
 
 

Report on Water System Operations for the Month of: August, 2014 
The Metering Period for this report begins on: 

July 6, 2014 and ends on August 6, 2014. 

The Billing Period for this report is for the:  

August 18, 2014 through September 15, 2014. 

The Activity Period for this report is for the: 

August 1, 2014 through August 31, 2014. 

Water pumped from all wells in Metering Period _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 11.1 mg1 

Water used by District in Metering Period_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 0.1 mg 

Water sold in Metering Period _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 10.7 mg 

Water lost to leaks in Metering Period_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _0.3 mg 

Percent of water lost in Metering Period_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 2.7% 

Water pumped from all wells in 2014 to date _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 61.7 mg 

Water used by the District in 2014 to date _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 7.6 mg 

Water sold in 2014 to date _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _50.4 mg 

Water lost to leaks in 2014 to date _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _3.1 mg 

Percent of water lost in 2014 to date _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _5.0% 

Accounts billed for water in billing period ($133,793) _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _2,867 

Accounts billed a late fee in billing period ($2,110)_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _300 

Accounts 60 days past due in billing period _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 72 

Accounts secured with a lien _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _30 

Accounts locked off for nonpayment in billing period ($250)_  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _07 

Customer complaints responded to in Activity Period: 

Water Quality_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _01 

Customer Service_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 00 

Other _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 00 

Locates requests in Activity Period_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _29 

Number of customer valves installed in Activity Period _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _04 

1 Million Gallons 
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Water Quality Report: 

Nine coliform bacteria samples were collected from the 
distribution system submitted to a certified laboratory in 
August, 2014. 

Nine Samples tested negative for coliform bacteria. 

NBWD tests for bromate once a month. 

The bromate sample tested below the MCL for August. 2014 
(satisfactory). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Distribution Water Quality: 
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DWSRF Projects: 

Project 129 – Supply and Treatment Project.  In July the work completed on 
the Supply and Treatment Project included Engineering on the Wiegardt Well 
Field Treatment of pilot study and the Aquifer Evaluation Report from 
Robinson Noble. 

DM-952-129 DWSRF Award Budget  $  2,190,631    

Date Request #  Amount of 
Request  

Remaining 
Award Balance 

Earned 
Forgiveness 

7/12/2013 1  $     20,236   $  2,170,395   $      6,071  
7/31/2013 2  $     22,808   $  2,147,587   $      6,842  
8/6/2013 3  $      2,553   $  2,145,034   $        766  

8/30/2013 4  $     38,679   $  2,106,356   $     11,604  
9/30/2013 5  $     46,751   $  2,059,605   $     14,025  
11/4/2013 6  $      9,134   $  2,050,471   $      2,740  
12/2/2013 7  $      4,053   $  2,046,418   $      1,216  
1/7/2014 8  $     59,356   $  1,987,062   $     17,807  
2/3/2014 9  $     38,558   $  1,948,504   $     11,567  
3/5/2014 10  $     22,909   $  1,925,595   $      6,873  
4/7/2014 11  $     39,451   $  1,886,145   $     11,835  
5/6/2014 12  $     13,061   $  1,873,083   $      3,918  
6/2/2014 13  $      9,437   $  1,863,647   $      2,831  
7/8/2014 14  $     41,487   $  1,822,160   $     12,446  

7/22/2014 15  $      9,146   $  1,813,014  $      2,744  
9/4/2014 16  $     21,741  $  1,791,272  $      6,522 

  Totals  $    399,358   $  1,813,014   $    119,817  
  

 
 



Project 121 – Water Main Project.  

There was no action on the Water Main Project in July, 2014. WSDOT issued a 
tree mitigation email (see attached) and Pacific County Public Works has 
approved the restoration of the Right-of-ways by Big River Construction. I 
have not made contact with the property owners on U Street and Bay Avenue 
yet. I hope to talk to them before the July 21, 2014 regular meeting.  

