Technical Memorandum Name: On Site Treatment, January 2008
Commenter: Tom Murphy
Comments Date: January 27, 2008
Responses Date: March 28, 2008

The following comments were submitted in response to the above listed Technical
Memorandum (TM). The TM was developed as part of the EIR process for the project, in order
to help facilitate and broaden the discussion of project issues important to the community. The
responses should be considered preliminary because the EIR process is not complete, and the
information necessary to fully respond has not yet been developed. The project team is grateful
to those citizens who took the time to review the TM and provide comments at this early stage in
the process. The project team will endeavor to fully address the comments and concerns
through the on-going project development process.

Comment Response
1 Upon review of the Technical Memorandum Onsite Treatment The Onsite Treatment TM
Final Draft of January 2008 developed for the County of San provides an overview of onsite
Luis Obispo, California, by Carollo Engineers, 2700 Ygnacio treatment processes, but is not
Valley Road, Suite 300, Walnut Creek, California 94598, it is intended to provide comparisons
apparent the RECLAMATOR best available technology was not | between products offered by
considered in such final draft. specific companies. The Tech

Memo identifies general issues
It appears that either, San Luis Obispo County failed to provide | associated with onsite treatment,
(promulgate) the RECLAMATOR Engineering Report submitted | such as the regulatory permitting

to them on October 30t of 2007 to Carollo Engineers, or environment, monitoring

Carollo Engineers failed to incorporate the engineer certified requirements, lot size constraints,

information in regard to the RECLAMATOR best available and the practicality of reuse for

technology into their Technical Memorandum Onsite Treatment | irfigation. These issues are

Final Draft of January 2008 as required by federal law. pertinent for any type of onsite
treatment technology and warrant

Please provide an explanation as to how this breakdown in community discussion and

exchange of information and communication between the environmental review prior to any

County’s engineering consultant and the County might have technology selection decisions.

occurred so we might determine where the liability for such
negligence may lie.

The RECLAMATOR Engineering Report submitted to the

County on October 30th of 2007 and stamped by a professional
engineer registered in the State of California, Mr. Selvan Paul,
Registration No. C63537, has demonstrated the
RECLAMATOR, as the most cost-effective, best available
demonstrated control technology currently available, which
provide for the greatest degree of effluent reduction and
achieves the national standard of performance, a standard
which eliminates the discharge of pollutants at each source
point source of discharge of pollutants, containing all pollutants
at such source and preventing the migrating of pollutants to
cause water and other environmental pollution as is required as
such best available technology per requirements set forth in the
United States Code Title 33 Chapter 26 and confirmed by such
registered professional engineer, Mr. Selvan Paul, P.E., to be




applied at each source of domestic waste discharge point
source as such domestic waste is the source of toxic pollutants
defined in the EPA Toxic Pollutants List. As such, the
RECLAMATOR, as best available demonstrated control
technology, as certified by Mr. Selvan Paul, P.E., is required to
be applied at each home prior to any discharge of pollutants
being discharged into any publicly owned treatment works, i.e.
sewer collection system.

Consequently, due to these facts being certified by Mr. Selvan
Paul P.E. and provided to the County of San Luis Obispo,
California, and now come the County’s Consultant under
County’s employ, Carollo Engineers, making conflicting and
defaming statements regarding the RECLAMATOR technology
and it's performance as has been demonstrated and certified, I,
D. Thomas Murphy, as the inventor of the RECLAMATOR,
businessman within the County’s jurisdiction and doing
business providing such best available technology as is
required by federal law to provide discharge elimination
services for such point sources of discharges of such toxic
pollutants within County’s jurisdiction and as the potentially
damaged party resulting from this dissemination of such
incorrect information, | demand the County of San Luis Obispo
immediately:

1. Retract the Technical Memorandum Onsite Treatment
Final Draft of January 2008 developed by Carollo
Engineers as being non-complete and non-compliant
and as such, not acceptable to the County.

2. Provide a copy of such “request for retraction” to AES
for it's records by the date below so AES is assured of
the County’s lack of intent to knowingly defame or
discredit Mr. Selvan Paul, P.E., Mr. D. Thomas Murphy,
inventor/businessman or the RECLAMATOR discharge
elimination technology.

3. Provide documentation to AES showing the date the
County did submit the RECLAMATOR Engineering
Report to Carollo Engineers for them to consider in
their Technical Memorandum Onsite Treatment Final
Draft Report of January 2008.

AES will pick up such substantiating documentation from the

County Clerk’s office on Monday morning, January 28th of 2008
before noon.




