_4@ CITY OF ATASCADERO CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
HYBRID MEETING INFORMATION:
The City Council meeting will be available via teleconference for those who wish to

participate remotely. The City Council meeting will also be held in the City Council
Chambers and in-person attendance will be available at that location.

HOW TO OBSERVE THE MEETING REMOTELY:

To participate remotely, residents can livestream the meeting on Zoom, SLO-SPAN.org,
on Spectrum cable Channel 20 in Atascadero, and listen live on KPRL Radio 1230AM
and 99.3FM. The video recording of the meeting will repeat daily on Channel 20 at 1:00
am, 9:00 am, and 6:00 pm and will be available through the City’s website and on the
City’s YouTube Channel. To participate remotely using the Zoom platform please visit

https://us02web.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_ZwJ7a031S3KXauEym9ehaA.

HOW TO SUBMIT PUBLIC COMMENT:

Individuals who wish to provide public comment in-person may attend the meeting in
the City Council Chambers. Individuals who wish to participate remotely may call
(669) 900-6833 (Meeting ID: 889 2347 9018) to listen and provide public comment via
phone or via the Zoom platform using the link above.

If you wish to comment but not via a live platform, please email public comments to
cityclerk@atascadero.org. Such email comments must identify the Agenda ltem Number
in the subject line of the email. The comments will be forwarded to the City Council and
made a part of the administrative record. To ensure distribution to the City Council prior
to consideration of the agenda, the public is encouraged to submit comments no later
than 12:00 p.m. the day of the meeting. Those comments, as well as any comments
received after that time, but before the close of the item, will be distributed to the City Council,
posted on the City’s website, and will be made part of the official public record of the meeting.
Please note, email comments will not be read into the record.

AMERICAN DISABILITY ACT ACCOMMODATIONS:

Any member of the public who needs accommodations should contact the City
Clerk’s Office at cityclerk@atascadero.org or by calling 805-470-3400 at least 48
hours prior to the meeting or time when services are needed. The City will use their
best efforts to provide reasonable accommodations to afford as much accessibility
as possible while also maintaining public safety in accordance with the City procedure
for resolving reasonable accommodation requests.

City Council agendas and minutes may be viewed on the City's website:
www.atascadero.org/agendas.

Copies of the staff reports or other documentation relating to each item of business referred to on
the Agenda are on file in the office of the City Clerk and are available for public inspection on our
website, www.atascadero.org. Contracts, Resolutions and Ordinances will be allocated a number
once they are approved by the City Council. The Minutes of this meeting will reflect these numbers.
All documents submitted by the public during Council meetings that are made a part of the record or
referred to in their statement will be noted in the Minutes and available for review by contacting the
City Clerk's office. All documents will be available for public inspection by appointment during City
Hall business hours.
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CITY OF ATASCADERO
CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA

Tuesday, August 8, 2023

City Hall Council Chambers, Fourth Floor
6500 Palma Avenue, Atascadero, California

Mayor Pro Tem Funk to participate via teleconference from:
Westin Kansas City, Business Center
1 East Pershing Road, Kansas City, Missouri

City Council Closed Session: 5:00 P.M.

City Council Reqular Session: 6:00 P.M.

CITY COUNCIL CLOSED SESSION:

1.
2.
3.

5.

6.

CLOSED SESSION — PUBLIC COMMENT
COUNCIL LEAVES CHAMBERS TO BEGIN CLOSED SESSION
CLOSED SESSION — CALL TO ORDER

a. Conference with Legal Counsel — Existing Litigation
Government Code Sec. 54956.9(d)(1)
Name of Case: Sunderland v. City of Atascadero
San Luis Obispo Superior Court Case No. 21CVP-0074

CLOSED SESSION — ADJOURNMENT

COUNCIL RETURNS

CLOSED SESSION — REPORT, if any

REGULAR SESSION — CALL TO ORDER: 6:00 P.M.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: Mayor Moreno

ROLL CALL: Mayor Moreno

Mayor Pro Tem Funk
Council Member Bourbeau
Council Member Dariz
Council Member Newsom




APPROVAL OF AGENDA: Roll Call

Recommendation: Council:

1. Approve this agenda; and

2. Waive the reading in full of all ordinances appearing on this agenda, and the titles
of the ordinances will be read aloud by the City Clerk at the first reading, after the
motion and before the City Council votes.

PRESENTATIONS:

1. Distinguished Service Awards—Corporal Christopher Hall, Corporal Craig
Martineau, Corporal Rene Vasquez, and Officer Zachary Yeaman-Sanchez

A. CONSENT CALENDAR: (All items on the consent calendar are considered to be routine
and non-controversial by City staff and will be approved by one motion if no member of
the Council or public wishes to comment or ask questions. If comment or discussion is
desired by anyone, the item will be removed from the Consent Calendar and will be
considered in the listed sequence with an opportunity for any member of the public to
address the Council concerning the item before action is taken.)

1. City Council Draft Action Minutes —July 11, 2023
= Recommendation: Council approve the July 11, 2023 Draft City Council
Regular Meeting Minutes. [City Clerk]

2. June 2023 Accounts Payable and Payroll
» Fiscal Impact: $2,212,060.81.
= Recommendation: Council approve certified City accounts payable, payroll
and payroll vendor checks for June 2023. [Administrative Services]

3. Lake Park Pier and Pedestrian Pathway Project Construction Award
» Fiscal Impact: $217,169.
= Recommendation: Council award a construction contract for $217,169 to
Atkinson Concrete Construction, Inc. for the Lake Park Pier and Pedestrian
Pathway Project (Project No. C2021P01). [Public Works]

4. FEinal Parcel Map AT 22-0111 Del Rio Marketplace
= Fiscal Impact: None.
= Recommendation: Council:

1. Approve Final Parcel Map AT22-0111 for Del Rio Marketplace,
reconfiguring five connected parcels into a seven-parcel commercial
subdivision; and

2. Accept on behalf of the public the offers of dedication for public utility
easements, street right-of-way along Del Rio Road, and public storm drain
easements; and

3. Reject on behalf of the public the maintenance of the offered public storm
drain easements; and

4. Authorize the City Manager to execute a Subdivision Improvement
Agreement with M P Annex, LLC for public improvements on EI Camino
Real and Del Rio Road required to be completed with Final Parcel Map AT
22-0111. [Public Works]

5. Structural Firefighting Personal Protective Equipment Replacement
» Fiscal Impact: $136,774.




= Recommendation: Council authorize the City Manager to execute a contract
with Allstar Fire Equipment, Inc. for a total cost of $136,774 for the purchase
of replacement Structural Firefighting Personal Protective Equipment.
[Fire Department]

UPDATES FROM THE CITY MANAGER: (The City Manager will give an oral report on any
current issues of concern to the City Council.)

COMMUNITY FORUM: (This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons wanting to
address the Council on any matter not on this agenda and over which the Council has
jurisdiction. Speakers are limited to three minutes. Please state your name for the record
before making your presentation. Comments made during Community Forum will not be a
subject of discussion. A maximum of 30 minutes will be allowed for Community Forum,
unless changed by the Council. Comments will be allowed for the entire 30-minute period
so if the final speaker has finished before the 30 minute period has ended and a member of
the public wishes to make a comment after the Council has commenced another item, the
member should alert the Clerk within the 30 minute period of their desire to make a comment
and the Council will take up that comment upon completion of the item which was
commenced. Any members of the public who have questions or need information may
contact the City Clerk’s Office, between the hours of 8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. at (805) 470-
3400, or cityclerk@atascadero.org.)

B. PUBLIC HEARINGS:

1. Confirming the Cost of Veqgetative Growth and/or Refuse Abatement
= Fiscal Impact: The City will receive $58,355.72 from the 2023/2024 property
tax rolls in weed abatement/refuse abatement assessments.
= Recommendation: Council adopt Draft Resolution, confirming the cost of
vegetative growth (weeds) and/or refuse (rubbish) abatement.
[Fire Department]

C. MANAGEMENT REPORTS:

1. Public Safety Facility Project Owner’s Representative Services Contract
= Fiscal Impact: $2,597,084.
= Recommendation: Council award a professional services agreement with
Vanir Construction Management, Inc. for $2,597,084 to provide Owner’s
Representative services for the Atascadero Public Safety Facility Project
(Project No. C2021B01). [Public Works]

2. Water Reclamation Facility Update and Alternatives Analysis Presentation
» Fiscal Impact: $2,750,000.
= Recommendation: Council receive and file the Water Reclamation Facility
Alternatives Analysis and direct staff to move forward into the design phase
for the Water Reclamation Facility replacement. [Public Works]

3. Waste Management Contract
= Fiscal Impact: City receives 10% of gross revenues collected.
= Recommendation: Council adopt Draft Resolution, authorizing the City
Manager to execute a contract with USA Waste Alternative, Inc. (dba
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Atascadero Waste Alternatives) for the exclusive curbside collection of trash,
commingled recyclables, and organic waste within City limits. [City Manager]

D. COUNCIL ANNOUNCEMENTS AND COMMITTEE REPORTS: (On their own
initiative, Council Members may make a brief announcement or a brief report on their
own activities. The following represent standing committees. Informative status
reports will be given, as felt necessary):

Mayor Moreno

City Selection Committee

County Mayors Round Table

Regional Economic Action Coalition (REACH)
SLO Council of Governments (SLOCOG)
SLO Regional Transit Authority (RTA)

agrwnE

Mayor Pro Tem Funk

1. Atascadero Basin Ground Water Sustainability Agency (GSA)
2. Design Review Committee

3. Homeless Services Oversight Council

Council Member Bourbeau

1. City of Atascadero Finance Committee

2. City / Schools Committee

3. Integrated Waste Management Authority (IWMA)

4. SLO County Water Resources Advisory Committee (WRAC)

Council Member Dariz

Air Pollution Control District

California Joint Powers Insurance Authority (CJPIA) Board
Community Action Partnership of San Luis Obispo (CAPSLO)
Design Review Committee

Visit SLO CAL Advisory Committee

arwnE

Council Member Newsom

1. City of Atascadero Finance Committee

2. City / Schools Committee

3. League of California Cities — Council Liaison

E. INDIVIDUAL DETERMINATION AND / OR ACTION: (Council Members may ask a
guestion for clarification, make a referral to staff or take action to have staff place a
matter of business on a future agenda. The Council may take action on items listed
on the Agenda.)

City Councill
City Clerk
City Treasurer
City Attorney
City Manager

abrwnpE

ADJOURNMENT



ITEM NUMBER: A-1
DATE: 08/08/23

CITY OF ATASCADERO
CITY COUNCIL

DRAFT MINUTES

Tuesday, July 11, 2023

City Hall Council Chambers, Fourth Floor
6500 Palma Avenue, Atascadero, California

City Council Reqular Session: 6:00 P.M.

REGULAR SESSION - CALL TO ORDER: 6:00 P.M.

Mayor Moreno called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. and Council Member Newsom led
the Pledge of Allegiance.

ROLL CALL:

Present:

Absent:

Others Present:

Staff Present:

Council Members Bourbeau, Dariz, Newsom, Mayor Pro Tem Funk, and
Mayor Moreno

None
None

City Manager Jim Lewis, Retiring City Manager Rachelle Rickard,
Administrative Services Director Jeri Rangel, Community Development
Director Phil Dunsmore, Interim Police Chief Joe Allen, Public Works
Director Nick DeBar, City Attorney Karl Berger, Deputy City Manager/City
Clerk Lara Christensen, Deputy City Manager — IT Luke Knight, and
Senior Planner Kelly Gleason.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA:

Deputy City Manager/City Clerk Christensen noted that Consent Calendar Item #A-1 are
Draft Action Minutes for the June 27, 2023 Minutes and are correctly reflected in the Agenda

Packet.

MOTION:

By Council Member Bourbeau and seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Funk to:

1. Approve this agenda; and

2. Waive the reading in full of all ordinances appearing on this
agenda, and the titles of the ordinances will be read aloud by
the City Clerk at the first reading, after the motion and before
the City Council votes.




ITEM NUMBER: A-1
DATE: 08/08/23

Motion passed 5:0 by a roll-call vote.

PRESENTATIONS:

1. Commendation in Recognition of Retiring City Manager Rachelle Rickard’s
26 Years of Dedicated Service to the City of Atascadero.

The City Council recognized Retiring City Manager Rachelle Rickard for her 26 years of
dedicated service to the City of Atascadero.

A. CONSENT CALENDAR:

1.

City Council Draft Action Minutes — June 27, 2023
= Recommendation: Council approve the June 27, 2023 Draft City Council
Regular Meeting Minutes. [City Clerk]

. March 2023 Investment Report

= Fiscal Impact: None.
= Recommendation: Council receive and file the City Treasurer’s report for

guarter ending March 31, 2023. [City Treasurer]

Community Facilities District 2005-1 Annexation No. 25

= Fiscal Impact: Assessments for the Marketplace annexation are estimated to
be between $0 to $71,680 annually beginning in fiscal year 2023-2024, and
adjusted each year for inflation.

= Recommendation: Council adopt, on second reading, by title only, Draft
Ordinance authorizing the levy of special taxes in Community Facilities District
2005-1 for certain annexation territory identified as Annexation No. 25.
[Community Development]

2023 Measure F-14 Pavement Rehabilitation Construction Award
» Fiscal Impact: $4,000,000.
= Recommendation: Council:

1. Award a construction contract for $2,851,397 to Souza Construction for the
2023 Measure F-14 Pavement Rehabilitation Project (Project No.
C2022R01); and

2. Authorize the City Manager to execute a contract with Cannon Corp. for
$449,872 for Construction Management and Materials Testing Services for
the 2023 Measure F-14 Pavement Rehabilitation Project (Phase I) and the
Downtown Paving Project (Phase II). [Public Works]

Structure Fire Engine Replacement

= Fiscal Impact: $1,003,524.

= Recommendation: Council authorize the City Manager to execute a contract
with South Coast Fire Equipment, Inc. for a total cost of $1,003,524 to build
and deliver a Pierce Enforcer 2000 GPM Fire Engine. [Fire Department]

MOTION: By Council Member Bourbeau and seconded by Council Member

Dariz to approve the Consent Calendar recognizing that approval of
Item #A-1 is for the Draft Action Minutes for July 27, 2023 not July
13, 2023. (#A-3: Ordinance No. 665) (#A-4: Contract Nos. 2023-018
and 2023-019) (#A-5: Contract No. 2023-020)

Motion passed 5:0 by a roll-call vote.



ITEM NUMBER: A-1
DATE: 08/08/23

UPDATES FROM THE CITY MANAGER:

City Manager Lewis gave an update on projects and events within the City.

COMMUNITY FORUM:

The following persons spoke in-person by telephone or through the webinar: Geoff Auslen
and Richard Mullen

B. PUBLIC HEARINGS: None

C. MANAGEMENT REPORTS:

1. Draft Regional Housing & Infrastructure Plan
= Fiscal Impact: None.
= Recommendation: Council:
1. Discuss and consider support for the Regional Housing & Infrastructure
Plan, as a recommitment to the 2020 San Luis Obispo Countywide
Regional Compact; and
2. Provide staff general direction on future actions relating to implementation
of the Regional Housing & Infrastructure Plan. [Community Development]

Russ Levanway and Michael Foote of REACH gave the report and answered questions from
the Council.

The City Council expressed concerns with the data and methodology and noted that more
work would need to be done on the plan for Atascadero to sign on. Staff was requested to
work with REACH to update the data and further analyze the methodology.

Mayor Moreno recessed the meeting at 7:39 p.m.
Mayor Moreno reconvened the meeting with all present at 7:45 p.m.

2. Development Process Streamlining
= Fiscal Impact: None.
= Recommendation: Council review and provide preliminary direction on the
development of standards that will streamline the CEQA process.
[Community Development]

Community Development Director Dunsmore gave the report and answered questions from
the Council.

PUBLIC COMMENT:
The following persons spoke on this item: None
Mayor Moreno closed the Public Comment period.

The Council reviewed and provided preliminary direction on
the development of standards that will streamline the CEQA process.

D. COUNCIL ANNOUNCEMENTS AND COMMITTEE REPORTS:

The following Council Members gave brief update reports on their committees since their
last Council meeting:



ITEM NUMBER: A-1
DATE: 08/08/23

Mayor Moreno

Mayor Moreno noted that the City will no longer be issuing proclamations unless they are
related to City business.

Council Member Bourbeau
1. Integrated Waste Management Authority (IWMA)
2. League of California Cities Revenue and Taxation Committee

E. INDIVIDUAL DETERMINATION AND / OR ACTION:

1. City Council
a. Council Member Bourbeau noted that the Beaver Brigade has reported
deliberate destruction of beaver dams by ATV riders.
b. Mayor Pro Tem Funk noted she will be joining the August 8, 2023 City
Council Meeting remotely.

F. ADJOURN

Mayor Moreno adjourned the meeting at 8:35 p.m.

MINUTES PREPARED BY:

Lara K. Christensen
Deputy City Manager / City Clerk

APPROVED:



ITEM NUMBER: A-2
DATE: 08/08/23

e

Atascadero City Council
Staff Report - Administrative Services Department

June 2023 Accounts Payable and Payroll

RECOMMENDATION:
Council approve certified City accounts payable, payroll and payroll vendor checks for

June 2023.

DISCUSSION:
Attached for City Council review and approval are the following:
Payroll
Dated 6/8/23 Checks # 35791-35806 $ 9,870.50
Direct Deposits 353,643.58
Dated 6/22/23 Checks # 35807-35819 10,613.93
Direct Deposits 354,271.38
Accounts Payable
Dated 6/1/23-6/30/23 Checks # 174651 - 175017
& EFTs 4783-4810 2,212,060.81
TOTAL AMOUNT $ 2,940,460.20
FISCAL IMPACT:
Total expenditures for all funds is $ 2,940,460.20

CERTIFICATION:
The undersigned certifies that the attached demands have been released for

payment and that funds are available for these demands.

N
A PanQ
Jefi jangel )
Director of Administrative Services

ATTACHMENT:
June 2023 Eden Warrant Register in the amount of $ 2,212,060.81



City of Atascadero

Disbursement Listing ITEM NUMBER: A-2
DATE: 08/08/23
For the Month of June 2023
Check Check
Number Date Vendor Description Amount
174651 06/01/2023  ANTHEM BLUE CROSS HEALTH Payroll Vendor Payment 213,784.82
174652 06/01/2023  BENEFIT COORDINATORS CORP Payroll Vendor Payment 9,338.80
174653 06/01/2023  FIDELITY SECURITY LIFE INS CO Payroll Vendor Payment 1,821.87
174654 06/01/2023  LINCOLN NATIONAL LIFE INS CO Payroll Vendor Payment 2,002.22
174655 06/01/2023  WEX BANK - 76 UNIVERSL Accounts Payable Check 14,654.78
174656 06/01/2023 WEX BANK - WEX FLEET UNIVERSAL Accounts Payable Check 10,699.93
174657 06/02/2023 13 STARS MEDIA Accounts Payable Check 398.40
174658 06/02/2023  ALL SIGNS AND GRAPHICS, INC. Accounts Payable Check 1,196.42
174659 06/02/2023  ALLIANT INSURANCE SERVICES INC Accounts Payable Check 185.00
174660 06/02/2023 AMERICAN WEST TIRE & AUTO INC Accounts Payable Check 2,524.45
174661 06/02/2023  KIMBERLY ANDERSON Accounts Payable Check 58.00
174662 06/02/2023  ANTECH DIAGNOSTICS Accounts Payable Check 107.85
174663 06/02/2023  KELLY AREBALO Accounts Payable Check 834.96
174664 06/02/2023  AT&T Accounts Payable Check 805.11
174665 06/02/2023  AT&T Accounts Payable Check 101.70
174666 06/02/2023  AT&T Accounts Payable Check 728.11
174667 06/02/2023  AT&T Accounts Payable Check 250.00
174668 06/02/2023  ATASCADERO HAY & FEED Accounts Payable Check 2,440.82
174670 06/02/2023 ATASCADERO MUTUAL WATER CO. Accounts Payable Check 15,022.30
174671 06/02/2023 AURORA WORLD, INC. Accounts Payable Check 1,261.33
174672 06/02/2023  TERRIE BANISH Accounts Payable Check 220.60
174673 06/02/2023 BASSETT'S CRICKET RANCH,INC. Accounts Payable Check 839.61
174674 06/02/2023  BATTERY SYSTEMS, INC. Accounts Payable Check 787.78
174675 06/02/2023  BERRY MAN, INC. Accounts Payable Check 2,278.50
174676 06/02/2023 TERRI RECCHIA BLEDSOE Accounts Payable Check 280.00
174677 06/02/2023 BOUND TREE MEDICAL, LLC Accounts Payable Check 761.27
174678 06/02/2023 BRENDLER JANITORIAL SERVICE Accounts Payable Check 1,355.00
174679 06/02/2023 BURT INDUSTRIAL SUPPLY Accounts Payable Check 322.99
174680 06/02/2023  CALIFORNIA BUILDING OFFICIALS Accounts Payable Check 140.00
174681 06/02/2023 CASEY PRINTING, INC. Accounts Payable Check 7,780.76
174682 06/02/2023 CHARTER COMMUNICATIONS Accounts Payable Check 229.97
174683 06/02/2023 CLEVER CONCEPTS, INC. Accounts Payable Check 47.95
174684 06/02/2023 CONSOR NORTH AMERICA, INC. Accounts Payable Check 13,865.83
174685 06/02/2023  MIGUEL A. CORDERO Accounts Payable Check 78.00
174686 06/02/2023 CUESTA POLYGRAPH & INVEST. LLC Accounts Payable Check 7,070.00
174687 06/02/2023  CULLIGAN SANTA MARIA Accounts Payable Check 51.90
174688 06/02/2023  GREG C. CUNNINGHAM Accounts Payable Check 52.00
174689 06/02/2023  CORRINE L. DAVIS Accounts Payable Check 48.00
174690 06/02/2023  NICHOLAS DEBAR Accounts Payable Check 300.00
174691 06/02/2023  JOE DEBRUIN, PH.D. Accounts Payable Check 720.00
174692 06/02/2023  DRIVE CUSTOMS Accounts Payable Check 29,540.24
174693 06/02/2023  PHILIP DUNSMORE Accounts Payable Check 300.00
174694 06/02/2023  EL CAMINO VETERINARY HOSP Accounts Payable Check 577.05



City of Atascadero

Disbursement Listing ITEM NUMBER: A-2
For the Month of June 2023 DATE: 08/08/23
Check Check
Number Date Vendor Description Amount
174695 06/02/2023  DANIEL E. ERNST Accounts Payable Check 400.00
174696 06/02/2023 ESCUELA DEL RIO Accounts Payable Check 960.00
174697 06/02/2023  FIESTA MAHAR MANUFACTURNG CORP Accounts Payable Check 604.01
174698 06/02/2023  FILIPPIN ENGINEERING, INC. Accounts Payable Check 13,365.54
174699 06/02/2023  GARRY BRILL PRODUCTIONS Accounts Payable Check 150.00
174700 06/02/2023 GAS COMPANY Accounts Payable Check 1,292.70
174701 06/02/2023 MARIAH GASCH Accounts Payable Check 255.00
174702 06/02/2023  KELLY GLEASON Accounts Payable Check 116.90
174703 06/02/2023  TRISTAN M. GUILLORY Accounts Payable Check 78.00
174704 06/02/2023 HAAKER EQUIPMENT COMPANY INC. Accounts Payable Check 190.53
174705 06/02/2023  HART IMPRESSIONS PRINTING Accounts Payable Check 513.85
174706 06/02/2023  KELLIE K. HART Accounts Payable Check 367.50
174708 06/02/2023 HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES Accounts Payable Check 2,578.94
174709 06/02/2023  INGLIS PET HOTEL Accounts Payable Check 1,666.53
174710 06/02/2023 INTERWEST CONSULTING GROUP INC Accounts Payable Check 16,808.77
174711 06/02/2023  JK'S UNLIMITED, INC. Accounts Payable Check 7,361.19
174712 06/02/2023 JOE A. GONSALVES & SON Accounts Payable Check 3,000.00
174713 06/02/2023 K & M INTERNATIONAL Accounts Payable Check 4,903.71
174714 06/02/2023  KID TEES Accounts Payable Check 280.80
174715 06/02/2023 KNECHT'S PLUMBING & HEATING Accounts Payable Check 13,524.77
174716 06/02/2023  L.N. CURTIS & SONS Accounts Payable Check 214.57
174717 06/02/2023  LASER TECHNOLOGY, INC. Accounts Payable Check 6,703.95
174718 06/02/2023  LAYNE LABORATORIES, INC. Accounts Payable Check 3,452.82
174719 06/02/2023 COLETTE LAYTON Accounts Payable Check 323.59
174720 06/02/2023  LINLI Accounts Payable Check 93.60
174721 06/02/2023  LIFE ASSIST, INC. Accounts Payable Check 1,604.19
174722 06/02/2023  WADE MCKINNEY Accounts Payable Check 486.51
174723 06/02/2023  SAMUEL HENRY MCMILLAN, JR. Accounts Payable Check 104.00
174724 06/02/2023  MID-COAST MOWER & SAW, INC. Accounts Payable Check 60.00
174725 06/02/2023 MIG Accounts Payable Check 9,505.00
174726 06/02/2023 MINER'S ACE HARDWARE Accounts Payable Check 306.63
174727 06/02/2023  MISSION UNIFORM SERVICE Accounts Payable Check 96.82
174728 06/02/2023  ISABELLA M. MOEN Accounts Payable Check 72.00
174729 06/02/2023 ROBERT MORRISON Accounts Payable Check 100.00
174730 06/02/2023  MSA SAFETY SALES, LLC Accounts Payable Check 2,040.00
174731 06/02/2023  NASSAU-SOSNICK DISTRIBUTION CO Accounts Payable Check 375.93
174732 06/02/2023 NEW TIMES Accounts Payable Check 1,666.00
174733 06/02/2023  ODP BUSINESS SOLUTIONS, LLC Accounts Payable Check 2,125.08
174734 06/02/2023  PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC Accounts Payable Check 2,267.08
174735 06/02/2023 PENGUIN RANDOM HOUSE, LLC Accounts Payable Check 551.08
174736 06/02/2023  PERRY'S PARCEL & GIFT Accounts Payable Check 75.00
174737 06/02/2023 PROCARE JANITORIAL SUPPLY,INC. Accounts Payable Check 1,208.65
174738 06/02/2023 RAINSCAPE, A LANDSCAPE SVC CO. Accounts Payable Check 3,326.00



