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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

For the preparation of pollution control measures in hot spot area, concrete projects have
to be formulated according to precise technical, environmental and economical specifications.

These specifications should be defined after careful evaluation of technical alternatives
which are applicable for the reduction of pollution loads caused by the existing sources in the hot
sport area.

In order to concentrate the available financial resources to those sources with the highest
polluting potential, a methodological approach has to be developed, which allows the
classification of pollution sources and the prioritization of amelioration measures to be defined.
For this purpose, a pre-investment study has to be conducted, which is an essential tool to be
used by decision makers (national/regional authorities, financial institutions), in order to assess
the impacts caused by pollution sources and to define relevant amelioration measures.

This document contains the major methodological steps and the factors/parameters to
be considered for the preparation of these pre-investment studies. It is mainly focusing on liquid
wastes caused by municipal (settlements, touristic enterprises) and industrial activities, which
directly or indirectly are discharged into the Mediterranean Sea.

For the prioritization of pollution sources within a hot spot area, certain evaluation criteria
are applied, which, after the identification of pollution loads and assessment of relevant
environmental impacts, allow the ranking of these sources according to their significance. Then
an evaluation procedure is presented, aiming at the assessment of consequences of various
pollution control methods, which can alternatively be applied for each selected pollution source
(i.e. treatment plants, clean technologies, recycling techniques).

At the end of this process, elements for concrete project formulation are provided, which
describe the content of the necessary technical, environmental, organizational and economical
specifications. These specifications form the basis for investment planning and for the
forthcoming detailed studies (engineering, detailed cost/benefit analysis, etc.).

It must be emphasized that this document is outlining the framework and the content of
a pre-investment study, without providing detailed technical descriptions of procedures, design
methods, etc., which can be found in several excellent technical references. Its real value can
hopefully be judged when the first of these pre-investment studies will be elaborated according
to the methodology presented here.
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GENERAL INTRODUCTION

In the context of the development of a Strategic Action Programme (SAP) for combating
land-based pollution in the Mediterranean, an activity for the identification of pollution hot spots
was launched by UNEP/MAP and partly financed by the Global Environment Facility (GEF), in
order to assess the main pollution sources in the Mediterranean basin. The first phase of the
activity was completed in 1997 with a preliminary assessment of the current situation in each
participating country.

One of the major recommendations evolving from this phase asks not only for a more
in-depth knowledge and evaluation of pollution loads causing severe adverse effects in the
Mediterranean basin, but also for planning and realization of relevant amelioration activities.

As aresult, a follow up project, cofinanced by GEF, was launched in 1998 related to the
further implementation of the SAP. A major component of the project covers work on pollution
hot spots and foresees the preparation of pre-investment studies in selected hot spots, which
will guide decision makers to select the appropriate alternatives for pollution control and to plan
future investments for concrete projects.

This document, which was prepared by a consultant to MAP, Mr Dimitris Tsotsos,
contains methodological guidelines required for the preparation of pre-investment studies in hot
spot areas. It is mainly focusing on the development of prescriptions required for project
formulation for pollution control in a hot spot area (i.e. a gulf).

For the identification of these projects, a targeted approach has been adopted, aiming at
the classification and ranking of pollution sources and of technical alternatives by applying
weighted criteria. These criteria reflect the relative contribution of various sources to the total
polluting load in a hot spot area as well as the potential of relevant alternatives-options to reduce
the load.

For the preparation of the document, the following assumptions have been made :

C users are familiar with the technical content of methods and procedures mentioned here
(environmental impact assessment, rapid assessment, treatment processes etc.)

C detailed technical data have to be collected from relevant literature references

C this guide presents the main points of methodological concepts and procedures to be

considered for the elaboration of the pre-investment study and not excessive description
of relevant contents.
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Il SCOPE-OBJECTIVES OF A PRE-INVESTMENT STUDY

A pre-investment study is the intermediate step between the preliminary assessment of
existing conditions within a study area and the detailed studies required for the realization of
investment (engineering studies, construction plans etc.). It is a basic decision support tool to
be used by national / regional authorities, financial institutions as well as by the public opinion for
the identification, assessment and evaluation of impacts caused by various pollution sources and
for the definition of relevant amelioration projects.

It should also show the costs and benefits of each project to be formulated and to define
the accompanying measures (organizational framework, financing etc.) required for plant’s
operation.

For the formulation of concrete projects the technical, environmental, organizational and
financial specifications have to be prepared, which is the major content of the pre-investment
study. These specifications form the basis for the detailed system design, engineering studies
and organization of financial arrangements which have to follow at a later stage.

A pre-investment study should assist the decision making process for targeted
investment planning. Therefore decision makers have to be provided with :

a list of classified pollution sources within a hot spot area
ranking of pollution sources for setting priorities for investment

description of alternatives-options of amelioration activities
environmental, technical, organizational and financial specifications of projects to be
formulated and financed.

PR
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1. CLASSIFICATION-RANKING OF POLLUTION SOURCES
Introduction

Several pollution sources within a hot spot area contribute with their effluents to the
deterioration of the quality of the water recipients. Effluents reach the sea water, which is of
premium concern here, either directly (outfalls) or indirectly (via rivers, creeks etc., leachates
through soil).

A pollution control programme should, theoretically, tackle all sources at once despite
their significance and size, in order to achieve the best possible results. This can be done by
applying environmental legislation (compliance-enforcement of effluent standards) to all polluting
enterprises.

Nevertheless, when it comes to decisions for environmental investments, a more
targeted approach is always required, which should combine the optimum use of financial
resources with a high degree of environmental protection.

Within the objectives of a pre-investment study, a classification and ranking of pollution
sources is a fundamental basis on which concrete project formulation should be based.

In this chapter a methodological approach for this classification is presented : after the
identification of pollution loads and the assessment of environmental impacts, the application of
certain criteria allows the classification of pollution sources according to their significance. As
a consequence, a list of ranked pollution sources can be submitted to decision makers for
targeted planning of investments.

The rationale behind this method is that concentration of resources for pollution
abatement measures finally leads to better environmental results than funds scattering for all
pollution sources.

1. Identification of pollution loads
1.1. Definition-classification of sources

Within a hot spot area a rapid qualitative inventory of all point sources has to be
elaborated be reviewing existing archives / records.

These pollution sources are classified as municipal (settlements, touristic units) and
industrial. Commercial activities, usually small scattered sources within an urban area, are not
considered, whereas pollution caused by agricultural activities cannot be assessed in the
framework of this document.

The main waste streams can be classified as follows :

settlements (municipalities)

C liquid (sewage, leachates from garbage disposal sites)

C solid (garbage, sludge from wastewater treatment plants)
C air emissions (traffic, central heating)

industries

C liquid

C solid

C air emissions
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Within the context of this study major importance should be given to liquid wastes and
secondarily to solid wastes (floating materials, leachates reaching water bodies), whereas only
ins special cases (i.e. large amounts of particulate emissions) air emissions may affect water

quality.

Mapping of relevant municipal and industrial enterprises and on-site visits allow a first
visualization of source positioning in the area.

1.2. Sourceinventory

Liquid and solid wastes from all polluting activities within an identified enterprise must be
guantitatively assessed, in order to evaluate each source’s contribution to total pollution load
within the hot spot area.

Several methods for source inventory are in practice, which provide different results
according to set objectives and available data. Environmental information is therefore of great
importance but is sometimes either non-existent or in inappropriate forms.

Rapid assessment is a technique based on the documented information on pollution
sources from each kind of activity (i.e. industrial branches). It requires indicators of consumption
and outputs for processes which, when multiplied by tested waste load factors, provide reliable
estimations of pollution loads. Its validity depends entirely on the waste load factors, which
usually are derived from statistical interpretations of known, similar sources. It is a simple
method, easy to use and may act as a first step towards an inventory process. More details can
be found in the literature.

Environmental auditing is a method asking for in-depth examination of processes
according to internationally prescribed procedures (ISO 14000, EMAS etc.). It requires data
research of existing records and eventually production of new monitoring data (sampling-
analysis) in order to thoroughly assess not only waste streams but also the enterprise’s
environmental management performance.

Practical application of both methods requires the preparation of questionnaires and
checklists, which will be used by the working team during on-site visits and inspections.

The most accurate method is direct monitoring of waste sources, which, nevertheless,
is extremely time consuming and resource intensive, particularly for industrial wastes. It requires
careful sampling and laboratory analysis to determine concentrations of pollutants, which have
to be known for the design of pollution reduction measures.

For optimum results a combination of these inventory methods is recommended, where
sampling/analysis requirements are targeted to specific parameters and selected check points
of processes, which are defined during rapid assessment / environmental auditing application
phase.

1.3. Review-examination of standards

Setting of effluent standards has to take into consideration some factors, mostly
depending on the receiving water quality. As a general rule, the combined load of discharged
effluents within an area should never exceed the self-purification capacity of water recipients.

Existing standards provide the legislatively obligatory basis for polluting enterprises to
comply with. They have to be reviewed and eventually amended in scientific (i.e. too strict in
relation to the actual self-purification conditions or receiving waters, “wrong” parameters
characterizing effluents from certain industrial processes etc.) and political-administrative (i.e.
limited resources of small-medium enterprises to apply pollution control measures, local
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population pressing for stricter regulations etc.) terms.

Final concentrations of key parameters of examined waste streams have to be compared
with these standards in order to assess the degree of compliance and eventual deviations.
These deviations form the first indicators of the magnitude of problem to deal with.