DM-952-121 DWSRF Award Budget  $        891,123  

    Loan Fee  $          8,823  

Date Request #  Amount of 
Request  

Remaining Award 
Balance 

7/12/2013 1  $         34,387   $        847,913  
8/6/2013 2  $         12,999   $        834,915  

9/30/2013 3  $         19,506   $        815,408  
11/4/2013 4  $          9,126   $        806,282  
12/2/2013 5  $          8,347   $        797,935  
1/3/2014 6  $         86,632   $        711,303  
2/3/2014 7  $        177,502   $        533,800  
3/6/2014 8  $        141,546   $        392,254  
4/7/2014 9  $        130,589   $        261,665  
5/6/2014 10  $         12,605   $        249,060  
6/2/2014 11  $          4,069   $        244,991  
7/8/2014 12  $          7,091   $        237,900  

7/22/2014 13  $          2,006   $        235,894  
9/4/2014 14  $            934   $        234,960  

  Totals  $        647,340   $        234,906  
  

 
 



Water Revenue Bond Project Fund: 

No funds were expended for the Water Revenue Bond Project Fund in August. 

Bond Project Fund - Opened July 18, 2013  $    1,162,393  Balance 
Date Description     

1-Sep-14 Reimbursement for        
bond issuance expense ($25,775.00)  $ 1,136,617.64  

1-Dec-14 Reimbursement for       
Wiegardt Property Purchase ($116,874.39)  $ 1,019,743.25  

1-Dec-14 Reimbursement for       
Driftmier Architects, P.S. ($1,606.56)  $ 1,018,136.69  

1-Jan-14 Reimbursement for       
Driftmier Architects, P.S. ($4,775.45)  $ 1,013,361.24  

1-Feb-14 Reimbursement for       
Driftmier Architects, P.S. ($535.46)  $ 1,012,825.78  

245th Street Water Main Loop Project: 

The bid opening took place on schedule, Monday September 15, 2014 at 1:00 
PM. Two bidders submitted bids for the project. The bid results are below. 

245th St. Water Main Intertie Engineer’s Estimate Rognlin’s Big River 

Lump Sum: $65,607.00 $82,000.00 $100,274.00 

WSST: $5,117.00 $6,396.00 $7821.37 

Total Construction Cost: $71,000.00 $88,396.00 $108,095.37 

Receipt of Addendum:  Yes Yes 

The lowest responsive and responsible bidder is Rognlin’s Inc. at 
$88,396.00.  Rognlin’s bid is $17,396.00 (25%) over the engineer’s estimate. 

The Board has three choices on the 245th bid results. The Board can award 
the bid the lowest responsive and responsible bidder, or they can reject 
all bid and postpone the project for an indefinite period of time, or they 
can reject all bids and select a larger pool of contractors from the small 
works roster and rebid the project.  

I have discussed the bid with Mike Johnson and Nick Rognlin and asked if 
there is any way we can adjust the Scope of Work or contract conditions that 
would provide some cost savings on the bid.  They both agree that the SOW 
is very tight due primarily to WSDOT permit conditions and that there is no 
way to economize without concessions from WSDOT.  We work hard to get 
concession from WSDOT with this permit already with no success and a new 
attempt would just add engineer cost and not result in any savings. Sending 

 
 



the project out for a rebid would close our window of opportunity of getting 
the project completed this year. 

Gray and Osborne recommend the Board award the bid to Rognlin’s, see attached 
letter and I recommend that the Board award the bid to Rognlin’s. 

Last year, with optimism and not having seen the WSDOT permit conditions, I 
budgeted $20,000 for the completion of this project in the 2014 budget.  The 
additional fund will come from our Capital Reserve Fund. That fund has a 
balance of $781,398.72 as of 8/31/2014. Our Operations Reserve Fund has 
$429,641.77 as of 8/31/2014. I am recommending the cost of the project, over 
the budgeted funds, be paid from the Capital Improvement Fund.  

John Powell Report: 

Jack McCarty and I met with John Powell to discuss an independent 
monthly/quarterly financial report.  We discussed purpose of the report and 
the Board’s intent in requesting the report.  We discussed different formats 
for the report.  John did not submit a report for the September 22, 2013 
Board Meeting but he did commit to attending the meeting and making a 
presentation to the board in person. 

Water System Plan: 

The Board Commissioners met in special meeting on September 17, 2014 at 1:00 
PM to be briefed on the progress of the 2014 water system plan update.  The 
general manager gave a presentation on the final draft chapters 1 – 3 and 
the water use efficiency rule making process that will be a part of chapter 
4.  The general manager also gave provided an overview of chapters 5-9 that 
will be needed to complete the plan.  Chapters 5-7 are primarily technical 
in nature and will not require much input on the part of the board. Chapter 
8 will delineate the capital improvement project the district will be 
concentrating on in 2015-2021.  Chapter 9 will include the rate study that 
FCS group is working on. 

