
Meeting Agenda Announcement
On March 12, 2020, Governor Newsom issued Executive Order No. N-25-20, which
allows SEWC Members to attend meetings telephonically. Please be advised that some,
or all, SEWC Members may attend this meeting telephonically.

Consistent with mandates of Executive Order No. N-29-20, a physical location from
which members of the public may observe the meeting or offer public comment will not
be made available. Commerce City Hall will not be open to the public for this meeting;
however viewing and public comment options are provided below.

View live open session meeting remotely via Zoom:
Join Zoom Meeting:

https://zoom.us/j/94883144982?pwd=NERqbkJuTnpjNjRuZDZ1R1Z3TUowQT09

Meeting ID: 948 8314 4982
Password: 440871

Public Comment/Question options:
● Email: kjservicesenviro@gmail.com
● Voicemail: (323) 722-4805 ext. 2812

Please submit email and voicemail public comments by at least 2:30 p.m. on the date of
the meeting to ensure SEWC Members receive and have time to review them. All email
and voicemails received by 2:30 p.m. are forwarded to SEWC Members. Email and
voicemails received after 2:30 p.m. but before the conclusion of the public comment
portion will be entered into the record.
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AGENDA

SOUTHEAST WATER COALITION

REGULAR MEETING OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE ENTITY

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 16, 2021
3:00 PM

1. ROLL CALL

2. PUBLIC COMMENTS

3. CONSENT CALENDAR

**Consent Calendar items will be considered and approved in one motion
unless removed by an Administrative Entity Member for discussion.**

a. SEWC ADMINISTRATIVE ENTITY MINUTES OF JULY 15, 2021
REGULAR MEETING

Recommendation: Approve minutes as submitted.

**End of Consent Calendar**

4. AN INTRODUCTION TO MWD’S REGIONAL RECYCLED WATER PROGRAM
Ivonne Castillo, Community Relations, MWD
Recommendation: That the Administrative Entity take the following action:

Receive and file a presentation on MWD’s Regional Recycled Water Program.

5. UPDATE ON WRD PFAS REMEDIATION PROGRAM
Gina Nila, AE Chair, City of Commerce
Recommendation: That the Administrative Entity take the following action:

Receive and file an update on WRD’S PFAS Remediation Program.
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6. UPDATE ON CENTRAL BASIN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT
Gina Nila, AE Chair, City of Commerce
Nick Ghirelli, Richards, Watson & Gershon
Recommendation: That the Administrative Entity take the following action:

Receive and file an update on the latest from the Central Basin Municipal Water
District.

7. LEGISLATIVE UPDATE
Gina Nila, AE Chair, City of Commerce
Recommendation: That the Administrative Entity take the following action:

Receive and file an update on the status of water-related legislation in the State
Legislature.

8. WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS

9. ADMINISTRATIVE ENTITY MEMBER COMMENTS

Disability-related services are available to enable persons with a disability to participate
in this meeting, consistent with the Federal Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990.
Spanish interpreters are also available. For information or to request services, please
contact the City of Commerce Public Works Department at least 24 hours in advance of
the meeting at (323) 722-4805 ext. 2812.

The next meeting of the Southeast Water Coalition Administrative Entity will be on
Thursday, September 16, 2021, 3:00pm, at Commerce City Hall, 2535 Commerce Way,
Commerce, CA, 90040.

