ . :

| SEA LEVEL RISE @R A 10O YEAR
PLoobD PRECLUDES LEAVING THE .
PRESENT SEWER PHANT (WiTh UP~
GRADES) WHERE [T 15, How @ouLb
THE THE CITY PERMIT ANY KARGE
ﬂ;ﬁ MANENT FTRUCTURE SUCH As A
DLIDAY INN AT THAT LDOATION ?

Questions submitted by the Public during April 2@918 Mekgfeg Page 2




Wit e Loae The Lo
Cof W//’//@ g S/{F

s o we 7 Wt
woﬁ/)@ﬁ%ﬁw

Va4

(oan he ﬁMM i€ thore i€ 00 Lile

A A ol 0 (u&’L \L{ @ Z,_i

IF KL pesalis
L)

?‘( b\ »%és - Wha Lo it s ZQ;/:(’Z

—oeeenme o Questions-submitted-by the Public during April 25, 2018 Meeting

Page 3




Ca,g)ac/f{‘)/

u]ummw# Aporl

i, teme of' %?J\Azhm and oy Tmber o('

(mrechons| hmsk Ops Fhe p | e

NI %mjmx_erm) wattr vee lamudtro

Plant 15 deigned T seVe. lunbyn)

What is the projected life span of the new plant? , L .{,Q ST)M

Does the cuty have the authority to issue a c@agtaﬂ

development i |
new WREF at the south bay site? P permit for the

fermm-

Has the authority to issue a coastal deveﬂapment permit at the existing site
reverted back to th@ city? (after demai in 2013) JQQ‘/M [/
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~13. A City councilman told us recently that the ”Han'son. site” ;
(one of the 17 sites) and a portion of the adja’cent Lila e
Kaiser park are outside of the FEMA 100 year flood plain e

map. Why can’t we build a new plant there? o .

_ %f*lm%

. 0
10. Why not maintain the plantin its current location and pipe i :

 the secondary treated water inland to a small plant ‘
— outside the City limits where it could be treated to a R
i tertiary level then stored in constructed wetlands

{ponds), or used bv farmers for irrigation?
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The WRF Peer Review report “explored feducing costs at the South Bay
~ Boulevard site, ... Cost reductions included removing space for future
public facilities; redux;ed odor control” The WRF is to be located off
~ Scenic nghway One so why take the chance of stmklng up the air for
visitors and reSIdents? ;
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Is there a danger we could overfill the aquuf@r with recycled waﬁer and caﬂse
flooding?

 What i is the exposure for the clty to htig@tl@ﬂ by 3" parties if it does not fulfill the
obllgatlons under the 2008 settlement agreement? Surfrider, Sierra Club, etc.
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12, Lea!(ihg underground sewer lines (e.g. 60/40 line, etc.)-
have been identjﬁed for many years and are polluting the
groundwater. Why hasn’t the City re aired or replaced

these lines with the money 3 roved in 2015? A e
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Can ybu describe how the RFP process works.

When can we expect the results from the REP proceés to be public?
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Two days ago Clty Manager Collms appomted a “Blue Rlbbon
Commission” to * ‘evaluate costs and potential rate increases” for the -
proposed WRF. Three members are from the business sector and one
previously in public finance. Why not just include residents with no ties
to local businesses or some renters, homeowners, retired, and/or low-

-income residents? A League of Women Voters representative would be

_ great, and, will commission meetings be open to public and subject to
Brown Act
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Question for MBCC Meeting. 4/25/18

 Many Morro Bay citizens think the South Bay Blvd.
design will be much too expensive. They are struggling to
~ pay their present sewer bill. Why have the city leaders
abandoned refitting our existing sewer plant at an
affordable cost? Are you aware that the California Coastal
- Commission has a new policy that will allow design
~ wavers based on economic hardship? ?
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— 4. Ifthe City cannot provide a full accountmg of the money
raised/spent from the increases of 2015, where has the
money gone, and why should the residents of Morro Bay =
be expected to approve another round of increases?
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What are the reasons and benefits to the community for recycling and reuse of
the wastewater given the cost when we have $ﬁaﬁ@ water, local wells and the

~ Brackish water/Desal plan‘ﬁ:
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DCES THE (05T OF THE NEW PLANT AS .