Rate Study: 

The Rate Study is on hold until the 2014 WSP update is closer to completion, 
in particular, chapter 8 – Capital Improvement Projects.. 

WSDOT Permit for Tree Removal at U Street and Bay Avenue: 

WSDOT has responded to the customers concerns about replanting trees in the 
right of way.  Apparently, WSDOT will be locating locations along Bay Avenue 
for the District to plant 6 – 5 gallon size Sitka Spruce trees to replace 

 
 



the one tree that will be removed. The correspondence form Dennis Noyes is 
copied below: 

 

Dennis, 

Please have Dan contact me when he is in the area so that I can meet him 
on site. 

William “Bill” Neal 

General Manager 

North Beach Water District 

bneal@northbeachwater.com 

360.665.4144 

From: Noyes, Dennis [mailto:NoyesD@wsdot.wa.gov]  
Sent: Tuesday, September 16, 2014 9:28 AM 
To: Bill Neal 
Subject: RE: Tree at Bay Avenue and U Street 

 

Bill 

Our landscape architect Dan Corlett recommends 6 5-Gallon Sitka Spruce 
trees to be planted in another location nearby.   

Dan can stake the location for the trees next week so that you can get 
them planted before the planting window ends. 

If you have any questions please let me know 

Dennis Noyes 

 

WSDOT  

Utilities Project Delivery Engineer 

Southwest Region Utilities Office 

Phone: 360-905-2298 

Cell: 360-904-3210 

11018 NE 51st Cir. 

Vancouver WA 98682-6686 

 

 
 

mailto:bneal@northbeachwater.com
mailto:NoyesD@wsdot.wa.gov


Sanitary Survey: 

North Beach Water District had it triennial Sanitary Survey on July 23, 
2014.  The results of the Survey were received on August 18, 2014.  The 
Sanitary Survey was conducted by Teresa Walker, Reginal Engineer.  The 
Sanitary Survey cost $1,428.00.  A copy of the Sanitary Survey Report from 
Teresa Walker and my response to Teresa is attached to this report. 

The only significant finding that need to be completed is: 

The System must pass a cross connection ordinance in order to have this 
authority be December 30, 2014. 

The general manager recommends the board hold a special meeting in October 
to consider the Cross Connection Control Plan for adoption.  The plan would 
be implemented in 2015.  The general manager recommends the Special Meeting 
be advertised in the Chinook Observer for a two weeks before the meeting to 
afford interested ratepayers plenty of notice and opportunity to attend. 

Safety Meeting Minutes: 

North Beach Water District staff did not meet for their monthly Safety meeting on 
the first Monday of the Month. 

Attachments: 

o Water Sample Results 
o Coliform Bacteria Sample Results 
o Bromate Sample Results 

o DOC Vender Distribution Form for DM12-952-129 (Supply and Treatment Project) 
o DOC Vender Distribution Form for DM12-952-121 (Water Main Project) 
o Sanitary Survey Report 
o General Managers Response to Sanitary Survey Report 
o Surfside Water System Report (September, 2014) 

End of Report 

 
 



Date Collected: (MM/DD/YY) 08/20/14 System Group Type: (A,B,Other): A
Water System ID Number: 63000C System Name: North Beach Water
Lab Sample Number:         01788471 County: Pacific
Sample Location: 2212 272 St./ SO6 Source Number(s): SO6
Sample Purpose: Date Received: 08/20/14
Select One Date Analyzed: 08/20/14

X RC- Routine/Compliance Date Reported: 08/28/14
C- Confirmation Comments:  K1408847-001
Investigative
Other(specify)

Sample Composition: Sample Type: (Select One)
Select One Pre-Treatment/Raw

X S- Single Source X Post-Treatment/Finished
B- Blended (List multiple source numbers) Unknown
C- Composite Sample Collected by: 
D- Distribution sample Phone Number: 

Send Report to: Bill Neal Bill to: Same

DOH

DOH # ANALYTES RESULTS UNITS SRL TRIGGER MCL Method Analyst
0419 BROMATE <0.005 mg/L 0.005 0.005 0.010 300.1 NB

SRL (State Reporting Level): indicates the minimum reporting level required by the Washington Department of Health (DOH).
Trigger Level:  DOH Drinking Water Response Level.  Systems with compounds detected at concentrations in excess of this level are

 required to take additional samples.  Contact your regional DOH office for further information.
MCL (Maximum Contaminant Level):  If the contaminant amount exceeds the MCL, immediately contact your regional DOH office.
NA (Not Analyzed):  in the results column indicates this compound was not included in the current analysis.
ND (Not Detected):  in the results column indicates this compound was analyzed and not detected at a level greater than or equal to 

the SRL.
<(0.00X):  indicates the compound was not detected in the sample at or above the concentration indicated.