City of Atascadero

Disbursement Listing ITEM NUMBER: A-2
For the Month of June 2023 DATE: 08/08/23
Check Check
Number Date Vendor Description Amount

174739 06/02/2023  JERI RANGEL Accounts Payable Check 300.00
174740 06/02/2023  RACHELLE RICKARD Accounts Payable Check 300.00
174741 06/02/2023  BRIAN S. RICKS Accounts Payable Check 78.00
174742 06/02/2023  SAFARI LTD. Accounts Payable Check 252.60
174743 06/02/2023  SAN LUIS CUSTOMS, INC. Accounts Payable Check 12,853.35
174744 06/02/2023 SCOTT O'BRIEN FIRE & SAFETY CO Accounts Payable Check 513.44
174745 06/02/2023  SECURITAS TECHNOLOGY CORPORATN Accounts Payable Check 304.71
174746 06/02/2023  SIGN HERE Accounts Payable Check 2,064.56
174747 06/02/2023 CHAYSE L. SIMS Accounts Payable Check 84.00
174748 06/02/2023 SOUTH COAST EMERGENCY VEH SVC Accounts Payable Check 2,794.60
174749 06/02/2023  STAPLES CREDIT PLAN Accounts Payable Check 105.45
174750 06/02/2023  SUNBELT RENTALS, INC. Accounts Payable Check 1,793.04
174751 06/02/2023  SUNLIGHT JANITORIAL, INC. Accounts Payable Check 1,650.00
174752 06/02/2023  SWCA, INC. Accounts Payable Check 19,086.90
174753 06/02/2023  WILLIAM L. TEDONE Accounts Payable Check 156.00
174754 06/02/2023  THEORY PRINTING & SIGNS Accounts Payable Check 400.20
174755 06/02/2023 CHRISTOPHER DANIEL THOMAS Accounts Payable Check 104.00
174756 06/02/2023  KARL O. TOERGE Accounts Payable Check 126.00
174757 06/02/2023  U.S. POSTAL SERVICE Accounts Payable Check 3,000.00
174758 06/02/2023 VAN BEURDEN INSURANCE SVC, INC Accounts Payable Check 11,346.60
174759 06/02/2023  VERIZON WIRELESS Accounts Payable Check 2,560.22
174760 06/02/2023  VITAL RECORDS CONTROL Accounts Payable Check 184.09
174761 06/02/2023  WARM FUZZY TOYS Accounts Payable Check 650.04
174762 06/02/2023  WICK'S ROOFING, INC. Accounts Payable Check 10,400.00
174763 06/02/2023  WILD FIELDS BREWHOUSE, LLC Accounts Payable Check 200.00
174764 06/02/2023  XO PANDORA Accounts Payable Check 18.75
174765 06/02/2023  YEH AND ASSOCIATES, INC. Accounts Payable Check 4,045.00
174766 06/02/2023 ZOO MED LABORATORIES, INC. Accounts Payable Check 689.59
174767 06/02/2023 ZOOM IMAGING SOLUTIONS, INC. Accounts Payable Check 986.91

4783 06/08/2023 ANTHEM BLUE CROSS HSA Payroll Vendor Payment 10,753.23

4785 06/08/2023  CALIF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTE! Payroll Vendor Payment 20,115.79

4786 06/08/2023  CALIF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTE! Accounts Payable Check 31,980.54

4787 06/08/2023  CALIF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTE! Accounts Payable Check 2,433.30

4788 06/08/2023  CALIF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTE! Accounts Payable Check 2,368.77

4789 06/08/2023  CALIF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTE! Accounts Payable Check 5,062.28

4790 06/08/2023  CALIF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTE! Accounts Payable Check 9,569.42

4791 06/08/2023  CALIF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTE! Accounts Payable Check 13,776.90

4792 06/08/2023  CALIF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTE!  Accounts Payable Check 20,824.33
174768 06/08/2023  ATASCADERO MID MGRS ORG UNION Payroll Vendor Payment 40.00
174769 06/08/2023  ATASCADERO POLICE OFFICERS Payroll Vendor Payment 2,249.75
174770 06/08/2023  ATASCADERO PROF. FIREFIGHTERS Payroll Vendor Payment 1,151.80
174771 06/08/2023 CA FIREFIGHTERS BENEFIT TRUST Payroll Vendor Payment 1,800.00
174772 06/08/2023 EMPOWER ANNUITY INS CO Payroll Vendor Payment 8,148.39
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174773 06/08/2023  MISSIONSQUARE Payroll Vendor Payment 7,859.40
174774 06/08/2023  NATIONWIDE RETIREMENT SOLUTION Payroll Vendor Payment 874.41
174775 06/08/2023  NAVIA BENEFIT SOLUTIONS Payroll Vendor Payment 1,488.86

4784 06/09/2023  STATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT Payroll Vendor Payment 283.84

4793 06/09/2023  SEIU LOCAL 620 Payroll Vendor Payment 868.82

4794 06/13/2023 RABOBANK, N.A. Payroll Vendor Payment 61,637.68

4795 06/13/2023 EMPLOYMENT DEV DEPARTMENT Payroll Vendor Payment 18,316.12

4796 06/13/2023 EMPLOYMENT DEV. DEPARTMENT Payroll Vendor Payment 2,383.03
174776 06/16/2023 2 MEXICANS, LLC Accounts Payable Check 5,275.50
174777 06/16/2023 A& T ARBORISTS & VEGETATION Accounts Payable Check 325.00
174778 06/16/2023  ASUPERIOR CRANE, LLC Accounts Payable Check 1,300.00
174779 06/16/2023  AGM CALIFORNIA, INC. Accounts Payable Check 1,970.00
174780 06/16/2023  AGP VIDEO, INC. Accounts Payable Check 2,480.00
174781 06/16/2023  AKA ENGINEERING COMPANY Accounts Payable Check 3,414.00
174782 06/16/2023  ALPHA ELECTRIC SERVICE Accounts Payable Check 472.50
174783 06/16/2023 AMERICAN WEST TIRE & AUTO INC Accounts Payable Check 58.19
174784 06/16/2023  ARCHIE'S ALOHA PEST MGMT. Accounts Payable Check 175.00
174785 06/16/2023  AT&T Accounts Payable Check 627.53
174786 06/16/2023  AT&T Accounts Payable Check 31.52
174787 06/16/2023  AVILA TRAFFIC SAFETY Accounts Payable Check 1,443.16
174788 06/16/2023  BAY AREA DRIVING SCHOOL, INC. Accounts Payable Check 69.99
174789 06/16/2023  CHRIS BELAND Accounts Payable Check 300.00
174790 06/16/2023  KEITH R. BERGHER Accounts Payable Check 351.25
174791 06/16/2023  BLUEPRINTER Accounts Payable Check 52.20
174792 06/16/2023 BREZDEN PEST CONTROL, INC. Accounts Payable Check 183.00
174793 06/16/2023 CASEY BRYSON Accounts Payable Check 162.00
174794 06/16/2023  BURKE,WILLIAMS, & SORENSON LLP Accounts Payable Check 22,556.68
174795 06/16/2023  BURT INDUSTRIAL SUPPLY Accounts Payable Check 72.96
174796 06/16/2023 CAL COAST CONSTRUCTION Accounts Payable Check 20,700.00
174797 06/16/2023  CAL-COAST IRRIGATION, INC Accounts Payable Check 79.05
174798 06/16/2023 CARBON HEALTH MED GROUP OF CA Accounts Payable Check 80.00
174799 06/16/2023 CARQUEST OF ATASCADERO Accounts Payable Check 422.64
174800 06/16/2023  CCl OFFICE TECHNOLOGIES Accounts Payable Check 198.92
174801 06/16/2023 CHARTER COMMUNICATIONS Accounts Payable Check 6,018.60
174802 06/16/2023  CO OF SAN LUIS OBISPO SART PRG Accounts Payable Check 644.00
174803 06/16/2023  COASTAL COPY, INC. Accounts Payable Check 542.97
174804 06/16/2023 COLOR CRAFT PRINTING Accounts Payable Check 234.08
174805 06/16/2023  MIGUEL A. CORDERO Accounts Payable Check 130.00
174806 06/16/2023 COULTON'S APPLIANCE SERVICE Accounts Payable Check 239.00
174807 06/16/2023 COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO Accounts Payable Check 50.00
174808 06/16/2023  CRISP IMAGING Accounts Payable Check 46.22
174809 06/16/2023  CRYSTAL SPRINGS WATER Accounts Payable Check 20.00
174810 06/16/2023  CULLIGAN SANTA MARIA Accounts Payable Check 121.92
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174811 06/16/2023  SHARON J. DAVIS Accounts Payable Check 182.00
174812 06/16/2023  NICHOLAS DEBAR Accounts Payable Check 162.00
174813 06/16/2023  DELTALIQUID ENERGY Accounts Payable Check 1,802.14
174814 06/16/2023 DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES Accounts Payable Check 4,633.00
174815 06/16/2023 EMERGENCY VEHICLE SPECIALISTS Accounts Payable Check 4,000.00
174816 06/16/2023 FENCE FACTORY ATASCADERO Accounts Payable Check 200.00
174817 06/16/2023  FGL ENVIRONMENTAL Accounts Payable Check 401.00
174818 06/16/2023  FILIPPIN ENGINEERING, INC. Accounts Payable Check 54,214.79
174819 06/16/2023  SUSAN FUNK Accounts Payable Check 106.07
174820 06/16/2023  KATHLEEN FURTADO Accounts Payable Check 530.23
174821 06/16/2023  GAS COMPANY Accounts Payable Check 14.79
174822 06/16/2023  TRISTAN M. GUILLORY Accounts Payable Check 78.00
174823 06/16/2023 HANSEN BRO'S CUSTOM FARMING Accounts Payable Check 13,102.03
174824 06/16/2023  RYAN HAYES Accounts Payable Check 162.00
174825 06/16/2023  BRET HEINEMANN Accounts Payable Check 32.32
174826 06/16/2023  SETH W HUGHES Accounts Payable Check 350.00
174827 06/16/2023  ALAN HURST Accounts Payable Check 205.00
174828 06/16/2023  JK'S UNLIMITED, INC. Accounts Payable Check 13,144.21
174829 06/16/2023  JOEL SWITZER DIESEL REPAIR,INC Accounts Payable Check 270.00
174830 06/16/2023  KNECHT'S PLUMBING & HEATING Accounts Payable Check 172.50
174831 06/16/2023  KPRL 1230 AM Accounts Payable Check 920.00
174832 06/16/2023 LEE WILSON ELECTRIC CO. INC Accounts Payable Check 3,247.26
174833 06/16/2023  LINDE GAS & EQUIPMENT INC. Accounts Payable Check 65.64
174834 06/16/2023 MADRONE LANDSCAPES, INC. Accounts Payable Check 385.00
174835 06/16/2023  CRAIG MARTINEAU Accounts Payable Check 179.00
174836 06/16/2023 MCCLATCHY SHARED SERVICES, LLC Accounts Payable Check 264.12
174837 06/16/2023  SAMUEL HENRY MCMILLAN, JR. Accounts Payable Check 156.00
174838 06/16/2023 MICHAEL K. NUNLEY & ASSC, INC. Accounts Payable Check 6,133.73
174839 06/16/2023  MID-COAST MOWER & SAW, INC. Accounts Payable Check 798.14
174840 06/16/2023 MINER'S ACE HARDWARE Accounts Payable Check 746.13
174842 06/16/2023  MISSION UNIFORM SERVICE Accounts Payable Check 577.02
174843 06/16/2023 HEATHER MORENO Accounts Payable Check 106.07
174844 06/16/2023  MOSS, LEVY, & HARTZHEIM LLP Accounts Payable Check 6,000.00
174845 06/16/2023  MUNICIPAL MAINT EQUIPMENT, INC Accounts Payable Check 4,802.28
174846 06/16/2023 MV TRANSPORTATION, INC. Accounts Payable Check 8,533.85
174847 06/16/2023  KELLYE R.NETZ Accounts Payable Check 179.00
174848 06/16/2023 NEW TIMES Accounts Payable Check 419.00
174849 06/16/2023 HEATHER NEWSOM Accounts Payable Check 32.32
174850 06/16/2023 OAK AND OTTER BREWING CO. Accounts Payable Check 385.00
174851 06/16/2023  ODP BUSINESS SOLUTIONS, LLC Accounts Payable Check 267.65
174854 06/16/2023  PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC Accounts Payable Check 61,977.31
174855 06/16/2023  PEAKWIFI, LLC Accounts Payable Check 650.00
174856 06/16/2023  DEAN PERICIC Accounts Payable Check 279.18
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174857 06/16/2023  TIMOTHY PERKINS Accounts Payable Check 205.00
174858 06/16/2023 PERRY'S ELECTRIC MOTORS & CTRL Accounts Payable Check 12,385.10
174859 06/16/2023  PETERSON U-CART Accounts Payable Check 696.92
174860 06/16/2023  WARREN PITTENGER Accounts Payable Check 205.00
174861 06/16/2023 PROCARE JANITORIAL SUPPLY,INC. Accounts Payable Check 2,493.91
174862 06/16/2023  RAINSCAPE, A LANDSCAPE SVC CO. Accounts Payable Check 7,380.15
174863 06/16/2023 READYREFRESH BY NESTLE Accounts Payable Check 102.23
174864 06/16/2023  RICK ENGINEERING COMPANY Accounts Payable Check 38,488.56
174865 06/16/2023  BRIAN S. RICKS Accounts Payable Check 414.00
174866 06/16/2023  SCHINDLER ELEVATOR CORP Accounts Payable Check 3,003.59
174867 06/16/2023 SCOTT O'BRIEN FIRE & SAFETY CO Accounts Payable Check 358.70
174868 06/16/2023  RAMON H. SERRANO Accounts Payable Check 1,500.00
174869 06/16/2023 SERVICE SYSTEMS ASSC, INC. Accounts Payable Check 12,500.00
174870 06/16/2023  THE SHERWIN-WILLIAMS COMPANY Accounts Payable Check 16.25
174871 06/16/2023  GERE SIBBACH Accounts Payable Check 235.00
174872 06/16/2023  SITEONE LANDSCAPE SUPPLY, LLC Accounts Payable Check 2,639.46
174873 06/16/2023 SLO CO AIR POLLUTION CTRL DIST Accounts Payable Check 5,837.04
174874 06/16/2023 SLO COUNTY CLERK-RECORDER Accounts Payable Check 50,006.54
174875 06/16/2023 SLO COUNTY HEALTH AGENCY Accounts Payable Check 92,013.50
174876 06/16/2023 SOUZA CONSTRUCTION, INC. Accounts Payable Check 148,050.47
174877 06/16/2023  SPEAKWRITE, LLC. Accounts Payable Check 611.17
174878 06/16/2023 SPECIALIZED EQUIPMENT REPAIR Accounts Payable Check 1,522.43
174879 06/16/2023  STATE WATER RES CONTROL BOARD Accounts Payable Check 548.00
174880 06/16/2023  SUNLIGHT JANITORIAL, INC. Accounts Payable Check 3,200.00
174881 06/16/2023  SWCA, INC. Accounts Payable Check 340.01
174882 06/16/2023  MADELINE M. TAYLOR Accounts Payable Check 177.30
174883 06/16/2023  WILLIAM L. TEDONE Accounts Payable Check 156.00
174884 06/16/2023 CHRISTOPHER DANIEL THOMAS Accounts Payable Check 156.00
174885 06/16/2023 THOMSON REUTERS - WEST Accounts Payable Check 201.99
174886 06/16/2023  KARL O. TOERGE Accounts Payable Check 126.00
174892 06/16/2023  U.S. BANK Accounts Payable Check 37,005.42
174893 06/16/2023  ULINE, INC. Accounts Payable Check 140.13
174894 06/16/2023 ULTREX BUSINESS PRODUCTS Accounts Payable Check 82.15
174895 06/16/2023  UNITED RENTALS (NORTH AM), INC Accounts Payable Check 8,651.69
174896 06/16/2023  UNIVAR SOLUTIONS USA, INC. Accounts Payable Check 5,848.80
174897 06/16/2023 RENE VASQUEZ Accounts Payable Check 110.00
174898 06/16/2023  VERIZON WIRELESS Accounts Payable Check 443.55
174899 06/16/2023  VINO VICE, INC. Accounts Payable Check 430.00
174900 06/16/2023  WALLACE GROUP Accounts Payable Check 51,771.57
174901 06/16/2023 WEST COAST AUTO & TOWING, INC. Accounts Payable Check 485.00
174902 06/16/2023  KAREN B. WYKE Accounts Payable Check 738.00
174903 06/16/2023  ZOLL MEDICAL CORPORATION Accounts Payable Check 11,300.00

4797 06/22/2023 ANTHEM BLUE CROSS HSA Payroll Vendor Payment 10,455.16
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4799 06/22/2023  CALIF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTE! Payroll Vendor Payment 20,115.80
4800 06/22/2023  CALIF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTE! Accounts Payable Check 30,532.42
4801 06/22/2023  CALIF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTE!  Accounts Payable Check 2,411.98
4802 06/22/2023  CALIF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTE! Accounts Payable Check 2,356.85
4803 06/22/2023  CALIF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTE! Accounts Payable Check 5,062.31
4804 06/22/2023  CALIF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTE! Accounts Payable Check 9,954.23
4805 06/22/2023  CALIF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTE! Accounts Payable Check 13,677.06
4806 06/22/2023  CALIF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTE! Accounts Payable Check 20,594.96
174904 06/22/2023 ATASCADERO MID MGRS ORG UNION Payroll Vendor Payment 40.00
174905 06/22/2023  ATASCADERO POLICE OFFICERS Payroll Vendor Payment 2,249.75
174906 06/22/2023  ATASCADERO PROF. FIREFIGHTERS Payroll Vendor Payment 1,151.80
174907 06/22/2023 CAFIREFIGHTERS BENEFIT TRUST Payroll Vendor Payment 1,800.00
174908 06/22/2023 EMPOWER ANNUITY INS CO Payroll Vendor Payment 7,506.97
174909 06/22/2023  MISSIONSQUARE Payroll Vendor Payment 7,928.00
174910 06/22/2023  NATIONWIDE RETIREMENT SOLUTION Payroll Vendor Payment 1,396.68
174911 06/22/2023  NAVIA BENEFIT SOLUTIONS Payroll Vendor Payment 1,488.86
4798 06/23/2023  STATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT Payroll Vendor Payment 283.84
4807 06/23/2023  SEIU LOCAL 620 Payroll Vendor Payment 854.86
4808 06/27/2023 RABOBANK, N.A. Payroll Vendor Payment 60,448.71
4809 06/27/2023 EMPLOYMENT DEV DEPARTMENT Payroll Vendor Payment 17,682.62
4810 06/27/2023 EMPLOYMENT DEV. DEPARTMENT Payroll Vendor Payment 2,338.83
174912 06/30/2023 2 MEXICANS, LLC Accounts Payable Check 1,870.00
174913 06/30/2023 A& F SOUVENIR Accounts Payable Check 133.47
174914 06/30/2023  ADAMSKI,MOROSKI,MADDEN, Accounts Payable Check 185.00
174915 06/30/2023  AIRFLOW FILTER SERVICE, INC. Accounts Payable Check 1,471.44
174916 06/30/2023  ALLIANT INSURANCE SERVICES INC Accounts Payable Check 150.00
174917 06/30/2023 AMERICAN WEST TIRE & AUTO INC Accounts Payable Check 1,334.71
174918 06/30/2023 ANTECH DIAGNOSTICS Accounts Payable Check 232.75
174919 06/30/2023  AT&T Accounts Payable Check 805.11
174921 06/30/2023  AT&T Accounts Payable Check 928.16
174922 06/30/2023  AT&T Accounts Payable Check 663.68
174923 06/30/2023  ATASCADERO HAY & FEED Accounts Payable Check 1,619.65
174924 06/30/2023  ATASCADERO YOUTH FOOTBALL Accounts Payable Check 4,645.00
174925 06/30/2023  ATASCADERO YOUTH SOCCER ASSC Accounts Payable Check 710.00
174926 06/30/2023  AVILATRAFFIC SAFETY Accounts Payable Check 1,374.45
174927 06/30/2023 BASSETT'S CRICKET RANCH,INC. Accounts Payable Check 418.67
174928 06/30/2023 BERRY MAN, INC. Accounts Payable Check 1,063.85
174929 06/30/2023  BLUEPRINTER Accounts Payable Check 32.63
174930 06/30/2023 CARQUEST OF ATASCADERO Accounts Payable Check 350.34
174931 06/30/2023 CC DYNASTY FUTBOL CLUB Accounts Payable Check 425.00
174932 06/30/2023 CENTRAL COAST CASUALTY REST. Accounts Payable Check 19,345.43
174933 06/30/2023 CHALK MOUNTAIN GOLF COURSE Accounts Payable Check 9,690.00
174934 06/30/2023 CHARTER COMMUNICATIONS Accounts Payable Check 2,209.38
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174935 06/30/2023  CITY OF ATASCADERO Accounts Payable Check 1,038.50
174936 06/30/2023  KAREN A. CLANIN Accounts Payable Check 199.50
174937 06/30/2023  CO OF SAN LUIS OBISPO SART PRG Accounts Payable Check 2,681.00
174938 06/30/2023  COLOR CRAFT PRINTING Accounts Payable Check 316.98
174939 06/30/2023 CONSOR NORTH AMERICA, INC. Accounts Payable Check 13,280.67
174940 06/30/2023  VINCENT CORCORAN Accounts Payable Check 250.00
174941 06/30/2023  CRYSTAL CRIMBCHIN Accounts Payable Check 228.92
174942 06/30/2023  CRISP IMAGING Accounts Payable Check 985.63
174943 06/30/2023 CULLIGAN/CENTRAL COAST WTR TRT Accounts Payable Check 70.00
174944 06/30/2023  JOE DEBRUIN, PH.D. Accounts Payable Check 900.00
174945 06/30/2023 DEEP BLUE INTEGRATION, INC. Accounts Payable Check 1,423.59
174946 06/30/2023 DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE Accounts Payable Check 972.00
174947 06/30/2023 ECONOMIC & PLANNING SYSTEM INC Accounts Payable Check 997.50
174948 06/30/2023  EL CAMINO VETERINARY HOSP Accounts Payable Check 1,040.93
174949 06/30/2023 ESCUELA DEL RIO Accounts Payable Check 1,080.00
174950 06/30/2023 EXECUTIVE JANITORIAL Accounts Payable Check 1,500.00
174951 06/30/2023 FASTRAK INV PROCESSING DEPT Accounts Payable Check 21.00
174952 06/30/2023 VOID Accounts Payable Check 0.00
174953 06/30/2023  FGL ENVIRONMENTAL Accounts Payable Check 771.00
174954 06/30/2023 FIESTA MAHAR MANUFACTURNG CORP Accounts Payable Check 152.74
174955 06/30/2023  GAS COMPANY Accounts Payable Check 1,025.82
174956 06/30/2023  GOVCONNECTION, INC. Accounts Payable Check 179.16
174957 06/30/2023 HART IMPRESSIONS PRINTING Accounts Payable Check 650.08
174958 06/30/2023 DEXTER HOWARD E ETUX Accounts Payable Check 121.42
174959 06/30/2023  JK'S UNLIMITED, INC. Accounts Payable Check 4,707.79
174960 06/30/2023 KENNEDY ATHLETIC CLUB OF ATASC Accounts Payable Check 289.00
174961 06/30/2023  DAREN KENNETT Accounts Payable Check 236.11
174962 06/30/2023 KNECHT'S PLUMBING & HEATING Accounts Payable Check 1,877.19
174963 06/30/2023  KRITZ EXCAVATING & TRUCKNG INC Accounts Payable Check 777.73
174964 06/30/2023 LAKE TECH, INC. Accounts Payable Check 8,425.93
174965 06/30/2023 LEE WILSON ELECTRIC CO. INC Accounts Payable Check 767.52
174966 06/30/2023  LIEBERT CASSIDY WHITMORE Accounts Payable Check 1,487.50
174967 06/30/2023  LIFE ASSIST, INC. Accounts Payable Check 229.20
174968 06/30/2023  ANNETTE MANIER Accounts Payable Check 9.04
174969 06/30/2023 MARBORG INDUSTRIES Accounts Payable Check 2,673.04
174970 06/30/2023  MARTIN MARIETTA MATERIALS, INC Accounts Payable Check 1,183.75
174971 06/30/2023 CRAIG MARTINEAU Accounts Payable Check 40.00
174972 06/30/2023  MID-COAST MOWER & SAW, INC. Accounts Payable Check 2,477.51
174973 06/30/2023 MIG Accounts Payable Check 14,035.00
174974 06/30/2023  MINER'S ACE HARDWARE Accounts Payable Check 339.50
174975 06/30/2023 HECTOR MIRANDA Accounts Payable Check 250.00
174976 06/30/2023  MISSION UNIFORM SERVICE Accounts Payable Check 368.09
174977 06/30/2023  JAMES P. MORAN Accounts Payable Check 400.00
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174978 06/30/2023  NEW TIMES Accounts Payable Check 515.00
174979 06/30/2023  DANIELLE NUNES-HAKANSON Accounts Payable Check 82.86
174980 06/30/2023  NUTRIEN AG SOLUTIONS, INC. Accounts Payable Check 1,726.57
174981 06/30/2023  ODP BUSINESS SOLUTIONS, LLC Accounts Payable Check 128.62
174982 06/30/2023  DANIEL OGLESBY Accounts Payable Check 193.57
174983 06/30/2023  PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC Accounts Payable Check 2,547.16
174984 06/30/2023  MANNY PALACIOS Accounts Payable Check 188.84
174985 06/30/2023  PERRY'S PARCEL & GIFT Accounts Payable Check 25.00
174986 06/30/2023  PFLUMS ATASCADERO MUFFLER Accounts Payable Check 144.00
174987 06/30/2023 PROCARE JANITORIAL SUPPLY,INC. Accounts Payable Check 556.89
174988 06/30/2023  BILL RAINWATER Accounts Payable Check 128.69
174989 06/30/2023  RAMINHA CONSTRUCTION, INC. Accounts Payable Check 1,680.94
174990 06/30/2023 ROLSON MUSIC & SOUND Accounts Payable Check 600.00
174991 06/30/2023  SAN LUIS CUSTOMS, INC. Accounts Payable Check 761.58
174992 06/30/2023  SAN LUIS POWERHOUSE, INC. Accounts Payable Check 2,297.27
174993 06/30/2023  JAMES SCOOLIS Accounts Payable Check 300.00
174994 06/30/2023 SERVICE SYSTEMS ASSC, INC. Accounts Payable Check 2,500.00
174995 06/30/2023  SLO COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE Accounts Payable Check 140.00
174996 06/30/2023  MARY P. SMITH Accounts Payable Check 231.00
174997 06/30/2023 SOUTH COAST EMERGENCY VEH SVC Accounts Payable Check 266.49
174998 06/30/2023  JENNIFER L. SPOTTEN Accounts Payable Check 331.20
174999 06/30/2023  STAPLES CREDIT PLAN Accounts Payable Check 64.14
175000 06/30/2023  SUNLIGHT JANITORIAL, INC. Accounts Payable Check 4,850.00
175001 06/30/2023  SUNRUN INSTALLATION SERVICES Accounts Payable Check 327.38
175002 06/30/2023  SUPERION, LLC Accounts Payable Check 53,852.00
175003 06/30/2023 SWCA, INC. Accounts Payable Check 7,477.31
175004 06/30/2023  TARANTULA HILL BREWING CO. LLC Accounts Payable Check 382.20
175005 06/30/2023  UNITED RENTALS (NORTH AM), INC Accounts Payable Check 5,697.45
175006 06/30/2023  VERIZON WIRELESS Accounts Payable Check 64.21
175007 06/30/2023  VINO VICE, INC. Accounts Payable Check 387.00
175008 06/30/2023  VITAL RECORDS CONTROL Accounts Payable Check 184.09
175009 06/30/2023  WALLACE GROUP Accounts Payable Check 29,028.50
175010 06/30/2023  YEH AND ASSOCIATES, INC. Accounts Payable Check 2,455.00
175011 06/30/2023 YOUTH EVOLUTION SOCCER Accounts Payable Check 6,867.60
175012 06/30/2023  ZOLL MEDICAL CORPORATION Accounts Payable Check 4,578.38
175013 06/30/2023 ZOOM IMAGING SOLUTIONS, INC. Accounts Payable Check 986.91
175014 06/30/2023 ANTHEM BLUE CROSS HEALTH Payroll Vendor Payment 209,631.43
175015 06/30/2023 BENEFIT COORDINATORS CORP Payroll Vendor Payment 9,145.40
175016 06/30/2023  FIDELITY SECURITY LIFE INS CO Payroll Vendor Payment 1,783.36
175017 06/30/2023  LINCOLN NATIONAL LIFE INS CO Payroll Vendor Payment 2,135.46