1.4. Classification of waste streams/loads

For each pollution source within the hot spot area, all waste streams and relevant loads
are listed and gquantitatively assessed according to the methods described above.

They should be ranked according to the waste quantities produced and the degree of
deviation from effluent standards. For that purpose figures expressed in load discharges (i.e. tn
BODA5/day) should be preferred to those in final concentrations of pollutants, since they present
a clearer picture of the polluting activity.

This classification of loads will be used as basis for the evaluation of the effects caused
by relevant pollution sources (Chapter 3.1.).

2. Environmental impact assessment (EIA)

The identification and classification of waste streams is one of the prerequisites to
proceed with the elaboration of an EIA study for each pollution source. This study will enable the
identification, prediction and interpretation of potential impacts on the environment and especially
on receiving water quality.

There are several methods applicable for EIA-elaboration varying in the degree of
guantification of impacts and accuracy of predictions. This task is more complex for industrial
activities with the large variety of production processes, whereas more standardized procedures
are applicable for municipal sources (settlements, touristic units, landfill sites).

Detailed description of methods for EIA-preparation can be found in the literature. An
example of UNEP’s simplified EIA-procedure is presented in Annex Il. Methodological aspects
to be considered for the purpose of a pre-investment study are mentioned in section V (Chapters
1.2.2. and 2.1.3.) of this document.

The extent and degree of accuracy of an EIA-study at this stage has to be decided by the
working team preparing the pre-investment study, according to available resources and time. It
must be mentioned, that detailed assessment of environmental impacts has to be elaborated at
a later phase, when concrete projects for selected pollution sources have to be formulated.

3. Ranking of pollution sources

3.1. Criteria of significance - areview

The hot spots ranking system, which had been used during the 1st phase of the activity
(Annex 1), contains the basic criteria to be also applied for the evaluation of impacts caused by
pollution sources within the hot spot area. Nevertheless some of the numerical figures used for
the estimation of the gravity of effects, namely wastewater loads and investment costs express
the cumulative values from all sources in the area. As a consequence they cannot reflect the
relative importance of each source and must be adjusted accordingly.

An adaptation of figures to the relative importance of each pollution source can follow the
classification of loads presented in chapter 1.4. There are no fixed rules for setting values as
basis for the evaluation of effects. These values can be determined i.e. as the numerical average
of all organic loads in the area.
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Consequently effects have to be classified as major, moderate and slight and only in
exceptional cases, where figures approach the values presented in the aforementioned ranking
system (i.e. > 15 tons BOD/day), severe and extreme effects should be considered.

By this analysis a flexible evaluation of effects caused by various pollution sources is
achieved without abandoning the scientifically derived figures of the ranking system.

3.2. Specific criteria

To the basic criteria mentioned above, following factors have to be added, which cannot
be neglected by the decision making process :

a) environmental criteria
C preservation of existing biotopes
C specific conditions of water recipients (i.e. eutrophication phenomena)
b) socioeconomic criteria
C limited resources of enterprises to finance environmental investments
C inadequate administrative / organizational framework for the enforcement
of standards
C pressure of local population for immediate actions
C on-going planned environmental investments in the area
C preparation of regional development plans, masterplans etc.

The evaluation of these additional criteria, not necessarily expressed in numerical values,
allows a better planning of investments and helps avoiding overlapping of programmes and
wasting of resources.

3.3. Final ranking of pollution sources

Sources are ranked according to the scores achieved by the application of the described
evaluation system. Based on this list, and also considering the qualitative criteria mentioned
above, final decisions for priority investments will be drawn.
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\YA AMELIORATION MEASURES - FORMULATION OF PROJECTS

Introduction

After identification and prioritization of the major pollution sources within a hot spot area,
various amelioration measures have to be defined, in order to minimize the pollution loads
caused by these sources.

The technical and organizational character of these measures has first to be clearly
described, in order to proceed with the formulation of concrete projects (i.e wastewater treatment
plants, landfill sites) needed for combating pollution from the hot spot area.

In order to achieve a rather precise formulation of these projects, careful evaluation of the
consequences of various alternatives - options applicable for each pollution source has to be
accomplished according to well defined criteria. The compliance of these alternatives with these
criteria will enable decision makers to select those processes and methods which are required
as basis for the final formulation of relevant projects. In order to access these consequences,
the predicable impacts on the environment, public health, socio-economic situation for each
alternative have to be accessed, as well as the technical and economic implications (i.e.
operational simplicity, operational costs etc.).

As long as the methods for pollution reduction are selected, the technical specifications,
the environmental performance, the operational characteristics andthe organizational framework
of each project have to be precisely estimated.

Cost indices such as investment costs, operational costs etc. have finally to be
calculated and methods for financing and economical sustainability of the project have also to
be recommended to decision makers and financial institutions. This part is strongly dependent
on the prevailing legislative and organizational conditions in each country and has to be carefully
considered in close cooperation with the relevant national and local institutions.

1. Identification - selection of alternatives

1.1. Systems for pollution control

Various treatment processes and systems for municipal and industrial wastes have to
be considered and evaluated in order to access their applicability for each particular case.
Detailed descriptions of these systems can be found in the literature and obviously cannot be
covered by this methodological document.

For municipal liquid wastes (settlements - touristic enterprises), treatment methods are
classified as physical (screening, grit/grease removal, primary sedimentation), biological
(aeration & secondary sedimentation) and advanced (removal of nutrients). Disinfection is a
method for the removal of microorganisms.

For industrial effluents, physicochemical (coagulation / flocculation - sedimentation) and
in-site minimization methods (recycling of wastes within the industrial plant, clean technologies)
have also to be considered as additional alternatives.

Uncontrolled solid waste disposal has to be controlled by sanitary and filling, waste
incineration and dumping in carefully selected and controlled sites (i.e. old mines for toxic
wastes). Recovery of by-products is linked with selected collection of garbage in cities and
recycling techniques within industrial plants.

For each pollution source within the hot spot area, candidate alternative options based
on these basic treatment methods, have to be defined and described.
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Waste collection and final disposal systems for each option have also to be determined, in order
to evaluate integrated solutions for each case. Combined sewerage networks for neighbouring
communities or separate systems, reuse of treated effluents for irrigation and direct discharge
into water recipients via submarine outfalls are some of the major alternatives to be considered
for wastewater management.

1.2. Selection procedures

1.2.1. Introduction

The compliance of candidate alternatives with generally acceptable criteria will enable
decision makers to selectthose methods suitable to each particular hot spot area according to
the desired degree of environmental protection. These criteria combine environmental, hygienic,
technical / economical requirements as well as local conditions, which cannot be neglected by
the decision making process. They have to be categorized and classified according to the final
goals and objectives set by managers and decision makers.

Each category of criteria can have a weighted (ranking) value, thus demonstrating its
importance in the evaluation process, i.e. the compliance of an alternative with hygienic criteria
is more important than its degree of operational simplicity (technical criteria).

This suitability of each alternative with each weighted criterion is expressed as numeric
value (i.e. 4 - very good, 3 = good, 2 = moderate, 1 = poor), which has to be multiplied by the
citerion’s weighted value. The final ranking of all alternatives is based on the achieved results of
this weighted ranking analysis. The alternative with the highest score is the first choice for final
selection.

For each alternative, the significance of its impacts on the environment, on public health
and on local socio-economical conditions has to be outlined, in order to proceed with the
evaluation of its performance and its compliance with the criteria. This impact assessment can
be accomplished by any type of methodological tools at a rather qualitative extent at this stage.
Obviously a detailed study of impacts with quantitative analyses and techno-economical
proposals goes beyond the scope of this chapter by which the significance of those impacts is
demonstrated. A detailed, quantitative assessment study has to be elaborated, when concrete
projects for each alternative will be formulated.

One of these qualitative methods, UNEP/MAP/MAP-MAP (PAP/RAC) guidelines for
environmental impact assessment, is presented in Annex Il.

It must be emphasized that the requirements of this analysis go beyond the typical
compliance of alternatives with locally applicable effluent and ambient standards: the compliance
of final concentrations of effluents with legislative requirements is obviously a prerequisite for the
evaluation of the alternatives.

1.2.2. Assessment of impacts - consequences of alternatives

1.2.2.1.Environmental impacts

Impacts caused by effluent discharge on :
C the sea (by submarine outfall)
C nearby surface waters (rivers, lakes, creeks)

C groundwater (storage reservoirs, underground disposal)
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C soil (storage reservoirs, underground disposal)
C plantation (by irrigation)
C Impacts caused by sludge treatment / disposal on :
C soil (leachates from drying beds)
C groundwater (leachates from drying beds)
C air (odours)
Other impacts caused by plant’s operation :
C odours
C mosquito breeding
C noise
C traffic (lorries discharging septage wastes)
C impacts on landscape
Impacts caused by solid waste disposal / treatment on:
C the sea (floating material from disposal sites, indirect discharge of leachates)
C nearby surface waters
C groundwater (leachates from disposal sites)
C soil (leachates from disposal sites)
C air (odours, emissions from incineration plants)
Other impacts caused by sites’/plants’ operation :
C mosquito breeding
C noise (tracks)
C traffic (tracks)
C impacts on landscape
1.2.2.2.Public health risks
Public health risks are related to :
C water quality deterioration (effluent discharge / uncontrolled percolation of leachates

into water bodies)

C impacts on crops (effluent reuse for irrigation, sludge as fertilizer / soil additive)
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In both cases any risks for the population linked with drinking water supply, consumption
of crops / fish, recreation (bathing, water sports) have to be carefully accessed and evaluated.