(lab mdl) lower than the SRL.

NOTES:

Comments:

for the State of Washington
REPORT OF ANALYSIS

(Bromate by EPA Methods 300.1)

ALS Environmental
1317 South 13th Avenue

Kelso, WA 98626
BROMATE TEST PANEL
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Commissioners 
Brian Sheldon – Gwen Brake – Glenn Ripley 

 

 
 
 

Transmitted via email: 
teresa.walker@doh.wa.gov 

 
William “Bill” Neal 
General Manager, NBWD 
P.O. Box 618 
Ocean Park, WA 98640 
 
Teresa A. Walker, P.E. 
Reginal Engineer 
Southwest Drinking Water Operations 
P.O. Box 47823 
Olympia, WA 98504-7828 

August 25, 2014 

Re: North Beach Water District Sanitary Survey, August 18, 2014 

Teresa, 

I enjoyed discussing North Beach Water District’s water 
system with you during the Sanitary Survey.  I am pleased you 
were able to spend time with our operators, Robert Hunt and 
Nicholas Morrison during the survey.  It is beneficial for our 
crew to put faces to the names of the Department of Health 
personnel.  

As you are aware, we have many operational challenges due 
to aging infrastructure and the less than comprehensive melding 
of two public water systems into one water system in 2008. 
Capital improvement projects funded by the 2012 drinking water 
state revolving fund loans will mitigate many of those 
challenges. 

 I would like to address the deficiency, findings, 
observations, and recommendation you listed in the survey one 
at a time. 

Deficiency 

1.  Duckbill valves have been installed on the reservoir 
overflows.  Images are attached. 

Findings 

PO Box 618 - 25902 Vernon Avenue Suite C - Ocean Park, WA 98640 
360.665.4144 Office 360.665.4614Fax 

www.northbeachwater.com 



 
2.  The Department approved a pilot study and 

construction documents for the filtration system (DOH 
Project #01-1106) on March 18, 2002.  Our records 
indicate that the vessels are manufactured by 
Pentair, Inc.  We do not have the actual model numbers 
but this entire line of pressure vessels manufactured 
by Pentair, Inc. carry an NSF 61 rating.  I have 
attached a sheet from the manufacture. 

3.  The Board of Commissioners are reviewing a Draft Cross 
Connection Resolution now.  It is their intention to 
approve the Cross Connection Plan before the end of 
2014 for implementation in 2015.  

4.  Please find attached images of all hatches and vents 
for reservoirs. 

Observations: 

5.  I agree that our operators would benefit from more 
specific training on our current systems.  As you are 
aware we will be revising the filtration systems at 
the North and South Wellfields in the very near 
future.  The Board of Commissioners understands the 
benefit of having a well-trained and knowledgeable 
crew.  The Board budgets for education and training 
of its operators to properly operate systems specific 
to the District’s water system and to expand their 
knowledge and understanding of all aspects of water 
systems operation and management.  It is the 
District’s intention to continue and expand, where 
appropriate, the training and education of its 
operators. 

6.  The 2013 Water Use Efficiency Report has been 
submitted. 

7.  I have reviewed the source sampling protocols with 
our operators.  

8.  Our intention is to have Gray and Osborne, Inc. revise 
our Coliform Monitoring plan with the WSP update.  We 
are using several new site now and, in addition, we 
will identify future sites and proposed dates for 
those new sites to be commissioned in the new plan. 

Recommendations 

9.  It is our intention to install improvements to the 
reservoir overflow that will route the water directly 
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to the retention pond by the end of 2016.  The work 
may be part of the DWSRF project. 

10.  The reservoirs will be cleaned and inspected in 2015.  
The work will be included in the 2015 operating 
budget.  Reservoirs will be inspected biannually and 
cleaned as needed in the future. 