$ 2,212,060.81
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Atascadero City Council

Staff Report — Public Works Department

Lake Park Pier and Pedestrian Pathway Project
Construction Award

RECOMMENDATION:

Council award a construction contract for $217,169 to Atkinson Concrete Construction,
Inc. for the Lake Park Pier and Pedestrian Pathway Project (Project No. C2021P01).

DISCUSSION:

Background
The existing fixed pier, located at Atascadero Lake Park (9305 Pismo Avenue), is

currently in a state of decline and has been closed to the public since summer 2021.
The pier is an elevated wood deck on wooden piers, resting on a concrete foundation
that extends into the lake approximately 38 feet. The pier is approximately eight feet
wide by forty feet long, with a four-foot-tall safety railing on three of its sides. The
adjacent on-grade concrete sidewalk, which begins at the entrance of the pier and
travels along the frontage of the lake to the boathouse (paddleboat concessionaire) and
up to the park’s asphalt multi-purpose path, is not compliant with the Americans with
Disability Act (ADA) requirements. Due to the popularity and high volume of visitors to
Atascadero Lake Park, the City has actively pursued grant funding to repair the pier and
construct ADA improvements to the pathways. In 2019, the Council approved
Resolution 2019-080, authorizing the City to apply for grant funding available through
Proposition 68 (California Drought, Water, Parks, Climate, Coastal Protection, and
Outdoor Access for All Act).

In 2022, the City was awarded $177,952 in Proposition 68 grant funding from the
California Department of Parks and Recreation to make the necessary safety repairs to
the pier and ADA improvements to the pedestrian pathway. The grant requires a 20%
local matching contribution from the City and construction must be completed by the
end of the calendar year 2023. The City issued a Request for Proposals (RFP) for
professional engineering services to perform land surveying, engineering design, and
preparation of plans, specifications, and cost estimates for the project. AKA
Engineering was selected in August 2022 to perform these services and Terra-Verde
Environmental Consulting (now SWCA Environmental) was also hired at this time to
provide permitting support services due to the project’s close proximity to Atascadero
Lake. AKA worked closely with SWCA to minimize potential environmental impacts to
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Atascadero Lake and the surrounding areas. The pier posts and structural members
were evaluated and found to be structurally sound and not needing replacement.
Therefore, no construction work will be needed in the lakebed, which simplifies the
environmental aspect to the project work.

The project scope includes replacement of the dilapidated four-foot wide concrete
sidewalk and curb between the pier and past the paddleboat rental boathouse with a
five-foot concrete sidewalk and curb, construction of a concrete stairway with handrails
and ADA compliant ramp from the asphalt pathway behind the upper restrooms to the
new sidewalk near the boathouse entrance, new railing and decking on the pier, and
replacing the chain link fencing with matching pier railing between the pier and the old
wading pool. These improvements will be a significant improvement to existing
conditions and is expected to re-energize this area of the park.

Bid Analysis
Bidding documents were completed and approved by the City Engineer, and the project

was publicly bid starting June 20, 2023 for a minimum of 30 days in accordance with
State Contracting Laws and Atascadero Purchasing Policies. A public bid opening
occurred on July 20, 2023 and four bids were received ranging from $212,538 to
$348,039 (base bid) with the low bid received by Atkinson Concrete Construction, Inc.
of Atascadero. The bids were reviewed for accuracy and compliance with project
bidding requirements, and the City Engineer has determined that Atkinson Concrete
Construction, Inc. of Atascadero is the lowest responsive bidder.

The bid form also had an alternative bid schedule that included an item to replace the
decking boards on the pier. Bid prices ranged from $4,630 to $20,178 with lowest bid
price received by Atkinson. Staff recommends that this alternative bid item be included
in the award to Atkinson for a combined bid price of $217,169.

Bidding was competitive for this project, and Atkinson’s bid is considered a highly
favorable price given the next lowest base bid was $301,717, or $89,179 more than
Atkinson’s bid of $212,538. In addition, there has been a sharp increase in concrete
costs recently on top of the ongoing escalation of construction costs starting in 2021.
The current bidding environment across the Central Coast has seen multiple recent
projects with a low number of bidders (due to current workload and a limited number of
contractors) and bid prices much higher than typical bid costs.

If awarded, construction will last up to 45 working days or about two months. There will
be inconvenience and some disruptions to the paddleboat concessionaire and others in
the vicinity of the project work, but City staff will work with the contractor to mitigate
these impacts as much as possible, including preparing a temporary traffic (pedestrian)
control plan, installing temporary safety fencing, and providing access to facilities. To
minimize impacts of park visitors, including special events such as the “Saturday in the
Park” summer concert series, construction is expected to begin after the Labor Day
weekend (September 41).



ITEM NUMBER: A-3
DATE: 08/08/23

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW:

The proposed project is Categorically Exempt (Class 1) Existing Facilities from the
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (California Public Resources Code
§§ 21000, et seq., “CEQA”) and CEQA Guidelines (Title 14 California Code of
Regulations 88 15000, et seq.) pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15301, because it
is limited to repair and maintenance of existing facilities above the lake shore an on non-
native soil. A finding of exemption is on file in the project records. In addition, SWCA
Environmental prepared and submitted a Biological Survey Results Memorandum to the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) as part of the approved Lake and
Streambed Alteration permit.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The adopted budget includes $178,000 of Prop. 68 grant funding and $150,000 in
General Funds for a total budget of $328,000. The following tables summarize the
estimated project expenditures and funding sources:

ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES
Design, Environmental and Bid Phase $56,100
Construction Contract (Base Bid + Bid Alt. No. 2) 217,169
Construction Admin., Testing, and Inspection 20,000
Construction Contingency (16%) 34,731
Total: $ 328,000

BUDGETED FUNDING SOURCES

Prop. 68 Grant Funding $178,000
Budgeted General Funds 150,000
Total: $328,000

ALTERNATIVES:

Council may direct staff to rebid the project; however, staff believes the low bid received
is very favorable given current construction costs and the bidding environment. In
addition, Atkinson’s bid was very competitive, roughly $89,000 less than the second
lowest bid, and can be completed within budgetary constraints.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Project Location Map
2. Bid Summary
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New Pier Railing &
Decking Boards

New Five-Foot Sidewalk
& curb

New Concrete Stairs,
ADA Ramp & Railing

Atascadero Lake

N
EXHIBIT DRAWNBY: R BETZ
LAKE PARK PIER AND ADA IMPROVEMENTS S
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City of Atascadero
Office of the City Clerk

Bid Summary
TO: Public Works
FROM: Dillon Dean James, Deputy City Clerk
BID NO.: 2023-004
OPENED: 7/20/2023
PROJECT: Lake Park Pier & Pedestrian Pathway Project No. C2021P01
4 Bids were received and opened today, as follows:
Name of Bidder Base Bid Total Add Alternate
Atkinson Concrete Construction,
Inc. $212,538.33
G. Sosa Construction, Inc. $301,717.00
F. Loduca Co. $332,929.00
RCH Construction $347,768.20
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Atascadero City Council
Staff Report — Public Works Department

Final Parcel Map AT 22-0111
Del Rio Marketplace

RECOMMENDATIONS:

Council:

1. Approve Final Parcel Map AT 22-0111 for Del Rio Marketplace, reconfiguring
five connected parcels into a seven-parcel commercial subdivision; and

2. Accept on behalf of the public the offers of dedication for public utility
easements, street right-of-way along Del Rio Road, and public storm drain
easements; and

3. Reject on behalf of the public the maintenance of the offered public storm drain
easements; and

4. Authorize the City Manager to execute a Subdivision Improvement Agreement
with M P Annex, LLC for public improvements on El Camino Real and Del Rio
Road required to be completed with Final Parcel Map AT 22-0111.

DISCUSSION:

Parcel Map:
Vesting Tentative Parcel Map AT 22-0111 was approved by the City of Atascadero

Planning Commission on June 7, 2022 (PC Resolution 2022-0008). The properties to
be subdivided are currently five (5) connected parcels near the northeast corner of Del
Rio Road and El Camino Real, for which the majority are within the Del Rio Road
Commercial Area Specific Plan. The final map will reconfigure the existing parcels into
seven (7) parcels with frontage along EI Camino Real and Del Rio Road, or connected
by private access easements, for the Marketplace Development anchored by Valley
Fresh Market.

The map includes a 10-foot wide offer of street right-of-way along the north frontage of
Del Rio Road, a 6-foor wide Public Utility Easement (PUE) is offered along the
frontages of Del Rio Road and El Camino Real, and Public Storm Drainage Easements
(PSDEs) along ElI Camino Real which covers multiple drainage basins that accepts
combined storm drainage from the parcels and El Camino Real. Staff recommends
Council accept on behalf of the public these offers of dedication but reject the
maintenance of the offered PSDEs since the storm basins to be constructed in these
easements will be accepting storm drainage from the parcels. The project CC&Rs and
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Stormwater Maintenance and Operations documents require the parcels owners to
maintain these stormwater features.

Blanket easements are proposed across all parcels for parking, access, drainage and
utilities, allowing various access locations to the various buildings. A drainage easement
is proposed to provide access to the basin serving Tract 3161 (South Mirasol).
Documents recording concurrently with the map include various quitclaim easements,
and a Deed Notification of Development Standards.

Public Improvements:

The construction of various public improvements on El Camino Real (ECR) and Del Rio
Road are a condition of the approved tentative map and Amended Del Rio Commercial
Specific Plan (SP), which Del Rio Marketplace is a part of. The Amended SP details
various public improvements that are “triggered” when proposed development exceeds
certain traffic thresholds.

The Valley Fresh Market is the first building proposed to be constructed and triggers
improvements to the intersection and traffic signal modifications at ECR and Del Rio
Road, including the reconfiguration of the eastbound approach of Del Rio Road to ECR
to have dedicated left-turn, through, and right-turn lanes. Road widening, curb, gutter,
and sidewalk is also required along the Parcel Map’s frontage of ECR and Del Rio
Road. These improvements require the subdivider to obtain a public right-of-way
easement at the southeast corner of ECR and Del Rio Road and a public utility
easement along the south side of Del Rio Road from the Del Rio Ranch property
(former Walmart site). These easements have been secured by the subdivider.

The subdivider, M P Annex, and their consultants have prepared public improvement
plans that have been approved by the City Engineer. A subdivision improvement
agreement has been prepared by the City and signed by the subdivider with financial
security (bonds) to guarantee the public improvements are completed after the map
records.

Conclusion:

The City Engineer and Community Development Director have reviewed Parcel Map AT
22-0011 and find it to be in substantial conformance with the approved Vesting
Tentative Tract Map. Pursuant to California Government Code Title 7, Division 2, the
approving legislative body (City Council) shall not deny a Tract Map provided it finds the
Final Tract Map is in substantial conformance with the previously approved Vesting
Tentative Tract Map.

If adopted, the Final Parcel Map and accompanying documents will be submitted by the
City to the County Recorder's Office and recorded within ten business days after
submittal.

FISCAL IMPACT:

None.

ATTACHMENT:
1. Parcel Map AT 22-0111
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CITY PLANNING COMMISSION STATEMENT

PAR( :EL MAP AT 22_001 1 THIS IS TO STATE THAT | HAVE EXAMINED THIS MAP AND HAVE DETERMINED THAT SAID MAP
SUBSTANTIALLY CONFORMS TO THE TENTATIVE MAP AS APPROVED BY THE CITY OF ATASCADERO ON

OWNER'S STATEMENT BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PARCEL 2 OF THE PARCEL MAP RECORDED IN JUNE 28, 2022, AND THE CONDITIONS IMPOSED THEREON.
WE THE UNDERSIGNED HEREBY STATE THAT WE ARE ALL THE OWNERS OF AND THE RECORD HOLDERS OF ALL SECURITY BOOK 15 OF PARCEL MAPS AT PAGE 13, THE PARCEL CREATED BY LOT
INTEREST IN, AND ALL PARTIES HAVING ANY RECORD TITLE INTEREST IN THE REAL PROPERTY INCLUDED WITHIN THE MERGER AND DESCRIBED IN THE CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE
SUBDIVISION AND PROJECT SHOWN ON THIS MAP AND THAT EACH OF US DOES HEREBY CONSENT TO THE FILING AND/OR RECORDED AT DOCUMENT NO. 2022-042621, PARCEL 3 OF THE PARCEL
RECORDATION OF THIS MAP. MAP RECORDED IN BOOK 5 OF PARCEL MAPS AT PAGE 28 AND THE
PORTION OF LOT 32 OF BLOCK 49 OF THE MAP OF ATASCADERO COLONY
THE REAL PROPERTY DESCRIBED BELOW IS DEDICATED AS AN EASEMENT FOR PUBLIC PURPOSES: DESCRIBED AS PARCELS D1 AND D3 IN THE DEED RECORDED AT PHIL DUNSMORE, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR DATED
DOCUMENT NO. 2014032189, IN THE OFFICE OF THE SAN LUIS OBISPO CITY OF ATASCADERO, CALIFORNIA
1. FOR PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENTS, FOR THE USE AND BENEFIT OF THE SEVERAL PUBLIC UTILITY COMPANIES WHICH ARE COUNTY CLERK/RECORDER
AUTHORIZED TO SERVE IN SAID SUBDIVISION, AS DELINEATED ON THIS MAP AS PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT OR P.UE LYING WITH THE CITY OF ATASCADERO, COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO, B
2. FOR STREET RIGHT-OF-WAY, DEL RIO ROAD, AS DELINEATED ON THIS MAP. STATE OF CALIFORNIA CITY COUNCIL'S STATEMENT
3 FORDRAINAGE AS DELINEATED ONTHIS MAP AS PUBLIC STORM DRAIN EASEMENT | HEREBY STATE THAT THIS SUBDIVISION WAS DULY ADOPTED AND APPROVED AND THE OFFERS OF

DEDICATION FOR PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENTS, STREET RIGHT OF WAY ALONG DEL RIO ROAD AND
PUBLIC STORM DRAIN EASEMENTS ARE ACCEPTED ON BEHALF OF THE PUBLIC AND MAINTENANCE OF
THE OFFERED PUBLIC STORM DRAIN EASEMENTS IS REJECTED, BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
ATASCADERO ON )__ AND THAT THE CITY CLERK WAS DULY AUTHORIZED AND

20
DIRECTED TO ENDORSE HEREON ITS APPROVAL OF THE SAME.

WE HERBY DEDICATE TO THE ATASCADERO MUTUAL WATER COMPANY (AMWC) EASEMENTS FOR AMWC WATER FACILITIES
NOTED AS "6' WIDE PUE & AMWC WATER FACILITIES EASEMENT" AS DELINEATED ON THIS MAP

WE HEREBY RESERVE TO OURSELVES, OUR HEIRS AND ASSIGNS, FOR THE USE AND BENEFITS OF THE PRESENT AND OR
FUTURE OWNERS OF THE LOTS AFFECTED BY SUCH EASEMENTS AS DELINEATED ON THIS MAP:

EASEMENTS FOR PRIVATE PARKING, ACCESS, DRAINAGE AND UTILITY FACILITIES.

1
v D SRSTERGEN G GERY s
4. BLANKET EASEMENTS FOR PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENTS. CITY OF ATASCADERO, CALIFORNIA
5. PRIVATE ACCESS EASEMENT FOR DRAINAGE BASIN MAINTENANCE AND FOR PRIVATE DRAINAGE FACILITIES EASEMENT IN

FAVOR OF LOTS 1 THROUGH 6 OF TRACT 3161
AS OWNER CITY ENGINEER'S STATEMENT

| HEREBY STATE THAT | HAVE EXAMINED THE ATTACHED MAP ENTITLED PARCEL MAP AT 22-0011, THAT
THE SUBDIVISION AS SHOWN HEREON IS SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME AS IT APPEARED ON THE
TENTATIVE MAP, IF REQUIRED, AND ANY APPROVED ALTERATIONS THEREOF AND THAT ALL THE
PROVISIONS OF THE SUBDIVISION MAP ACT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA AND OF ANY LOCAL

M P ANNEX, LLC, A CALIFORNIA LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY

5 CLINT PEARCE DATED ORDINANCES APPLICABLE AT THE TIME OF THE APPROVAL OF THE TENTATIVE MAP HAVE BEEN
ITS: AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE COMPLIED WITH.
NICHOLAS D. DEBAR, R.C E. 89291, CITY ENGINEER DATED

BENEFICIARY'S STATEMENT

MISSION BANK, AS BENEFICIARY UNDER A DEED OF TRUST, RECORDED NOVEMBER 3, 2022 AS INSTRUMENT NUMBER
2022-0436915 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS, IN THE OFFICE OF THE RECORDER FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA.

CITY OF ATASCADERO

NAVE TILE DATED
1, JOHN R. SANDERS, ACTING ON BEHALF OF THE CITY ENGINEER OF THE CITY OF ATASCADERO, DO
HEREBY STATE THAT | HAVE EXAMINED THE MAP SHOWN HEREON AND THAT | AM SATISFIED THAT THIS
MAP IS TECHNICALLY CORRECT.
JOHN R SANDERS, LS. 5812 DATED
ACTING CITY SURVEYOR
RECORDER'S (DISCLAIMER) COUNTY RECORDER'S STATEMENT
THE TABULATION, LISTING AND NUMBERING OF ANY SEPARATE DOCUMENTS AUTHORIZED TO BE RECORDED SURVEYOR'S STATEMENT
CCONCURRENTLY WITH THIS MAP HAVE BEEN PROVIDED BY THE SUBDIVIDER OR BY THE LOCAL AGENCY APPROVING THE FLEDTHIS ___ __ DAYOF___ .20 AT MINBOOK___ e
MAP. THE COUNTY RECORDER MAKES NO REPRESENTATIONS REGARDING THE ACCURACY OF THE TABULATION, LISTING OF PARCEL MAPS, AT PAGE THROUGH INCLUSIVE, AT THE THIS MAP WAS PREPARED BY ME OR UNDER MY DIRECTION AND IS BASED UPON A FIELD SURVEY IN
/AND NUMBERING OF ANY SEPARATE DOCUMENTS REFERRED TO ON THE MAP. REQUEST OF SUSAN ROBERTS. CONFORMANCE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE SUBDIVISION MAP ACT AND LOCAL ORDINANCE AT
THE REQUEST OF, M P ANNEX, LLC. | HEREBY STATE THAT ALL THE MONUMENTS ARE OF THE
DOCUMENT NO. CHARACTER AND OCCUPY THE POSITIONS INDICATED, OR WILL BE SET ON OR BEFORE JULY 2024, AND
NOTE: THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS AFFECTING THE PROPERTY DENOTED HEREON ARE BEING RECORDED THAT THE MONUMENTS ARE, SUFFICIENT TO ENABLE THE SURVEY TO BE RETRACED, AND THAT THIS
CONGURRENTLY HEREWITH: FEE: PARCEL MAP SUBSTANTIALLY CONFORMS TO THE CONDITIONALLY APPROVED TENTATIVE MAP.
1. TITLE: ROSEVEAR DRAINAGE AND ACCESS EASEMENT QUITCLAIM DOCUMENT NO: SIGNED: BY:
COUNTY RECORDER DEPUTY
2. TITLE: READY REAL DRAINAGE AND ACCESS EASEMENT QUITCLAIM ~ DOCUMENT NO: SUSAN ROBERTS LS 7690 DATED
3. TITLE: BAUGHMAN DRAINAGE AND ACCESS EASEMENT QUITCLAIM DOCUMENT NO: NO. 7690
4. TITLE: GUTIERREZ DRAINAGE AND ACCESS EASEMENT QUITCLAIM DOCUMENT NO: zan2s_
5. TITLE: WASSOM DRAINAGE AND ACCESS EASEMENT QUITCLAIM DOCUMENT NO:
6. TITLE: DECLARATION OF EASEMENTS, CC&Rs DOCUMENT NO:
7. TITLE: DEED NOTIFICATION OF DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS DOCUMENT NO
8. TITLE: PEDESTRIAN ACCESS EASEMENT DOCUMENT NO;

S — Cannon

1050 Southwaod Drive
Son Luis Obispo, CA 83401
805.544.7407

FIRST AMERICAN TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 4001-6742999 MAY 31, 2003 JOB No. 170103.51B SHEET 10F 5
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ACKNOWLEDGEMENT SIGNATURE OMISSIONS

THE SIGNATURE OF THE OWNERS OF THE UNDERLYING DEEDS HAVE BEEN OMITTED UNDER THE

ANOTARY PUBLIC OR OTHER OFFICER COMPLETING THIS CERTIFICATE VERIFIES ONLY THE IDENTITY OF THE
INDIVIDUAL WHO SIGNED THE DOCUMENT TO WHICH THIS CERTIFICATE IS ATTACHED, AND NOT THE TRUTHFULNESS,
ACCURACY OR VALIDITY OF THAT DOCUMENT.

