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1. Provide summary of where we 
are in the process

2. Provide an overview of the 
Management and Non-Management and Non-
Infrastructure Pilot Project

3. Receive reviewer feedback on 
pilot project



� SOAC reviewed and approved pilot projects:

◦ 1.Non1.Non1.Non1.Non---- Infrastructure/ ManagementInfrastructure/ ManagementInfrastructure/ ManagementInfrastructure/ Management

◦ 2. Technical Solutions

◦ 3. New Source Development

◦ 4. Individual Household systems





� Description of Problem (SOAC)
◦ Lack of funding to offset increasingly expensive 
O&M Costs in large part due to lack of economies 
of scale

◦ Lack of TMF capacity by water and wastewater 
providersproviders



� Community Characteristics
◦ 50 or Fewer Connections

◦ 51-200 Connections

◦ 201-500 Connections

◦ 501-2,000 Connections

◦ Greater than 2,000 Connections







� Internal Changes

� Informal Cooperation

� Contractual Assistance

� Joint Powers Authority

� Ownership Transfer� Ownership Transfer

� County operation of CSAs

� Regional Association

� Combination of Solutions



� Projects already in progress or completed
◦ New Mexico examples (Lower Rio Grande Public 
Water Works Authority)

◦ Demonstration projects within the TLB





� Potential Projects/Regions
◦ Porterville area, including East Porterville, 
Poplar, and Cotton Center (combined 
management structure)

◦ Communities in West Fresno County along the 
California Aqueduct, including El Porvenir, 
Cantua Creek (coordination of water Cantua Creek (coordination of water 
treatment options, billings, and other 
ongoing services)

◦ Raisin City and Perry Colony (consolidation)

◦ West Goshen with Goshen-Cal Water 
(consolidation)



� Potential Projects/Regions
◦ Lanare and Riverdale (consolidation of water 
treatment and supply)

◦ Plainview-Central (private company merging 
with mutual water company)

◦ South Shafter regional wastewater collection 
(County of Kern)(County of Kern)

◦ Seville, Yettem, Cutler, Orosi, East Orosi, 
Sultana, Monson – Upper Kings IRWMA DAC 
Study
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� Handout for discussion

� Feedback from Group (interactive)

� Written feedback is encouraged

� We welcome any additional questions and input – email 
mmadec@ppeng.com