I, Michelle Keshishian, City of Commerce, do hereby certify, under penalty of perjury
under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing notice was posted pursuant
to Government Code Section 54950 Et. Seq. and City of Commerce Ordinance at the
following locations: Commerce City Hall, Rosewood Neighborhood Library, and the
Commerce Senior Center.
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Dated: September 13, 2021

Michelle Keshishian                                 
Environmental Coordinator
City of Commerce
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MINUTES OF THE

SOUTHEAST WATER COALITION

JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY

REGULAR MEETING OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE ENTITY

THURSDAY, JULY 15, 2021
3:00 PM

The Regular Meeting of the Southeast Water Coalition Joint Powers Authority
Administrative Entity, conducted telephonically via Zoom, was called to order at 3:04 p.m.
by AE Chair Gina Nila. At the time the meeting was called to order a quorum of members
were present. Kristen Sales (KJServices Environmental Consulting) called for a voice vote
of the roll call and the following Administrative Entity members were present:

1. ROLL CALL

Javier Martinez City of Cerritos
Kanna Vancheswaran City of Cerritos
Gina Nila, AE Chair City of Commerce
Jason Wen City of Lakewood
Derwin Dy City of Lakewood
Glen Kau City of Norwalk
Adriana Figueroa City of Paramount
Chris Castillo City of South Gate (left at 4:08 p.m.)
Joanna Moreno City of Vernon
Ray Cordero City of Whittier

Others in Attendance
Daniel Hernandez Director of Public Works, City of Commerce
Kristen Sales KJServices Environmental Consulting
Nick Ghirelli Richards Watson & Gershon

2. PUBLIC COMMENTS
No Public Comments were received.

3. CONSENT CALENDAR
Administrative Entity (AE) Chair Gina Nila (Commerce) called for a motion to
approve the Consent Calendar.

Adriana Figueroa (Paramount) made a motion to approve the Consent Calendar.
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The motion was seconded by Glen Kau (Norwalk). The motion was approved by a
unanimous roll call vote of the Administrative Entity members.

4. UPDATE ON MWD’S REGIONAL RECYCLED WATER PROGRAM
AE Chair Gina Nila (Commerce) provided an update on this program from the
Metropolitan Water District that she had received a presentation on earlier in the
month. AE Chair Nila proposed that the AE bring this presentation to the SEWC
Board.

AE Chair Nila stated that the Regional Recycled Water Program (RRWP) is a joint
project, a regional project that affects everyone in the region. Jason Wen
(Lakewood) added that Lakewood also received a presentation from MWD because
the proposed pipeline will go through Lakewood. Mr. Wen agreed that regional
projects are a good thing to bring to the Board, even though the project has a very
long term timeline. Mr. Wen added that MWD started this process several years
ago, and their pilot program is up and running. Mr. Wen stated that if the SEWC
Board wanted to add any comments about the program, they should do so early in
the outreach period.

Glen Kau (Norwalk) asked if MWD has to get easements to build the pipeline
through cities? Mr. Wen answered yes, and Adriana Figueroa (Paramount) added
that this process is what makes the project timeline so long. Ms. Figueroa agreed
that the earlier SEWC submit comments, the better. Mr. Kau inquired if MWD
proposed to build through the Edison easement, adding that it would be difficult. Mr.
Wen replied that MWD has the money and the political will to get it done for the
RRWP pipeline.

Ms. Figueroa asked if the AE could get a presentation from MWD first, before
presenting this item to the SEWC Board. Mr. Kau agreed this was a good idea. AE
Chair Nila suggested MWD present to the AE in September, and then to the Board
in October. AE Chair Nila asked if MWD had agreements for the future use of the
recycled water? Mr. Kau stated that the biggest issue with the project is how to
distribute the recycled water, since one mile of pipe cost $1million, and distribution
within cities will be equally challenging to building the pipeline. Mr. Kau added that
AE members will review and vet the presentation at the September meeting.

The item was received and filed by the Administrative Entity.

5. UPDATE ON ORANGE COUNTY WATER DISTRICT’S PFAS TREATMENT
TESTING STUDY AND FINAL REPORT
AE Chair Nila provided a summary of this item, stating that OCWD seems to be
much farther ahead in dealing with PFAS remediation than WRD is in the Central
Basin.