These health risks are caused by pathogenic microorganisms and toxic pollutants
contained in insufficiently treated and disinfected effluents / leachates.

Methods for risk minimization have to be considered and evaluated relative to each
alternative. Besides effective disinfection of effluents and collection of leachates from solid waste
disposal sites, special care should be given to effluent storage / reuse for irrigation (deep
reservoirs, subsurface injection, spraying methods etc.).

1.2.2.3.Socio-economic impacts

Any alternative for waste management has to be evaluated within the prevailing local
socioeconomic conditions, which, in some cases, are of equal importance with pure technical
and environmental aspects and can decisively affect the performance of concrete projects. In
this context the reluctancy of local population to accept incineration plants for toxic wastes is a
typical example occurring in some Mediterranean countries.

The following factors indicatively reflect some of the major social and economical
conditions to be considered during the decision making process. They can be extended or
modified according to the actual situation :

C role of environmental protection for local economy (i.e touristic activities require
strict effluent standards)

C land use planning (i.e. limited space availability for treatment plants, inconvenient siting)
C reforestation requirements (i.e encourages wider application of irrigation methods)
C existing infrastructure (roads, bridges enabling access to plants)

C administrative requirements (i.e. establishment of new administrative units for plant’s

operation, amendment of legislative framework)
C manpower requirements for plant’s operation - management
C acceptance of alternatives by local population

1.2.3. Definition of criteria

The selection criteria can be classified into categories and ranking values which
represent their importance in the evaluation process. This importance can vary from case to
case, according to prevailing local conditions. The following categorization demonstrates a
typical balance among categories and values:

CATEGORY RANKING VALUE

a) environmental criteria
l.impacts on : sea water 8
2 : groundwater 7
K JUUTT : surface water 5
Qooeeiiiennnns : soil 4
B, s air 3
L T : landscape 3
7.conservation of resources 5

Total 35
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b) hyqienic criteria
8.injection risks for population 20
9.impacts on sea uses (bathing, fishing etc.) 15
10.groundwater contamination
10
Total 45
c) technical / economical criteria
11.construction costs 4
12.operation / maintenance costs 6
13.land occupation 5
Total 15
d) specific criteria
14.requirements for additional infrastructure, 3
manpower, administration
15.acceptance of projects by the public
2
Total 5
Explanations - justifications
a) Hygienic criteria are obviously of higher importance than all other criteria.
b) Preservation of sea water guality can have first priority in Mediterranean countries for
touristic purposes.
C) Groundwater pollution can be of lower importance if water supply drills uptake water from

deep aquifers, which are usually protected by stone layers. It can be scored higher in
other cases.

d) Conservation of resources means effluent reuse (i.e. for irrigation), recovery of by-
products etc.

e) Land occupation for plants is important in places where space availability is limited.

f) Requirements for infrastructure describes i.e. the eventual necessities for new access
roads to plants.

Q) Manpower - administrative arrangements refer to personnel hiring for plant’s operation -

maintenance, whereas new administrative units (i.e. sewerage companies) are needed
for monitoring purposes etc.

2. Project formulation
Introduction

When the selection of alternatives is finished, concrete projects for each pollution source
have to be formulated, which, at a later stage, will be constructed and operated. For each project
(i.e. biological wastewater treatment plants for municipal effluents, sanitary landfills for solid
waste, a cleaner technology for an industrial unit etc.) its detailed technical characteristics,
operational requirements and environmental performance have to be clearly defined.

The environmental specifications are first described in this chapter, since they contain
the specific requirements (i.e. degree of pollution reduction) needed to proceed with the technical
design of the installations.

The organizational arrangements, which accompany the realization of any project (i.e.
establishment of sewerage companies, hiring of personnel / training etc.) have also to be
described, since they form the framework, in which the projects will be developed and operated.

A detailed cost analysis of all factors relative to project’s realization has to be finally
elaborated : costing of investment, of plant’s operation / maintenance, of accompanying actions
(i.e. costs for hiring and training of personnel). Based on the results of this analysis, methods for
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financing the relevant costs have to be proposed to decision makers.

It must be outlined that this chapter is the final result / “product” of all previous
methodological steps and forms the basis of the formulation of the forthcoming investment
studies, which will contain all engineering, cost / benefit and financial factors needed for the
project’s construction.

2.1. Environmental specifications

2.1.1. Performance requirements

In order to define the treatment efficiency of each project the following parameters have
to be considered :

C actual incoming pollution load (waste quantities, main parameters)
C existing /amended standards for disposal of treated wastes into the environment
C ambient standards (water quality of recipient, water uses)

The desired degree of treatment efficiency according to set effluent standards is the main
prerequisite which defines the technical process design of wastewater treatment plants for
municipal and industrial effluents. The relevant effluent standards are usually set by the
environmental authorities according to legislative requirements (i.e. EU-Directives), to prescribed
criteria for specific uses of effluents (i.e. for irrigation) and to defined uses (i.e. bathing, fishing)
of the water recipients. These standards have also to be followed by any discharge of leachates
from solid waste landfill sites.

Examples of such criteria and standards are indicatively summarized in Annex III.

The quantities and the parameters of the incoming wastes are estimated (Section |ll,
chapter 1) and measured at the outlet of the pollution source to be considered. Whereas
effluents from municipal sources (settlements, touristic enterprises) can be easily estimated and
measured, special care should be devoted to the measurement of industrial effluents which often
are intemittently discharged into sewerage networks (batch processes) with varying
concentrations.

2.1.2. Site selection

Several sites for plant positioning have to be examined, in order to finally choose the area
causing the less harmful environmental impact. Topographical and morphological conditions
often limit the availability of environmentally appropriate locations for plant siting, whereas strict
water quality criteria (i.e. water uses for drinking water supply, bathing) and the related
prescriptions for effluent standards are additional limiting factors for site selection.

2.1.3. Environmental impact assessment (EIA)

For each alternative site the careful assessment and evaluation of environmental impacts
caused by plant’s operation has to be conducted.

A study should systematically access all predictable impacts and formulate proposals
for their monitoring and minimization. Its extent and context goes far beyond to the rather
gualitative approach mentioned earlier (Chapter 1.2.2.), aiming at an in-depth knowledge of any
eventual harms caused to the environment.

An EIA report usually contains the following :
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C description of the project and its activities
C description and evaluation of alternative sites with and without the proposed
project
C reasons for selecting the proposed sites and project’s technologies
C identification - assessment of anticipated / forecasted negative and positive
impacts at the environmental conditions
C descriptions of measures proposed for eliminating or minimizing the adverse

impacts

Detailed methods for the quantitative assessment of environmental impacts based on
simulation models, measurements etc. can be found in the literature and in computerized form
as well and should be accordingly applied.

This detailed analysis allows the selection of the most appropriate location for each plant
and enables decision makers to eventually modify and improve the technical specifications of
the chosen alternatives. Therefore it is the most essential part in any decision making process.

2.2.  Planning of projects
Introduction

This chapter deals with the identification of the main elements and factors needed to
selectand plan a technical system for waste collection, treatment and disposal. Inevitably short,
it is not providing technical details which can be found in the relevant technical books and
references.

Since a pre-investment study is focusing on systems selection and planning and not on
detailed engineering designs, the scope of the analysis presented here is to identify the main
parameters to be considered for the selection of processes and systems.

Due to the fact that direct effluent discharges into water bodies constitute the main
pollution sources within a hot spot area, special attention is given to wastewater systems. Solid
waste disposal sites only indirectly affect water recipients by uncontrolled discharge of leachates.

2.2.1. Waste collection - treatment
2.2.1.1.Municipal liquid wastes
The following parameters should be considered for collection systems :

C design period (population served, expected population growth, eventual connection of
surrounding settlements and of industries)

C wastewater characteristics (parameters, quantities, eventual industrial discharges into
the system)

C design flow (hourly / daily / seasonal variations, infiltration rate into the sewer, peak
discharge at the end of design period)

C type of sewer system (combined or separate)

C topography - morphology of the area
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Process selection and design for treatment systems has to consider the variety of
methods currently applicable, in order to reach the appropriate combination of processes
according to set treatment requirements.

In Annex IV an indicative list of operational characteristics of various treatment processes
is shown.

Systems can generally be divided into 4 different parts namely :

C physical treatment (screening, grit removal, oil / grease separation, primary
sedimentation)

C biological treatment (aeration & secondary sedimentation)
C advanced (removal of nitrogen and phosphorus)
C disinfection (removal of microorganisms)

For an optimum selection of the combination of systems the following parameters have
to be considered :

C design period

C wastewater characteristics
C design flow
C treatment efficiency requirements according to set effluent / receiving water

guality standards

C cost factors (investment costs, operation / maintenance costs)
C simplicity of operation
C space availability

For each process within the selected system, the design of the relevant unit operations
follows certain parameters, which define the plant’s dimensions and operational pattern. These
parameters (i.e. aeration rate, sludge / volume loading, sludge volume index etc. for aeration
plants) can be found in any environmental engineering book.

This process design is essential for the definition of all treatment units, the assessment
of their site and a preliminary estimation of investment costs.

2.2.1.2.Industrial liquid wastes

Collection and treatment of industrial effluents depends on the specific characteristics
of each industrial production process and the selected alternative for waste minimization.