PARCEL MAP AT 22-0011

BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PARCEL 2 OF THE PARCEL MAP RECORDED IN
BOOK 15 OF PARCEL MAPS AT PAGE 13, THE PARCEL CREATED BY LOT
MERGER AND DESCRIBED IN THE CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE

PROVISIONS OF SECTION 66436 SUBSECTION (a-3-A-i) OF THE SUBDIVISION MAP ACT, AS THEIR
INTEREST IS SUCH THAT IT CANNOT RIPEN INTO FEE TITLE AND SAID SIGNATURES ARE NOT REQUIRED
BY THE GOVERNING BODY.

STATE OF RECORDED AT DOCUMENT NO. 2025.042621 PARGEL 3 OF THE PARCEL 1 :gA:gégg;gﬂmgygﬁg&Tﬁ;(;MPANV‘ EASEMENT HOLDER PER BOOK 113, OF DEEDS, AT PAGE
COUNTY OF MAP RECORDED IN BOOK 5 OF PARCEL MAPS AT PAGE 28 AND THE . g
oN BEFORE ME PORTION OF LOT 32 OF BLOCK 49 OF THE MAP OF ATASCADERO COLONY 2. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, A POLITICAL BODY, EASEMENT HOLDER PER BOOK 72, PAGE 29, OF
DESCRIBED AS PARCELS D1 AND D3 IN THE DEED RECORDED AT OFFICIAL RECORDS, BOOK 72, PAGE 159, OF OFFICIAL RECORDS, AND BOOK 72, PAGE 169, OF
PERSONALLY APPEARED DDOCUMENT NO. 2014-032189, IN THE OFFICE OF THE SAN LUIS OBISPO OFFICIAL RECORDS,
AND LYING WITH THE cm%ﬁx&g@fg}g?ggﬁﬁssOF SAN LUIS OBISPO, 3. OFFER OF DEDICATION FOR ROAD EASEMENT PER BOOK 1588, AT PAGE 547, OFFICIAL RECORDS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA g AND BOOK 1593, AT PAGE 656, OF OFFICIAL RECORDS.

WHO PROVED TO ME ON THE BASIS OF SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE TO BE THE PERSON(S) WHOSE NAME(S) IS/ARE
SUBSCRIBED TO THE WITHIN INSTRUMENT AND ACKNOWLEDGED TO ME THAT HE/SHE/THEY EXECUTED THE SAME IN
HIS/HER/THIER AUTHORIZED CAPACITY(IES), AND THAT BY HISHERITHER SIGNATURE(S) ON THE INSTRUMENT THE
PERSON(S), OR THE ENTITY UPON BEHALF OF WHICH THE PERSON(S) ACTED, EXECUTED THE INSTRUMENT.

| CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA THAT THE FOREGOING
PARAGRAPH IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

UNPLOTTABLE EASEMENTS

THERE ARE CERTAIN UNPLOTTABLE EASEMENT AFFECTING THIS PROPERTY.

ATASCADERO MUTUAL WATER COMPANY, EASEMENT HOLDER PER BOOK 113, OF DEEDS, AT
PAGE 56, RECORDED NOVEMBER 8, 1916
EASEMENTS FOR UTILITIES, IRRIGATION DITCHES, INGRESS AND EGRESS PURPOSES, PER BOOK

WITNESS MY HAND AND OFFICIAL SEAL 2.
111, OF DEEDS, AT PAGE 285 AND BOOK 149, OF DEEDS, AT PAGE 10.
3. EASEMENT FOR UTILITIES, IRRIGATION DITCHES, INGRESS AND EGRESS AND INCIDENTAL
NOTARY SIGNATURE NAWE (PRINTED) PURPOSES PER BOOK 117, OF DEEDS, AT PAGE 417.
4. EASEMENT FOR UTILITIES, IRRIGATION DITCHES, INGRESS AND EGRESS AND INCIDENTAL
COUNTY OF COMMISSION EXPIRES: PURPOSES PER BOOK 152, OF DEEDS, AT PAGE 123,

COMMISSION NUMBER:

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

ANOTARY PUBLIC OR OTHER OFFICER COMPLETING THIS CERTIFICATE VERIFIES ONLY THE IDENTITY OF THE
INDIVIDUAL WHO SIGNED THE DOCUMENT TO WHICH THIS CERTIFICATE IS ATTACHED, AND NOT THE TRUTHFULNESS,
ACCURACY OR VALIDITY OF THAT DOCUMENT.

STATE OF
COUNTY OF

ON BEFORE ME
PERSONALLY APPEARED

AND

WHO PROVED TO ME ON THE BASIS OF SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE TO BE THE PERSON(S) WHOSE NAME(S) IS/ARE
SUBSCRIBED TO THE WITHIN INSTRUMENT AND ACKNOWLEDGED TO ME THAT HE/SHE/THEY EXECUTED THE SAME IN
HIS/HERITHIER AUTHORIZED CAPACITY(IES), AND THAT BY HISHERITHER SIGNATURE(S) ON THE INSTRUMENT THE
PERSON(S), OR THE ENTITY UPON BEHALF OF WHICH THE PERSON(S) ACTED, EXECUTED THE INSTRUMENT.

| CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA THAT THE FOREGOING
PARAGRAPH IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

FOUND 5/8" REBAR & CAP
STAMPED "L 5693"

N: 2384568.48
E:5750398.78

FOUND 5/8" REBAR & CAP
STAMPED "L5 5571"

WITNESS MY HAND AND OFFICIAL SEAL N: 2384073.96
t S
\ \
NOTARY SIGNATURE NAME (PRINTED) \ \ 2
3,
COUNTY OF: COMMISSION EXPIRES: A ‘f_,
%) 5
COMMISSION NUMBER: 9@\ 3
2 \%
AU
%% &
@\
\
\ \
\\
\\
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\

THE BASIS OF BEARINGS FOR THIS MAP IS THE CALIFORNIA STATE PLANE COORDINATE SYSTEM NADB3(2011) EPOCH 2010.00,
ZONE'5, U.S. SURVEY FEET. MAPPING ANGLE OF -01° 32" 45.95" TAKEN AT USGS BRASS DISK, DESIGNATED "SLO-101-PM 46 67"
HAVING A PERMANENT IDENTIFICATION NUMBER (PID) OF "FV2077" SET IN THE SOUTHERLY SIDEWALK ON THE WESTERLY SIDE

‘OF THE SAN ANSELMO ROAD OVERPASS OVER HIGHWAY 101, HAVING THE FOLLOWING HORIZONTAL COORDINATES, N: 237779539,

E: 576303401 PER RECORD DATA SHEET. ALL DISTANCES SHOWN HEREON ARE GRID. MULTIPLY GRID DISTANCE SHOWN BY
1.00000671TO OBTAIN GROUND LEVEL DISTANCES,

\
NGS HORIZONTAL CONTROL POINT
DESIGNATED 'SL0-101-PM-46.87"
PERMANENT IDENTIFICATION (PID) *FV2077"
N: 2377795.39(M&R8)
E:5763034.01(M&RS)

CONTROL SCHEME
000

SCALE:

FIRST AMERICAN TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 4001-6742999 MAY 31, 2003

EASEMENT FOR UTILITIES, IRRIGATION DITCHES, INGRESS AND EGRESS AND INCIDENTAL
PURPOSES PER BOOK 106, OF DEEDS, AT PAGE 221

10' WIDE EASEMENT TO SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY PER GRANT OF EASEMENT
RECORDED IN DOCUMENT NO. 2023-014685.

Cannon

1050 Sauthwood Drive
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
805.544.7407

JOB No. 170103.51B SHEET 2 OF 5
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BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PARCEL 2 OF THE PARCEL MAP RECORDED IN
BOOK 15 OF PARCEL MAPS AT PAGE 13, THE PARCEL CREATED BY LOT
MERGER AND DESCRIBED IN THE CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE
RECORDED AT DOCUMENT NO. 2022-042621, PARCEL 3 OF THE PARCEL
MAP RECORDED IN BOOK 5 OF PARCEL MAPS AT PAGE 28 AND THE
Pz \ PORTION OF LOT 32 OF BLOCK 49 OF THE MAP OF ATASCADERO COLONY

R PARCEL MAP AT 22-0011
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ITEM NUMBER: A-5
DATE: 08/08/23

Atascadero City Council
Staff Report — Fire Department

Structural Firefighting Personal Protective Equipment Replacement

RECOMMENDATION:

Council authorize the City Manager to execute a contract with Allstar Fire Equipment,
Inc. for a total cost of $136,774 for the purchase of replacement Structural Firefighting
Personal Protective Equipment.

DISCUSSION:

Each member of the Fire Department is equipped with two sets of structural firefighting
personal protective equipment, or “turnouts”. A set of turnouts includes jacket, pants,
suspenders, hood, boots and gloves. Turnouts are worn during any response to a
building fire along with a helmet and breathing apparatus. Together, these are
designed to provide protection from fire, smoke, steam, water and cancer-causing
byproducts found in the smoke or debris. Due to the lengthy cleaning process that
occurs after a fire and the need to have a clean set of turnouts ready for use,
firefighters are issued two sets. The National Fire Protection Administration (NFPA)
dictates the useful life of turnouts to be 10 years.

The Fire Department currently has one set purchased in 2018 which is used as the
primary set of turnout gear. The second set, purchased in 2013, has now reached 10
years of service and is due for replacement. This request is for 30 individual sets of
turnouts, including twenty-two for fulltime firefighters and eight for seasonal firefighters.

The Fire Department is requesting to purchase the same brand of turnouts that were
purchased in 2018. They were manufactured by Lion and have proven to be a quality
product. Additionally, Lion has implemented new cancer prevention features to limit the
exposure of smoke and debris from coming into contact with firefighters’ skin. Allstar
Fire Equipment is the regional vendor for Lion turnouts.

Authorization for the replacement of turnouts was included in the Vehicle and
Equipment Replacement Fund for the 2023-2025 adopted budget.

In accordance with the City of Atascadero Purchasing Policy Section 2 (3.1), the City
will be purchasing through the use of a competitively bid governmental contract in lieu
of the formal bid process. Atascadero is a member of a nationwide buying consortium
called NPPGov, which solicits bids from manufacturers for all types of products,
including fire equipment. NPPGov receives pricing from fire equipment manufacturers,
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publishes the costs and allows members to buy at that cost. Purchasing through a
consortium allows Atascadero to follow the City Purchasing Policy and receive the

negotiated price of a nationwide solicited bid without using an independent formal bid
process.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The total cost of the turnouts is $136,774 of budgeted Vehicle and Equipment
Replacement funds allocated for fiscal year 2023-2024.

ATTACHMENT:

None
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Atascadero City Council
Staff Report — Fire Department

Confirming the Cost of Vegetative Growth and/or Refuse Abatement

RECOMMENDATION:

Council adopt the Draft Resolution, confirming the cost of vegetative growth (weeds)
and/or refuse (rubbish) abatement.

DISCUSSION:

On April 11, 2023, Council adopted Resolution No. 2023-014, declaring vegetative
growth and/or refuse a public nuisance, and authorizing the Fire Chief to proceed with
the abatement process. On April 20, 2023, notices were mailed to property owners,
informing them of the City’s abatement requirements.

A total of 24 parcels were abated by the City this year. Our goal is to have zero parcels
needing the City’s mowing services. A review of the table below shows the results of
our efforts over the last five years:

Year Number of Parcels
Abated by the City
2019 19
2020 21
2021 53
2022 39
2023 24

The initial weed inspection was conducted in the month of March and the list of parcels
determined to be an existing, future or “potential” hazard was posted in the City Clerk’s
Office and at Atascadero Fire & Emergency Services, Fire Station 1. On May 9, 2023,
a public hearing was held to hear objections to the vegetative growth and refuse
abatement. A final inspection was conducted in June and an itemized list of those
properties with abatement assessments were posted with the City Clerk and at Fire
Station 1 on August 1, 2023.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The City will receive $58,355.72 from the 2023/2024 property tax rolls in weed
abatement/refuse abatement assessments.
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ATTACHMENTS:

1. Draft Resolution
2. Abatement Assessments County Tax Roll 23/24
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DRAFT RESOLUTION

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
ATASCADERO, CALIFORNIA, CONFIRMING THE COST OF
VEGETATIVE GROWTH/REFUSE ABATEMENT

WHEREAS, the Government Code of the State of California, Section 39500, et seq.,
provides that cities may declare vegetative growth (weeds) and refuse (rubbish) a public nuisance
for the purpose of vegetative growth (weeds) and refuse (rubbish) abatement; and

WHEREAS, Atascadero Fire & Emergency Services did abate said nuisances within the
provision of the Government Code, Section 39500, et seq.; and

WHEREAS, the cost of the work of abatement, plus the administrative fee, as shown on
the Preliminary Special Tax Listing for 2023/2024 Tax Roll was submitted in accordance with
Government Code Section 39574; and

WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Atascadero received the cost report and held a
hearing to receive objections of any property owners liable to be assessed for the work of
abatement.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of Atascadero

SECTION 1. That the report of abatement costs is confirmed as presented; and

SECTION 2. That the costs of abatement constitutes a special assessment against the
described parcels and shall be a lien on the property in accordance with Government Code Section
39577; and

SECTION 3. That the City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit to the proper officials of
the County, a certified copy of the report for filing.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the City Council held on the 8th day of
August, 2023

CITY OF ATASCADERO:

Heather Moreno, Mayor
ATTEST:

Lara K. Christensen, City Clerk



ITEM NUMBER: B-1

DATE: 08/08/23
ATTACHMENT: 1A
Book 28
7/17/2023 028-172-014 253.47 687.75 941.22 2.00 943.22
Total (Book 28) 253.47 687.75 941.22 2.00 943.22
Book 30
7/17/2023 030-011-004 422 .45 968.27 1,390.72 2.00 1,392.72
7/24/2023 030-331-007 84.49 407.25 491.74 2.00 493.74
7/7/2023 030-491-021 2,305.37 4,093.91 6,399.28 2.00 6,401.28

Total (Book 30) 2,812.31 5,469.43 8,281.74 6.00 8,287.74
Book 31
7/24/2023 031-023-013 253.47 687.75 941.22 2.00 943.22
7/12/2023 031-114-001 506.94 1,108.52 1,615.46 2.00 1,617.46
7/13/2023 031-161-033 1,013.88 1,950.04 2,963.92 2.00 2,965.92
Total (Book 31) 1,774.29 3,746.31 5,520.60 6.00 5,526.60
Book 45
7/19/2023 045-302-006 2,534.70 4,474.60 7,009.30 2.00 7,011.30
Total (Book 45) 2,534.70
Book 49
7/18/2023 049-122-036 491.74 2.00 493.74
7/17/2023 049-133-028 1,013.88 1,950.04 2,963.92 2.00 2,965.92
7/17/2023 049-163-044 84.49 407.25 491.74 2.00 493.74

7/12/2023 049-163-056 1,858.78 3,352.56 5,211.34 2.00 5,213.34
7/11/2023 049-225-020 1,013.88 1,950.04 2,963.92 2.00 2,965.92
Total (Book 49) 4,055.52 8,067.14 12,122.66 10.00 12,132.66

Book 50
7/11/2023 050-091-004 84.49 407.25 491.74 2.00 493.74
7/11/2023 050-091-021 337.96 828.00 1,165.96 2.00 1,167.96
6/21/2023 050-231-005 1,508.75 2,771.53 4,280.28 2.00 4,282.28

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
447460 $  7,009.30
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

P |H AR |R|A AR |AR|R|R|HA h|r AR AP AR |R|A P |H

$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ 200 $ 7,011.30
8449 | $ 407.25 $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $

P|H h|A|n|h AR R|r|R|n h|A A |n|n AR |n|h AP

Total (Book 50) 1,931.20 4,006.78 5,937.98 6.00 5,943.98
Book 54
6/26/2023 054-262-005 253.47 687.75 941.22 2.00 943.22
Total (Book 54) 253.47 687.75 941.22 2.00 943.22
Book 55
6/13/2023 055-161-032| $ 929391 % 1,809.79| $ 2,739.18| $ 200 $ 2,741.18
7/24/2023 055-181-022| $ 168.98 | $ 547.50| $ 716.48 | $ 200| $ 718.48
7/10/2023 055-242-014| $ 1,436.33|$ 265131 $ 4,087.64| $ 200 $ 4,089.64
7/24/2023 055-311-020| $ 25347 | $ 687.75| $ 94122 $ 200 $ 943.22
7/24/2023 055-361-009| $ 422451 $ 968.27| $ 1,390.72 | $ 200 $ 1,392.72
6/16/2026 055-451-006| $ 1,35184| % 2511.04( $ 3,862.88 | $ 200 $ 3,864.88
6/19/2023 055-451-030| $ 1,351.84 | $ 2511.04| $ 3,862.88 | $ 200 $ 3,864.88
Total (Book 55) [ $ 5,914.30 | $ 11,686.70 | $ 17,601.00 [ $ 1400 | $ 17,615.00
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Staff Report — Public Works Department

Public Safety Facility Project
Owner’s Representative Services Contract

RECOMMENDATION:

Council award a professional services agreement with Vanir Construction Management,
Inc. for $2,597,084 to provide Owner’s Representative services for the Atascadero
Public Safety Facility Project (Project No. C2021B01).

BACKGROUND:

For several decades, the City has recognized the current Fire Station #1 facility is
deficient to meet current and future public safety needs. Building improvements to
accommodate living quarters were identified and completed in the late 1990’s, and
additional exterior access improvements constructed in 2012. However, it was
understood these improvements were short-term in nature, intended to allow the facility
to continue to function until resources were available to construct a new fire station.

Currently, the Atascadero Fire Department houses administrative staff at the City Hall
Building at 6500 Palma Avenue, with operations personnel and equipment at Fire
Station #1 (6005 Lewis Avenue) and Fire Station #2 (9801 West Front). Fire Station #1
is a 5,400 square foot facility constructed in 1952 and is no longer considered
operationally or structurally sufficient.

Although their facility needs are not as acute, the Police Department faces similar
issues with their building at 5505 EI Camino Real. This facility currently houses Police
Department administration and operations, including Emergency Dispatch, and the
City’s Emergency Operations Center (EOC). The Police Headquarters building was
originally constructed in 1960 (as a commercial structure) but purchased and
remodeled by the City in 1990 as the Police Headquarters, and is approximately 12,500
square feet with additional storage in the enclosed parking area. Although the building
has undergone significant upgrades and reconfiguration to allow for use as Police
Headquarters, it was not constructed initially as a public safety facility and will have
significant functional limitations as the City continues to grow.

Due to the existing facilities constraints and anticipated growth, staff is evaluating
options to meet current and future public safety service needs. The preferred
alternative is to build a Public Safety Facility (APSF) which will be a joint-use facility,
housing Administration and Operations for both the Law Enforcement and Fire
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Departments, as well as the Emergency Operations Center. The proposed APSF will
combine Atascadero Public Safety services at a single location. Specifically, the City
sought a parcel within or near the downtown core in order to continue to provide
services from a centralized location. A suitable site was identified, the State of
California’s former California Army National Guard armory property at 6105 Olmeda
Avenue. The City is currently in negotiations with the State to acquire this 3.55 acre lot
for construction of the APSF, but procurement of the property is not assured. The site
includes existing improvements (primary Armory structure and parking area), which
would need to demolished prior to construction.

Should the preferred site not be able to be obtained, feasibility of construction of a new
Fire Station #1 at the existing 6005 Lewis Avenue site is being evaluated.

LOCATION MAP

CALIFORNIA NATIONAL

GUARD ARMORY SITE
6105 OLMEDA AVE.

COLONY PARK &
COMM. CENTER

) ¢
POLICE
STATION

FIRE STATION #1 SITE
6005 LEWIS AVE.

As noted above, staff has identified two potential properties for construction of a new
public safety facility. A working group comprised of representatives from Fire, Police,
City Manager’s office and Public Works have been meeting since early 2021. Over the
past two years this group has toured recently completed fire stations and public safety
facilities, met with other local agency staff, architects and construction managers, and
been in negotiations with the State for acquisition of the 6105 Olmeda Avenue site.
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DISCUSSION:

After an evaluation of alternatives, utilizing “Design-Build” for the Public Safety Facility
was determined to be the best approach. This delivery method differs from traditional
“‘Design-Bid-Build” in that the contractor is brought on much earlier in the process,
provides their own design team, and works closely with the City and their representative
to design and build the project for an established maximum price. The benefit to this
delivery method on a project of this complexity is a more collaborative approach, and
potentially, significant cost savings. However, in order to ensure that the needs of the
project are met, it is imperative the City have an experienced Owner’s Representative.

Staff issued an RFP to provide Owner’'s Representative services in May 2022 with a
work scope that includes project management, master architecture for concept design
and bridging documents, bid and award support, and construction management
services. Additionally, and specific to this project, is an initial phase to conduct a space
needs analysis for both Fire and Police, and use this information to evaluate feasibility
of facilities at both potential project sites. Prior to the completion of the first phase of
work, the City anticipates knowing whether or not the acquisition of the Armory site at
6105 Olmeda Avenue is moving ahead or not. Once a final project site is selected, the
Consultant will begin the secondary phase of work, including facility programming and
the preliminary site plan.

A single proposal was received from Vanir Construction Management, Inc. The
proposals were individually reviewed and scored by a technical selection committee
according to experience with similar projects, responsiveness to City needs, experience
of key personnel and other factors. The committee was particularly interested in the
experience of the consultants specific to public safety facilities and the design-build
project delivery method. To ensure that staff was confident working with the proposed
team, a finalist interview was held on July 12, 2023. This meeting confirmed to staff
that this team is well qualified and the right choice for this project.

Vanir provided a detailed fee estimate worksheet with their proposal that included labor
hours/costs, reimbursable expenses, and subconsultant fees for the work scope
identified in the RFP. Staff reviewed and discussed the fee estimate worksheet and
proposal work scope and has found it to be reasonable and fair. If awarded, the basis
of compensation will be actual labor hours worked plus reimbursable expenses and
subconsultant fees. It is important to note that while the total contract amount is
$2,597,084, approximately $1,800,000 is dedicated to construction management and
project closeout, so the FY23/24 project budget of $1,000,000 is expected to sufficient
to cover this year’s project costs.

The City will contract separately to provide survey, geotechnical site investigation and
recommendations, and environmental support services. The extent of these services
will be largely contingent upon which site is ultimately chosen.

Space Needs Assessments and Feasibility Studies are expected to be completed by
the start of 2024, with concept design and bridging documents completed by summer
2024. Selection of design-build contractor, design development and permitting will
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extend through the remainder of 2024, with construction scheduled to extend from 2025
through 2026.

FISCAL IMPACT:

This project is included in the adopted FY 2023-2025 budget that includes $5,000,000
in Sales Tax Measure D-20 and Other Long-Term Funding Sources. Total project cost
is currently estimated at $40 million, but final costs will be contingent upon facility size,
site conditions, and other factors. Estimated expenditures and funding below is for “soft
costs” only, with additional budgeted funds to be utilized for construction. Concurrent
with the preliminary design process, staff will be evaluating funding alternatives for
project construction.

ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES (DESIGN & CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT)

Owner's Representative Pre-Construction Services $ 756.753
(Phase 1-3)
Pre-Construction contracted support services (survey,

. ) - - : 350,000
geotechnical, environmental permitting) and staff administration
Owner's Representative Construction Services 1,840,331
(Phase 4-6)
Con;tructhn contracted support services and staff 302,916
administration

Total Estimated Expenditures:| $ 3,250,000

BUDGETED FUNDING
Sales Tax Measure D-20 Funds
Total Estimated Funding Sources

5,000,000
5,000,000

$
$

| Projected Net Project Surplus / (Shortfall)] $ 1,750,000]

ALTERNATIVES:

Council may direct staff to resolicit for Owner’s Representative services for the project,
but staff does not recommend this alternative since the proposal received was highly
qualified and competitive.

ATTACHMENTS:

None
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Atascadero City Council
Staff Report - Public Works Department

Water Reclamation Facility Update and Alternatives Analysis
Presentation

RECOMMENDATION:

Council receive and file the Water Reclamation Facility Alternatives Analysis and direct
staff to move forward into the design phase for Water Reclamation Facility replacement.

REPORT IN BRIEF:

The City is in the early design development stages of the replacement of the Water
Reclamation Facility (WRF), having recently completed an Alternatives Analysis
evaluating treatment type alternatives. Replacement of the existing stabilized pond
system WRF with a more mechanical system is driven by past and future population and
commercial growth in the City, as well as the intention of Atascadero State Hospital to
connect and new regulatory requirements. This report provides a history of the current
WRF, the regulations and criteria for the future treatment plan, and an evaluation of
alternatives and the next steps in the process.