AE Member Javier Martinez (Cerritos) stated that OCWD had over $200m to
distribute among their pumpers, and they had to raise their RA significantly. Mr.
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Martinez said that their RA will probably never decrease from this level. Jason Wen
(Lakewood) added that more OCWD was overburdened with PFAS, as ⅓ of their
suppliers had PFAS and 9 out of their pumpers had PFAS hits. Compared to Central
Basin, Mr. Wen added, where not every WRD purveyor is dealing with PFAS
detections, a much higher percentage of OCWD purveyors were affected. Adriana
Figueroa (Paramount) added that OCWD’s cost-sharing model made sense
because everybody in their service area was equally affected. AE Chair Nila stated
that the AE should get the details on OCWD’s PFAS treatment to their pumpers’
replenishment assessment.

The item was received and filed by the Administrative Entity.

6. UPDATE ON PROP 1 GROUNDWATER GRANT PROGRAM (GWGP) FUNDING
AE Chair Gina Nila (Commerce) circled back to this item after Item 7. AE Chair Nila
asked the group if the GWGP funds were available for regional projects for PFAS
remediation. Jason Wen (Lakewood) suggested that WRD would be a better vehicle
for applying for Prop 1 funds, since they serve multiple pumpers. Mr. Wen stated
that SEWC can ask WRD if they will apply for Prop 1 funds on behalf of their
purveyors, which would then benefit SEWC member agencies.

Adriana Figueroa (Paramount) asked the AE members if anyone had a dedicated
grants consultant that could apply for Prop 1 funding. AE Chair Nila suggested that
it may be best if purveyors approached Prop 1 funding via the Gateway Water
Authority, and submit the request with an on-call list of grant consultants. Mr. Wen
added that SEWC can send a letter of support if WRD is pursuing Prop 1 funds. Mr.
Wen suggested SEWC contact WRD and have them address it at the next SEWC
Board Meeting.

The item was received and filed by the Administrative Entity.

7. UPDATE ON WRD
AE Chair Gina Nila (Commerce) suggested the AE discuss Item 7 after Item 5,
skipping Item 6 and then returning to that item after Item 7.

AE Chair Nila told the AE that she had not heard back from WRD since the
purveyor meeting. WRD has conducted site visits with Commerce and Pico Rivera,
who, of all the SEWC agencies, is the most far along in their construction timeline.
AE Chair Nila added that Commerce’s plan is to begin construction in the Fall, with
the site coming online by December. AE Chair Nila said that Mark Grajeda of Pico
Water has yet to receive a revised agreement from WRD, which had been expected
by the end of June. A revised agreement with Pico Rivera might be the “test case”
for more widespread program revisions, and could be done by the end of July. AE
Chair Nila stated that she wanted to send a letter to WRD asking for an update on
their timeline, given that Commerce and Pico Rivera have already provided the
documentation on their projects.
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Adriana Figueroa (Paramount) asked AE Chair Nila what the delay was. AE Chair
Nila answered that that was unclear. WRD has the requested data from the
purveyors. Jason Wen (Lakewood) added that, as a member of WRD’s BAC/TAC,
he had not received a timeline yet from WRD on the project review. Ms. Figueroa
stated that Downey thinks they had an application in already. Mr. Wen stated that no
single purveyor in the Central Basin has a signed agreement with WRD for PFAS
Remediation. Mr. Wen suggested that SEWC invite WRD to provide an update on
the funding of remediation programs. Ms. Figueroa agreed, stating that Board
Members can ask for answers to the delay of seven months.

The item was received and filed by the Administrative Entity.

8. CENTRAL BASIN UPDATE
Mr. Nick Ghirelli (RW&G) provided a summary of this update.

AE Chair Gina Nila asked Mr. Ghirelli if Central Basin is working towards
redistricting? Mr. Ghirelli answered yes, they are engaged in the redistricting
process, but it is a long timeline. The delay in Federal Census information is
causing a delay in redistricting that is affecting everyone.