Systems can be divided into two main parts : end-of-pipe, clean / recycling technologies.

The application of end-of-pipe methods requires mixing and collection of all effluents from
an industrial unit, whereas waste segregation is essential for the installment of clean
technologies at specific steps of an industrial production process.

The following aspects for end-of-pipe systems have to be considered :
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C collection system per industry (units to be connected, eventual segregation of waste
streams for in-site treatment, batch discharges)
C combined collection system for more than one industries (types of industries to be
served, points of connection with the central sewer)
C wastewater characteristics (parameters, quantities, pretreatment requirements)
C design flows (batch discharges, variations, mixing of various waste streams)
C treatment efficiency requirements (direct discharge into water bodies, eventual

connection with municipal sewer-treatment systems, pretreatment requirements)

For the application of clean / recycling technologies within an industrial unit it is essential
to understand the production process to be tackled and the characteristics of the technology to
be applied. The following factors must be assessed :

C mass / energy balance of industrial process (inputs-outputs of raw materials,
chemicals, water, energy)

C operational parameters of industrial process (temperature, pH etc., existing
electromechanical equipment)

C waste characteristics of industrial process (pollutants, quantities)
C requirements for removal of pollutants according to set effluent standards
C characteristics of clean technologies to be applied (type of installations, removal

efficiencies, use of chemicals, water, energy, quantities of by-products, final effluents)
2.2.1.3.Solid-toxic wastes

Methods for selective collection of solid wastes (recovery / recycling of materials) can
substantially contribute to reduce the final quantities to be treated and disposed. Special care
should be given to the collection, storage and treatment of industrial toxic wastes, which have
to be stored in sealed boxes marked with warning instructions and safety regulations.

Treatment can be accomplished in waste incineration plants (i.e. hospital wastes) or in
landfill sites, which is the prevailing method for treatment and controlled disposal of municipal
solid wastes in the Mediterranean countries.

Toxic wastes should be stored in special deponies (i.e.in old mines), where any leachate
from the sealed boxes and eventual contamination of aquifers must be avoided.

Leachates from landfill sites have to be collected from the bottom of the sites and either
separately treated or discharged into a municipal sewer network.

2.2.2. Disposal of effluents
2.2.2.1.Discharge into the sea

The discharge of effluents into a water body is the final link in the chain collection -
treatment - disposal, whereas the preceding eventual errors and failures are clearly shown by

the negative impact of the treated effluent on the water quality .

Disposal by marine outfalls is based on the processes of initial dilution, wastewater
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dispersion as well as on the biochemical processes of self-purification of sea water.

Planning of a technical solution requires the assessment of the following information:

C preliminary data (effluent characteristics, marine environment characteristics, water
guality standards)

C field measurements (temperature, salinity, currents, conditions of benthic flora-fauna,
sediment)
C climatic, hydrological,oceanographical conditions (rainfalls, flooding, wind directions,

tides-waves)

C geological, hydrogeological conditions (rocky layers, supporting strength of the
ground)

2.2.2.2.Discharge into freshwaters

Any discharges into rivers and lakes should be carefully planned and executed by
considering the specific characteristics of each water body : small creeks-currents with strong
variations of water flows cannot accept effluent quantities, whereas the limited self-purification
capacity and the additional loading of lakes with nutrients from agriculture makes any decision
for effluent discharge rather difficult.

Therefore careful and extensive assessment of the environmental, hydrological and
hydrogeological conditions of rivers and lakes is needed before proceeding with the design of any
disposal system.

Usually strict effluent / water quality standards are applicable for discharges into fresh
waters, requiring advanced (tertiary) treatment methods and nutrient (N,P) removal.

Elements to be considered for disposal into lakes :

C Stratification (measurements of density, temperature)

C climatic conditions (temperature, winds)

C hydrological conditions (waves, currents)

C flora - fauna

C environmental sensitivity (assessment of pollution indicators like chlorophyl)

Elements to be considered for disposal into rivers :

C degree of reoxygenation (rate of re-aeration, dissolved oxygen deficiency, algal
population, rate of photosynthesis - respiration)

C degree of deoxygenation (ultimate BOD at discharge point, sludge deposits on the
bottom / benthic layer)

C physical conditions (velocity, turbulence)
Use of oxygen-sag models are widely applied, in order to assess rivers’ capacities for

effluent acceptance. The calculations and assumptions for model running can be found in the
literature.
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Use of diffuser systems is recommended, in order to prevent foaming during effluent
discharge.

2.2.2.3.Discharge into estuaries

The zone in which a river meets the sea is defined as estuary. Its analysis is more
complicated than the analysis of rivers or lakes.

Some important parameters to be considered for effluent discharge are here mentioned

C degree of lateral mixing (ebb-flow of tides)

C stratification of estuarine waters

C assessment of physical conditions (flow processes)
C dispersion of effluents

Mathematical models are also applied for the assessment of the processes occurring by
effluent disposal into estuaries.

2.2.2.4.Reuse of effluents
Irrigation of fields with treated effluents is an attractive alternative avoiding any adverse
effects on water recipients and encouraging conservation or resources. It is linked with storage

requirements of effluents, when demands for irrigation are lowered (during winter).

Groundwater recharge and subsoil injection are also used with the latter being applied
in coastal areas, in order to prevent sea water intrusion into the aquifer.

Several aspects have to be carefully evaluated for the safe application of reuse methods,
namely:

C hydrogeological conditions (soil nature / thickness, groundwater level, degree of
effluent percolation through the soil)

C crops to be irrigated (restricted / unrestricted irrigation, period for irrigation)
C compliance with safety regulations (WHO-recommendations)

C selection of irrigation methods (non-spraying techniques)

C land requirements

2.2.3. Treatment-disposal of sludge

There are several treatment and disposal methods for effective sludge management such
as thickening, stabilization, conditioning etc. which are extensively described in engineering
books.

It is obvious that any sludge dumping into the sea must be avoided, whereas leachates
from sludge disposal sites have to be collected and discharged into the wastewater treatment
plant.

Dewatering-disposal of sludge indrying beds is the usual case in Mediterranean countries
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whereas leachates reach the water bodies. This method is used for rather small communities
and produces stabilized sludge. Special care should be devoted to the construction of the
leachate collection system under the bottom of the beds, which has to cope with rainfalls and
consequently with larger leachate quantities.

2.3. Design, construction and operation of plants

After systems planning, preliminary design of all processes and unit operations of the
plants has to be elaborated, to be approved by competent authorities for works authorization.

The design deals with the technical aspects of the decided project containing all
necessary data for its evaluation, such as :

C flow diagrams

C process design

C operational characteristics

C construction - operation aspects
etc.

In Annex V the format of such a preliminary design report for a wastewater treatment
system is given.

This design is the bridge between the general process planning and the final engineering
studies which contain all technical details needed for construction purposes (maps, graphics,
calculations, materials, costs, etc.).

It enables decision makers to understand some of the practical aspects of project’s
realization and to access the major costing factors.

These major practical aspects are presented in this chapter. They are focusing on
process analysis, equipment, operational requirements.

2.3.1. Process analysis

For a detailed analysis of all processes involved some fundamentals have to be prepared
such as :

C process flow sheets (schemes / functions of unit operations)

C definition of design criteria (size determination of facilities)

C mass balance (inputs-outputs of solids, chemicals etc.)

C hydraulic profile (determination of hydraulic gradient within a plant)
C selection - design of reactors (batch, plug-flow etc.)

After sizing / dimensioning of all process units the plant layout has to be prepared, namely
the location of facilities and buildings. The following aspects have to be considered :

C geometry of site
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C topography

C soil-foundation conditions

C location of influent sewers

C location of discharge point

C transportation access

C additional area for future plant expansion

2.3.2. Equipment

Selection of equipment for each process has to follow certain rules which substantially
determine the plant’s performance during continuous operation. It must be emphasized that plant
failures are rarely caused by wrong design of unit operations (i.e. undersizing of units, bad
estimation of flows etc.), but usually by equipment malfunctioning.

There are some important principles to be followed by design engineers by choosing
equipment and construction materials, namely :

C durability - resistance to chemicals

C safe and simple operation

C environmental suitability (i.e. noise control)

C costing (balance between purchase and maintenance costs)

Specific requirements (i.e. use of surface aerators or diffusers for aeration) have to be
solved by the preparation of the engineering studies according to the prevailing local conditions
and to purchase offers.

2.3.3. Operation - maintenance (O/M)

The reliable operation of plants can be planned during the design phase and the
preparation of plant realization (engineering studies). A well-prepared O/M programme can
conserve capital, manpower and energy. This programme is closely related to the selected
processes and equipment as well as to the operating personnel.

A manpower plan should foresee managers and operators, analysts-chemists for
laboratory analyses, technicians for mechanical and electrical workshops as well as stand-by
personnel for all types of emergencies.

Training can be accomplished in specialized schools and on-spot (short courses).
Certification of qualified personnel should be encouraged.

Safety-occupational health regulations have also to be prepared before plant’s operation.
Special care should be devoted to areas where chemicals are used (flocculants / coagulants,
disinfection agents etc.), where specifications for minimization of hazards (leakages, air
emissions) should prescribe the operational conditions, storage requirements etc.

