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Today’s Agenda

Today’s Moderators: Julie Nahrgang & Jay Hoskins

Introduction
Water Week 2025 Updates
Tracy Ekola (MN), Lacey Hirschvogel (MO), Emily Prescott (ME)

Exploring recent water infrastructure policy and funding
concerns: National, state, and local perspectives
Joe Kane, Brookings Institute

The Latest from DC: Federal & Regulatory Update
Steve Dye and Ashley Voskuhl, WEF

Q&A Discussion

Water Environment
Federation
0 warer iy poop




Plan ahead for

Water Week 2026!

April 12-18, 20

About Water Week
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Congressional Outreach Resources

US Capitol Map Getting to Capitol Hill Preparing for a Meeting Follow Up

sy £\ N e
( ( )
LW bl [Poaill), K )
Understand Your Personalize Your
Member of Congress Message
 — T
i ) (e )

Prep, Connect & Follow up L tap s istad 01

Minnesota team notes
National Water Week Fly In, April 8-9, 2025

f/wwwi.c s.gov/member/b
3. Metwith John Altendorf

b. Supports State Revolving Fund, separation of CDS funding

dorf @mail.house.gov

Uses up to 80% of their CDS for water and wastewater projects.
DCWATERFLYIN - 2025 Request Appt on Rep/Sen website and follow up with email to staff Supports HR 2594 and recognizes the risk to eritical infrastruture
Dear Raprosentative . . Supports protection from PFAS CERCLA Liability.
— il Bl u , DC on Aprit8 an 935 part of tha Water Was interested in data centers and private well support for their district.
Ry Pipinor M¥A, WEF,and HAGHA. tia would B tosaauient an appeintmant wthyou & Thinks tax exemption for municipal bonds is a rumor from a reconciliation presentation
::: — _,_"_.f__,, — § Y slide and eliminating this exempticn will not go forward. Is against i.
b T + infrastructure funding . Offered facility tours of Mankato, Rochester, Fairmont
e -y MR Attendeoswil Minnescta. W Follow up: Coordinate facility tours; stay in touch re: data centers/private wells
SR Sl 2% e wucwmdmw-w‘:‘ April 8™ and 2 p.m. Al P‘ id be
::u‘--- -—-‘I(- available the aMernoon of April BIN, if that works 1o you. hngle Craig (D2) hitos //www C 119
il ™Menkyou for your sssistance with tnis metter. our support is reatty approciated. | Met with Rachel Hunter, f

Eacisscan :: Sascsgnes, . Rachel has family that works for Inland Empire Utility in California.

1 oo Supports infrastructure funding, state revolving funds

— OC e © B Lo Dan B SRSt Pesae Sl v Bete s & . Isvery interested in bipartisan support for issues.

et et e. Supports maintaining tax exemption for municipal bonds.
———t f. Supports PFAS liability protection and polluter pays. Was very interested in the
- — background of PFOA/PFAS and asked insightful questions.
| i. Coordinates with City of Hastings water treatment needs for PFAS and Nitrate
Awrmacar i ] closely.
Wuiest Nt o) ii. Follow up: keep them in the loop about this, she isn’t on the right committee
— .= this year,
Vapteer g Faollow up: wants to schedule a separate call on data centers.

Sarvaion | Sl (D)

Zaristcr Ay Rctiicter ()

3. RepKelly {D3) httos://w

g e Errems 04)

a. Met with Anna Giesting, Ar

P Ky Numun

b. Supports maintaining DWSRF/CWSRF, WIFIA; Didn’t realize CDS has tapped SRF in the

P e Zistan

g Sl MeCuiian (0}

past and agreed they should be kept separate

€. Discussed tax exempt muni bonds: agreed they should be maintained

S — d. Supports PFAS liability protection and polluter pays
3 »  Sunnartc HR 2594 ac desrrihed: chared wnecific hackernind pxamnles af the rick and <he
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rNotes for the 2026 Teams:

Process

1. Book your flight and hotel

2. Figure out who is going from MN across all water :
drinking water, wastewater, stormwater, cities,
business, and urban and rural..