DISCUSSION:

Background
The City of Atascadero provides wastewater collection and treatment service for most

non-residential properties and a portion of the City’s residential population serving a
combined area consisting of approximately 2,000 acres of the roughly 15,000 acres within
the City boundary. Customers of the wastewater collection and treatment system are
comprised of approximately 5,000 parcels that include residential, commercial, and light
industrial customers. The remainder of the City’s population is served by on-site
wastewater treatment systems (septic systems).

The City of Atascadero assumed ownership and operation of the wastewater collection
and treatment system from the Atascadero County Sanitation District in 1982 shortly after
incorporation (1979). The Water Reclamation Facility (WRF) was originally constructed
in 1980, with several upgrades since that time to increase operational effectiveness. The
existing WREF is classified as a stabilized pond treatment system and is permitted for a
maximum month flow (MMF) of 2.39 Million Gallons Per Day (MGD). The WRF treats
incoming sewage using screens and biological treatment ponds. Settled solids are
collected from the bottom of the facultative lagoon periodically and dried onsite in
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concrete-lined sludge drying beds before hauling for disposal. Treated effluent is
percolated in basins onsite for final polishing treatment through the soil, ultimately
recharging the underlying groundwater basin. A well sited downstream of the percolation

basins extracts a mix of treated effluent and groundwater for reuse as irrigation at Chalk
Mountain Golf Course.
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Since construction of the WRF in 1980, the City of Atascadero has nearly doubled in
population, with much of that increase occurring within more densely developed areas of
town and have existing City sewer access. By the late 1990’s, it was apparent that
modifications to the WRF would be required to allow for further City growth and
wastewater treatment. Reports were conducted in 1997 (Brown & Caldwell), 2011
(AECOM), and 2016 (MKN) that provided an evaluation of the wastewater flows and
loading, plant hydraulics and treatment capacity, and recommendations for addressing
issues and improving operations at the plant. Some, but not all of these recommendations

were implemented, and the WRF today continues to operate at or near the upper limits
for capacity. It is important to note that while the permitted maximum flow rate is 2.39
MGD, actual treatment capacity of the WRF is approximately 1.4 MGD.

On September 25, 2020 the Central Coast RWQCB adopted the General Waste
Discharge Requirements Order No. R3-2020-0020 for Discharges from Domestic
Wastewater Systems with Flows Greater than 100,000 Gallons per Day (General Permit).
The City applied for enroliment in the new General Permitin December 2021, and became
formally enrolled in the new permit on June 6, 2023. The General Permit adopts stringent
effluent discharge requirements for discharge of treated effluent to land. The most notable
requirements for the City include a total dissolved solids (TDS) limit of 550 milligrams per
liter (mg/L) and a chloride limit of 70 mg/L. Currently, the City operates under the General
Waste Discharge Requirements Order No. 01-014, and routinely discharges TDS greater
than 900 mg/L and chlorides greater than 230 mg/L. With regard to organic loading, the
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new key parameter is the addition of a total Nitrogen effluent limitation of 10 mg/L. The
Table below outlines the existing and future WDR limitations for facility effluent:

Table 3-1. City of Atascadero’s Water Reclamation Facility Effluent Limitations

CURRENT WDR LIMITATIONS FUTURE WDR LIMITATIONS
CONSTITUENT CONCENTRATIONS? UNITS CONCENTRATION UNITS
Settleable Solids 0.3 mL/L 0.12 mL/L
Total Suspended Solids - - 302 mg/L
sBOD(current) /BOD5(future) 100 mg/L 302 mg/L
Total Dissolved Solids 1000 mg/L 550! mg/L
Sodium 200 mg/L 65! mg/L
Chloride 250 mg/L 70! mg/L
Nitrate (as N) 8 mg/L NA -
Boron 1 mg/L 0.3! mg/L
pH 6.5-8.3 - 6.5-8.4 -
Sulfate - - 85! mg/L
Total Nitrogen {as N) - - 10 mg/L

25 month rolling median as defined in Order No. R3-2020-0020

230-day Average for an activated sludge, membrane biclogical reactor, sequencing batch reactor, or similar system. For a trickling filter system, the
30-day Average limits are (BOD5=30; TS§=30; Settleable Sclids=0.3) and for a pond treatment system the 30-day Average limits are (BODs=45;
TSS=435; Settleable Solics=0.3). The new WDR also includes 7-day Average and Maximum limits.

3Current Order No. 01-014 maximum concentrations for effluent discharged from the WRF.

Additional drivers for WRF replacement include the stated interest of Atascadero State
Hospital (ASH) to send their screened wastewater to the WRF for treatment and disposal,
potential expansion of the City’s collection system to include up to an additional
approximately 1,700 parcels (predominantly single family residential), and State
legislation (SB 9, AB 68, etc.) prioritizing residential densification. See chart on next page
for current and expected future wastewater flows:

Table 6-1: Summary of Historical and Projected Flows and Loads (City Buildout, LAMP Areas, and ASH)

PARAMETER AA MM MW MD ADWF AWWF
Historical Flow (MGD) 1.3 2.1 2.4 3.2 1.2 1.4
Projected Flow (MGD) 2.2 35 4.0 5.2 2.0 2.5
BOD

Historical Loading {ppd) 3,270 4,700 - - - -
Projected Loading {(ppd) 5,470 8,200

TSS
Historical Loading (ppd) 2,780 4,950 - 3 2 2
Projected Loading (ppd) 4,640 8,350

TKN
Historical Loading (ppd) 654 939 - - - -
Projected Loading (ppd) 1,100 1,640

Ammonia
Historical Loading (ppd) 393 564 - - - -
Projected Loading (ppd) 660 990

AA — Average daily flow MM — Maximum monthly flow MW — Maximum weekly flow

MD — Maximum daily flow ADFW — Average Daily Flows during three driest months of the year
AWWEF — Average Daily Flows during three highest precipitation months of the year
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As a result of the multiple needs, constraints and opportunities listed above, the City
initiated a WRF Alternatives Analysis in late 2020, contracting with Water Systems
Consulting (WSC) to conduct the analysis. Originally, the Alternatives Analysis was
intended to evaluate and select potential WRF secondary and tertiary treatment
processes. However, the scope was modified as it became apparent that viable treatment
train options were limited, and the larger questions pertained to how to deal with individual
constituent loadings, particularly as related to salts. After multiple reviews by City staff
and resulting revisions, the final Alternatives Analysis was completed in February 2023
(Attachment 1).

Analysis

Treatment Fundamentals and Options

Fundamentally, wastewater treatment is a multi-stage process utilizing mechanical and
biological systems to remove solids, pathogens, and nitrogenous and carbonaceous
loads from the waste stream. The following sections describe the basic treatment
processes.

Screening/Headworks

Solids are handled through an influent screening process at the WRF headworks. Solids
include a large variety of non-organic items that can be introduced into the waste stream,
including rags, hygiene products, batteries, etc. These items are screened out of the
influent prior to beginning treatment. The current WRF headworks was constructed in
2013 and is adequately sized to handle current and near-term flows. The headworks will
be evaluated as part of the WRF replacement process and it is anticipated there will be
improvements recommended specific to the selected secondary treatment method.

Secondary Treatment

There are a number of secondary treatment methods available, ranging from more
passive systems similar to the existing WRF to more mechanical systems. The focus of
the secondary treatment process is the removal of biological (nitrogenous) constituents.
All of these secondary treatment methods use a combination of managed aerobic and/or
anaerobic processes to remove dissolved and suspended organic matter from the waste
stream. More passive systems like the existing stabilized pond system relies on retention
time to allow for treatment processes. The advantage of passive systems is a minimum
of equipment use and low energy and maintenance needs. The tradeoff with these
passive systems is that they require very large areas and have more difficulty handling
large peak flow events.

Advanced secondary treatment speeds up the treatment process and allows the City to
meet the new WDR permit Nitrogen limits for effluent through the introduction of
mechanical and/or filtration systems. Processes evaluated in the Alternatives Analysis
and supplementary Secondary Treatment Analysis, prepared by Michael K. Nunley and
Associates, included a conventional activated sludge system (MLE), Oxidation Ditch
System, and a Membrane Bioreactor. All of these systems are built off “natural” treatment
systems, but use technology to shorten the duration of time needed to process the
wastewater and reduce the treatment footprint to a small fraction of what it is today.

Tertiary Treatment
Finally, tertiary treatment would be necessary to reduce carbonaceous constituents such
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as Total Dissolved Solids (TDS), Chloride, Sodium and Sulfate below the effluent limits
required by the new WDR General Permit. These constituents are non-organics
dissolved in the wastewater. As the Alternative Analysis notes, “meeting the new WDR
limits is not possible with the City’s current (or proposed future) technology because the
Atascadero Mutual Water Company (AMWC) source water is currently higher in TDS and
Chlorides than the Basin Plan WQO. There are multiple options of reducing TDS and
Salts (Chloride and Sodium) in the water cycle, including chemical softening or Reverse
Osmosis at the source (AMWC), reducing introductions of salts in the waste stream
(limiting or banning personal regenerating water softeners), or blending of other imported
water sources with low carbonaceous constituents.

Tertiary treatment, and specifically Reverse Osmosis, is the only viable alternative for
reducing TDS and Salts below the new effluent limits at the WRF. Reverse Osmosis is
energy intensive and creates a salt brine waste stream that would require an entirely new
and separate disposal process.

Alterative Analysis Findings and Alternatives

WSC, working closely with City staff, evaluated in the Alternatives Analysis multiple
secondary treatment methods to meet the organics removal component of the new WDR
permit, and potential options for how to address the new TDS and Salts effluent limits.
This evaluation included review of past documents, studies and recommendations, an
update of current and anticipated future wastewater flows and loads, and multiple
discussions and meetings with Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB),
Atascadero State Hospital (ASH), and AMWC staff. WSC then evaluated and provided
estimates of cost for an upgraded Activated Sludge Treatment, Oxidation Ditch, and
Membrane Bioreactor systems. As with any solution, there are tradeoffs for each
alternative.

Given the expectation that future regulatory requirements will only become more
stringent, WSC ultimately recommended MBR, as this process produces the highest-
quality effluent suitable for direct reuse, no additional filtration is required prior to TDS
and salt removal, and is considered the most advanced available technology for treatment
of wastewater. It is anticipated that the high effluent quality produced by MBR may be a
significant factor in negotiations with the RWQCB regarding modification to TDS and Salts
limits, or alternative compliance methods. The tradeoffs for this high-quality effluent are
more technical Operations and Maintenance requiring higher certified operators, higher
energy use due to the filtration component, and a higher sensitivity to large peak flows
due to its smaller footprint.

Following completion of the draft Alternatives Analysis, City staff requested a peer review
of the document by Michael K. Nunley & Associates (MKN), along with a separate
Secondary Treatment Evaluation. MKN used a separate decision matrix to evaluate the
same three secondary options that gave greater weight to staffing and maintenance, with
a reduced emphasis on effluent quality and effluent reuse. Using this methodology, and
assuming that the City will be able to negotiate out of strict enforcement of the
requirements for salt removal, MKN recommends an Oxidation Ditch with secondary
clarifiers for secondary treatment. While the initial capital costs associated with the
Oxidation Ditch exceed the MBR, MKN has calculated the 20-year life cycle cost of the
Oxidation Ditch to be below that of the MBR.
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As evidenced by the different recommendations of two experienced and well qualified
consultants (see below for evaluation tables), small changes to what the City determines
to be the key focus (capital costs, lift-cycle costs, effluent quality and recycled water
feasibility, process flexibility, staffing requirements, etc.) will ultimately dictate the
selection of a treatment process. Additionally, new technological advances, notably with
regard to modular package MBR systems, and the ability of City staff and contracted
consultants to negotiate change to the permit requirements for salt removal, may tilt the
scales a different direction as the project progresses into detailed design.

WSC Secondary Treatment Matrix
(1 — Highest, 3 — Lowest)

Ease of
Secondary g 3 Ease
Effluent Potential Adding T Space Overall
Treatment . of Reliability .
Quality for Reuse  Salt Needs Ranking
Process o&M
Removal
Parkson
3 3 3 3 3 3
Biolac Wave
Oxidation
Ditch 2 2 1 1 2 2
MBR 1 1 1 2 2 1 1

MKN Secondary Treatment Matrix
(3 — Highest, 1 — Lowest)

Table 4-1: Qualitative Evaluation Ranking of Secondary Treatment Alternatives
Alternative

1. MLE

Criterion 2. Oxidati
Weight  Activated xidation 3. MBR

Sludge Ditch

Effluent Quality 5 2 2 3
Staffing Requirements 3 2 3 1
Process Flexibility 3 2 1 2
Process Expandability 4 1 2 3
Maintenance/Reliability 4 2 3 1
Energy Requirements 2 3 2 1
Solids Handling Impacts 2 2 3 1
Advanced Treatment Compatibility 3 2 2 3
Weighted Total Score 46 58 53

WRF Replacement Design and Construction Process
Major upgrade to the WRF is inevitable given growth within Atascadero and ever
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increasing and more stringent regulatory requirements. As noted previously, the existing
stabilized pond treatment system has served the City well and provides a low operating
cost solution for wastewater treatment. However, the current pond footprint maximizes
the available space and cannot be further expanded. Additionally, the existing WRF will
not be able to meet the new effluent limits for organics. With the recent enrollment in the
new WDR General Permit, the City now has 24 months to either meet the new effluent
limits (which is not possible), or submit a Time Schedule Order (TSO). In order to approve
a TSO, the RWQCB has a number of requirements, including preparation of a detailed
pathway to meeting salinity and nitrogen reduction performed to achieve compliance with
relevant permit limits, a detailed time schedule for improvements, and a detailed
description of past and anticipated efforts.

Given all the background work that has been completed to date, and in order to keep
moving toward compliance, staff recommends moving into formal project design at this
time. The design phase includes preliminary engineering, environmental permitting, final
design, preparing construction plans, specifications, and cost estimates to get the project
to a “shovel ready” (bid ready) state. Project funding, grant applications, and a financial
plan for construction will also occur and be coordinated with the design phase. The City
will need to contract with a number of consultants to assist in this effort and through
construction and final commissioning of the WRF retrofit and secondary treatment
process upgrades. Furthermore, staff will be coordinating with AMWC, ASH, and
interdepartmentally throughout this process in order to ensure the project supports future
growth and opportunities.

The following support tasks are expected to support the primary engineering design and
environmental permitting:

1. Coordination/meetings with RWQCB staff

a. Preparation of TSO Application.

b. Negotiation for TDS/Salts compliance pathways.
c

Determination of feasibility for individual constituent limits or a Basin Plan
Amendment.

Coordination with ASH and AMWC staff

a. Participation in negotiating agreement for ASH connection to WRF and pre-treatment
requirements.

b. Evaluation of partnership opportunities and potential agreements with AMWC for TDS,
Salts and PFOS reduction.

3. Evaluation of feasibility of recycled water program. (Significant funds through a variety
of Federal and State grants are available and this element could have a significant
impact on ability to negotiate new Salt limits)

4. Financing alternatives, preparation of updated Wastewater Rate Study (CIP Project,
FY 23/24), and the pursuit of potential grant opportunities.

Sewer System Management Plan Update and Audit (CIP Project, FY 23/24)
Wastewater Master Plan Update (CIP Project, FY 23/24)

Technical Reports required by the new WDR General Permit (due date in parenthesis)
Groundwater Monitoring Plan (October 6, 2023)

Capital Improvement Plan (June 6, 2024)

no
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c. Operations and Maintenance Manual (June 6, 2024)
d. Climate Change Adaptation Plan (June 6, 2025)
8. Public outreach and educational efforts

In order to meet the regulated timelines and provide for future expected growth of the
City, the schedule below outlines key anticipated dates for the WRF project:

Issue RFP for Design Phase

August 2023

Begin preliminary design evaluation, environmental process
September 2023 determination, and preparation of WDR Technical Reports
Spring 2024 Select secondary treatment type and begin project environmental

documents and detailed design

Summer 2025 Construction PS&E Documents Complete

Fall 2025 — Spring 2027 WRF Construction

Conclusion

The City has operated the wastewater collection and treatment systems in a very
economical manner for nearly 40 years with a stabilized pond treatment system.
Anticipated future growth and expansion of the wastewater collection system within
Atascadero, along with the stated desire of ASH to connect to the City’s system and new
State (RWQCB) treatment requirements necessitate the replacement of the existing
treatment plant. Work has been done to narrow down the feasible alternatives for the
new treatment plant process, but in order to finalize treatment type and meet imposed
regulatory timelines, staff recommends that Council approve proceeding into the design
phase. Staff will bring final design recommendations, anticipated costs and financing
alternatives to Council for review and approval, likely in the spring of 2024.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Approving staff recommendations will authorize the expenditure of an estimated
combined $2,750,000 in budgeted Wastewater funds during fiscal year 2023/24 and fiscal
year 2024/25 for project management, environmental permitting and design engineering.

ALTERNATIVES:

Council could take no action and direct staff to return with other options.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Wastewater Reclamation Facility Alternatives Analysis (WSC, February 2023)
2. Draft Secondary Treatment Evaluation (MKN, May 2023)
3. WDR General Permit Enrollment Letter (June 6, 2023)
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Acroynms and Abbreviations

ACROYNMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

City of Atascadero

Atascadero State Hospital
City of Atascadero

Local Area Management Plan

General Waste Discharge Requirements Order No. R3-
2020-0020 for Discharges from Domestic Wastewater
Systems with Flows Greater Than 100,000 Gallons per Day

Milligrams per Liter

Onsite Wastewater Treatment Systems
Total Dissolved Solids

Technical Memorandum

Regional Water Quality Control Board
Water Reclamation Facility
Biological Oxygen Demand

Total Suspended Solids

Average Annual

Maximum Week

Maximum Day

Million Gallons per Day

Maximum Month Flow

Peak Hour

Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen

Pounds per Day

Water Systems Consulting

Basin Plan Water Quality Objective
Atascadero Mutual Water Company
Salt and Nutrient Management Plan
Water Quality Requirements

Membrane Bioreactor
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WATER RECLAMATION FACILITY

Alternatives Analysis

This Alternatives Analysis for the Water KEY DRIVERS FOR
IMPROVEMENT
Reclamation Facility Process Improvements ALTERNATIVES
and rades Project is an important step in * New discharge
Upg ! I 'mp Pt permit with
understanding what needs to be done to stringent
limitations

meet new California Waste Discharge « Capacity for

Requirements and to define and deliver growth
) o e City and
Water Reclamation Facility improvements Atascadero State
. . Hospital’'s future
and upgrades that improve water quality, wastewater

reliability, and resiliency. treatment needs
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Executive Summary

Obijective

The City of Atascadero (City) selected Water Systems Consulting (WSC) to prepare this
Alternatives Analysis for the Water Reclamation Facility (WRF) Process Improvements and
Upgrades Project. The Alternatives Analysis evaluates the options available to the City to
increase WRF capacity to accommodate City growth; expand the wastewater collection system
into areas currently served by septic systems; and improve the WRF so that it will comply with
the General Waste Discharge Requirements General Order R3-2020-0020 (General Permit).
Prior analysis of WRF upgrade options occurred prior to the adoption of the General Permit.

As shown in Table E1 below, the General Permit includes significant reductions in effluent limits
compared to the City’s current effluent limits established in the City’s Waste Discharge Order
(WDR), No. 01-014.

Table: E1: Comparison of Current Effluent Limits with New Effluent Limits

Current General
Constituent Effluent Permit

Limits Effluent Limits Units
Settleable Solids 0.3 0.1 mL/L
BOD5 100 100 mg/L
TDS 1,000 550 mg/L
Sodium 200 65 mg/L
Chloride 250 70 mg/L
Nitrate (as N) 8 2.3 mg/L
Total Nitrogen - 10 mg/L
Boron 1 0.3 mg/L
Sulfate - 85 mg/L
pH 6.5-8.3

The reduction of the total dissolved solids (TDS) limit from 1,000 mg/L to 550 mg/L along with
the ionic constituent limits (i.e., sodium, chloride, and sulfate) present the greatest compliance
challenge for the biological treatment processes used at the City’s WRF, because biological
processes do not significantly remove these constituents. To further complicate the treatability
of the wastewater, the drinking water served by the City by the Atascadero Mutual Water
Company (AMWC) often exceeds the new effluent limits for TDS, sodium, chloride, and sulfate,
as shown in Table E2. Even the City’s drinking water is not suitable for discharge under the new
General Permit.

City of Atascadero 2 WRF Alternatives Analysis
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Table: E2. AMWC Average Water Quality Concentrations (data from 2015 — 2021)

Constituent Average Concentration
Concentration (mg/L) Range (mg/L)
Total Dissolved Solids 583 210 - 1,000
Sodium 55 19-120
Chloride 81 6.8 — 230
Sulfate 106 54 - 150

The alternative analysis avoids potential solutions that will require significant physical treatment
systems, such as reverse osmosis (RO), to meet the effluent limits for all but one of the
alternatives. However, the report acknowledges that RO may be required if the discharge
limitations remain in place and other alternative solutions prove infeasible.

To evaluate WRF treatment alternatives WSC prepared flow and load projections for the facility.
Flow projections included population growth and expansion of the collection system to capture
areas currently served by onsite wastewater treatment systems (i.e., septic systems). The
onsite treatment systems are governed by Local Area Management Plans (LAMPs) and the new
areas to receive sewer service are called the LAMP areas. Also considered in the flow
projections is integrating Atascadero State Hospital (ASH) into the City’s wastewater treatment
system. ASH is also subject to the new General Permit and is anticipating connection to the
City’s WRF as a preferred alternative to upgrading their own wastewater treatment plant.

See Table E3 for a summary of historical and projected wastewater flows. We used these loads
in developing cost estimates for the alternatives presented in this report.

Table: E3. Summary of Historical and Projected Flows (City Buildout, LAMP Areas, and ASH)

PARAMETER AA MM MW MD ADWF AWWF
Historical Flow (MGD) 1.3 2.1 2.4 3.2 1.2 1.4
Projected Flow (MGD) 2.2 3.5 4.0 5.2 2.0 2.5

AA— Annual Average Flow: Total flow during a calendar year divided by the number of days during which
wastewater was flowing to the WRF that year.

MM—Maximum Month Flow: Total flow divided by the total number of days in that month during which the
greatest volume of flow occurs.

MW-—Maximum Week Flow: Maximum seven-day flow based on a running seven day average.

MD—Maximum Day Flow: Maximum quantity of influent wastewater/treated effluent measured over a twenty-four
(24) hour period

ADWF—Average Dry Weather Flow: Daily flow that occurs after an extended period of dry weather such that the
inflow and infiltration has been minimized to the greatest extent practicable.

AWWF—Average Wet Weather Flow: Average daily flow during a period of significant rainfall.

City of Atascadero 3 WRF Alternatives Analysis
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Table E4, below, provides an overview of the range of solutions considered and identifies
whose alternatives evaluated, as well as the baseline alternative to construct a new secondary

treatment WRF.

Table E4: Overview of Alternative Solutions and Alternatives Evaluated

Potential Strategies

Discussion

Physical Solutions for Wastewater

Develop a mutually beneficial solution
with AMWC using chemical softening
partnered with regulatory water
softener elimination

Response to a softener ban is uncertain, but
reducing the TDS of water served to residents will
also reduce TDS of wastewater reaching the
WRF—reducing treatment needs.

Alternative 2: Water Softening of Atascadero
Mutual Water Company Well Water

Develop other mutually beneficial salt
reduction solutions with AMWC such as
drinking water RO partnered with
regulatory water softener elimination

Similar to chemical softening, this option would be
pursued if chemical softening is not possible.
Evaluation of various softening technologies is
beyond the scope of this report. AMWC has
evaluated softening options.

Surface water treatment and greater
reliance on Nacimiento imported water

This option is expensive and not supported by
AMWC.

Co-percolation of WRF effluent and
Nacimiento imported water

There are unknown regulatory issues with this
option since dilution is not typically accepted as a
treatment option by the Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB).

Add RO following Membrane
Bioreactor (MBR) for salts removal

This option allows the City to meet the effluent
discharge requirements without relying on other
agencies or feasibility studies.

Alternative 1: MBR followed by RO

General Permit Groundwater
Monitoring Program, allows for potential
sampling and monitoring of groundwater
downstream of disposal to show disposal
is not increasing constituents of concern
in the down gradient groundwater basin

City of Atascadero

This option is unlikely to succeed because prior
groundwater studies show a connection between
the percolation ponds and downstream
groundwater quality. The City could revisit the prior
study to confirm those findings.

4 WRF Alternatives Analysis
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Potential Strategies

Discussion

Regulatory Solutions

Leverage grant funding to develop a
recycled water project to reduce
effluent percolation and gain access to
superior recycled water regulatory
requirements for salts

WSC recommends the City pursue a Recycled
Water Planning Grant to study the feasibility of
creating a recycled water system to reduce the
amount of treated effluent that requires disposal to
the percolation ponds. The RWQCB stated that
they may ease effluent discharge requirements if
water is primarily reused as recycled water.

Alternative 3: Water Reuse Option

Dispose treated effluent outside the
Atascadero sub-basin to gain access
to superior discharge limits in the Paso
Robles Basin

By disposing of water outside the Atascadero sub-
basin the effluent discharge limits are increased
enough that salts removal is unlikely to be
required. The City should continue to evaluate the
feasibility of this option.

Alternative 4: Disposal Outside the Basin

Basin Plan Amendment

Discussions with RWQCB staff indicate that a
Basin Plan Amendment, though technically
possible, is likely to face a significant uphill battle
for adoption; will be very expensive; and will take
years or decades of data gathering, studying, and
negotiations.

Pursuit of a surface discharge and
associated individual permit

Surface water discharge would change discharge
compliance from the new General Permit to an
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) permit. However, obtaining a surface
water discharge permit is difficult and could result
in similar effluent limits based on the Basin Plan
Water Quality Objectives.

Legal Strategies

Develop a legal challenge to the
requirements of the General Permit or
the City’s enroliment therein

This legal course of action should be considered by
the City and their attorney.

City of Atascadero
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Given the uncertainty regarding which salt removal strategy will fit the City’s long-term interests, the
City should plan on splitting the project into two phases. The City should begin with designing an
MBR process as the first phase of work. Provisions should be made in this phase of the secondary
treatment process design for the addition of RO and/or recycled water pumping.

By starting now, the City can address its need for expanded secondary and nitrate treatment
capacity while positioning itself to comply with the salt removal required by the General Permit's
discharge requirements in time. As the alternatives presented above are developed, the City will
select and implement the strategy that best meets their needs as the second phase of this project.
The costs used in Figure E1 can provide a basis for the City’s initial capital planning.

ALT1 ALT 2 ALT 3 ALT 4
Water Water Out of
BASELINE MBR/RO Softening Reuse Option Basin Disposal
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Figure E1: Cost Overview
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Limitations and Uncertainties of Alternatives

The following discussion outlines the limitation and uncertainties of the baseline alternative and
four alternatives evaluated.

Baseline: The baseline option is for secondary treatment only and will not meet effluent limits in
the General Permit; therefore, it is not a viable standalone alternative. In order to allow the City to
move forward with the design and construction of their secondary treatment process while
concurrently developing a strategy for TDS removal through the four alternatives.

Alternative 1: MBR followed by RO: Although this is an expensive option, it is the most reliable
method for the City to meet the effluent discharge requirements. It does not rely on the RWQCB
relaxing the General Permit effluent limits because the City is reusing water. It does not require a
long pipeline out of the basin where future regulations could make it impractical to discharge there.
It does not require AMWC to implement and operate a softening system and it doesn’t require
additional study with AMWC to determine if softening will reduce TDS enough at the WRF to
eliminate the need for RO.

Alternative 2: Water Softening of Atascadero Mutual Water Company Well Water: The City
needs to better understand AMWC'’s position on softening, the feasibility of chemical softening, and
the probable outcomes of a softener ban. The City also needs to determine the amount of cost
sharing with AMWC on softening, or the City’s position on a softener ban without softening by
AMWC. Further work would be needed to model the influent characteristics to the WRF in that
scenario. This options requires a viable discharge option for salt byproducts.

Alternative 3: Water Reuse Option: If water reuse is possible and enough locations can be found
to consistently discharge water during the irrigation season, the City will need to rely on the
RWQCB to allow disposal of water that doesn’t meet effluent limits in the winter months. This
warrants further discussions and negotiations with the RWQCB to reduce uncertainty. The City, by
working with ASH, has the potential to gain a large recycled water customer.

Alternative 4: Disposal Outside the Basin: Long-term regulatory viability of discharge outside
the basin is unknown and a risk to long-term effectiveness of the option. This option also has high
energy costs and could potentially impact the basin’s water balance.

City of Atascadero 7 WRF Alternatives Analysis
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Next Steps

The following actions are summarized as next steps for the City in identifying the right solutions
for your community’s long-term treatment needs:

Leverage a Recycled Water Planning Grant to explore several of these alternatives.
Continue negotiations with AMWC to evaluate drinking water treatment to reduce TDS in
water reaching the WRF.

Continue negotiations with ASH to evaluate the opportunity to partner on wastewater
treatment and their interest in becoming a recycled water customer.

Investigate a self-regenerating water softener ban and the potential decrease in TDS,
sodium, and chloride that could result from the ban.

Begin data collection to support the next phase of work, this includes measuring influent
flow rates to the WRF and sampling influent wastewater characteristics for use in future
analysis and design.

Further the evaluation of incorporating the currently non-sewered LAMP areas into the
City’s wastewater collection and treatment system.

Evaluate and design an MBR system for secondary treatment of wastewater. An MBR
system best positions the City if RO is implemented to remove TDS, sodium, chloride,
and sulfate. An MBR is a cost-effective, proven treatment option for producing tertiary
water suitable for disposal or reuse.

City of Atascadero 8 WRF Alternatives Analysis
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Introduction

WSC, in conjunction with City staff, developed and reviewed several conceptual alternatives as
a means of exploring a suite of potentially viable approaches to wastewater treatment and
disposal for the City. This alternatives analysis for the WRF Process Improvements and
Upgrades Project summarizes that work and provides analysis and recommendations on next
steps for upgrading the City’'s WRF to meet new General Permit and serve the City’s growing
population. This analysis includes finding, results, and recommendations on:

. regulatory/compliance options

. source water improvement strategies

. secondary treatment alternatives

. disposal and water reuse alternatives

. wastewater characterization analysis (projected flows and loads)

About the WRF

The City owns and operates the WRF, which provides wastewater treatment services for
approximately half of the properties within City limits. While the WRF is permitted for a
Maximum Month Flow (MMF) of 2.39 million gallons per day (MGD), actual treatment capacity is
nearer 1.4 MGD with current average daily flow of approximately 1.38 MGD (Michael K Nunley
& Associates, 2016). The current WRF treats incoming sewage using influent screens followed by
a series of biological treatment ponds/lagoons. Periodically, settled solids are dredged from the
facultative lagoon and dried in onsite concrete sludge drying beds before hauling to disposal.
Treated effluent is discharged into percolation basins for disposal. The treated effluent eventually
recharges the groundwater of the Atascadero sub-basin.

Constructed in 1980 Facultative Lagoon System 1.40 mgd Design Capacity

Current average flows of 1.38 mgd /

leave little room for flexibility or growth

City of Atascadero 9 WRF Alternatives Analysis
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TODAY: Identifying alternatives and next steps
for moving forward to meet new General Waste
Discharge Requirements and provide safe, reliable,
and economical treatment of wastewater for the
City’s residents.

2020 Central Coast Regional Water Quality

Control Board adopts General Waste Discharge

20 Requirements Order No. R3-2020-0020 with

T stringent limits for City's discharge of treated
effluent to land.

- 2016 WRF Master Plan prepared characterizing
flow and load projections, evaluating alternatives
for secondary treatment, analyzing biosolids

10 management programs, and recommending a

capital improvements program for WRF upgrades.
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New Challenges and Considerations

The City’'s 2016 WRF Master Plan evaluated
alternatives and recommended a capital
improvements program to upgrade the WRF.
Changes have occurred since the completion of
the 2016 WRF Master Plan—the City has
continued to grow and faces stringent
requirements for land discharge through the new
General Permit requirements that have been
issued for the City's WRF.

The New General Permit. On September 25,
2020, the Central Coast RWQCB adopted the
General Permit for Discharges from Domestic
Wastewater Systems with Flows Greater Than
100,000 Gallons per Day. The General Permit
adopts stringent effluent discharge requirements for

0o, discharge of treated effluent to land. The most
notable requirements for the City include a TDS
.............. 1997 Preliminary Design Report prepared I?m?t of 550 milligrams per liter (mg/L) and a chloride
recommending improvements to increase limit of 70 mg/L. Currently, the City operates under
flow capacity at the WRF, few of those the General Waste Discharge Requirements Order
90 improvements have been implemented. No. 01-014 and routinely discharges TDS greater
than 900 mg/L and chlorides greater than 230
mg/L. The City submitted the notice of intent (NOI)
to enroll in the new General Permit in December
2021. The City has one year from enrollment to
determine if it can come into compliance within a
80 :
—— - 1980 two-year period.
WRF Constructed
Total Dissolved Solids . .
e - . 550 mg/L > 900 mg/L
The most difficult new effluent limit for the City to New Disch Limit Citv’s Disch
meet will be the TDS effluent limitation of 550 ew Lischarge Himi 1y s Hiseharge
mg/L and the chloride limitation of 70 mg/L. This Chlorides
low TDS limit is intended to protect the . .
groundwater in the underlying Atascadero sub-
basin from degradation. 70 mg/L >230 mg/L
New Discharge Limit City’s Discharge
City of Atascadero 10 WRF Alternatives Analysis
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Neighboring, Atascadero State Hospital’s Changing Wastewater Treatment Needs. ASH’s
existing wastewater treatment plant, which has reached the end of its useful life, is also subject
to new General Permit requirements. Further pressure is placed on the existing facility since
ASH is considering adding more beds. ASH is in the process of studying options for the
collection and treatment of wastewater and has expressed willingness to send wastewater to
the City for treatment and disposal.

The remainder of this analysis assumes that the City and ASH are successful in negotiating an
agreement where ASH sends screened wastewater to the City for treatment by including ASH
flows and loading in developing our flow projections and cost estimates.

Capacity and Growth. The 2016 WRF Master Plan identified that the WRF was at
approximately 99% of original design capacity for average daily flow. Today, average daily flows
of approximately 1.38 MGD are close to the current treatment capacity of 1.4 MGD (Michael K
Nunley & Associates, 2016). In addition, community growth and increasing pressure to expand
the wastewater collection system in areas currently using onsite wastewater treatment systems
(OWTSSs) or septic systems, will increase the required treatment capacity of the WRF.

OWTSs within the City are governed by a LAMP. The RWQCB has an interest and grant funding
available to help connect OWTSs into the collection system. For this report and future wastewater
planning, we have assumed that the City will bring the five wastewater collection expansion areas
identified in the LAMP (see map below) onto the City’s wastewater system. We have assumed that
they provide similar strength concentrations and similar flows to the existing wastewater customers
of the City. We have captured these increased flows and loads in the cost estimates included later in

this report. The

timing, connection,
and anticipated
flows and loads
from the five LAMP
sewer expansion
areas warrant
further future
analysis.

The City’s LAMP
(exhibit shown)
identifies five (5)
high priority areas
for conversion
from on-site septic
to a City
wastewater
connection.

POTENTIAL AREAS FOR FUTURE EXPANSION
OF EXISTING SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM

TXAIBTT 17T

LEGEND

1 Eugle Ranch Annex

City of Atascadero
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These areas consist of 1,711 parcels, representing 299,397 gallons per day of average daily
flow to the WRF (MKN & Associates, 2018)

Discussion with the RWQCB The City and WSC took the opportunity to meet several times with
staff from the RWQCB. Our first meeting with RWQCB was on May 17th, 2021, prior to the City
submitting their NOI to enroll in the General Permit, and focused on introducing the project to the
RWQCB, sharing information on the recent work and studies on the sub-basin, and discussing
some of the City’s challenges with meeting the discharge requirements established in the new
General Permit. The second meeting with RWQCB staff was on March 3, 2022, and included a
discussion of potential General Permit compliance paths for the City, including the four Alternatives
outlined later in this report, potential alternatives to General Permit enroliment, and the timing of the
City’s anticipated upgrades.

During those discussions, and in the related correspondence, we discussed several items:

1) probability of receiving site-specific waste discharge requirements compatible with local
drinking water quality through an individual permit;

2) potential to revise the Atascadero sub-basin Water Quality Objectives, which would require
a basin plan amendment; and,

3) other salt compliance strategies.

RWQCB staff indicated that there was a very low probability of being able to amend the Basin Plan
based on their understanding of the basin and the previous work, but that there was some potential
relief from the salt compliance requirements through recycled water implementation or other
regulatory mechanisms. These discussions have informed the work of this Alternatives Analysis.
However, the ongoing discussions and negotiations between the City and the RWQCB will remain
an important and potentially determinant project driver.
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Results of Wastewater Characterization

To accurately evaluate potential WRF upgrade options and expected costs, it is important to
determine both expected future flows and wastewater constituent concentrations (wastewater
characteristics). A separate Technical Memorandum (TM) for the Wastewater Characterization
has been prepared. A summary of the key finding is presented below.

Summary of Projected Flows and Loads

A summary of the historical (current) and projected flows (buildout) from the wastewater
characterization analysis of the City’s 2016-2020 influent data is included in Table 1. It is
important to note that while the projected flows attempt to capture expected growth and land
uses, and are conservative in nature, they are based on historical conditions. Major changes to
land use designations, like the recently passed SB9 and other future State mandated legislation
encouraging further densification, is possible and could materially impact projected flows and
loads. Subsequently, the evaluation of potential secondary treatment alternatives places a
premium on flexibility and potential for expansion.

Table 1: Summary of Historical and Projected Flows (City Buildout, LAMP Areas, and ASH)

PARAMETER AA MM Mw MD ADWF AWWF
Historical Flow (MGD) 1.3 2.1 2.4 3.2 1.2 1.4
Projected Flow (MGD) 2.2 3.5 4.0 5.2 2.0 2.5

AA— Annual Average Flow: Total flow during a calendar year divided by the number of days during
which wastewater was flowing to the WRF that year.

MM—Maximum Month Flow: Total flow divided by the total number of days in that month during which
the greatest volume of flow occurs.

MW—Maximum Week Flow: Maximum seven-day flow based on a running seven day average.

MD—Maximum Day Flow: Maximum quantity of influent wastewater/treated effluent measured over a
twenty-four (24) hour period

ADWF—Average Dry Weather Flow: Daily flow that occurs after an extended period of dry weather
such that the inflow and infiltration has been minimized to the greatest extent practicable.

AWWF—Average Wet Weather Flow: Average daily flow during a period of significant rainfall.

Implications for Planning

Final selection of flows and loads prior to design of the Project upgrades may depend on final
negotiations with the regulatory agencies. As permit requirements and conditions are defined,
alignment of the Project flows and loads with the Project permits is necessary to ensure relevant
design criteria for flow and loading conditions are considered. In many cases, design criteria for
wastewater treatment process facilities are dependent upon loading criteria for carbonaceous,
nitrogenous, and solids mass loadings. Additionally, final planning of flow management
strategies will depend on permitted discharge quantities to the effluent percolation ponds. The
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results from this analysis must be revisited prior to applying the projected flows and loads to
preliminary design efforts.

Recommended Additional Data Collection Efforts

WSC recommends that the City begins preparing for design of the WRF Upgrades by collecting
the following data from now until approximate completion of the 30% design:

Obtain daily or weekly influent Biological Oxygen Demand (BOD) and Total Suspended
Solids (TSS) data to improve estimations of historical loadings and peaking factors. The
guarterly BOD and TSS data used in the analysis is too infrequent for an accurate
characterization and is likely the reason for the low peaking factors associated with AA
and MM loadings. Additional loading data would improve the reliability of the analysis
and provide a better representation of loading conditions.

o Water quality samples should be based on 24-hour composite sampling of
influent wastewater to the existing WRF. Composite flow-weighted samples
provide the most reliable data.

Obtain weekly influent Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen (TKN) and ammonia (i.e., total ammonia
nitrogen) data in to improve estimations of BOD:TKN and ammonia:TKN ratios, and to
obtain nitrogen data that can be applied to historical loading analysis.

o Water quality samples should be based on 24-hour composite sampling of
influent wastewater to the existing WRF. Composite flow-weighted samples
provide the most reliable data.

Obtain weekly influent alkalinity data to improve characterization of the City’s wastewater
that supports development of design criteria for the WRF Upgrades secondary treatment
process.

o Water quality samples should be based on 24-hour composite sampling of
influent wastewater to the existing WRF. Composite flow-weighted samples
provide the most reliable data.

Due to the limited hourly flow data available from past flow monitoring studies, WSC
recommends the City perform influent flow monitoring in the collection system or at the
WRF to quantify the influent PH flows upstream of the headworks that will need to be
conveyed through the WRF. Understanding PH flows is critical for designing a WRF that
can hydraulically convey peak flows, and lack of available peak flow data can lead to
overestimates of PH flows which may result in oversizing infrastructure at the WRF.
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Regulatory /Compliance—WRF Effluent
Limits Analysis

Understanding the new effluent limitations of the General Permit is key to understanding
the City’s options and treatment requirements.

The most significant difference to the City between the existing WRF permit (Order No. 01-014)
and the new WDR General Permit is the switch from individualized effluent limitations to the
requirement to meet the Basin Plan Water Quality Objectives (WQO).

Table 2 below shows the existing effluent limits for the WRF, the new WDR limits, and the
historical effluent averages.

Table 2: Comparison of Current Effluent Limits, New WDR Effluent Limits and Historical Effluent
Averages

. Current Effluent New WDR Historical Effluent .
Constituent L. .. Units
Limits Effluent Limits Averages

Settleable

Solids 0.3 0.1 mL/L
sBOD5 100 100 6 mg/L
TDS 1,000 550 950 mg/L
Sodium 200 65 165 mg/L
Chloride 250 70 232 mg/L
Nitrate (as N) 8 2.3 0.97 mg/L
Total Nitrogen - 10 29 mg/L
Boron 1 0.3 0.31 mg/L
Sulfate - 85 144 mg/L
pH 6.5-8.3
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The Basin Plan WQO for the sub-basin have been set at 550 mg/L TDS and 70 mg/L chloride

ITEM NUMBER:
DATE:
ATTACHMENT:

which will be two of the most challenging limitations for the City to meet. The new General

Permit uses the WQO as the wastewater effluent discharge limitations. The General Permit
includes two potential options for determining effluent limitations.

Option 1: Meet the requirements identified in Figure 1 (General Permit Figure 1), as

summarized below.

Figure 1: General Permit Table 6 RWQCB Water Quality Obijectives

N\>—"_~

CALIFORNIA

WATER BOARDS

Table 6: Effluent Limitations for Designated Groundwater Basins[*1['"], 25-Month Rolling

City of Atascadero

Median in mg/L
Total Total
Basin/Sub-Area Dissolved | Chloride | Sulfate | Boron | Sodium . 1411
f Nitrogen!['41115]
Solids
Atascadero 550 70 85 0.3 65 10
16 WRF Alternatives Analysis




ITEM NUMBER: C-2
DATE: 08/08/23
ATTACHMENT: 1

MUWSC

Option 2: Create a groundwater monitoring program that demonstrates that the City complies
with the WQO outlined in the Basin Plan. RWQCB’s WQOs are presented in Figure 2 excerpted
from Table 3-6 of the General Permit below.

Figure 2: General Permit Table 3-6 RWQCB Water Quality Objectives

™

CALIFORNIA

WATER BOARDS

Central Coast - R3

Table 3-6. Median Groundwater Objectives, mg/L?

Basin/Sub-Area TDS Cl S0 B Na N°
Big Basin
Near Felton 100 20 10 0.2 10 1
Near Boulder Creek 250 30 50 0.2 20 5
Pajaro Valley
Hollister 1200 150 250 1.0 200 5
Tres Pinos 1000 150 250 1.0 150 5
Llagas 300 20 50 0.2 20 5
Salinas Valley
Upper Valley' 600 150 150 0.5 70 5
Upper Forebay' 800 100 250 0.5 100 5
Lower Forebay' 1500 250 850 0.5 150 8
180 foot Aquifer' 1500 250 600 0.5 250 1
400 foot Aquifer! 400 50 100 0.2 50 1
Paso Robles Area?
Central Basin' 400 60 45 0.3 80 34
San Miguel' 750 100 175 0.5 105 4.5
Paso Robles’ 1050 270 200 2.0 225 23
Templeton' 730 100 120 03 75 27
Atascadero’ 550 70 85 0.3 65 23
Estrella’ 925 130 240 0.75 170 32

Shandon 1390 430 1025" 28 730 23

The City discharges treated effluent to percolation ponds that eventually recharge the Atascadero
sub-basin. AMWC obtains its water supply from the Atascadero Groundwater Basin and Salinas
River Underflow, two distinct yet interrelated groundwater sources. The City of Atascadero, in
conjunction with the AMWC, collaborated on a Ground Water Flow and Solute Transport Model
for a Portion of the Atascadero sub-basin (Solute Model) which was prepared by Geoscience
(GEOSCIENCE, 2009). This report, in conjunction with the May 2015 Salt/Nutrient Management
Plan (SNMP) for the Paso Robles Groundwater Basin prepared by RMC, provide useful insights
into the Atascadero sub-basin (RMC Water and Environment, 2015).
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WSC reviewed the available well and water quality information including the data contained in
the Solute Model. As shown in Figure 3, on the following page, water quality upstream of the
treatment plant is generally higher quality than both the plant’s effluent and the water quality
downstream. Water quality improves downstream of the AMWC recharge basins reflecting the
input of the higher quality imported Nacimiento Water Project water. Evaluation of Chlorides and
Sulfates show similar outcomes.

Meeting the new WDR limits is not possible with the City’s current treatment technology
because the AMWC source water is currently higher in TDS and Chlorides than the Basin
Plan WQO. Table 3 provides historic AMWC water quality data for the source wells. The average
quality of water in the Atascadero sub-basin cannot meet the new effluent limitations since the
existing concentrations for both TDS and Chlorides exceed the Basin Plan WQO.
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Figure 3: Atascadero Subbasin Water Quality
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Table 3: AMWC Average Water Quality Concentrations (data from 2015 - 2021)

Constituent Concentration (mg/L) Concentration Range
Total Dissolved Solids 583 210 -1,000
Sodium 55 19 - 120
Chloride 81 6.8 - 230
Sulfate 106 54 - 150

There is a strong possibility that localized geothermal upwelling impacts water quality at
the WRF location. Water with characteristic of geothermal waters with associated high
concentrations of TDS and chloride suggest that the water quality of the Paso Robles Formation in
the Atascadero sub-basin may be changing due to mixing with upwelling geothermal water (Fugro
and Cleath, 2002). The SNMP documents indicate that the upwelling geothermal water can have
TDS levels ranging between 900 and 1,300 mg/L and chloride levels at 110 mg/L which are all
higher than the sub-basin WQO. Well tests prior to construction of the current WRF in 1976
show levels of TDS and Chloride near 1,000 mg/L and 100 mg/L, respectively.The
wastewater treatment process further concentrates constituents. As noted in the Salt
Cycled graphic below, in addition to source water salinity and salinity added by home water
softeners, the wastewater process (mostly through evaporation and disinfection processes) also
contributes to increased discharge salinity.
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With the potential influence of geothermal water and the relatively high background
levels of TDS and chlorides in the basin, WSC concluded that it would be infeasible to
demonstrate compliance using the General Permit Option 2, a groundwater quality
monitoring program, and has developed the remainder of this report with strategies for
meeting the effluent limitation requirements of Option 1.

City of Atascadero 21

WRF Alternatives Analysis



ITEM NUMBER: C-2
DATE: 08/08/23
ATTACHMENT: 1

MUWSC

General Permit Water Quality Requirements for Treated Effluent

WSC compared treated WRF effluent data to the new General Permit Water Quality
Requirements (WQR) for the constituents in Table 6 of the General Permit (Option 1 above).

Graphs for Nitrate and Total Nitrogen, TDS, Chloride, Sodium, Sulfates, and Boron
concentrations compared to the WQR are shown in Figures 4 through 9. The graphics show
comparison of the City’s existing effluent limits and the new WQR with relation to historical
trends in water quality over time. As presented by the graphics below, the WRF’s current
effluent quality does not meet most of the new WQRs, signifying additional treatment will be
required. While the City plans to continue discussions with the RWQCB to attempt to negotiate
more reasonable and/or site-specific effluent limits, they intend to move forward in parallel with
finding a feasible solution to meet these new effluent requirements.
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Figure 4: Effluent nitrate and total nitrogen concentrations in relation to the current effluent limits and
new General Permit WQR.
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Figure 5: Effluent TDS concentrations in relation to the current effluent limits and new General Permit
WQR.
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Figure 6: Effluent chloride concentrations in relation to the current effluent limits and new General
Permit WQR.

City of Atascadero 23 WRF Alternatives Analysis



ITEM NUMBER: C-2

DATE: 08/08/23
ATTACHMENT: 1

UIISC

0.95

0.85

Concentration (mg/L)
o o o
(%)} [=2] ~
(5} o (4]

o
'Y
&

ot
w
o

025

0.15
Aug-04 Feb-06 Aug07 Feb-09 Aug-10 Feb-12 Aug-13 Feb-15 Aug-16 Feb-18 Aug-19

—WQR —e—Boron ---:----- Linear Trendline Existing Effluent Limit

Figure 7: Effluent boron concentrations in relation to the current effluent limits and new General Permit
WQR.

240

11

- - - N
8 3 8 8

Concentration (mg/L)

8

8

80

60
Aug-04 Feb-06 Aug-07 Feb-09 Aug-10 Feb-12 Aug-13 Feb-15 Aug-16 Feb-18 Aug-19

———WQR  —e— Sodium e Linear Trendline Existing Effluent Limit

Figure 8: Effluent sodium concentrations in relation to the current effluent limits and new General
Permit WQR.
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Figure 9: Effluent sulfate concentrations in relation to the current effluent limits and new General
Permit WQR.