For drafting these regulations, international (i.e. WHO) recommendations and national
prescriptions have to be taken into consideration.
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Energy conservation is a major item, which is linked with equipment specifications and
applicable processes. Whereas environmental auditing in industries and the application of clean
technologies can allocate points of energy wasting, continuously operated treatment plants show
little potential for energy conservation. Adaptation of aeration rates to low wastewater flows (i.e.
overnight) can contribute to the reduction of energy consumption.

Options for biogas recovery from landfill sites have to be evaluated and, if techno-
economically feasible, practically implemented.

3. Organization

Introduction

The reliable performance of waste management systems depends not only on routine
operation of plants but also on the overall organizational framework, within which they are
established. The administrative, legislative and financial arrangements needed for the realization
of projects have to be planned and formulated in time, in order to avoid delays and bottlenecks
during the implementation phase (construction - operation).

The point presented in this chapter provide the guidance for the formulation of the
organizational framework required here. It is obvious that this part of the pre-investment study
cannot be elaborated without taking into account the existing legislation and administrative
structure of the countries involved. Therefore the active involvement of the competent national
/ regional authorities and institutions is recommended.

3.1. Institutions

For an integrated management of facilities, a chain of institutional units has to be
organized :

a) operating unit of facilities (wastewater treatment plants, landfill sites etc.)
b) coastal water control authority for the hot spot area
c) regional / national authority responsible for policy formulation - implementation

These institutions have to be incorporated into the existing administration scheme, where
they have to be either newly established or existing units reorganized.

These new institutional arrangements have eventually to be supported with legislative
amendments and with hiring of new personnel.

The most efficient way is to create independent organizational bodies, especially those
responsible for the operation of facilities and for the coastal water control, in order to avoid
overlapping with parallel activities within the existing administration.

In order to evaluate the capacities of the existing administrative and institutional
framework and recommend eventual appropriate changes, the following activities have to be
undertaken :

a) inventory of the existing institutional structure
C operating units for existing facilities (treatment plants etc.)
c pollution control authorities / inspectorates

c planning institutions at central (i.e. ministries) and regional level
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b) review of legislative and organizational framework
C basic environmental laws - regulations in force
c commitments to international conventions
c applicable effluent / ambient quality standards
C characteristics of environmental policy (time-table for policy implementation,

focus on specific items like prevention of pollution, polluter-pays-principle etc.,
allocation of funds, strategic goals-targets for the improvement of environmental
conditions etc.)

c environmental management procedures (responsibilities of public/private
actors, mechanisms for the enforcement of regulations, applied auditing /
reporting methods for the assessment of the achieved environmental
performance, planning of remedial actions etc.)

C) assessment of the capabilities and limitations of the existing system (legislation,
organization, administrative / institutional structure)
c compliance of achieved results to set policy targets
C description of the reasons of eventual drawbacks (i.e. lack of trained

personnel, inadequate allocation of funds, insufficient administrative / scientific
support etc.)

d) specifications required for a new leqgislative, administrative / institutional system
c recommendations for the improvement of the existing system (re-shuffling
of responsibilities, hiring / training of personnel, new management procedures
etc.)
C proposals for eventual expansion of institutions to cope with the

management of the new facilities (operating units, control authorities, regional
/ national authorities)
c detailed description of the features of new administrative units in case

they should be installed (responsibilities, legislative cover, budget required,
hiring / training of personnel etc.)

3.2. Tasks

The operating unit will be responsible for the operation of facilities (routine operation,
maintenance etc.). The coastal water control authority should undertake the inspection of
facilities, monitoring of coastal water quality and reporting to national authorities.

The following tasks should form the core of the activities of this authority:

C collection of information (condition of coastal and inland water in the hot spot area,
assessment of loads from pollution sources, treatment facilities)

C monitoring of coastal waters and effluents (development of a monitoring plan,
periodical sampling - analysis of coastal waters-effluents)

C inspection-control of facilities
C reporting

The authorities responsible for policy formulation-implementation should :
C formulate the pollution control policy

C prepare policy implementation (legal cover, provision of resources, advertisement
campaigns etc.)
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C adapt-modify this policy according to report findings
4, Cost analysis - financing of projects

Introduction

Analysis and estimation of cost factors relevant to the execution of pollution control plans
have become an important consideration in the development and evaluation of environmental
policies. It is a complex task, where different methods and locally dependent assumptions can
lead to strong variations of costs even for similar facilities. The situation becomes worse, when
cost-benefit analysis of all cost indices should show in monetary terms the effectiveness of
environmental investments beyond the direct financial expenditures (i.e. assessment of
economic value of environmental quality-public health risks). This analysis has to be prepared
by qualified experts (i.e. environmental economists) as part of the investment study.

This chapter provides “checklists” of key factors to be considered for cost estimations,
thus enabling the methodological approach for the development of cost indices by relevant
experts. In this context it must be emphasised that any simple “correct” method for cost
estimations does not exist, nor would standardization of methods and assumption be reliable.

This chapter is structured in 3 parts :

C capital - O/M costs of facilities,

C cost-benefit analysis,

C financing
4.1. Capital - O/M costs

There are various methods for the estimation of capital (investment) and O/M costs of
waste management facilities, such as unit price, curve pricing, comparable analysis etc.,
whereas cost-effectiveness analysis guidelines (U.S.E.P.A.) have also been developed.

Especially for municipal wastewater treatment plants, national figures expressed in
investment costs per capita have been produced, allowing rough cost comparisons for similar
facilities.

A classification of costs can be as follows :

capital costs

C construction

C engineering

C land occupation

C legal, fiscal, administrative

C interest rate during construction phase
OIM costs

C personnel
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C energy
C chemicals
C water
C miscellaneous utilities
C miscellaneous supplies - materials

In Annex VI lists of detailed information on these costs are presented.

4.2. Cost-benefit analysis

In order to define the net value of an environmental investment, a sum of cost factors has
to be calculated and subtracted from the expected benefits. The identification, quantification and
valuation of all parameters involved should be based on a careful, step-by-step methodological
approach assuring continuous checking of all relevant factors.

The following main elements should be identified and evaluated :

a) assessment of the project area
C coastal line and hinterland
C natural environment (resources, flora-fauna etc.)
C demographic-development trends (population, socioeconomic activities,
infrastructure)

b) environmental guality
C pollution sources/loads

C environmental-health impacts
C existing-planned pollution control facilities and measures

c) cost analysis
C loss-depreciation of natural resources

C negative impacts on health

C investments for pollution control with associated O/M costs

C monitoring of pollution (legal, administrative, institutional, economic, technical
and fiscal measures)

d) identification-quantification of benefits
C improvement of agricultural production, touristic and recreational activities

C positive impacts on health (i.e. reduced mortality) and on the environment

(conservation of resources, nature protection)
C increase of land values

The valuation of cost-benefits requires a differentiation of approach according to their
variable nature, i.e. market prices can satisfactory describe the increased food production due
to irrigation, whereas health benefits can be valued in reduced loss of earnings.

It is obvious that this complex cost-benefit analysis goes far beyond the estimation of
direct costs for project realization (Chapter 4.1.). Therefore it has to be executed within the
broader context of an integrated plan for the whole spot area as part of a regional development
programme.
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4.3. Financing

4.3.1. Investment costs

Funds for investment can be allocated by international financial institutions (i.e. World
Bank, European Investment Bank), national banks etc. Projects applicable within European Union
(E.U.) can benefit from the funding possibilities of various E.U. programmes (i.e structural funds),
whereas financial support can be granted to E.U. associated countries for eligible projects within
specific programmes (i.e. LIFE).

Bank loans in the usual method for cash flow, whereas subsidies for innovative
investments in the environmental sector are sometimes provided in some countries (i.e.
investments for new clean technologies in industry).

Before submitting an application for financial support, the following aspects should be
considered :

C detailed inventory of on-going financial programmes launched by national,
international institutions, donors etc.

C assessment of the conditions required for submission of an application (deadlines,
time-table for project implementation, percentage of financial aid, pay-back period for
loans etc.)

C checking of project’s eligibility with the prescribed conditions for financial
support

C insurance of proposer’s own financial contribution if required

C precise description of project’s features and cost calculation according to the

programme’s requirements in question (implementation phases, financial plan etc.)

C consultation of proposer with local / regional / national authorities concerning the
application and request for authorization / support (letter of intent, bank guarantees
etc.)

4.3.2. Revenue collection

Running costs of environmental facilities (O/M costs) should usually be covered by the
user according to the polluter-pays-principle (PPP). This fact is rather obvious for industrial
activities but it may cause difficulties to municipalities, where i.e. water supply charges have to
be substantially increased to cover wastewater treatment costs. In this context the operational
simplicity of facilities is a positive factor not only for technical and environmental reasons but also
as economical parameter.

Applications of clean / recycling technigues in industry often allow O/M costs to be
covered from revenues caused by water / energy conservation and by-products recovery.
Therefore the preventive approach instead of “end-of-pipe” treatment is not only environmentally
interesting but also economically attractive.

Imposing of environmental charges has to be carefully planned by considering certain
conditions like :

C the existing legislative / administrative framework in the region / country
concerned
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C each user’s contribution to pollution load to be reduced (i.e. connected industries
/ touristic units to municipal sewer network, population etc.)

C development trends in the area (forthcoming plans for new activities, population
growth etc.)

C charging requirements (eventual pay-back of investment costs, O/M costs)

C eventual subsidies to be granted by relevant authorities / institutions

C mechanisms for regular revenue collection

C public awareness, information of users.

