PANEL

Municipal Water Quality Problems and Information Needs

Question/Answer Session

Question: [ know that water quality standards are applicable to the
water only after it has been treated. Do you see any value
in making the standards applicable to the water source?

Cordova: The drinking water standards we enforce are at the con-
sumer's tap. The studies done by the Environmental
Improvement Division on source water or ground water are
administered by that division under the Ground Water Pro-
gram. In our particular program, however, we're concerned
only with water at the consumer's tap after treatment has
occurred.

Question: If fluorine is not that dangerous, can the standard be
changed to reflect an acceptable level of fluorine? MWe
don't know what to do with our water system, whether to go
ahead and improve it or just wait for a decision. But,
we'd like to have a permanent standard instead of a tempor-
ary one.

Cordova: The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is attempting to
change the standard, but before it can be changed, the EPA
has to conduct several studies across the nation to deter-
mine the acceptable standard. I understand there are a
couple of alternatives being considered. One sets twice
the maximum contaminant Tevel as the primary drinking water
standard. Any level less than that would be considered a
secondary drinking water standard. As you are aware, in
New Mexico we do not enforce the secondary drinking water
standard. We do recommend that the communities meet those
water standards, but we do not enforce them. It is our
opinion that "brown" teeth are really not a health prob-
lem. Instead it's really an aesthetic requirement. We
think that because the problem is an aesthetic one, the
secondary standard is adequate.

Question: Different municipalities are regulating the quality of
their water. 1 assume that water samples are being taken
at different municipalities to make sure that these waters
meet the standards. Are the sampling reports available for
public preview?

Cordova: Yes, we have a compilation of all the chemical analyses

that have been conducted for every well that serves a pub-
lic water system in the state. The report contains not
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Question:

Cordova:

Question:

Cordova:

Question:

only the primary standards, but also the secondary
standards.

How frequently is this updated and in what form is the data
available?

The data are current as of 1980. We're now in the process
of trying to update that. We don't see that the data has
changed that much from 1980, but we feel that we need to
keep it current so we plan to update it every three years.

It seems that a lot of laboratory resources are being used
to monitor parameters that barely, if at all, show up as
detectable quantities. I am thinking specifically about
parameters such as those for pesticides and silver which
I've never seen in any drinking water system. Is there
some element of overkill in the monitoring for compliance
with maximum contaminant levels? Could some of these vital
Jaboratory resources be directed toward more prudent activ-
ities such as organics?

One reason for the extensive sampling program is that we're
mandated to follow it under the state drinking water stan-
dards. We recognize that across the nation neither pesti-
cides nor silver have been detected in any public water
supply. In addition, there are several parameters we con-
tinuously monitored for that have not been detected any-
where in the nation, including New Mexico. However, we do
not have the prerogative to stop monitoring even if the
parameters are not there. Several groups are concerned
about this practice and those concerns have been forwarded
to the EPA through the state l1iaison group. This group is
now trying to provide for some changes in the act itself
that will allow for reduced monitoring. For example, mon-
itoring would be reduced if over a period of years the com-
munity water system did not detect any arsenic, fluoride or
any other particular contaminant. Under those circumstan-
ces, provisions could be made to aliow the community to
resample either every 10 years or some other sensibie
resampling program. We are concerned about organics pre-
sent in water supplies and, as I mentioned earlier, we are
now developing a plan to initiate a statewide sampling pro-
gram of all community water supplies. So we do want to do
some of these things but it really depends upon funding.
If the funding is not coming from the federal government,
then we have to rely on state government to come up with
that additional funding.

Is there a program or schedule to sample for gerardia in
any of our water systems?
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Cordova:

Question:

Noland:

Question:

Noland:

Question:

Patterson:

The current method for gerardia sampling has proved in-
effective and unreliable. We have sampled for gerardia in
some surface water supplies, most recently in Chama. How-
ever, proper sampling is not only costly but also very,
very time-consuming. We will take sampies for gerardia if
we have reason to believe that residents in the area may
have been exposed to it. However, we don't do routine
sampling.

Mr. Noland, it dis my understanding that all city wells
basically have the same design. You mentioned that wells
are very expensive, so wouldn't the city get more money
from its investment if each well was designed according to
its site-specific requirements?

Before I came with the city, I understand that this method
was looked into. However, it was determined that it was
cheaper to use the standard well specifications.

Have the city officials come up with any innovative methods
for funding water needs, other than tax increases or sewer
tax increases? What sort of funding methods are available
in 1ight of decreasing federal and state budgets?

Albuquerque is Tooking at everything it can think of. We
were approached recently by a large accounting firm that
was talking about 1lease/purchasing programs for Tliquid
waste treatment facilities. It would work, because one of
the largest costs we have is in capital expansion. If we
can figure out a way to accomplish that without going into
debt, it would be beneficial.

I would 1like to ask Mr. DilLuzio, Mr. Noland and Mr.
Patterson if their problems would be reduced if the demand
for water was less. And if that's true, have your com-
munities Tlooked into water conservation methods either by
decreased rates or by charging differential rates?

I think most cities are not Jooking toward reducing their
demand because reduced demand for water means reduced
growth in the community. Of course, any time you increase
the demand you're increasing the problems associated with
the additional water rights needed to legally produce the
water. In Carlsbad, the developer pays for the extension
of the water Tine and the city pays for the oversized line
necessary for future development in the area. We are look-
ing at some alternative methods because of the slowdown in
housing to start to provide incentives, but we haven't come
up with any that appear to be working.
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Noland:

Diluzio:

Albuquerque has a volunteer program; we have a Water Con-
servation Officer and we make information available to
people who are interested in it. But to generate much in-
terest in a conservation program you have to have a water
shortage and a water delivery shortage. Fortunately, Al-
buquerque has neither of those problems. Our system is de-
signed to deliver about 250 galions per day per capita. It
costs a lot of money to get into that design and so we need
to get some return on the capital investment. However, if
people want to become invoived in water conservation, I'm
interested in it. I'm also interested in it on a long-
range term so that we can lower our capital investment and
help out there. I think we're anticipating a shortage of
water rights in about 2015-2020. I wouldn't see a manda-
tory program coming about, but I can see water conservation
encouraged through the rate structure.

Water companies tell me that increasing the rates is one of
the best conservation measures to be found. Increased
rates cause consumption to go down, at least in our com-
munity. But when the water company is investor-owned with
a fixed cost on their debt, the rates still go up because
somebody has to pay the fixed costs. The same thing hap-
pened when they put price controls on natural gas. People
were griping because they were saving gas but their utility
bills still went much higher. So, conservation is a very
tricky thing. If you do it right, you can still reduce
your capital investments. You also can reduce the cost of
treatment facilities because conservation also lowers the
sewage flow.
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