The graph for Total Nitrogen shown in Figure 4 indicates that the City will require additional
nitrification and denitrification in the treatment plant upgrades. While the graphs for the salts
show a general decreasing trend, likely reflecting the influence of higher quality imported
Nacimiento Water being imported into the basin, these graphs for other constituent demonstrate
that the City will have to drastically reduce the amount of TDS and salts that are being
discharged to meet the new General Permit requirements.

Potential Alternatives

WSC in conjunction with City staff developed and reviewed a number of conceptual strategies
as a means of exploring the range of potentially viable strategies for wastewater treatment and
disposal for the City. As summarized in Table 4 below, the ranges of solutions fell into 4
conceptual categories. It is important to note that some of these conceptual strategies are
likely infeasible and not all of them are desirable from the City’s perspective. From the
partial list of potential conceptual strategies reflected in Table 4, WSC and the City selected four
(4) representative alternatives which are carried through this effort for further analysis.

As noted above, in the Regulatory/Compliance—WRF Effluent Limits Analysis section of this
report, it was determined it would be infeasible to demonstrate compliance using the General
Permit Option 2, a groundwater quality monitoring program.
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Table 4: Summary of Potential Alternatives Conceptual Strategies Considered for Evaluation

Conceptual Categories Potential Strategies

Develop a mutually beneficial solution with AMWC using chemical
softening partnered with regulatory water softener elimination

Alternative 2: Water Softening of Atascadero Mutual Water
Company Well Water

Physical Solutions in . .
the Drinking Water Surface water treatment and greater reliance on Nacimiento

imported water

Develop other mutually beneficial salt solutions with AMWC such
as drinking water RO partnered with regulatory water softener
elimination

Co-percolation of WRF effluent and Nacimiento imported water

Physical Solutions for
Wastewater

Add RO following MBR for salts removal
Alternative 1: MBR followed by RO

General Permit Groundwater Monitoring Program

Leverage grant funding to develop a recycled water project to
reduce effluent percolation and gain access to superior recycled
water regulatory requirements for salts

Alternative 3: Water Reuse Option

Dispose treated effluent outside the Atascadero sub-basin to gain

Regulatory Solutions . . L .
access to higher discharge limits in the Paso Robles Basin

Alternative 4: Disposal Outside the Basin

Basin Plan Amendment

Pursuit of a surface discharge and associated individual permit

Develop a legal challenge to the requirements of the General

Legal Strategies . .
g g Order or the City’s enrollment therein
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Previous work by others focused on two alternatives for the Secondary Treatment Process, an
expansion of the pond system or conversion of the plant to an extended aeration process. With
the potential need for removal of salts from the waste stream, WSC is recommending
consideration of an additional approach for secondary treatment improvement that would
include upgrading the existing WRF treatment process with a MBR to meet the projected
effluent quality requirements. This will be compared to the previously considered secondary
treatment alternatives below.

The original scope of this Alternatives Analysis included performing a detailed analysis of
potential secondary treatment alternatives. As the analysis progressed and it became clear the
Basin Plan WQO, particularly the salts requirements, were the controlling design factor, WSC
refocused our efforts on the development of potential treatment and disposal alternatives related
to salt management. We are therefore only providing a cursory review of the secondary
treatment processes considered. Of the dozen or so alternatives, captured in Table 4 above and
reviewed jointly with City staff, we determined the following were the most promising concepts
and warrant additional future consideration:

e Add RO following MBR treatment.

e Develop mutually beneficial salts solutions with AMWC.

e Leverage potential grant funding to develop feasible water reuse options.
e Dispose treated effluent outside the Atascadero sub-basin.

Each of these alternatives is discussed in greater detail later in this report. However, each
alternative described in this report should be considered a conceptual alternative since it
was beyond the scope of this effort to fully develop and implement these alternatives.
They would each require additional investigation, analysis, permitting, negotiations, and
design to be successfully implemented. While only one alternative is likely to be
implemented, a hybrid solution could also become Atascadero’s preferred outcome.

Secondary Treatment Process Alternatives

The 2016 WRF Master Plan evaluated two extended aeration alternatives for secondary
treatment, analyzed several biosolids management programs, and recommended a capital
improvements program to upgrade the WRF. The extended aeration secondary treatment
processes evaluated in the 2016 WRF Master Plan were the Biolac process and an Oxidation
Ditch, and it recommended the Oxidation Ditch as the preferred secondary treatment method. In
this section we will provide a brief comparison between the Biolac and Oxidation Ditches to a
third option the MBR.

Parkson Biolac Wave Ox Secondary Treatment

Upgrading the existing ponds to the proprietary Parkson Biolac Wave Ox or Wave Ox Plus
(Biolac) treatment system would meet the secondary treatment needs for the City of
Atascadero. Biolac is a proprietary secondary treatment process developed by Parkson
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Corporation and does not have a directly relevant competitor. Biolac is an extended aeration,
activated sludge treatment system that provides Automatic dissolved oxygen (DO) and aeration
control to create multiple oxic and anoxic zones in a single treatment basin. The Bioloac system
uses a suspended aeration system to provide both aeration and mixing and leverages long
hydraulic retention times to achieve high quality effluent. A preliminary process flow diagram
with Biolac treatment is shown in Figure 10.

Conceptually, the Biolac system would be retrofitted into Atascadero’s polishing pond,
converting it to an extended aeration basin followed by a new clarifier or a built-in/in-basin
clarifier.

Provided the Biolac system was able to be retrofitted into the existing ponds, it would have the
potential to provide the project a cost savings over other secondary treatment processes. The
basin would likely need to be taken out of service for construction of and retrofitting the Biolac
system, complicating the construction process and sequencing of the new facilities construction.
Biolac has the principal disadvantages of being a proprietary system that has limited
competition and it requires operators to enter the ponds on boats to conduct maintenance.
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Oxidation Ditch Secondary Treatment

An Oxidation Ditch is a modified activated sludge biological treatment process that utilizes long
solids retention times (SRTs) to remove biodegradable organics. Aerators provide circulation,
oxygen transfer, and aeration in the ditch. Oxidation Ditch effluent is usually settled in a
separate secondary clarifier. An Oxidation Ditch for Atascadero would likely be designed and
operated to achieve partial denitrification and enhanced nitrogen removal. One of the most
common design modifications for enhanced nitrogen removal is known as the Modified
Ludzack-Ettinger (MLE) process. In this process, an anoxic tank is added upstream of the ditch
along with mixed liquor recirculation from the aerobic zone to the tank to achieve higher levels
of denitrification. The Oxidation Ditch would be followed by secondary clarifiers. An Oxidation
Ditch followed by secondary clarifiers is a traditional secondary wastewater treatment
technology and would also reliably produce high quality effluent. A preliminary process flow
diagram with an Oxidation Ditch is shown in Figure 11.

Conceptually the Oxidation Ditch and secondary clarifiers could be built in the location of the
existing polishing ponds or more likely would be built elsewhere onsite allowing the majority of
upgrades to be built while retaining the existing treatment system online.
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Figure 11: Oxidation Ditch Process Flow Diagram
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MBR Secondary Treatment

A MBR is a secondary treatment process combining a suspended growth biological reactor with
solids removal via filtration with ultrafiltration membrane elements. The membranes can be
designed for and operated in small spaces and with high removal efficiency of contaminants
such as nitrogen, phosphorus, bacteria, biochemical oxygen demand, and total suspended
solids. The membrane filtration system in effect can replace the secondary clarifier in a typical
activated sludge treatment system. Membrane filtration allows a higher biomass concentration
to be maintained, thereby allowing smaller bioreactors to be used.

The MBR is shown to scale in the conceptual site plan below. The MBR process is shown
including retrofit of the existing Pond 1 into Equalization. This new secondary treatment process
will only take up a small portion of the existing site and would be constructed while the majority
of the existing treatment system remains online.
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Secondary Treatment Comparison and Recommendation

The Table 5 below shows WSC'’s relative comparison of the potential secondary treatment
alternatives based on the criteria that we believe will be important now and into the future for the
City. These are ranked relative to each other in first through third place with the first place being
the best. There are other important considerations, such as cost that will be discussed later in
this section.

Table 5: Secondary Treatment Matrix

Ease of
Secondary . . Ease
Effluent Potential Adding R Space Overall
Treatment i of Reliability i
Quality for Reuse  Salt Needs Ranking
Process o&m
Removal
Parkson
. 3 3 3 3 3 3
Biolac Wave
Oxidation
. 2 2 1 1 2 2
Ditch
MBR 1 1 1 2 2 1 1

Both the Oxidation Ditch and the Biolac process would require additional post-secondary
processes to support the addition of a RO treatment system for the removal of salts. Anticipated
additional treatment steps for both processes would be additional screening to 1 to 2
millimeters, additional pumping, additional filtration tankage and pre-filtration through an
ultrafiltration membrane prior to RO treatment.

Based on the ranking above, and to position the City for the future removal of salts, WSC is
recommending the MBR for the City’s secondary treatment process. While recognizing that the
MBR option will be more costly than the other secondary treatment alternatives, WSC'’s
recommendation for using an MBR stems from three primary reasons, first a MBR facility
produces a very high-quality effluent suitable for direct reuse. Secondly, a MBR is superior to an
Oxidation Ditch or Biolac process in that it does not require additional filtration prior to TDS and
salt removal, with the addition of RO resulting is a less complicated treatment plant design
should TDS removal be required. The ultrafiltration membranes in the MBR serve as the
protective pre-filtration step for the RO process where either an Oxidation Ditch or Biolac
process would require an additional pre-RO filtration process. Finally, the MBR is the best
available technology for the treatment of wastewater, positioning the City to best meet future
regulatory requirements and less likely to require future modifications to its treatment process
over the life of this facility.
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Cost Estimates

The cost opinions (estimates) in this report have been prepared for each secondary treatment
process discussed in the previous section and each identified alternative. The estimates have
been developed in conformance with industry practices as conceptual level cost opinions and
are classified as Class 5 Conceptual Opinion of Probable Construction Costs as developed by
Association of the Advancement of Cost Engineering (AACE) International and include both
capital and life cycle costs. The purpose of a Class 5 Estimate is to provide a conceptual level of
effort that is expected to range in accuracy from less than 30% to over 50%. A Class 5 Estimate
also includes an appropriate level of contingency so that it can be used in future planning and
feasibility studies. The design concepts and associated costs presented herein are conceptual
in nature due to the limited design information that is available at this stage of project planning.
These cost estimates have been developed using a combination of data from recent bids,
experience with similar projects, current and foreseeable regulatory requirements, vendor
coordination, and an understanding of necessary project components. As the alternatives
progress, the designs and associated costs could vary significantly from the project components
identified in this conceptual cost opinion.

Cost opinions are generally derived from bid prices from similar projects, vendor quotes,
material prices, current electrical rates, and labor estimates, with adjustments for inflation, size,
complexity, and location. The conceptual cost opinions are based on the following assumptions:

1. Cost opinions are in 2022 dollars (ENR Construction Cost Index of: 13175 for
January 2023). When budgeting for future years, appropriate escalation factors
should be applied. The increase in the ENR CCI 20 City Average is considered a
reasonable factor to use for escalation.

2. Cost opinions are “planning-level” and may not fully account for site-specific
conditions that will affect the actual costs, such as soil conditions and utility conflicts.

3. Construction costs include the following mark-up items:

a. 30-percent contingency based on construction sub-total.

b. Cost opinions include the following allowances:

c. 25-percent of construction total for project implementation which includes
project development, administration, alternatives analysis, planning,
engineering, surveying, inspection, materials testing, office engineering,
construction administration, etc.

d. Life cycle costs include the following assumptions:

e. Interestrate = 5%

f. Inflation rate = 3.5%

4. Life cycle of 30 years include the following assumptions:

a. Interestrate = 5%

b. Inflation rate = 3.5%

c. Life cycle of 30 years
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MBR

Costs presented in Table 6 show the estimated costs to the City to upgrade the WRF to an MBR
facility. Costs included in the table are primarily parametric estimates. Upgrades to the
secondary treatment would conceptually include the following:

Retrofits to the existing headworks include adding grit removal, 2mm fine screens each
sized for MD flows, and required rehabilitation to existing equipment.

Retrofits to the aeration lagoon to become the new equalization basin prior to the MBR
system.

Retrofit part of the existing site to install a new MBR treatment system with 50%
redundancy. The MBR would be installed below grade in a concrete structure with pad-
mounted blowers and controls building. The MBR is sized based on the projected flows
and loads identified in the wastewater characterization section above with an AA flow of
2.2 MGD and a MD flow of 5.2 MGD.

Add screw press to provide sludge dewatering.

Add permanent standby generator to power the WRF during emergency power outages.

Install a new UV Treatment system for disinfection, sized for MD with 100% redundancy
to minimize salt additions from the treatment process while providing disinfection for
disposal or reuse in accordance with Title 22 (California’s recycled water) requirements.

Table 6: Baseline Cost — City's WRF Upgrade to MBR Treatment

Line

Item Description Cost

0 Sitework $646,000
1 Influent Lift Station, FM & Headworks Improvements $4,307,000
2 Membrane Bioreactor $19,595,000
3 UV Disinfection $4,737,000
4 Dewatering System $2,476,000
5 Standby Generator $1,077,000
6 Earthwork $969,000
7 Equalization Basin Retrofit $669,000
8 Site Electrical and Instrumentation $3,768,000
9 Piping and Valves $2,261,000
10 Mobilization (3%) $1,215,000
Subtotal $41,697,000
ImplementaF|on Allgwance 25% $10,425,000
(Eng., permits, admin., etc.)

Contingency 30% $12,510,000
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Table 6: Baseline Cost — City's WRF Upgrade to MBR Treatment
ENR CCI (January 2023) 13175
Total Opinion of Probable Construction Cost $64,600,000
AACE Estimate Class 5 Accuracy (-/+ %) -30% to 50%
Estimate Range ‘ $44,310,000 to $94,950,000

Although the MBR will provide superior effluent water quality and will be effective at meeting
most of the new effluent limitations identified in the General Permit, it falls short at removing
TDS, salts, boron, sulfate, and chloride. This is also true for both Biolac and Oxidation Ditch.
The following sections below provide conceptual secondary treatment costs for these two
additional options.

Oxidation Ditch

Costs presented in Table 7 show the estimated costs to the City to upgrade the WRF to an
Oxidation Ditch facility. Costs included in the Table are primarily parametric estimates.
Conceptual upgrades to the secondary treatment would include the following:

o Retrofits to the existing headworks include adding grit removal, 2mm fine screens each
sized for MD flows, and required rehabilitation to existing equipment.

o Retrofits to the aeration lagoon to become the new equalization basin prior to the MBR
system. Less equalization is required compared to an MBR facility.

o Retrofit part of the existing polishing pond to install a new Oxidation Ditch and clarifiers
with 100% redundancy. The treatment system is sized based on the projected flows and
loads identified in the wastewater characterization section above with an AA flow of 2.2
MGD and a MD flow of 5.2 MGD.

e Add screw press to provide sludge dewatering.

e Add permanent standby generator to power the WRF during emergency power outages.
Reduced size generator is required compared to MBR and reflected in the cost estimate.

e Install a new UV Treatment system for disinfection, sized for MD with 100% redundancy
to minimize salt additions from the treatment process while providing disinfection for
disposal or reuse in accordance with Title 22 (California’s recycled water) requirements.

Table 7: Baseline Cost — City's WRF Upgrade to Oxidation Ditch Treatment

Line

Item Description Cost

0 Sitework $646,000
1 Influent Lift Station, FM & Headworks Improvements $4,307,000
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Table 7: Baseline Cost — City's WRF Upgrade to Oxidation Ditch Treatment

2 Oxidation Ditch (2 Basins) $10,874,000
3 UV Disinfection $4,737,000
4 Dewatering System $2,476,000
Distribution Structures (3) $204,000
Secondary Clarifiers (2) $4,630,000
5 Standby Generator $969,000
6 Earthwork $1,114,000
7 Equalization Basin Retrofit $581,000
8 Site Electrical and Instrumentation $3,768,000
9 Piping and Valves $2,261,000
10 Mobilization (3%) $1,098,000
Subtotal $37,665,000
Implementa_non Allqwance 25% $9.417.000
(Eng., permits, admin., etc.)
Contingency 30% $11,300,000
ENR CCI (January 2023) 13175
Total Opinion of Probable Construction Cost $58,400,000
AACE Estimate Class 5 Accuracy (-/+ %) -30% to 50%
Estimate Range ‘ $40,880,000 to $87,600,000

Biolac

Costs presented in Table 8 show the estimated costs to the City to upgrade the WRF to an
Biolac facility. Costs included in the Table are primarily parametric estimates. Upgrades to the
conceptual Biolac secondary treatment would include the following:

e Retrofits to the existing headworks include adding grit removal, 2mm fine screens each
sized for MD flows, and required rehabilitation to existing equipment.

¢ Retrofits to the aeration lagoon to become the new equalization basin prior to the MBR
system. Less equalization is required compared to an MBR facility.

¢ Retrofit majority of the polishing pond site to install a new Biolac treatment system with
two secondary clarifiers (one for redundancy). Biolace system is based on a 490-foot x
220-foot single basin sized to equalize large volumes and based on the projected flows
and loads identified in the wastewater characterization section above with an AA flow of
2.2 MGD and a MD flow of 5.2 MGD.

e Add screw press to provide sludge dewatering.

e Add permanent standby generator to power the WRF during emergency power outages.
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e Install a new UV Treatment system for disinfection, sized for MD with 100% redundancy
to minimize salt additions from the treatment process while providing disinfection for
disposal or reuse in accordance with Title 22 (California’s recycled water) requirements.

Table 8: Baseline Cost — City's WRF Upgrade to Biolac Treatment

Line
Item Description Cost
0 Sitework $646,000
1 Influent Lift Station, FM & Headworks Improvements $4,307,000
2 Biolac Wave System and Control Building $5,500,000
HDPE Liner $85,000
3 UV Disinfection $4,737,000
4 Dewatering System $2,476,000
Distribution Box (3) $204,000
5 Standby Generator $1,077,000
6 Earthwork $775,000
7 Equalization Basin Retrofit $581,000
8 Site Electrical and Instrumentation $3,768,000
9 Piping and Valves $2,261,000
10 Mobilization (3%) $929,000
Subtotal $31,976,000
Implementa_tlon Allqwance 25% $7.994,000
(Eng., permits, admin., etc.)
Contingency 30% $9,593,000
ENR CCI (January 2023) 13175
Total Opinion of Probable Construction Cost $49,600,000
AACE Estimate Class 5 Accuracy (-/+ %) -30% to 50%

Estimate Range ‘

$34,720,000 to $74,400,000

There is a measurable difference in costs between the various secondary treatment processes
considered. If the City did not have to remove salts to meet the discharge permit requirements,
a cheaper secondary treatment alternative could be pursued. Given the need for salt removal
the total anticipated project costs are presented in Table 9 in the following section. With
RO treatment added, the costs difference between these secondary treatment
alternatives shrinks to the point that the non-economic criteria provided in Table 8 above
govern our recommendation to proceed with the MBR as the City’s secondary treatment

alternative.
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Alternatives

The follow sections describe four (4) alternatives for how the City can potentially meet the TDS
and salt requirements. The MBR is considered as the baseline cost for secondary treatment and
as the City’s minimum project cost for the remainder of this report. Other solutions, such as RO
treatment, softening of drinking water, disposal of effluent outside of the basin, or reuse would
be additive to the MBR secondary treatment process and provide more realistic representation
of the costs likely to be incurred by the City.

Alternative 1: MBR Followed by Reverse Osmosis

To reduce TDS concentration and remove other materials in water such as boron, sulfate,
chloride, and sodium salts sufficiently to meet the effluent requirements, an RO treatment
system is required. Treated effluent will require pre-treatment prior to feeding the treated
effluent into an RO system. One of the reliable pre-treatment methods are filtration through
ultrafiltration membranes such as those included in an MBR. By building an MBR system as the
secondary treatment process, the City will be ready for future addition of RO to reduce salts and
TDS. A treatment system with an MBR followed by RO produces a very high-quality effluent that
can be designed to meet the discharge limitations of the General Permit and would be suitable
for disinfected tertiary water for unrestricted reuse. This treatment process would likely use UV
disinfection to eliminate the addition of salts associated with chlorine disinfection.

Not all treated effluent would need to be processed through RO, the system would likely use a
concept known as side stream RO that treats a portion of the effluent through RO before
blending back with treated effluent to create a final product water with a target TDS
concentration. The percent of water that is treated through the side stream RO will vary based
on measured influent TDS concentrations and target WQR for TDS in effluent. Based on the
future flows and loads for the WRF, RO side stream assumed to be 70% of the MBR size would
reduce TDS and chlorides to below the WQR while also reducing the investment in salt removal
treatment. A multiple pass RO to limit brine stream production would be recommended for this
alternative.
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Figure 12 shows a simple process flow diagram of the upgraded treatment system with MBR
and RO treatment.

Influent Course Screens Fine Screens
Wastewﬂter

MBR
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Brine |
Disposal (: [:

Percolation Ponds

Figure 12: MBR and RO Process Flow Diagram

The level of salt removal required by the General Permit will be costly to implement through
treatment alone. The significant downside of using RO is that treatment of water using RO
generates a brine stream that contains highly concentrated TDS and salts that is both difficult
and costly to manage. As an inland community without an ocean discharge, trucking and land
disposals of salts would likely be required. The management and disposal of the brine stream
will be a significant challenge and consideration for the future design of this type of facility.
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Table 9 presents costs for an MBR treatment system with side stream RO sized to reduce TDS
and chlorides below 550 mg/L and 70 mg/L respectively. Costs included in the table are
primarily parametric estimates. To get a better representation of costs between the three
secondary treatment options, costs to implement RO following a Biolac or Oxidation Ditch were
added to this alternative cost estimate. Because both these secondary treatment options require
additional pre-treatment ultrafiltration (UF) is required upstream of the RO for both the Oxidation
Ditch and Biolac systems. This cost estimate includes a preliminary evaluation of RO sizing,
design, and brine recovery system to determine budget costs and project financial feasibility.

Table 9: Cost Estimate for MBR and RO Treatment

Line

Oxidation Ditch

Description MBR Cost Biolac Cost
Item Cost
Secondary Treatment Baseline
Total Opinion of Probable WRF $64,600,000 $58,400,000 $49,600,000
Upgrade Cost
Alternative 1 - RO
1 Reverse Osmosis $16,042,000 $16,042,000 |  $16,042,000
System
UF Membrane
2 Treatment - $6,000,000 $6,000,000
(Pretreatment)
3 Mobilization (3%) $481,000 $661,000 $661,000
Subtotal $16,523,000 $22,700,000 $22,700,000
Implementation
Allowance (Eng., 2506 $4,131,000 $5,675,000 |  $5,675,000
permits, admin.,
etc.)
Contingency 30% $4,957,000 $6,810,000 $6,810,000
ENR CCI (Jan
2023) 13175
Total Opinion of
Probable RO $25,600,000 $35,200,000 $35,200,000
Construction Cost
Total Opinion of
Probable $90,200,000 $93,600,000 $84,800,000
Construction Cost
AACE Estimate Class 5
Accuracy (-/+ %): ~30%10 50%
Estimate Range: $63,140,000 to $65,520,000to | $59,360,000 to
$135,300,000 $140,400,000 $127,200,000
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Table 10 shows the additive life cycle costs associated with operating and maintaining the MBR
facility as baseline and the addition of RO and 30-year present value. The life cycle costs
include energy usage, maintenance and replacement costs, and chemical consumption. The
present value of annual costs assumes an interest rate of 5% and inflation rate of 3.5% over a
30-year timeframe. Planning-level Operation and Maintenance (O&M) costs for Alternative 1 do
not capture all of the future operations and maintenance costs, e.g. brine hauling. These O&M
costs are planning-level cost estimates intended to help compare the relative costs of the
alternatives presented. Actual completed project O&M costs will likely be higher.

Table 10: Alternative 1 O&M Costs - MBR and RO Treatment

Chemical Electrical
Description Usage Usage Labor ($/year) Total ($/year)
($/year) ($/year)
MBR (Baseline)! $101,000 $829,000 $177,000? $1,107,000
RO? $193,000 $448,000 $184,000 $825,000

Total O&M Annual Costs $1,932,000
30 Year Present Value Annualized Costs $105,158,000

1Does not capture the cost for brine hauling/disposal since that has not been determined.

2Includes equipment replacement costs only and does not include additional staffing that would
be required.

Based on the high costs of relying entirely on physical treatment of the wastewater to meet the
General Permit requirements for TDS and salts removal, and the challenges associated with
brine management, creative solutions to both improve influent water quality and reduce the
addition of salts through self-regenerating water softener bans were also considered.

City of Atascadero 42 WRF Alternatives Analysis



ITEM NUMBER: C-2
DATE: 08/08/23
ATTACHMENT: 1

UIISC

Alternative 2: Water Softening of Atascadero Mutual Water Company
Well Water

As previously noted, the AMWC and the City jointly commissioned a Solute Transport study that
showed an influence on the downstream well water quality, primarily salts, that come from the
WRF discharge (GEOSCIENCE, 2009). In effect, it appears that salt concentrations are
increasing in the groundwater in time, which in turn puts more salts into the wastewater stream,
which leads to an increasing level of salts in the Atascadero sub-basin. This is exacerbated by
the upwelling of geothermal waters in the basin that can be a significant source of salts and
hardness. The high hardness concentrations of the AMWC production wells have resulted in an
increased demand for point-of-use or in-home water softening.