It must be emphasized that this last aspect (public awareness) should not be
underestimated, since the acceptance of these charges by all actors concerned (population,
industrial / touristic enterprises) is a basic prerequisite for the success of any system of revenue
collection.
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ANNEX |

Reference: UNEP/MAP-WHO, hot spots ranking system (1st phase of the activity)




The pricritizaticn of goilution hot spots will be done by evaluatin

g the risk exerted by the

point sources with eifects on: public health, drinking water qualily, recreation, other beneficial
uses, aquatic life and econcmy and welfare.

Aranking system from 1-5

must be followed {o show the severily of each of the effects

on the identified hot spots. Therefore the polluiion hot spets should be ranked by using the
following criteria whers (8) stands for extreme effects, (5) for seveare effects, (4) for majer
effects, (3) for mederate effecis, (2) for slight effects 2nd (1) for no eTects.

The following table explzin the criteria for ranking the effects.

Public Health

exireme effects (6)

Domestic wastewater loads of mere than 30 tons BOD/day with no
disinfection and having a high probability of direct contact to

human beings.

Wastswater coniaining more than 30 mg/L of heavy metzls and
having a possible contact to the public at the discharge point.
Wastawater conizining radioactivity or hazzrdous substances
| above WHO limitation.

severe effects (5)

Domestic wastewater loads of mere than 15 tons BOD/day with no
disinfection and having a high probability of direct contact to

human beings.

Weastewsater containing more than 20 mg/L of heavy metals and
having a possible contact fo the public at the discharge paint.

mzior effects (4)

Domastic wastewater loads of more than 10 tons BOD/day with no
disinfection and having a high probability of direct contact to

human beings.

Wastewater contsining more than 10 mg/L of heavy metals and
having a possible wontact to the public at the discharge point.

maoderate effects (3)

..

Domestic wastewater or waler contzining heavy metals with no

direct effect to human beings.

slicht effzcis {2

Any discharge which coniains foxic substances or pathogens and

is not mentioned in (3) - (6).

no effects (1)

Discharge with no effect.
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Recreation

extreme effects (6)

Discharges with mere than 200 mg/L of oil which may cause a
significant odour that directly affects a recreational arez from a
distznce of 100 m. '

severa effects (5)

Discharges which mey cause a significant odour that direclly
affects z recreaticnal area from a distancé of 500 m.

maior effects (4)

Discharges with no odour &t & distancs of 1000 m from the
recreztional area deterorating the zssthetic quality of waters.

moderate effects (3)

Discharges at a distance of 5000 m from the recreational area.

slight effects (2)

Discharges causing a potential risk to the environment.

no effects (1) No efiect
Other Beneficial Uses

exireme effects (6)

Discharges containing a high level of solid wastes or odours which
czn cezse the present beneficial use of the water body
(transportation, sport activities, aquaculiure).

severe effects (5)

Discharges confaining a high leve! of solid wastes or adours.which
¢an potentizlly cease the present beneficial use of the water body
(fransportation, sport activities, aquaculiure).

maior effects (4)

Discharges containing & high level of solid wastes or odours which
can harm the present beneficial use of the water body
(ransporiztion, sport activities, aquaculturs).

moderate effects 3

Discharges conitaining a high level of solid wastes or odours which
can potentially harm the present beneficial use of the water body
{transporiztion, sport activities, aquaculture).

slight effects (2)

Discharges containing a high level of solid wastes or odours which
may harm the present beneficiz] use of the water body
(transportation, sport activities, aquaculture).

ng effects (1)

Discharge with no effect.

ANNEX 1




Aquatic Lite (including bicdiversity)

Any discharge which may reduce the oxygen content of the

receiving body below 0.5 mg O./L.
Any dischearge which conta"s a2 heavy metal concentration of mare

than 50 mg/ 1.
Any discharge which contzins an oil concentration of 400 mg/L.

Any discharge which may reduce the oxygen content of the
receiving bedy below 1 mg OJ/L
Any discharge which contains 2 heavy metzl concentration of more

than 30 mg/L.
Any discharge which contzins an oil conceniration of 200 mg/LL

maicr eifecis (4)

Any discharge which may reduce the oxygen content of the

receiving bedy below 2 mg O./L.
Any discharge which contains a hezsvy metal wnantrahon of mcre

than 20 mg/L.
Any discharge which contains an oil concentration of 100 mg/L.

mcderzte effects (3)

Any discharge which czuses oxycen depletion. .

slight effects (2)

Any suspicious discharge

ng effects (1)

Discharge with no effect

Economy and Welfare

extreme effects (6)

Shutting down of discherging industries would have significant
eifact on the economy. Investment needed for environmental

sound solution more than 20 million dollars.

severe effects (5)

Shuting down of discharging industries would have severe effect
on the economy. Invesiment needed for environmental sound

solution more than 10 million dollars.

maior efiects (4)

-| Shutting down ¢f discharging industries would have major effect on
1 the economy. Investment nesded for environmental sound

solution more than 5 million dollars.

moderate effects (3)

Discharging industries having liitle effect on the economy.

slight effects (2)

Discharging industries having no effect on the economy.

no efiects (1)

Discharging indusiries having no effect on the economy, and
already non-fezsible for investment.
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Reference:

UNEP Regional Seas Reports and Studies No. 122, an approach to environmental impact
assessment for projects affecting the coastal and marine environment (1990)




4.3 GENERAL GUIDELINES FOR PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
DOCUMENT FOR A SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT FOR A CITY
WITH BETWEEN 100,000 AND 1.000.000 INHABITANTS

Basic consliderations
Sewage treatment plants are constructed to transiorm the raw sewage into an easier manageable

waste and to retrieve and reuse the treated sewage water.

ater. Botin products may

The end products of a treatment plant are siudge and treated sewage w
-biodegradable and toxic

contain, in addition to organic biodegradable substances and mircocrganisms, non
substances due to the contamination of sewage with industrial waste waters.

From tne environmental standpoint the most impontant aspect of a sewage treatment plant is the
proposed disposal or use of the sludge and the treated sewage water.

The most commen adverse environmental efiscts on coastal waters, connected with disposal or use
of the sludge and the treated sewage water, are caused by: microbiological contamination, oxygen depletion
due to high load of organic faecal matter, eutrophication caused by nutrients, and toxic and non-biodegradable
substances originating mainly from contamination of sewage by industrial wastes.

aerated lagoons) may lead, uner the influence

Some treatment processes fe.g. OX dation ponds,
' - 3
iderable distances.

of wind, to the spread of pathogens through air transport over cons

Most sewage treatment and disposal processes are a serious source of offensive odour.
improperly constructed or operated sewage treatment plants and improper disposal or use of sludge
and treated sewage water may become 2 most sefious public health problem. Therefore, whatever level of
treatment and method of disposal and use is approved, it should strictly comply with national standards and
internationally accepted environmental quality criteria, taking into account the recipient environment and the

biological targets which may be atfected, specitically man.

Elements specifically recommended for inclusion in the follow-uo monitoring and re-evaluation
programme are: regular compliance with methods approved for sewage treatment and disposal, including for
use of treated sewage water; seepage of contaminants from the treatment piants or sludge disposal sites into
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freshwater aquifers or coastal waters; wind transport of pathogens originating from the treatment plant or
siudge disposal site; elements recommended for monitaring of submarine sewserage outfalls (see section 4.5)

# such an outfall Is part of the project.
Description of the proposed project

The proposed treatment plant should be described, awompanie& by plans, preferably on a scale of
1:2500, including the following:

Types of sewage to be treated (industrial, domestic, agricultural).

- Number of inhabitants 1o be served by the plant.
Types of clients to be served, e.g. industrial, residential, commerical, hospitals.

- Quantity of sewage (cubic meters per day, per year).

Quality of sewage to be treated, including suspended solids {mg/litre), settleable solids (mg/itre), pH,
turbidity, conductivity, BOD (mg/litrej, COD (mg/iitre), nitrogen, ammonia, phosphate, oil, surfactants, and
heavy metals such as arsenic, cadmium, copper, lead, nickel and mercury.

- Method to.be-used in treatment of sewage. ‘
- Layout of the plant (including treatment facilities and service area).

- Use of effluents (agriculture, recharging aquifer, disposal to sea or 1o nearest river).

- Description of the plant’s recipient body of water, & any.

- Shudge quantity and quality.

- Methed of sludge treatment and disposal.

Chemical, physical and bactericlogical characteristics of effluents such as suspended solids, settleable
salids, pH, turbidity, conductivity, BOD, COD, nitrogen, ammonia, phosphate, oil, surfactants, and heavy
metals such as arsenic, cadmium, copper, lead, nickel and mercury, total coliforms, taecal coliforms and

faecal streptococc.

Programme for operation and maintenance of the sewage treatment plant.

Reasons for selecting the proposed site and the technologies ‘ ‘

The reasons for selecting the proposed site and the technology proposed to be applied, including
the short description of atemnatives which have been considered, should be provided under this section.

Description of the environment

A description of the environment of the site without the proposed sewage treatment plant should
concentrate on the immediate surroundings of the proposed project. The size of the area described will be

determined by the predicted effects of the proposed plant.

(a) Physical site characteristics

- Site location on a map at a scale of 1:10,000 or 1:50,000 including residential areas, industrial areas and
access roads.
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(b)

(d
(e)

(f)

Climataloglcal and meteorological cordlilons
Basic meteorological data such as wind direction and wind velocity.

Special climatic conditions such as storms, iiwversions, trapping and fumxgatxon proximity to seashore,
average yearly rainfall and nusber of rainy Gays per year.

