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cCommentary

Progress Toward the Solut:On

nk you, New Times, for this
opportunity to present the facts
regarding the Los Osos Wastewater
project. Unlortunately, Ron Crawfords
“Problems with the Solution” [New
Times, July 6] misrepresented the pro-
ject’s status and costs.

The Los Osos Commum?lr Services
District’ (LOCSD) approach to this 20-year
m is still more ccononnml. will

hieve all phases of the project sooner, and
u!!crs bm!,cr environmental benefits than
the former County project. It is important
for our community to continue to work
together to solve Los Ososs wastewater

sound, after substantial interaction with -
RWQCSB stall, we proactively olfered to
collect the entire community (wilhin the
Prohibition Zone) rather than enter into a
long-drawn-out dispute that wouId add
‘delays and costs. & =
* Odors. Odors are a concern wtlh
any wastewater project. We have ghosen
an advanced ponding.technology with a
Iimar track record of no odors. Our
ical experts agree that, because of
anntrobtc and aero %Ic hio!ogical
processes, odors will not occur.
* Project design. The LOCSD employs
wastewaler experts 10 accornphsh many

romplex project goes through a
morphosis from concept to reality—

-mal, healthy, prudent evolution that

t symptomatlc of a ‘problem.”’
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issue. We are in the process of refining the
project to achieve the community’ goals of
alfordability, ellectiveness, and timeliness.»
Any com cx project goes through a meta-
morph osu.s from concept to reali nor-
mal, healthy, prudent evolution that is not
symptomatic of a “problem.”

Mr. Crawfords article is misleading,
incorrect, and in need of clarification. He
starts by accepting the County’ published
estimate of their project cost. He ignored
the information uncovered during the last
two years on real costs and the timeframe

" of the County project. Our consultants,

some of whom ar: former county consul-
tants, have E;sv that the County’ pro-
ject would cost substantially more
than $70 million, and was nowhere near
ready to be built. The State Water
Resotirces Control Board (RWQCB) stall
has informed the LOCSD that the
Countys project report was “incomplete
and rejected twice.” A low-interest State
Revolving Fund loan would not have been
granted 1o fund the County’s project, and
would have been required to abandon
redesign their project, seek outside
(and much more expensive) financing, or
pay for the additional requirements out of
the Cnunry‘:. eral Fund, *
L

. PrOJecl nearing $75 million,”

\N"rong: $55 million. The LOCSD is
r:ssivcly pursuing grant funds to help

ollset project costs, and the new state bud-

get includes $1 million for our project.

* Dralt Wastewater Project Report.
Prior to submitting the Report to the
RWQCB in January, LOCSD supplied its
stall with a rough draft for review. They
were helpful in identifying chapters that
needed more information and issues that
needed [urther study. This interaction is
part of the normal course of working
with a regulatory agency. Subsequent 1o
the final submittal of the report, the
LOCSD resolved the major issues raised
by RWQCB stall. Executive officer Roger
Briges has accepted our report.

= Partial sewering, Yes, one of the
RWQCE stall concems was an issue they
had with the County—that of sewering or
collecting only a portion of the communi-
1y, LOCSDS consultants believed that col-
lecting the majority of the community
wnulj achieve the state’s water quality
objectives at a lower cost. While we still
believe that partial collection is technically

gt

- but its costs will not be

tasks. They are currently assessin g

ject and Prcqect altenatives, costs, I'u ing

sources for the project, and assurance of

the projects regulatory compliance.
Delays. The LOCSD encountered a

five-month delay waiting lor U.S. Fish

and Wildlife Service (USF&WS) to grant

us permission to test the suitability of the

treatment and disposal sites. This delay

was caused by the volume of work cur-

rently being processedd

through the USF&WS,

which is charged with

mran-nuon will soon He avaﬂnb]c al
W

notices in nine pﬂ ic Inﬂuoni throu I‘put
the commumlr arg hold Saturday office
hours so,

efits. - i’g

inés.: RWQCB is NOT, consid-*,
:f?ylng-l" ngs a t Los Osos at
lhelr eetliig on Friday, July 14. They
will be receiving-a routine stat .
The RWQCB realizes that the m
project is actively addressing its water
quality concerns.
* Withdrawing approval after con-

struction. Once the RWQCB and State
Water Resources Control Board has com-

mitted to apl')ro\'ing and funding the pro-
ject, th | not withdraw their
approval. This is not a regulatory or polit-

ical mality alter 7 project is completed.
LOCSD5 discussions with the RWQCBS
stall have shown the Regional Board stafl
to be supportive of our project. We are
working out the details to resolve the
nitrate problems. They are supportive of
having this wastewater project proceed.

* Environmental benefits. Our project
will treat the collm:led waslewater to excep-
dards for irrigation and
pur groundwater, reducing
sproviding opportunities
. and elimnating the
drinking water.

e

need for importe

enforcing the Endangered
Species Act. This was well-
documented to the RWQCB
stafl, and they lully under-
stand that this delay was
beyond our control. The
County’s project would
have [aced the same delay.

* Mitigation costs.
Federal and state regulatory
agencies require environ-
mental mitigation to avoid
or lessen impacts resulting
from the installation of any
wastewater treatment [acili-
ty. Mitigation may be more
expensive than expected,

known until the impacts
have been ideniified in our
project Environmental
Impact Report, to be pub-
lished in November. The
County projects mitigation
costs were never ollicially
defined by the agencies, and
those costs remain
unknown,

+ Community support.
The LOCSD has hcu)o
numerous tlown hall meet-
ings to discuss the project
and answer questions.
Reaction has been v
favorable. Members of the
public seem delighted that
the center of Los Osos will
look like a beautiful aquatic
mark. We're committed 1o
including the community in
the process, The LOCSD
operates cable channel 59
and all district meetings are
rebroadcast at 1 am,, Qam.,

and 6 p.m. daily, Project

952 Hipuera Street » San Luis Obispo, CA = (B05) 545-8001

,' In 15 months, the LOCSD has done

gt : Sﬂ% p@&fg ofy ucredible
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FURNISHI ‘*JCb, FLORA AND FINE CIFTS

* Other benelfits. AIlhough not funded
by the wastewater project, the location
called the Resource Paik providesa -
badly needed community park, a botani-

cal garden, and 3.7 miles of trails.

more |han work on the wastewaler
project. It hired stall, took m the opera-
tion of the walcr

services, set up an office, lr:d consu I::m!s
and devel r.:uonal policies and pro-
cedures. In Marc 1999. the LOCSD Board
voted to take on the wastewater project and
by June the State Water Resources Control
Board voted to give the Los Osos project a
$47 million Iow-mtcn:st loan.

The public is invited to LOCSD
Wastewater Committee meetings on the *
second Wednesday and fourth Tuesday of
every month at 7 p.m. at the office, 2122
9th 5., Los Osos (528-9370). LOCSD
meetings are the first and third Thursdays
at 7 p.m. at South BaLz Community Center,
and they're open to the public as well. A

Pandora Nash- Kamer is vice president
of the LOCSD, chair of the Wastewater
Committee, and a member of the Solution
Gmuﬁ In 1999 she was named, along
with her husband, Gary, as Los Osos

Citizen of the Year. Bruce Buel, who has
22 years’ expertise in managing California
special districts, is general manager of the
Los Osos CSD
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