Jason Wen (Lakewood) added that Central Basin sales have increased, and they
have a lot of surplus money right now. Mr. Wen added that they are not taking on
full-time employees, but only using contractors.

The item was received and filed by the Administrative Entity.

9. LEGISLATIVE UPDATE
A summary of this item was provided by Kristen Sales (KJServices Environmental
Consulting). Ms. Sales provided an update on SB 223, SB 222, SB 776, AB 1195,
and on the Governor’s FY 2021-2022 State Budget. The item was received and
filed by the Administrative Entity.

10. AUGUST 3, 2021 BOARD OF DIRECTORS AGENDA
Kristen Sales, KJServices Environmental Consulting
Recommendation:  Consider Draft SEWC JPA Board of Directors Agenda

1) WRD Update - New General Manager, PFAS Remediation Project, Prop 1
Funding

2) Update on the Drought (WRD)
3) Legislative Update

11. WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS
Ms. Kristen Sales (KJServices) stated that she had received email communications
from Nick Ghirelli regarding the Central Basin Update agenda item.
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12. ADMINISTRATIVE ENTITY MEMBER COMMENTS
Nick Ghirelli (RW&G) stated that the deadline for the expiration of the Governor’s
Executive Order allowing digital meetings is September 30th. Adriana Figureoa
(Paramount) asked if the deadline will be extended due to cases of the Delta
variant. AE Chair Gina Nila (Commerce) asked Nick if meetings have to be
in-person starting in October. Mr. Ghirelli answered that, assuming the State goes
back to the pre-COVID Brown Act rules, all public meetings would need to have a
physical meeting location, and SEWC would have to publicly notice any member
who chose to “Zoom” into the meeting, including the specific address of their
location, and post the agenda live. AE Chair Nila asked the AE if they would prefer
to continue to meet via Zoom? Jason Wen (Lakewood) stated that he liked Zoom
and would like to continue. Ms. Figueroa stated that, logistically, it would be very
difficult to continue meeting remotely if the Executive Order is not extended. AE
Member Ray Cordero (Whittier) stated that he is okay with meeting in person for AE
meetings, but if that were to be the case, he would prefer the meeting time return to
11:30am.

Mr. Wen (Lakewood) asked the AE members if anyone had received an email from
DDW about forgiving drinking water debt. Mr. Cordero and Ms. Figueroa stated that
they had both received the email from DDW, and that their Finance Departments
were handling it. Mr. Wen added that DDW has not yet come up with the
parameters and process for forgiving that debt and administering these funds to
overdue bills.

13. ADJOURNMENT
AE Chair Gina Nila adjourned the meeting at 4:27 p.m.

__________________________________

CHAIR

ATTEST:

______________________________
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SOUTHEAST WATER COALITION
JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY

AGENDA REPORT

Date: September 13, 2021
To: Southeast Water Coalition Administrative Entity
From: Ivonne Castillo, Community Relations, MWD

Subject: An Introduction to MWD’s Regional Recycled Water Program

Recommendation: That the Administrative Entity take the following action:

Receive and file a presentation on MWD’s Regional Recycled Water Program.

Background
The Regional Recycled Water Program (RRWP) is a partnership between the
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWD) and the Sanitation Districts of
Los Angeles County (LACSD) to purify and reuse wastewater that is currently being
discharged to the Pacific Ocean.

Cleaned wastewater from the Sanitation Districts’ Joint Water Pollution Control Plant in
Carson is sent to the RRWP Advanced Purification Center (APC), where it is further
purified through a series of membrane bioreactors, reverse osmosis, and UV/advanced
oxidation processes. The APC is a 500,000 gallons/day demonstration facility, built at a
construction cost of $17 million, and will be used to test the water purification process
and monitor results. The water at the APC is not reused.