11.  By and large, rate payers are very opposed to 
chlorination of the water.  The benefits of 
chlorinated water need to be weighed against the 
drawbacks of chlorination.  We are all aware of the 
reduction of such horrific diseases as cholera, 
typhoid, and E. coli infection.  Chlorination of 
drinking water systems has played a part in greatly 
reducing the incidents of these diseases.  Of course, 
so has such measures as source protection, cross 
connection control, and better water system 
management.   

Chlorination of drinking water is not without 
drawbacks.  Due to the presence of natural organic 
matter (NOM) in the ground water common to the North 
Beach Peninsula, the introduction of chlorine will 
greatly increase the number of complaints for taste, 
odor, and appearance (color) of the water.  In 
addition, the introduction of chlorine in water with 
NOM present will create a disinfection by-product 
concern. 

For these reasons, the District would be opposed to 
chlorination unless the number of positive coliform 
bacteria samples became extreme or there were other 
overriding public health concerns that would warrant 
the increased risk.  In any event, the District would 
want to pilot test chlorine residuals to determine 
the disinfection by-product production potential as 
well as the effects on the aesthetic constituents of 
the water.  

 I have some clarifications regarding the Sanitary Survey. 

Section 1: 

SO#1 will not be decommissioned. SO#1 will be converted into 
an observation well.  A transducer will be installed to record 
water levels and conductivity.  This work will be identified 
in the 2014 WSP as Capital Improvement Projects. 
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Section 4: 

Radio Read Meters (AMR) are installed on 822 services.  We will 
be installing 350 AMR meters in 2014. By the end of 2014 we 
will have 1172 AMR meters installed.  The District has 2,679 
services.  By the end of 2014 we will have 44% of our services 
metered by AMR. 

Sincerely, 

William “Bill” Neal 
General Manager, NBWD 
 
Cc:  Faith Taylor, PCCD 
 Board of Commissioners 
 Robert Hunt, NBWD System Operator 
 File 
 
Att. Pentair, Inc. Product Sheet 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1 NWF #1 DBV Figure 2 NWF #2 DBV 

Figure 3 NWF #3 DBV Figure 4 NWF #1 Vent 
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Figure 1 NWE #1 Vent Side View Figure 2 NWF #1 Hatch - Open 

Figure 4 NWF #2 Hatch - Open Figure 3 NWF #2 Vent 

Figure 6 NWF #2 Vent - Side View Figure 5 NWF #3 Vent 
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Figure 7 NWF #3 Vent - Side View Figure 8 NWF #3 Hatch - Open 

Figure 10 SWF Hatch - Open Figure 9 SWF Vent 

Figure 11 SWF Vent - Side View 
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Structural Composite Vessels

The non-corrosive, cost-effective solution for commercial/industrial water treatment and storage.

Structural Composite Pressure Vessels offer fiberglass construction for outstanding performance and

durability in harsh chemical enviroments. With capacities up to 1600 gallons and a variety of options,

we can tailor a vessel to meet your needs. All Structural Composite Vessels are warranted for 5 years.

Features

100% composite fiberglass construction

Outstanding performance and durability in harsh chemical environments

Absolutely will not - and cannot - rust

Requires little or no maintenance

Capacities up to 2500 gallons

Factory-backed 5-year warranty

Materials of construction

Polyethylene inner shell

Design Parameters

Pentair

Safety factor: 4:1

Minimum burst at 600psi

Tested to 250,000 cycles without leakage

NSF

Safety factor: 4:1

Minimum burst at 600 psi

Tested to 100,000 cycles without leakage

ASME

Top/bottom flange

Safety factor: 5:1

Minimum burst at 750 psi

Tested to 33,000 cycles without leakage

Side flange

Safety factor: 6:1

Minimum burst at 900 psi

Tested to 100,000 cycles without leakage

Certified to NSF 61 Standards

Operating Parameters

Maximum operating pressure: 150 psi

Maximum operating temperature: 150° F (flanged), 120° F (threaded)

Related Items

Composite Tank Sell

Sheet 42575

Composite Vessels

Spec Sheet 40846

Products

Residential Control Valves

 
Commercial Control Valves

 
Meters

 
Electronics

 
Ultrafiltration

 
Pressure Vessels

Structural Poly Glass

Structural ROmate

Structural Composite

Structural FRP

Structural Retention

Structural Portable Exchange

 
Brine Products

 
Valve Accessories & Options

 
Tank Accessories & Options
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