INENTIFIED IN THE RFP INCLUDE (04T OF !

YES er No : . ”

. Recyaied water ? .
LIFT STATION DESIGN ¥

HIFT STATION CONSTROGT]
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The “time schedule order” issued by the water boamﬂ shields the city from fines
and litigation. If the TSO js withdrawn or expires, what is the city’s exposure to
- fines and litigation costs? g | '
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How will the value of the plant be calculated if Morro
Cayums ownerghap? Wouldn’t the Cayucos value

- continued in use instead of being demolished?

Bay stays and uses the 40%
go up a lot if this facility
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Explain why just a “reduction ofﬂbw” does not ensure compliance to the new

NPDES permit | | !

3

Can the city keep operating the existing plant and just pay the fines indefinitely?
Isn’t this cheaper than paying for a new plant? :

if Morro Bay stays at the cm's’em site beyond the 5 year timeframe will Cayucos

~ still share the cost to demolish the existing plant when the time comes? Will |

Morro Bay have to “lease” the Cayucos share of the plant to stay there?

Will new g@&anﬁ: be less expensive to operate than the existing plant?
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1K the City fails to come into complianbe with the Regional Water Quality

. Control Board’s order to meet secondary discharge standards by the due
date, what actions will the Board take'?

« \What specific actions?

= Inwhatorder?

2. Iffines are assessed, how will they be assessed? )
'« How will they be collected?
« |s there a cap on total fines that will be assessed? |

3. If City voters reject a Prop 218 rate increase this summer to pay for .

~construction of a new Water Reclamahon Facmty, how will the Board
© + react? -

The City of San Diego included a Prop 218 ballot was use by residents.
Will the City of Morro Bay provide a ballot? It’s a strange type election.
If residets ignore the ballot and take no action, they have by default

cast a YES vote. A protest ballot is the only way to vote against the

-project funding, basically against the project.
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Water recovery is an admirable goal for the City of Morro Bay Wthh
heavily relies on relatlvely expensive water from the State of California.
Projections are that the proposed WRF would enable the city to recover
~500,000 gal/day of tertiary treated water at a cost slightly higher than
the current state water price. This also sounds like a reasonable o
expense as state water prices are likely to increase in the future, @
particularly if the “Delta Tunnels” are built. (The question is “What is the
city going to do with all this water “not currently fit for human
consumption”?”}{The clay-like soil underlying the Morro Valley aquifer
may only be able to handle ~20% of the purified water. Are they going
to pump the excess, expensive water back into the ocean?] We are told

~ that it is too expensive to pump the water to Whale Rock reservoir and
back again or to pump it to Los Osos, which desperately needs more
water to make their double-sized sewage treatment plant to operate
efficiently. The water is too expensive for agricultural purposes. Would ”‘)
it not be wiser to ‘obtain hard answers about the water before building a“

largély useless water recycling facility? =
Rl et Xt bl -}

WRF Peer Review Com. Wlth local city engineers and operators

| concluded that the WRF the water/sewer rate was unaffordable by |
residents. They stated: T

“7. The proposed combmed water/sewer rate of SZSO/month is
untenable in the context of average Citywide household i income of
S50K—about 6% of annual income, which is higher than the EPA’s
affordable index (4.5%) Note: The panel assumed the EPA Al was 3%
Itis reasonable to expect a reduction will be. requ:red to make this |
project more palatable to the publlc '
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7 : i - 1
( Of the 17 sites considered for the WRF, only 1, referred to as "The So
| Bay Boulevard site”, was in the Morro Bay Estuary watershed. Since the
< financial health of the City of Morro Bay is intimately tied to the vibrant
health of the estuary and bay, how could the City of Morro Bay and, also
the California Coastal Commission, allow a sewage treatment facility
with its large, pressurized raw sewage pipes to be located in such a
sensitive, risky location? After all, there were at least 16 other sites that
would not jeopardize the future of Morro Bay. o

o
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WRF Forum, April 25,2018
Questions:‘ |

Why is the site Iayou%h%wn on Figure 2-4 in the recently release draft EIR
for the proposed Water Reclamation Facmty so drastically different from
what was prevnously shown on Figure 7-5 in the Facility Master Plan’?