Existing sources of air pollution, especially of particulates and odours.
Geologlcal and hydrologlcal conditions |

Geological structure of proposed area, ir;:cluding hydrology and aquifers.

Existing uses of water bodies around the proposed site and the quélﬂy of the water.
Present land use of the site and Its surroundings
Characteristics of sea area which will be reciplent of discharged treated sewage

Sea circulation, existence and characteristics of the thermocline, thermohaline structure, dissolved
oxygen and nutrients concentration, microbial pollution, fishing grounds, aquaculture sites, marine

habitats.

Existence of endemic water borne diseases

Identification of possible Impacts

An assessment of anticipated or forecasted positive or negative impacts, using accapted standards

whenever possible, of short term impacts associated with the activities related to the construction of the plant
and long term impacte related to the functioning of the treatment plant should be given, including the following:

Odours and air pollution from tine plant and from the disposal of effluents and sludge.

Iniltration of sewage into topsoil, aquifer or water supply and impact on drinking water quality.

Mosquito breeding and diseases transmitted by mosquitc;es.

Pollution of water bodies such as rivers, lakes or sea by effluents and impact on bathing water quality.

Flora and fauna.
Fruit and vegetable safety, if land disposal of effluent or siudge.

Noise levels around plant and its sources.

Solid waste disposa’ of sludge and other wastes.

Devaluation of property values.

Tourist and recreation areas such as nature resarves, forests, parks, monuments, sport centers, beaches,
and other open areas which would be impacts.

Possibl: emergencies and plant failure, the frequency at which they may occur, 2nd possible
consequences of such emergzancies.

Anticipated or foraseeable impacts on the areas outside of national jurisdiction.
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Proposed measures to prevent, reduce or mitigate the negative
eifects of the proposed plant

This section should describe all measures - whether technical, legal, social, economic or other - tc
prevent, reduce or mitigate the negative effects oi the proposed sewage treatment plant.

Proposed programme for monitoring of the envirgnmental
Impact of the project

Measures to be used to monitor the effects on a long term basis, including the collection of data, the
analysis of data, and the enforcement procedures which are available to ensure implementation of the

measures.
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Reference:

UNEP/MAP-PAP/RAC, CAMP Rhodes: general plan for management of wastewater, part I
(1993)
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Water quality criteria for irrigation

Decree of Reswrictio an e

Rorantial Irication Prctlem Lhits .
Hne Sagit © lixsere  Severe

Siniy (@Z=cs c:cn warsr
ava..lasll.“y) as/m < 0.7 0.7- 3.0 > 3.0
By
() ’
s e/l <450 450 - X0 >

InSltetio (affecss infiltatio
rate of vater into the
soil, Belatim usm;

EC, ad §R toeether)3

SR= 0-3adil,= > 0.7 0.7 - 0.2 <o.2
= 3-6 = > 1.2 1.2-0.3 < 0.3
= 6-12 = > 1.8 1.8 ~0.3 < 0.5
=12-2 = S 29 2.2-1.3 < 1.3
=20~ 4" = > 5.0 5.6-2.2 <29
S=cific Im Txdicity (ffects
sesicive O:o.s)
S (pa)?
sric irrigtim sr <3 3-¢ <¢
sxirkler L'rlcatnm ne/l <3 <3
Cicrice (@)
s irricatin e/l <4 4-10 >0
stikler irrication e/l <3 <3 ‘
Excn (3) m/l <07 0.7 - 3.0 > 3.0
Trzce UDaments (s Tle 3)
Mis=llmens Effects (affects
ssctinle c:‘c:s)
Mitroen (003 - K my/1 <5 5-2 >

Bicertyate (H103)
(overrexd sirirkling anly) m/l <15 1.5-85 > 85
= Mrmal Rerge 6.5-8.4

1 /erel fxow FZO Icrieetion and Drainece Paer 1o, 2 Rev, 1, 1965,

2 fr.,, rems electrical ccﬁ:ct:.v:.ty, a reswure of the vater salinity, rexxtes in
CeciSiems per retre at 25°C (85/m) @ in wnits millirhcs per cntirere
(mio/cn). Doth are ecnivelent. T05 mexrs total dissclved sclids, reorted in

millicrars per litre (mg/l).

3 SRrexs sodium aSsarptim retim. R is soetimes rexried by the sl Ra.
At a civer &F, infiltretion rate incesses as water salinity invesses. Balinte
the potential infiltration prablemly SR as modified by IC.

4 Ix suice irictim, mst tree ags ad wdy plants are sesitive & s=fium
ad dicrid; use tie velies don. Most anel ags are ot sasitive. lith
oeiend srikler irrication ad lav hoddity (K0 per aet), siiun 232 dilaxice
ray e dsaxrbed traxh the leves of sesitive egs.

5 I3V rems nitets nitveoeen recoxted in tems of elameial 1 nittxen
(z.I &0 CregnioN auld be incluid vhen xesteu.t.. is being tested),
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Recommended maximum concentrations of trace elements

in irrigation waters

letal

Reconmended
laximum
Concentration

lmract on Scils and Liota

Aluminium {(Al)

Beryllium (Be)

Cadniuvm (Ca)

Ccbzlt (Co)
Chwomium (Cr)

Copper (Cu)

Ircn (F2)

Lithium (i)
, fanganese (bn)
Folybdenun (Mo)
Mickel (1)

Lead (Pb)

Selenium (Se)

Vanadium (V)

“Zinc (zn)

5.0

0.10

0.01

0.05

0.20

0.20
5.0

2.5

0.20

0.01

0.20

5.0
0.02

0.10
2.0

Can cause non-productivity in acid soils (il
7.0 will

but rore alkaline soils at pil
precipitate the ion and eliminate any toxicity.

Toxicity to plants varies widely,

5.5)

ranging from 5

my/l for kale to 0.5 my/1 fur bush beans.
Toxic to beans, bests and turnips at concentrations
as low as 0.1 me/l in nutrient sclutions.
Censervative limits recommended due to its
potential for accumwlation in rlants and soils to
concantraticn that may be harmful to humans.
Toxic to tomato plants at 0.1 mg/l in nutrient

soluticn. Tends to be inactivated by neutral and

alkaline soils.

ot generally recocnized as an essential rawth

element,

Conservative limits recommended due to

lack ¢f knovledee on its toxicity to plants,

Toxic to a nurmber of

nutrient solutions.
ot toxic to plants ‘in aerated soils, but can
contribute to soil acidification and less of
availability of essential phicspiiorus and

rolybdenum,

pPlants at 0.1 to 1.0 my/l-in

Overliead sprinkling may result in

wnsightly depxsits on plants, eguipment and

buildincs.

Tolerated by most crops up to 5 my/l; ncoile in

soil.
my/l).

Toxic to a number of crops at a few- tenths to a
few mg/1, but usually cnly in acid soils.

lot toxic to plants at narral concentratiens in
Can be texic to livestock if
forage is yram in soils with high concentraticns
of available molybdenum.

soil and water.

Toxic te a number of plants a
reduced toxicity at neutral or alkaline pli.

mg/1;

£ 0.5 mg/1 to 1.0

Can inhibit plant cell growth at very hich

caicentrations.

Toxic to plants at concentrations as low as 0.025
mg/l and toxic to livestock if ferage is ¢rown in

soils with relatively high levels of added

selenium.

very low concentrations.
Toxic to rany plants at relatively low

concentraticns.,

in essential element to animals but in

Toxic to rany plants at widely varying
reduced teoxicity at gli 6.0 angd

concantraticns:

in fine textured cr cryanic sciis.
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Toxic to citrus at low concentratims (0.075
Acts similarly to beron.




Treatment requirements for effluents to be used for

irrigation

Ceracr=r1stics Cf

Axicilere ad neelth
stEderd recuired

mrarars et

rercs.

te resteater

mg/1
Dissolved Solics 0
Ssexed Slids 20
Htoen «
Fosshoos 10
Girice )
Alalinity 10
Q= 100
ED 20

2o resizictin fx irricetion
in relatiom o s=linity.

450 ng/l IS refes to god
qelity water.

Cn ceate prcoles in irrice-
tion systers. Lewel suld ke
redx=d to 50 g/l fx e in
&ip ad mao irrigtim.

Sxoidd e redx=d to dxut 25

to 10 my/l fx most axs. Rx
sasitive cas the recomeared
level is 5 mo/l.

M exriailtire related peklean
is eqecred at this level.

M dilrice taxdicity is
egected at this level

M mxx mcblem is exected

in xzel irrication systars.
In &ip irrication systars te
&riprers rey get daxsd. This
mcblen a&n ke salved by acd
treatrent.

This gxuld be removed, as it
&n s chlens in irrication
grees, ol darsited an =il axd
redxe qelity of axxs when
sxirkler rethad of irrication
is ws=.

This mst ke redx=d to 0 g/l
frx restriced irricetion ad

15 © D o/l for urestricesd
irrigation.

N tr=mtres.

Prirery ard secoxary
treatrnt @ waste
stzbilization prds.

Dxing rxrel irery ad
sscoTy tratment o
waste stabilization paxds
tre leel ,m N is redx=d
to 10-D ro/l. Vecetative
s @ ackivated shirke
meths en be weed if
nitzate is to ke redx=i
o vy lov levels,

N atemtt.
M reat=t.

R:émamet.

Feroved by inery .
tratmat proessss @ in
waste stebilization prds.