Salinity & Home Water Softeners

Salt is a natural compound found in surface water,
groundwater, and soil. Salinity, measures the amount
of dissolved mineral salts in water, commonly referred
to as total dissolved solids or TDS. While, salt in
groundwater occurs naturally, agriculture and urban
activities have increased salinity in many California
groundwater basins.

High levels of salinity in a community’s water supply
can impair water quality and taste, deteriorate
appliances and fixtures with scale, and impact
agricultural crops and houseplants.

Although salinity contributions are often unavoidable,
salt is sometimes added directly to the water system
through the use of home water softeners, detergents,
and plant fertilizers. Self-regenerating water softeners
remove minerals responsible for water hardness
(calcium and magnesium and other minerals) from
water. This can reduce scaling and can increase the
lifespan and performance of home appliances. The
regeneration process uses a strong salt solution

is flushed through the system to remove calcium,
magnesium, and other minerals that accumulate in the
water softener. The salty byproduct is then typically
discharged into the wastewater collection system.

AMWC commissioned a study by Carollo Engineers to identify and develop cost estimates of
various potential drinking water system improvements (Carollo Engineers, 2005). One of the
most promising solutions was to provide water softening for the AMWC’s wells. This would
reduce hardness and, coupled with a ban on self-regenerating water softeners, could reduce
salt loadings, particularly chloride loadings to the WRF. While the exact benefits of this
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approach have not been quantified, it has the potential to reduce or potentially eliminate the
need for TDS and salt removal treatment via RO at the WRF. Another alternative solution that
was discussed with AMWC would be an increased importation of and reliance on the higher
water quality Nacimiento Water Project. For this report, the chemical softening project was
selected as representative of any solution involving a potable water salt management solution.
Potable water treatment solutions provide multiple unique benefits because all of AMWC’s
customers would benefit from higher quality water while the City would benefit by reducing the
amount of treatment required at the WRF for TDS and salt removal.

If the City and AMWC can develop a mutually beneficial approach to the salts issue, it
could benefit water and wastewater customers, the underlying groundwater basin, and
potentially eliminate the need for salt removal at the WRF.

Table 11 presents updated costs for implementing softening for the AMWC'’s wells and costs
incurred to upgrade the WRF. The cost estimate is based on Carollo’s 2005 Alternatives
Analysis and updated to reflect 2023 dollars (Carollo Engineers, 2005). Although the
alternatives analysis from 2005 analyzed many different alternatives, the alternative estimated
as the one most effective at reducing salts in the potable water system included lime softening
treatment for both Nacimiento water and raw groundwater, as shown below in Figure 13. This
upstream removal of water hardness along with a city-wide water softener ban would greatly
reduce salts and TDS entering the WRF through its influent, and thus greatly reducing treatment
requirements on its effluent.
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Figure 13: Process flow diagram (Carollo Engineers, 2005) for upstream removal of water hardness
prior to AMWC distribution to customers.

A ban on self-regenerating water softeners could be implemented as a standalone effort,
however for this report we have assumed that it would be implemented in conjunction with the
softening of AMWC's source water. The timing, benefits, community outreach, communication
and enforcement strategies associated with a self-regenerating water softening ban warrant
further investigation prior to implementation.
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Even if salts could be reduced to below the discharge permit requirements, the City
would still need to upgrade their secondary treatment process to meet nitrogen, future
buildout, and capacity needs. The City would still bear the cost estimate to upgrade
secondary treatment to the WRF as well as financially support AMWC with the improvements on
the water treatment side. The level of support required by the City would need to be defined
through negotiations with AMWC. For purposes of this alternative, Table 11 and Table 12 shows
both capital and O&M costs for secondary treatment upgrades at the WRF as well as water
treatment improvements based on the Carollo report in grey scale.
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Table 11: Alternative 2 Cost Estimate — WRF Secondary Treatment and AMWC Surface
Water Softening to Remove Salts Upstream From the Carollo Report (Carollo Engineers,

2005)
Line Item Description Cost
Baseline
Total Opinion of Probable WRF Upgrade Cost $64,600,000
Alternative 2 — AMWC Surface Water Treatment
0 Access Road $866,000
1 Power to Site $740,000
2 Earthwork and Paving $2,164,000
3 Raw Water Transmission Line $3,570,000
4 Replacement of Random Oaks Wells $1,389,000
5 Flocculation/Sedimentation $7,807,000
6 Filters and Blower Building $7,464,000
7 Chemical Storage and Fee Facilities $1,172,000
8 Wash Water Lagoons $1,028,000
9 Sludge Drying Beds $902,000
10 Lime System (RDP) $776,000
11 Recarbonation System $541,000
12 Clearwell (2.5 MGD) $4,868,000
13 Operations Building $1,171,000
14 On-Site Piping $650,000
15 Treated Water Pump Station $1,677,000
16 Standby Power $433,000
Subtotal $37,200,000
Contractor OH&P 15% $5,580,000
Subtotal $42,780,000
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Table 11: Alternative 2 Cost Estimate — WRF Secondary Treatment and AMWC Surface
Water Softening to Remove Salts Upstream From the Carollo Report (Carollo Engineers,
2005)

Ezs:?oe:rrr:ggt aAldm'n" and 30% $12,834,000
Contingency 30% $12,834,000
Change Order Allowance 5% $2,139,000
ENR CCI (January 2023) 13175 1.8
Total Opinion of Probable Construction Cost $135,200,000
AACE Estimate Class 5 Accuracy (-/+ %): -30% to 50%

$94,640,000 to

Estimate Range: $202,800,000

Table 12: Alternative 2 O&M Costs - MBR and AMWC Treatment

Chemical Electrical Sludge
Description Usage Usage Disposal Labor ($/year) Total ($/year)
($/year) ($/year) ($/year)
MBR
N $101,000 $829,000 $177,0002 $1,107,000
(Baseline)
AMWC Li
-ME 41350000  $1,370000  $760,000 $1,680,000  $5,156,000
Softening
Total O&M Annual Costs $6,263,000
30 Year Present Value Annualized Costs $340,892,000

Does not capture the cost for brine hauling/disposal since that has not been determined.

2Includes equipment replacement costs only and does not include additional staffing that would
be required.
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Alternative 3: Water Reuse Option

The City would be able to produce wastewater that meets the definition of disinfected tertiary
recycled water if it implements an MBR followed by a UV treatment system. With a very high-
quality effluent, the number of potential reuse options for the City increases significantly.

While previous work looked at reuse, the City has not conducted a focused recycled water
feasibility study. Today, the California State RWQCB’s Water Recycling Funding Program
Planning Grant is available for feasibility studies led by local agencies. This grant will typically
cover 50% of the planning costs to develop a recycled water feasibility study. Generally, all
costs necessary to determine the feasibility of using recycled water and to select an alternative
to offset or augment the use of fresh/potable water from state or local supplies may be eligible
for the planning grant. These grants provide a 50% match and can provide up to $150,000 in
grant funding.

In addition to the ability to reclaim water, RWQCB staff have indicated, in previously held
meetings, that if the City makes a good faith effort to reclaim their wastewater, they may be able
to reduce the enforcement of the TDS and salt effluent provisions in the General Permit due to
some of the language in the water code. However, the City will not likely be able to reuse all its
wastewater, so it would likely be subject to the requirements of the Basin Plan and the Salt and
Nutrient Management Plan for the basin for at least a portion of its discharge. The Paso Robles
Salt and Nutrient Management Plan found that while there was assimilative capacity for nitrates
in the Atascadero sub-basin, unless drinking water quality limits, which are higher than the basin
water quality objectives, are used in lieu of water quality objectives there would be no
assimilative capacity for salts in the sub-basin. If the RWQCB hold tightly to the Basin water
quality objectives, then a Water Recycling program may not produce measurable effluent
disposal benefits.

The benefit of pursuing a Water Recycling Funding Program grant is that the City can leverage
grant funds to explore the use of recycled water, salts, and the potential to modify the discharge
requirements for their disposed effluent. In addition, ASH, a state agency, may desire to receive
recycled water to help meet the State of California’s Recycled Water Policy Objectives. This
creates an opportunity for the City to both treat ASH’s wastewater and to potentially send
recycled water back to ASH creating a large and steady recycled water customer for the City.

The outcomes of a WRF planning grant will not guarantee any change in the disposal
requirements, however because RWQCB staff have indicated some flexibility and because
there is the potential to provide recycled water to ASH, WSC recommends that the City’s next
efforts be to leverage grant funding to pursue this alternative by conducting a recycled water
feasibility study.

A preliminary cost estimate for this alternative was developed and in presented in Table 13.
Many of the treatment components are similar to those included in Alternative 1 but include cost
adjustments to the size of the side stream RO system and the construction of a new recycled
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water pipeline. The RO system size would be reduced based on the volume of effluent being
diverted to reuse given that the reuse water is allowed a higher salt limitation. To reduce the
size of the side stream RO system from Alternative 1 to 0.3 MGD, the amount of effluent that
was planned to be delivered for reuse would bypass the RO treatment. The 2016 Master Plan
identified potential public facilities and recreational areas that could receive recycled water.
Based on the data presented in the 2016 Master Plan, a conceptual recycled water pipeline
layout was developed based on the customers proximity to the WRF and feasibility of pipeline
construction (Figure 14). The recycled water pipeline shows the proposed customers, identified
by number, that could potentially accept recycled water. The pipeline would be an approximately
7.7 mile pipeline from the WRF and would deliver Title 22 water. Using the assumption of 2.5
feet of water demand per acre for an average year from the 2016 Master Plan, there would be
an approximate total of 1,950 acre-feet per year (AFY), or 1.74 MGD, of recycled water
demand. This would directly correlate to the amount of WRF effluent assumed to not need RO
treatment prior to discharge and could potentially reduce the size of the side stream RO
treatment system by over 80-percent.

O&M costs for the water reuse is provided in Table 14. One potential benefit to this alternative is
the anticipated revenue from selling recycled water to customers has the potential to offset
some of the operation and maintenance costs at the WRF. For the purpose of this analysis,
recycled water was assumed to be sold at 80% of AMWC’s base rate and water sales revenue
offsets a significant portion of the O&M costs. The life cycle cost includes energy usage,
maintenance and replacement, and chemicals for the reduced size RO.
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Figure 14: WRF Reuse Pipeline Alignment and Potential Reuse Customers
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Table 13: Alternative 3 Cost Estimate — MBR Upgrade for Water Reuse
Line
Iltem Description Cost
Baseline
Opinion of Probable Reuse + RO Construction Cost ‘ $64,400,000
Alternative 3 — Water Reuse and Reduce Size RO
1 Reverse Osmosis System — Reduced Size $6,783,000
2 Recycled Water Pipeline $13,155,00
3 Recycled Water Pump Station & Storage Tank $1,954,000
4 Mobilization (3%) $657,000
Subtotal $22,549,000
Implementat.|on Alloyvance 25% $5.638,000
(Eng., permits, admin., etc.)
Contingency 30% $6,765,000
ENR CCI (January 2023) 13175
Opinion of Probable Reuse + RO Construction Cost $35,000,000
Total Opinion of Probable Construction Cost $99,600,000
AACE Estimate Class 5 Accuracy (-/+ %) -30% to 50%
Estimate Range | $69,720,000 to $149,400,000
Table 14: Alternative 3 O&M Cost — MBR Upgrade for Water Reuse
Chemical Electrical
. abor Total
Description Usage Usage
($fyea) ($/yean) (P/Ye  (lyean
MBR (Baseline)! $101,000 $829,000 $177,000° $1,107,000
Reduced Size RO $22,000 $150,000 $184,000> $356,000
Recycled Water System $170,000 $20,000 $190,000
Subtotal $1,653,000
Recycled Water Profit ($1,372,000)
Total O&M Costs $281,000
30 Year Present Value Annualized Costs $15,295,000

'Does not capture the cost for brine hauling/disposal since that has not been determined.

2Includes equipment replacement costs only and does not include additional staffing that would

be required.
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Alternative 4: Disposal Outside the Basin

As shown in the General Permit Table 6, Figure 15 below, the General Permit provides higher
effluent limitations for neighboring Templeton and Paso Robles sub-basin/basin. If the City were
to move the location of their discharge to the Templeton or Paso Robles Basin sub-basin/basin
then the allowable salt concentration in the effluent would increase enough to potentially
eliminate the need for side stream RO treatment. This alternative would require the City to build
new infrastructure that conveys WRF effluent to a location and percolate into the Paso Robles
Basin. Figure 16 shows the alignment of the 3-mile pipeline to relocate the proposed discharge.

Figure 15: Water Board Table 6

CALIFORNIA

WATER BOARDS

Table 6: Effluent Limitations for Designated Groundwater Basins!?l["], 25-Month Rolling
Median in mg/L

Total Total
Basin/Sub-Area Dissolved | Chloride | Sulfate | Boron | Sodium Nitrogen(14I(ts]
Solids
Paso Robles 1,050 270 200 2.0 225 10
Templeton 730 100 120 0.3 75 10
Atascadero 550 70 85 0.3 65 10

The removal of the wastewater flows from the sub-basin would likely have an impact on the sub-
basin water balance and this should be closely reviewed.

A preliminary cost estimate was developed for Alternative 4 and in presented in Table 15. Many
of the treatment components are like those included in Alternative 2 but include additional costs
to relocate the discharge point by constructing a new 3-mile-long effluent pipeline, a percolation
basin and a couple booster stations to convey the WRF effluent flow.

Based on the conceptual alignment shown in Figure 16, the pipeline would gain approximately
1,000 feet in elevation to convey effluent over the rock formation east of the WRF. Because of
the significant increase in elevation, it is assumed two (2) effluent booster stations would be
needed to deliver effluent to the relocated discharge location. Pump stations would be equipped
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with 2 duty and 2 standby high horsepower (HP) pumps, approximately 220 HP. In addition to
the conveyance infrastructure, a new effluent percolation pond would need to be sited and
constructed to complete this alternative.

Planning level comparative O&M costs for relocating the discharge pipeline are included in
Table 16. The major annual costs associated with this alternative are the energy costs for the
effluent pump station. Because high horsepower pumps are required to push water over the
small mountain range to the east of the WRF the energy use is significant. Not all O&M or land
acquisition costs are captured in this table and implemented project O&M costs would likely be
higher.
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Table 15: Alternative 4 Cost Estimate —Discharge Outside Atascadero
Sub-basin
Line ltem Description
Baseline
Opinion of Probable MBR Construction Cost ‘ $64,600,000 $83,100,0(
Alternative 4 — Discharge Relocation
1 Discharge Pipeline $5,675,000
2 Booster Stations $6,140,000
3 Effluent Percolation Pond $646,000
4 Mobilization (3%) $374,000
Subtotal $12,800,000
Implfamentatlon Allowance (Eng., permits, 25% $3,200.000
admin., etc.)
Contingency 30% $3,840,000
ENR CCI (January 2023) 13175
Opinion of Probable Relocated Discharge Construction Cost $19,800,000
Total Opinion of Probable Construction Cost $84,400,000
AACE Estimate Class 5 Accuracy (-/+ %) -30% to 50%

Estimate Range

$59,080,000 to $126,600,000

Table 16: Alternative 4 O&M Costs - Relocating the Effluent Pipeline to Discharge in Paso

Basin
o Chemical Electrical Labor Total
Description Usage Usage
($/year)  ($/year) ($/year) ($/year)

MBR (Baseline)! $101,000 $829,000 $177,002 $1,107,000
Effluent Pump Station $570,000 $20,0002  $590,000
Total O&M Costs $1,697,000
30 Year Present Value Annualized Costs $92,367,000

!Does not capture the cost for brine hauling/disposal since that has not been determined.

2Includes equipment replacement costs only and does not include additional staffing that would

be required.
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Alternative Comparison

Figure 17 provide planning level cost (capital and O&M) comparison for the four alternatives.
From the alternatives analysis, it is clear that Alternative 3 has the greatest direct capital cost
but the O&M costs are potentially offset by the profits made from selling recycled water.
Alternative 2 shows higher capital and O&M costs relative to the other alternatives because the
costs shown for developing the water treatment system and its ongoing operation and
maintenance costs are included. This alternative assumes the high TDS and salt issues will be
mitigated through water softening by AMWC, it is likely that the City would be required to
participate in AMWC'’s capital and O&M costs to develop a softening project to some
undetermined extent. As expected, Alternative 1 has one of the highest capital and the greatest
O&M costs due to the high energy usage associated with RO. However, Alternative 4 has
almost comparable O&M costs associated with the project due to the large effluent pump station
required to deliver the WRF’s effluent to a new location.

Figure 17: Comparison of Construction Capital Costs and O&M Costs for the Alternatives
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Timing and Additional Considerations

The new General Permit provides a built-in two-year compliance period to meet the discharge
requirements. Atascadero will have to provide notice within one year of enroliment in the
General Permit whether it will be able to comply within the built-in two-year compliance period.
Given the scope and cost of the upgrades, it is not possible for Atascadero to complete all of the
work within this two-year period.

The City and WSC have already begun negotiations with the RWQCB to request the addition of
at least one five-year Time Schedule Order (TSO). In addition, it may be possible for the City to
gain an additional five-year TSO, but not more than two five-year TSO'’s are likely to be issued
by the RWQCB. Under these time constraints, the City should begin the process of upgrading
the secondary treatment process to an MBR (Baseline). Concurrently, but independently
advancing the City would also advance the alternatives (Alternatives 1 — 4) focusing on salt
removal and disposal strategies.

The City would not implement all four alternatives, but rather will determine as the MBR project
advances (Baseline), which of the alternatives or combination of alternatives can be
successfully implemented. For example, disposal outside of the basin (Alternative 4) may be
infeasible if suitable percolation areas cannot be located in reasonable proximity to the WRF, or
softening of AMWC source water (Alternative 2) may be determined to be too costly by the City
and AMWC.

The City should build off the momentum of recent efforts with potential project partners,
including ASH, AMWC, and the RWQCB, to determine which new concepts, proposed
alternative, or hybrid of alternatives will produce the best outcomes for the City.

Building the secondary treatment process buys the City time to begin implementing measures
such as developing a strategy for hardness reduction with AMWC, or studying, quantifying, and
capturing the benefits of implementing a self-regenerating water softener ban, etc. Once
secondary treatment is in place, the City can use the time provided by a TSO for salt removal to
collect data and to refine its final RO strategy and sizing. An initial phasing plan is in the
Schedule for Potential Alternatives on the following page.

City of Atascadero 56 WRF Alternatives Analysis



ITEM NUMBER: C-2
DATE: 08/08/23
ATTACHMENT: 1

. Regulatory

WRF Alternatives Analysis B secondary Treatment

. C
Schedule for Conceptual Alternatives M s
. Water Reuse

Out of Basin Disposal

Stakeholder and Public Outreach

2023
QL | Q2 | Q3 | Q4 | Q1

TSO Reque

Permitting and Final Design Bidding Construction Commissioning Data Collection

PDR & ASH 30%
Agreement Design

Recycled Water Agreeme REEER Wa;ﬁg [Sztsr;gztlon Permlttl Bidding ‘ Construction \ Recycled Water Customer Connecti

Recycled Water Permitting

Out of Basin Disposal Investigation 30% Design Out of Basin Disposal Design Out of Basin Permitting Construction

Easement and ROW Acquisition




ITEM NUMBER: C-2
DATE: 08/08/23
ATTACHMENT: 1

MUWSC

Recommendations

WSC recommends that the City consider the following actions in furthering its Wastewater
Treatment Plant Upgrade.

Pursue a Recycled Water Planning Grant

The City should pursue a Recycled Water Planning Grant from the State Water Resources
Control Board. By leveraging this grant opportunity, the City can look into salts, potential reuse
opportunities both in and out of the basin, and explore other regulatory constraints. This will help
the City understand potential opportunities of developing and implementing a water reuse
program.

Continue Partner Discussions and Negotiations

The City should begin the next phase of negotiations with ASH and with AMWC. A partnership
with ASH has the potential to offset a portion of the City’s capital costs for the WRF upgrades
and ASH also has the potential to become a large, recycled water customer for the City.

The City has the potential to partner with AMWC to provide higher quality water in the AMWC
service area, while concurrently reducing the need for RO treatment at the WRF. If the City and
AMWC can come to an agreement, and a self-regenerating water softener ban or other solution
could be implemented, over time TDS and salt loadings to the effluent and to the sub-basin
could be reduced. While the benefits of this approach are not fully quantified, it is anticipated
over time that the levels of TDS and salts in the water supply wells and subsequently in the
wastewater would be reduced.

The AMWC alternative needs to be started as early as possible so there is time to develop a
plan and process to quantify the water and wastewater system benefits from the self-
regenerating water softener ban and source water changes, as well as the sub-basin responses
to the reduced salt loadings.

RWQCB staff have a great interest in seeing the LAMP areas incorporated into the City’s
collection system and may be willing to provide some relief on the discharge requirements in
order to facilitate this conversion. In addition, there are significant grant funds available for these
conversions that could be used to offset treatment and connection costs. The conversion of the
LAMP areas should be carefully considered in the WRF upgrade from a regulatory, capital, and
capacity perspective.

Design and Implement an MBR Treatment Facility

The City should begin the process of designing an MBR followed by UV treatment. Provisions
should be made in this design for the future addition of RO and/or recycled water pumping.
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By starting now, the City can address its need for expanded secondary and nitrate
treatment capacity while positioning itself to comply with the salt removal required by
the General Permit’s discharge requirements in time.

Investigate a Self-regenerating Water Softener Ban

WSC recommends that the City begin investigating its authority and approaches for a self-
regenerating water softener ban. While we would not recommend implementation of this as a
standalone effort, since the groundwater supplied to AMWC is fairly hard, we estimate that water
softeners could be furnishing millions of pounds of salts into the effluent and sub-basin annually.

Implementing a water softening effort on the well water and coupling that with a ban on self-
regenerating water softeners could measurably reduce the salt loading to the WRRF and to the
sub-basin.

Begin Data Collection for Future Work

As was discussed in the Flows and Loads TM and in the summary of Flows and Loads earlier in
this document, WSC recommends that the City begins preparing for design of their WRF
Upgrades by collecting the following data:

e Obtain daily or weekly influent BOD and TSS data to improve estimations of historical
loadings and peaking factors. The quarterly BOD and TSS data used in the analysis is
too infrequent for an accurate characterization and is likely the reason for the low
peaking factors associated with AA and MM loadings. Additional loading data would
improve the reliability of the analysis and provide a better representation of loading
conditions.

o Water quality samples should be based on 24-hour composite sampling of
influent wastewater to the existing WRF. Composite flow-weighted samples
provide the most reliable data.

e Obtain weekly influent TKN and ammonia (i.e., total ammonia nitrogen) data in to
improve estimations of BOD:TKN and ammonia: TKN ratios, and to obtain nitrogen data
that can be applied to historical loading analysis.

o Water quality samples should be based on 24-hour composite sampling of
influent wastewater to the existing WRF. Composite flow-weighted samples
provide the most reliable data.

¢ Obtain weekly influent alkalinity data to improve characterization of the City’s wastewater
that supports development of design criteria for the WRF Upgrades secondary treatment
process.

o Water quality samples should be based on 24-hour composite sampling of
influent wastewater to the existing WRF. Composite flow-weighted samples
provide the most reliable data.
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o Due to the limited hourly flow data available from past flow monitoring studies, WSC
recommends the City perform influent flow monitoring in the collection system or at the WRF
to quantify the influent PH flows upstream of the headworks that will need to be conveyed
through the WRF. Understanding PH flows is critical for designing a WRF that can
hydraulically convey peak flows, and lack of available peak flow data can lead to
overestimates of PH flows which may result in oversizing infrastructure at the WRF.

Adaptively Manage these Alternatives

WSC recommends that the City adapt its final MBR plant sizing, effluent disposal and TDS/salts
removal strategies based on the results of its negotiations with potential stakeholders,
regulatory agencies, and the City’s ability to fund the project. For ease of planning, we have
included flows and loads from ASH and all LAMP areas, but the project could be reduced in size
if those elements cannot be funded adequately to produce a benefit for the City with a
corresponding reduction in the capital and operational cost of the facility.

With the General Permit, the RWQCB has imposed a very expensive and complex TDS and salts
removal requirement on the City’s WRF. Any relief that the City can obtain from these stringent
discharge requirements through the addition of LAMP areas, or Water Recycling, or any other
means will reduce the size of the RO Treatment process and could produce a measurable capital
and operational cost savings for the City.

Finally, the potential for partnering with AMWC, if it can be successfully negotiated, has the
potential to produce water quality, wastewater loading, and environmental benefits long into the
future. The City should understand that none of these alternatives, except the MBR/RO
(Alternative 1), is entirely within the City’s control. Therefore, as the discussion and negotiations
proceed with both regulatory stakeholder and potential project partners, there will likely be a
need to refine the final project description.
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