The second phase of the plan is the building and operation of a full-scale Advanced
Water Treatment Plan that would produce up to 150 million gallons/day (168,000
af/year), or enough to serve more than 500,000 homes. The purified water could then
be delivered through 60+ miles of new pipelines to groundwater basins, industrial
facilities, and even potentially two MWD water treatment plans. The cost of the
Advanced Water Treatment Plant is $3.4 billion to build plus $129 million to operate
annually, which would result in a water cost of $1,826/af. The project is currently in the
environmental planning stage from 2021 to 2024. Once approved, design and
construction will take an estimated eight years.

It is recommended the AE receive and file this report and present an update to the
Board of Directors at their meeting on October 7, 2021.

Item No. 4



SEWC AE STAFF REPORT -  REGULAR MTG. OF 9/16/21 RRWP
Page 2 of 2

Attachments:
1. An Introduction to MWD’s Regional Recycled Water Program: A New Source of

Water for Southern California

Item No. 4



An Introduction to the
REGIONAL RECYCLED WATER PROGRAM
A New Source of Water for Southern California

A Virtual Presentation
Southeast Water Coalition Administrative Entity 

9-16-21



AGENDA

• Introductions
• Background on Metropolitan and Regional 

Recycled Water Program
• Conveyance System Alignments
• Program Next Steps
• Q&A/Discussion 



BACKGROUND INFORMATION
The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California



METROPOLITAN OVERVIEW



EXTENSIVE WATER DELIVERY SYSTEM

Metropolitan’s distribution 
system consists of 830 
miles of large diameter 
pipeline and tunnels and 
about 400 connections to 
member agencies



LEADERS IN DEVELOPING WATER SUPPLIES
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1930s: 
Colorado River 

Aqueduct

1970s: 
State Water 

Project

Future:
Regional 

Recycled Water 
Program

Today: 
Local Supplies & 

Conservation



REGIONAL RECYCLED WATER PROGRAM
A New Source of Water for Southern California



REGIONAL RECYCLED WATER PROGRAM
A $3.4 billion investment

①
Wastewater 
from homes, 

businesses, and 
industries in LA 

County

②
Treated at 
Sanitation 

Districts’ Joint 
Water Pollution 

Control Plant

③
Purified at 

Metropolitan’s 
advanced water 
treatment plant  

④
Conveyed 

through over 60 
miles of pipeline 
to groundwater 

basins, 
industries, or 

Metropolitan’s 
treatment plants

⑤
A new purified 
source of water 

for Southern 
California



REGIONAL RECYCLED WATER PROGRAM
In numbers

Up to 150 million 
gallons per day or 
168,000 acre-feet 

per year

Enough water 
for over 

1.5 million 
people

One of the 
largest programs 

of its kind in 
world



PROGRAM BENEFITS
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Benefits of the Regional Recycled Water Program



POTENTIAL FULL-SCALE PROGRAM
Up to 150 million gallons per day
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N

WASTEWATER PARTNER

Joint Water Pollution 
Control Plant
• Average flow of ~260 

MGD
• Primary and secondary 

treatment 
• Currently discharges to 

the ocean
• Largest untapped 

source of  treated 
wastewater

Demonstration 
Facility

Full-Scale 
AWT Site

City of Los Angeles
City of Carson

Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts



A FULL-SCALE ADVANCED WATER TREATMENT PLANT

Rendering of full-scale facilityThree-step purification process featuring 
membrane bioreactors, reverse osmosis and 
ultraviolet light/advanced oxidation 



PROGRAM PARTNERS
Groundwater Basin Managers

Metropolitan Member Agencies

Colorado River Partners

Wastewater Partner

Other Key Partners



PROGRAM HISTORY

• Technical Studies – 2009
• Bench Scale Testing – 2012
• Feasibility Study – 2016
• Demonstration Plant – 2019-present
• Conceptual Study – 2019
• Environmental planning phase – approved Nov. 2020

– Engineering and Technical Studies
– Program Environmental Impact Report
– Public Outreach support

Demonstration Facility 

Major progress to date



SCHEDULE



Cost Description
Backbone System

(2018 Dollars)
Full Program

(2018 Dollars)

