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Salinity-1-31-06
Workshop
CITY of WITLLI.LTAMS
. 810 “E" STREET —
PoST QFFICE BOX 310
WILLIAMS, CALIFORNIA 95987
PHONE: (330) 473-5385 « FACSIMILE: (830) 473-244%
Ms. Selica Pptter January 20, 2006

Acting Cler to the Board
State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 100 Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Re: Salinity Issues in the Central Valley

Dear Ms. Pﬁ €r,

The City of illiams is located approximately fifty-eight miles north of Sacramento along the

1s éxpertencing growth, planning for, financing, operating and maintaining the public

infrastructuzg to secure safe drinking water supplics and properly treating and disposing of
wastewater effluent has become nearly impossible due to regulations on salinity.

Mater supply used to provide drinking water to our community is naturally high in
# runs through our town that is aptly named “Salt Creek”. Over a hundred years of
ivity in this area may have further concentrated salinity in the region.

We are permited to provide our customers with a higher level salinity in the drinking water
supply than We can discharge from our wastewater treatment plant as effluent. Yet, it is thc same
water supply.| How can thesc regulations be different and what is the goal of the regulatory

~ bodies in not standardizing limils for salts?

Different divisions of the state permit drinking water and wastewater activitics. This complicates
matters for small communitics with limited staff and expertise. Streamlining state operations to
address clients’ needs, such as establishing departments that address municipalities and -

al with permitting of water and wastewater operations, would greatly mprove
interaction af) compliance. '

a real question of whether we will be able to secure a new source of water supply and obtain the
rights und transfers within the five year window. Qur initial attempt to secure a
ce from local irrigation districts has not been favorable.

Other options fregarding sccuring a new drinking water supply include reverse osmosis,
electrodialysid, or water blending to reduce the salinity of our well water by mixing and diluting
it. with a new:gource supply lower in salinity. Should we bc successfu] in obtaining a new source
of water, thonfthe blending option remains the most cost effective option. Reverse osmosis and
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of what to dojwith the hy-product of these processes, brine. Normally brine is buried but in this
area where thie water table is high (four feet beneath the soil) burying brine would contaminate
the water supply while shipping it elsewhere further increases production costs that would be
passed on to pur customers resulting in higher water and wastewater bills.

Our residentigl customers are among the poorest in the state with a median houschold size of 3.7,
and an incothk of $32,042. We have a modest commercial customer base and virtually no _
industrial cusfomers. The local unemployment rate hovers at 15.9%. Paying for state mandated
capital improyements that do not have long compliance schedules may bankrupt our community
and drive awdy the new customers that we would need to spread the costs of the improvements
thereby enabling us to comply with the salinity mandates.

How will the ptate be served if small communitics are bankrupted? How will the state be served
if multitudes 6 f low-income families cannot pay tor their drinking water or for their sewer
scrvices? What private firms will buy these small water and wastowater operations and what will
they charge fliese low-income customers? Is the goal to shut-down all growth in the northemn
reaches of the statc and the central valley to benefit continued growth in the southern portion of .
the state?

Given new’yg gired concerns of ditferent flood scenarios in California, is unbridled growth in the
southern porfipn of the state wise? How is the state addressing land use across the state and tying
that to sustainpbility to achieve long-term policy needs? What gain is there by not providing

compliance sghedules that are tied to new sources of funding?

Williams undgrstands thic need to protect and even enhance our natural environment. We are
taking measurpd steps to meet all of our obligations to provide the best quality of water to our
customcrs and to mect regulatory requirements. As a small operator we have had to address all of
our needs holistically and we believe that the state should begin the same approach in Ineeting its
goals on reduging further concentrations of salinity across our great statc,

We thank youlfor allowing us to provide our comments and we want to partner with you on
solving theseiissues for ourselves, other communities and future generations. We welcome the
opportunity tp} participate in round tables on the subject and in any other manner that may help to -
craft a comprghensive solution to these long-term public health, water quality and environmental

policy issues.

Sincerely, ;%,_:)
SN AT OSSR

Virginia Frias| Mayor City of Williams

¢ Sam Aanggtad, State Senator
Ifa, State Assemblyman
per, Congressman
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