3. 1% prep meeting to coordinate meeting schedules and
requests

4. Schedule meetings with Representatives/ Senators

5. Setup a SharePoint

6. 2" prep meeting to coordinate on federal and
Minnesota talking points

7. Confirm meeting and attendees 1-day ahead by email,
attach issue papers

8. Start a text chain for day-of coordination

9. Place meetings on Outlook Calendar and share with all
delegation members for day-of coordination. Include
legislator’s building and room # on invite to minimize
having to look up address info for each meeting.

10. Identify receptions and water week evening events and
post to calendar with address & time for everyone’s
benefit

11. Save screen-shot to phone of the office building floor
plans to help guide moving from office-to-office: T

12. Set up method for sharing meeting notes and publishing ' .
article to CSWEA magazine, AWWA-MN, etc. —=

13. Send follow up email to the people we had meetings
with summarizing our talking points, attaching
handouts, offering facility tours, and answering any
follow up questions.

2025 Water Policy Fly-In
The Missouri Method

Lacey Hirschvogel
Director — Environmental Policy

Missouri Water
Environment Association

DEDICATED TO PROTECTING AND IMPROVING
MISSOURI'S WATER ENVIRONMENT
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CMPUA

|dentify Priorities and Create Leave Behind

CMPUA
- z hlies for the 119th Congress

Protect Missourians from PFAS
Cleanup Costs

* Protect Missourians from PFAS
Cleanup Costs
* H.R.1267- PFAS Liability
Protection Act
* Secure Long-Term Federal
Investment in Missouri's Water
Infrastructure
* H.R.1255-Investing in Our
Communities Act
* Support Actions to Strengthen
Missouri’'s Water and Wastewater
Infrastructure
*  Wipes
*  Cybersecurity

Thew

H.R 1267 Water Systoms PFAS
Liabilty Protection Act
Tha pogened e

I

Aiuee whie mace scung afocdae wate servce

ng local quality

CMPUA

Know your Congressional Delegation

= — v/ =
P\
e

CHECKINTO MEMBER'S COMMITTEE VOTING RECORD PUBLIC STATEMENTS
BACKGROUND ASSIGNMENTS

Invite members from the confirmed visit districts to attend meetings
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CMPUA

Set up meetings — 3 Weeks Prior to Visit

Subject: Meeting Request Missouri Municipal Utilities — April
8 or April 9, Water Industry Legislative Trip

Good Morning,

My name is Lacey Hirschvogel. | am the Manager of Regulatory Advocacy for Missouri's municipal utilities with the Missouri Public Utility Alliance (MPUA) and the Governmental Affairs - Chair for the Missouri Water
Environment Association (MWEA), also representing Missouri's publicly owned wastewater utilities.

We will be in Washington, D.C., for the Water Fly-in hosted by the American Water Works Association (AWWA) and the National Association of Clean Water Agencies (NACWA). | am arranging meetings with the Missouri
delegation for our members, If his schedule permits, we would be honored to mest with Senator Schmitt or his staff on the morning of April 8" or 9 for a brief 30-minute discussion.

Our conversation would focus on our legislative priorities and the current issues affecting Missouri’s water and wastewater utility industry including H.R. 1267 - Water Systems PFAS Liability Protection Act. We expect
a delegation of 4 representatives from across Missouri, including STL, Fulton, St. Joseph, and Columbia.

With a group of this size, we are hoping to meet in the office but please let us know if there is a location that is more convenient for you.

Thank you very much for your consideration. | appreciate your time and look forward to hearing from you.

Find Your Members in the U.S. Congress |
Congress.gov | Library of Congress

11

CMPUA

US. CAPITOL

Night Before Visit

» Confirm visit and meeting location

» