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Feb. 17 Last day for bills to be introduced 

April 28 Last day for policy committees to hear and 
report fiscal bills to fiscal committees

May 12 Last day for policy committees to hear and 
report to the floor nonfiscal bills

June 2 Last day for bills to pass house of origin 

June 15 Last day to pass budget bill

Sept. 15 Last day for any bill to be passed 

Oct. 15 Last day for Governor to sign or veto bills 

Jan. 1 Statutes take effect

See: http://assembly.ca.gov/legislativedeadlines

http://assembly.ca.gov/legislativedeadlines


Delete references to Direct and Indirect Potable Reuse
Specify 4 different types of potable reuse

1) Ground water augmentation
2) Reservoir augmentation
3) Raw water augmentation
4) Treated water augmentation

Recommend SWRCB establish a framework for regulating 
potable reuse by 6/1/2018 
Require SWRCB to adopt uniform water recycling criteria for 
raw water augmentation by 12/31/2021
Adopt as emergency regulations to expedite process
Last Action: 4/5/17 – Re-referred to Com. on W. P. & W.
Sponsored by WateReuse & California CoastKeeper

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The 3/23/17 amendments would:1)	Simplify the names of the 4 different type of potable reuse to groundwater augmentation, reservoir augmentation, raw water augmentation, and treated water augmentation.2)	Revise Reservoir Augmentation and  Raw Water Augmentation definitions 3)	Change the requirement for the SWRCB to establish a framework for regulating potable reuse projects by June 1, 2018 to a finding recommendation4)	Allow the SWRCB to adopt the uniform water recycling criteria as emergency regulations.SUMMARY:   AB 574, as amended 3/23/17,  was introduced by Assembly Member Quirk.   This bill is sponsored by WateReuse Association and California Coast Keeper. This bill would amend sections 13560 and 13561 and add sections 13560.5 and 13561.2 to the Water Code relating to water. AB 574 would remove the confusing distinction of   "indirect" and "direct" potable reuse and instead establish four distinct types of Potable Reuse more understandable to the public and regulated community.   AB547 would recommend a regulatory framework and timeline be establish for the four types of potable reuse with equivalent public health protections.  AB 547 would also set specific timelines for the SWRCB to adopt a schedule for completing additional research and adopting uniform water recycling criteria for potable reuse through raw water augmentation. Specifically, AB 574 would do the following.   A.	Delete the terms "direct potable reuse", "indirect potable reuse for groundwater recharge" and "surface water augmentation" in Section 13561 of the Water Code.   This section would instead use and define the four types of "Potable Reuse" as: 1) Groundwater augmentation = planned use of recycled water for replenishment of groundwater or an aquifer designated as a water supply2) Reservoir augmentation = planned placement of recycled water into a raw surface water reservoir used as a source of domestic drinking water supply3) Raw water augmentation = planned placement of recycled water into a system of pipelines and aqueducts that deliver raw water to a drinking water treatment plant, and4) treated water augmentation = planned placement of recycled water into the water distribution system of a public water system. B)    Recommend the SWRCB should establish a framework for regulating potable reuse projects by June 1, 2018.C)    Require the SWRCB to adopt uniform water recycling criteria for potable reuse through raw water augmentation by December 31, 2021, and allow SWRCB an extension under specified Conditions. EFFECT ON METROPOLITAN:  The immediate impact on Metropolitan is uncertain but considered positive.   Clarification of the four types of potable reuse is expected to help the public and regulated community better understand and communicate about potable reuse projects. Establishment of a clear pathway for approval of potable reuse projects and a timeline for sequential adoption of uniform water recycling criteria (framework) will help California meet existing recycled water goals.  The long-term benefits to Metropolitan and member agencies is believed to be significant since it is expected to expand local water supplies including facilitating Metropolitan's proposed Regional Recycled Water Project.   Some member agencies are more supportive of the development of potable reuse through treated water augmentation in order to potentially reduce infrastructure costs of reservoir augmentation while providing equivalent public health protections. RECOMMENDED POSITION: 1-Support and seek amendments OTHER STAFF COMMENTS:   Staff recommends that the bill be amended to clarify that reservoir augmentation includes potential placement of recycled water upstream of a reservoir into a constructed conveyance system.Staff believes that this bill is in conformance with the Metropolitan legislative priorities adopted for 2017 including:•	Continue to support and promote integrated water resources portfolio planning.•	Support administrative/legislative action to promote the development of recycled water (including indirect and direct potable reuse), stormwater, and desalination projects as water resources, without compromising the operational, financial and water quality, regulatory and customer interests of Metropolitan and other water and wastewater agencies.•	Support using water wisely in both urban and agricultural settings and strengthening local drought contingency planning. Our amendment clarifies that recycled water placed into an aqueduct upstream of a reservoir is viewed the same as water placed directly into a reservoir.  The actual language of Section 4(b)(2) will now read as follows:  “Reservoir augmentation means the planned placement of recycled water into a raw surface water reservoir used as a source of domestic drinking water supply for a public water system, as defined in Section 116275 of the Health and Safety Code, or into a constructed system conveying water to such reservoir.”



Require SWRCB to adopt framework for oversight and 
management of Onsite Treated Water before 12/1/2018
Develop comprehensive risk-based regulations for non-
potable uses of onsite treated water 
Intended to assist local jurisdictions
Voluntary implementation by local agencies like San Francisco
Doesn’t address gray water systems for subsurface irrigation
Last Action: 4/5/17 – hearing postponed
Sponsored by SFPUC

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The 3/23/17 amendments would:1.	Specify a 12/1/18 deadline for SWRCB to adopt regulations2.	Change from adoption of regulations to “framework”3.	Specify that local jurisdictions are not required to adopt frameworkSUMMARY:   SB 740 was amended on 3/23/17 by Senator Wiener on Onsite treated water.   This bill would add article 8 to the Water Code relating to water quality.   This bill would require the SWRCB in consultation with state agencies to adopt regulations for the oversight and management of onsite treated water by December 1, 2018.   The comprehensive risk-based framework would assist local jurisdictions in developing local programs.  Amended bill specifies that a local jurisdictions are not required to adopt program. EFFECT ON METROPOLITAN:   There are no known direct impacts on Metropolitan.  STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 3-watch OTHER STAFF COMMENTS:    Senator Wiener, previously a San Francisco Board of Supervisor, authored a ordinance in San Francisco to require the use of onsite water-recycling systems in new developments of 250,000 square feet or more.   A similar bill, AB 1463, introduced by Gatto in 2015 also proposed similar language to establish WQS for "onsite recycled water".   In 2016, WateReuse California worked with author and sponsor to rename onsite recycled water to onsite treated water to reduce any potential confusion with municipal recycled water systems and make sure that treated water would meet Title 22 requirements.   That bill was later amended to a student financial aid bill.  The current bill uses the term onsite treated water, specifies that water is only for non-potable uses, and requires comprehensive risk-based approach.  As part of AB 2282, the SWRCB and BSC are currently considering requirements for mandatory building standards for the installation of recycled water systems for newly constructed developments.   Onsite treatment systems are also being considered by the BSC for inclusion into the building standards developed under AB 2282. In general, staff supports the onsite treatment water concept as an effective water use efficiency measure and a measure to reduce demand on imported water.   The bill also removes previous concerns identified by the recycled water community (confusion with municipal recycled water and  risk based regulatory approach in conformance with Title 22.  This amendment does not completely replace the term regulations with framework and may need future amendment to make language consistent,  clarify definition of framework, and clarify what type of buildings framework it is applicable to (e.g., single family homes?).  There is some concern that the 12/1/18 timeline for developing onsite treated water may impact other higher priority regulations like surface and raw water augmentation potable reuse regulations being developed by SWRCB. SB 740 is in general conformance with Metropolitan legislative principles for Regional Water Resource Management including: •	Support administrative/legislative action to promote the development of recycled water, stormwater, and desalination projects as water resources without compromising the operational, financial and water quality, regulatory and customer interests of Metropolitan;•	Continue to support and promote integrated water resources portfolio planning; and•	Support using water wisely in both urban and agricultural settings and strengthening local drought contingency planning.



Excludes recycled Water (RW) from per capita 
water use or WUE targets for 2020 or beyond
Redefines recycled water in WUE calculations to 
include both potable and non-potable uses
Removes RW from Agriculture Water Supplier’s  
10,000 or more irrigated acres definition 
Last Action: 3/27/17 – Re-referred to Com. on 
W.P. & W

Presenter
Presentation Notes
SUMMARY:  AB 869 was introduced by Assemblyman Rubio on use of recycled water for landscaping.  This bill as introduced would amend Section 13552.2 of the Water Code to make minor non-substantive changes to this provision. Specifically, Section 13552.2 would be amended as follows. 13552.2.  (a) The Legislature hereby finds and declares that the use of potable domestic water for the irrigation of residential landscaping is a waste or an unreasonable use of water within the meaning of Section 2 of Article X of the California Constitution if recycled water, for this use, is available to the residents and meets the requirements set forth in Section 13550, as determined by the state board after notice and a hearing. EFFECT ON METROPOLITAN:  There is no known impact on Metropolitan.  STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 3-watch OTHER STAFF COMMENTS:   This spot bill could be modified in the future to include substantive changes. The bill is scheduled to be heard in committee on March 19, 2017.  The use of recycled water for residential landscaping is considered beneficial but also has potential serious cross-contamination issues that have limited the widespread use of recycled water in residential settings. Recent proposed DRAFT language would amend this bill to clarify the exclusion of recycled water from the gallons per capita day calculations required by 20X2020.  Review of the proposed DRAFT language will be completed once the proposed bill is amended. Please let me know if you have any questions.



AB 554: Desalination statewide goal 
(Cunningham)  - 300,000 AFY by 2025 

AB 640: Recycled Water: recycling criteria 
(Harper) – spot bill 

AB 967: Human Remains Disposal: alkaline 
hydrolysis (Gloria)

AB 968: Urban water use efficiency targets 
(Rubio)



Requires USBR to accelerate feasibility studies for water 
storage and Title XVI projects
Feasibility studies must be completed within 3 years, with less 
than $3M federal funding, and coordinate concurrent reviews
Secretary of Interior Shall:

Expedite ongoing studies initiated before enactment
Develop and implement coordinated environmental review process
Submit annual status report to congress by February 1st
Request new proposals from non-Federal sponsor every May 1; and
Penalize federal agencies for failing to render a timely decision

Presenter
Presentation Notes
SUMMARY: HR 875 was introduced by Representative Newhouse on February 6, 2017. This bill, cited as “Bureau of Reclamation Water Project Streamlining Act”, requires the Bureau of Reclamation to accelerate studies and provide more accountability of feasibility studies for new and expanded surface water storage, rural water supply, and water recycling (Title XVI) projects. Feasibility studies must be completed within 3 years, with less than $3M federal funding, and coordinate concurrent reviews among agencies.The Secretary of Interior shall:•	Expedite ongoing studies initiated before enactment•	Prepare annual list to Congress of projects and funding needs•	Develop and implement coordinated environmental review process to resolve issues and expedite reviews•	Penalize federal agencies if agency fails to render a decision required by federal law•	Request new proposals from non-Federal project sponsor every May 1; and•	Submit annual status report to congress by February 1st.EFFECT ON METROPOLITAN:  The direct impacts to Metropolitan are uncertain.  There are significant potential benefits to the water supply planning community by standardizing the time to complete USBR feasibility studies (within 3 years and maximum federal cost of $3M) for new surface water and water recycling projects.  Timely completion of feasibility studies by project sponsors would help determine if projects are cost-effective.  Timely completion of studies would also remove inactive or unfeasible projects from further consideration. An annual public list of project studies would provide a valuable update on the project status, proposed modifications, and help the community identify which projects are moving forward and which need additional work.STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS: 3-support



HR 434 – New Water Act
HR 465 – Water Quality Improvement Act of 2017
HR 1579 – Secure and Resilient Water Systems Act
HR 1663 – Water Resources Research Amendments Act

S 216 – Bureau of Reclamation Transparency Act
S 880 – Use of American Iron & Steel in Public Water 
Systems
S 692 – Water Infrastructure Flexibility Act

Presenter
Presentation Notes
HR 875 – USBR Water Project Streamlining ActHR 434 – New Water Act -  provide financial assistance to entities that contract under federal reclamation law to carry out water projects HR 465 – Water Quality Improvement Act of 2017 -  amend the Federal Water Pollution Control Act to provide for an integrated planning and permitting processHR 1579 – Secure and Resilient Water Systems Act -  submit source water and distribution system vulnerability assessmentsHR 1663 – Water Resources Research Amendments Act -  reauthorize grants for and require applied water supply research S 216 – Bureau of Reclamation Transparency Act -  coordinate with the non-federal entities responsible for the operation and maintenance of transferred USBR works S 880 –Use of American Iron & Steel in Public Water Systems -  ensure the use of American iron and steel in public water systemsS 692 – Water Infrastructure Flexibility Act - promote green infrastructure



Non-Potable Uses General Order  – Revised 06/07/2016
DPR feasibility study to legislature by 12/31/16
Surface Water Augmentation regulations by 12/31/16

Adoption expected to be delayed until 1st quarter of 2017

Evaluate recycled water use for animals by 12/31/16
Adoption expected to be delayed

Recycled Water Policy Update by 2019
SWRCB Board Meeting – 12/06/16 

Mandatory RW Building Standards by ~ 06/2017
Onsite Wastewater Treatment Systems Policy –TBD



2014 Legislation - AB 2282 requires BSC & HCD to:
1. Conduct recycled water research
2. Develop mandatory RW building standards for residential 

and commercial buildings
3. Require local governments to adopt RW service plans 

where feasible and cost-efficient
BSC, HCD, & DWR revisions to green building and 
plumbing codes 2016 Intervening Code Adoption cycle  
DRAFT comments on proposed revisions include:

Clarify definitions reclaimed vs. recycled water,  authority 
having jurisdiction, onsite treated water vs. gray water
Consistency with Title 22, Single Family Residence use of RW
RW available determination when within 300 ft. of property



SWRCB Board to adopt Resolution on 12/06/16
Confirm Board support & timelines

Direct staff to convene science panel on CECs

Initiate stakeholder process

Amend Policy by December 2019

Justification:
Confirm support for Salt and Nutrient Management Plans

Coordinate SNMPs with agriculture and groundwater 
sustainability communities

Ensure conformance with General Order

Update recycled water goals



If you have any questions, please contact:

Raymond Jay, President

c/o Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
700 N Alameda Street
Los Angeles, CA 90054
(213) 217-5777
rjay@mwd.h2o.com

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Thank you!
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