Production Capacity (mgd) 100 150

Capital Program Cost 1 $2.6 billion $3.4 billion

Annual O&M Cost ($/year) $69 million $129 million

Program Unit Cost of Yield
Capital Unit Cost
O&M Unit Cost
Total Program Unit Cost

$1,181/AF
$631/AF

$1,813/AF

$1,054/AF
$772/AF

$1,826/AF

1. Costs are from the Conceptual Planning Studies Report (2018 dollars).  Costs will be updated during the PEIR 
phase, if approved by the Board.  Does not include cost of DPR

PROGRAM COSTS (2018 COSTS)



CONVEYANCE SYSTEM ALIGNMENTS



PROJECT COMPONENTS



PHASE 1: BACKBONE SYSTEM
Santa Fe

Spreading
Grounds

Rio Hondo Spreading
Grounds

Long Beach
Injection Wells

Pump Station

Montebello Forebay 
Injection Wells

JWPCP
100-mgd AWT & 

Pump Station

Initial Backbone System

Harbor 
Industrial 

Users

Up to 
150-mgd Pipeline

Potential Intertie for pipeline
from Hyperion WTP



West Coast 
Basin

Injection 
Wells

Orange County Spreading
Grounds

Long Beach
Injection Wells

Pump Station

Weymouth WTP

Junction 
Structure

Diemer 
WTP

MWD 
EOCF#1

Existing
Yorba Linda 

Feeder

JWPCP
150-mgd AWT & 

Pump Station

Initial Backbone System
Additional Basin Options

Future DPR Options

Harbor 
Industrial 

Users

Up to 
150-mgd Pipeline

Santa Fe
Spreading
Grounds

Rio Hondo Spreading
Grounds

Montebello Forebay 
Injection Wells

Pump Station(s)

Potential Intertie for pipeline
from Hyperion WTP

DPR OPTIONS: NORTHERN ROUTE



West Coast 
Basin

Injection 
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Grounds
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Future DPR Options

LADWP Tie-in

Potential Intertie for pipeline
from Hyperion WTP

DPR OPTIONS: SOUTHERN ROUTE



• Internal MWD conveyance alignment study 
completed in 2016 
– Identified feasible pipeline alignments 

• Backbone Conveyance Feasibility Level Design 
study completed in June 2020
– Identified a base-case alignment used for 

Program analysis in the Feasibility Study 
Report and Conceptual Planning Studies 
Report

– Furthered alternative studies and identified 
3 potential backbone conveyance pipeline 
options

• On-going coordination with these entities:
– Southern California Edison
– Los Angeles County Flood Control District
– U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
– Los Angeles Department of Water & Power 

(Operation NEXT)
– Cities & Municipalities 

WORK COMPLETED TO DATE



Alignment 
Development 

Criteria

Constructability

Environmental 
Considerations

Real Property 
Considerations

Use of Existing 
Infrastructure



CONSIDERATIONS

Pipeline alignment development
within dense urban areas and utility 

corridors

Pipeline alignment development
across rivers, freeways, intersections, 

and other challenging features 



CONSTRUCTION METHODS: CUT & COVER
Street ROW



CONSTRUCTION METHODS: CUT & COVER
SCE ROW



ALIGNMENT DEVELOPMENT: GEOLOGIC FEATURES
Santa Fe Spreading Grounds

El. 520 ft.

Montebello Forebay
El. 270 ft.

OC Spreading 
Grounds
El. 230 ft.

West Coast Basin
El. 40 ft.

AWT-PS
El. 40 ft.

Long Beach
El. 80 ft.

Diemer WTP
El. 830 ft.

Weymouth WTP
El. 1080 ft.

Note: Approximate ground elevations. Not all features may be shown on these GIS map exhibits.



A NEW CONVEYANCE SYSTEM
Up to 40 miles of new pipeline