Prirery ad ssxadery
tratment with dileri-
natim @ waste
s=hilization an oS
with retntion time of 20
to 20 c&=ys.
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ANNEX IV

Reference:

. PAP/RAC, code of practice for environmentally sound management of liguid waste
discharge in the Mediterranean Sea (1990)
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PAP/RAC, code of practice for environmentally sound management of liquid waste

d

ANNEX V

Reference:

ischarge in the Mediterranean Sea (1990)




FORMAT AND CONTENTS OF A PRELIMINARY DESIGN REporT (79)

Report Cover

)

Preliminary Design Report, Sewage Works Proposal

Letter of Transmittal

A one page letter bound into the report and inciuding:

Submission of report to the approval agency,
- Statement of feasibilicy of recommended project,
Acknowledgement to giving assistence.

Title Page
Title of priority
Municipality, ‘country, concession and lot numbers (as applicable)
Name, address and telephone number of individual (firm)

preparing the raport

.

‘Table of Contents

Section headings, chapter headings and subheadings
Maps

Figures

Appendices .

Nunmper all pages and cross-reference by page number

Summary

Righlights, very briefly, what was found from the investigation:
Findings
Populaticen - present, design (when), ultimate

) Land use and zoning-vortions: residentizl, commercial,
industrial, green belt, etc.
Wastewater characteristics and concentrations -~ portians of
total hydraulic, organic, and solids loadlng attributed to
resicdential, commercial and industrial fractions.
Collection systems projects - immediate needs to implement
recommended projects, deferred needs to complete recommended
projects, and pump staticns, force mains, appurtenances, etc.
Seleccted treatment process - characterisvics of process and of
output.
Receiving waters - existing water quality and quantify,
classifications and dnw"“cvea“ water uses and impact of project
on the receiving wacar.
Preposed project - total project cost, total annual expense
requirement for: dbbc sarvice, operation and peraonnel

Intreduczticn .
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Background

Reasons for the report (approval process)

»
-

Scope

Guidelines for developing the report, including preliminary
design of selected system and costing.:

Purpose

Presentation of appropriate past history.

General

Existing development, expansion, annexation, intermunicipal
service, ultimate development.

Drainage basin, portion covered.

Population growth, trends, increase during design life of the
facility. '

Residentizl, commercial and incustrial land usze, zoning,
population densities, industrial types and concentrations (if
applicable). )

Topography, general geology, and effect on project.
Metecrology, precipitations, runoff, flooding, etc., and effect
on project.

Identification of environmentally sensitive conditions within
the planning boundary, including areas of natural beauty,
wildlife, recreational areas and hi;toric sites.

Resulations, Guidelines and Ordinances .

' Presentation of applicable regulations, guidelines and

ordinances.

Sewer-use ordinance (if applicsble).

Existing contracts and agrezements.

Surcharge rates and basis for surcharge (in effect).

Enforcement provisions including inspection sampling, detection,

penalties. etc.

Existing Facilities Evaluation

Existing Collection System

Inventory of existing sewers.

Isolation from water-supply wells (if applicable).

Structural condition, hydraulic capacity of existing system.
Identification of collection system problems - overflows,
infiltration, exfiltration - by gauging and/or studying water
supply relationships.

Oucline repair, replacement and storm waler separation
requirements and/or possibilities.
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Establish renovation priorities.
Present recommended programme to renovate sewers.
Estimate required expenditure to renovate sewers and prepare

implementation outline. .

Existing Wsstewater Treatment Site

Area for expansion.

Terrain.

Subsurface conditions.

Isolation from habitation,

Isolation from water-supply structures.
General zesthetic appearance, odour problems.

Flooding.

Existing Frocess Facilities

Capacities and adequacy of various treatment components.
Relationship and/or applicability to proposed project.
Age and condition.

Adaptabilicy to different usages.

Structures which could/should be retained, modified or
demolished.

Existing Wastewater Characteristics

Watexr consumpition (frem available records).
Wastewater flow pattern, pezcks, total, design flow.
Physical, chemical and biological characteristics and

concentrations.

Existing Receivinz Bodv of Water

Recelving water base flow (as specified by regulatory agency).
Characteristics of recesiving water (as specified by regulatory
agency). ‘
Dowmsiream water uses,
Tampact of proposzd discharge on receiving water effluents

- objectives,
Flaggiug of envirommentally sensitive conditions (e.g.,
shellfish beds, spawning grounds, beaches).’ -

Evaluation of Project-Alternative

Regionalization

Consideration should be given to regional sewage facility
planning whenever feasible. Municipalities (or private installations,
imstinutions, etc.) may Join together in cooperative regional treatment
system provided costs, ag related to collection, treatment and disposal,
5 werl as coperation an2 maintenance cowm1tmenca, are jointly shared and
by ﬁhu parties involved. Detailed investigation of

“
adaened Lavoursile
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regional schemes should be undertaken if cursory review indicates project
feasibility. Comparison of regional versus non-regional solutions should
be made and the optimum scheme selected on the basis of this comparison.

.

Community Systems

Site Requirements
Comparison of advantages and disadvantages of locating proposed

treatment works at either existing trecatment site or new site(s) based on
the following criteria:

land availab;lity (zoning, local ordinances, etc.) and

soils;
- expansion possibilities;
- hydraulic requirements;
- energy requirements; :
- flood control;
- accessibilicy;

aesthetic (odour problems, landscaping, etec.);
protection .afforded to public health and the receiving
environment (environmental sensitivity, etc. of the
receiving environment);
- public opinion;

- costs (land, services).

. LS

Selection of Freferred Site

Justification of selection based upon economic feasibility,
environmental. compatibility, compliance with applicable ordinances,
regulations and guidelines.

Collection System Altsrnatives

' Inventory of proposed additions.
Concideration of area cf service.
Unusual construction problems.

Alternative Collection Systems Costs

Flow/waste reduction considerationms.
Selection of preferred collection method and/or combination of

sellection metheds.
Justification of selection based upon economic feasibility,

environmental compatibility, compliance with applicable ordinances,
regulations, guidelines.

Trearment Procass Alternatives

' Tabulation of required plant performance based upon receiving

water quality criteria and effluent criteria.
Description and delineation (line diagram) of applicable

. e

treatment slternatives.
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Discussion on advantages and disadvancages of each (e.g.,
reliability, flexibility, complexity of opevation, resource resquirements,
operation and maintenance requirements, aesthetics, adaptability to
future needs, availability of power).

’ Characteristics of process output (e.g., continuous or seasonal
effluent discharge, volume and stability cf waste solids).

Comparison of process performances.

Estimates of alternate process costs including capical,
construction, installation, and cperation and maintenance estimates (all
costs on an annual basis, j.e. amortized capital and O and M).

Selection of preferred process.
Justification of selection based upén economic feasibility,

environmental compatibility, water quality objectives, compliance.
Ordinances, regulations and guldelines.

Preliminary Design of Prccess Facilities

-

Discussion of design criteria (average daily flow, flow
variations, waste characteristics, effluent quality, treatment
efficiancy, design life).

Sizing of collection system and treatment process components on
the basis of above discussion and design parameters.

Liquid effluent disposal requirements.

Waste solids processing and disposal requiremeuczs, support
equipment and facilities (flow measurement device, sampling equipment,
process control, work and laboratory area, and laboratory equipment,
safety equipment).

v

Cost Summary and Implementation Schedule

Tabulation of capital expenditure and annual operztion and
maintenance requirements (capital expanditure broken down into unit cost
for various components of collection, treatment and disposzl system, and
amertized over the design life of the system (20 years).

Implementation schedule, including immediate and deferred
construction (and effect on costs), interruption of existing utilities
and traffic interference, restoration of pavements, lawns, etec.,
operatien of existing treatment and disposal facilities during
construction period, scheduling of design and constructicn phases.

Appendices: Tecnnical Information and Design Criteria
Raw Wastewater Characterizatio:n Programme

Description of the programme including location of monitoring
stations, duration of study, type of sampling equipment utilized,
frequency of sample collection, sample storage, method of sample
analyses, and analyses performsd.

Tabulation of data.

Data analyeis including diurnal {iew variations, organic
loadings, witrient concentrations.
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Collection System Design

Design tabulations - flow, size, velocities, ctc.
Pump station calculations . '
Special appurtenances ,
Construction problems

System map (report size)

Process facilities design

Criteria selection and basis

Hydraulic and organic loadings - minimum, average, maximum and
effects.’

Unit dimensions

Rates and velocities

Detention .

Concentrations

Recycle

Chemical additive control

Physical control
Removals: effluent concentrations, etc. Include a separate

tabulation for each unit to handle solid and liquid fractions.

Process Diagrams

Process configuration, interconmecting piping, flexibility, etc.
Hydraulic profile

Solids contrel system

Flow diagram with capacities, etc.
Cperation.and maintenance o
Routine and special maintenance duties
Process control and laboratory analysis

Time requirements

Tools, equipment, safety, etc.

Personnel requirements - number, type, qualifications, salaries,
benefits (tabulate) .

Chemical Control X

Processes needing chemical, addition

Chemical and feed equipment
Tabulation of ammounts and unit and total cost

Sunport Data

Outline unusual specifications, construction materials and

construction methods.
Maps, photographs, diagrams (report size)
Other .
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Reference:

PAP/RAC, code of practice for environmentally sound management of liquid waste
discharge in the Mediterranean Sea (1990)
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