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The Problem:;

- Why phosphorus
Is regulated

The Cost of Compliance:

Financial incentive to figure
our way through this

The Current Plan

Environmental and
, - social reasons for
Lo _— innovation

12 Studies




Watershed View
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PrioritizingzPhosphoruss
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Remove Phosphorus from
Wastewater




Three P-Removal Steps

e @ BiOlOgical Phosphorus Removal
P A Filtration
*| & Flocculation/Sedimentation




Cost-Benefit
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Biological Phosphorus Removal

Biological Basin
without Bio-P

Biological
Basin with
Bio-P