The recently released draft EIR does not suggest much innovation regarding
~ project concepts. Being that the city is pursuing federal funds under the
~ Water Infrastructure Financing and Innovation Act,sshoulc
- présent more innovative alternatives such as modlfylng some of the eXIStInci'

collection system to mlnlmI%e pumpmg’? e J

Ve (,»V@,«W - /L’g’/’{’{'% L{)‘E/V
%\/Q\ WJL%&@

Why is the city acqumng so0 much land greater than what is required for the
proposed facility? What will become of that CIty-owned excess land?

\Except for the@f the proposed facility at South Bay Boulevard, on
1\ the city is waiting, what is the total estimated cost of all of the other
pro;ect components such as the lift statlon plpellnes and injection wells?
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During the City of Morro Bay’s Council meeting yesterday, on April 24, 2018, Councilmen Headding
indicated that no figures have been disseminated as it pertains to the cost of the WRF pylan‘t nor the
‘increase in cost to the citizens on a monthly basis for sewer/water because the figures had not been

finalized.

If that is the case, why did a letter, created on March 5, 2018, to Honorable Congressman Salud’Carba’jal,
page 2 specifically state: '

Water Reclamation Facility: (copy attached)

> New Water Reclamation Facility to replace 65-year old Morro Bay-Cayucos Waste Water
Treatment Plant. o

> Fully operational by 2021.

> Total project costs estimate at over $150M. :

> Residential water and sewer rates could be over $247/month or higher with
conventional bond financing. | : :

» Seeking Federal funding assistance.

If our City Leaders are telling the government agencies one thing and the citizens another; especially the /}

businesses and citizens who will be responsible for the reimburse of loans for the construction of a
WRF...where is the truth and tra'nsparency with respect to the funds already collected from the 2015
Proposition 218 sewer/water rate increases? ‘ ‘
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CITY OF MORRO BAY
595 Harbérﬂét:éet |
Morro Bay, CA 93442

March 5, 2018

Honorable Congressman Salud Carbajal
2231 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington D.C. 20515 ;

RE: ' MORRO BAY FEDERAL CONCERNS AND PRIORiTIES
Dear Congressman Carbajal,

Thank you for your service in the United States Congress, On behalf of the City of Morro Bay, we -
respectfully communicate to you our Federal concerns, comments and priorities, outlined helow;

Morre Bay Harbor Dredging and Army Corps of Engineers Funding;

~ All harbor interior channels recently dredged, in good shape for ~5-7 years,
Annual harbor entrance dredging critical to maintaining safe navigation in winter months,
Army Corps dredge ship Yaquina funded in FY18 for harbor entrance dredging this Spring.
President’s FY19 budget includes $2.4M in Corps work program funding for Morro Bay.

City of Morro Bay requests this be increased to $3.0M to enable full dredging of
‘expected average anonal infill, , , o
Ensure FY19 appropriations sufficient to meet full capability of Army Corps work planning,
Increase Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund expenditures to hit targets in WRDA 2014,

VV. VVYVVYVY

Fishery Issues: ~ :
» NOAA funding needed for groundfish quota system observer/monitoring programs, or
> Audited electronic monjtoring, ' ‘ . ‘
> Refinance the Pacific Coast Groundfish Buyback Loan program via Magnuson-Stevens,
» Ensure fishery management decision making is based on data-rich and not data-poor.
> Voice of commercial fishing communities and working waterfronts need to be heard,

Marine Sanctuaries: 5
>- Support the Sanctuary program’s overall goals and objectives,
> Resolve Issues with sanctuary governance first before establishing new sanctuaries,

- National Estuary Program Funding:
» Continue to invest in coastal stewardship by funding National Estuary Program,
» NEP programs work collaboratively and effectively with local partners,
> Recommend $650,000 for each of the nation’s 28 NEP programs in FY19,

Offshore Wind Energy:
> Support sustainable and renewable energy. ‘
! > City of Morro Bay in Memorandum of Cooperation with Trident Winds wind farm project.
> Wind farm projects should properly mitigate impacts on communities and fisheries,
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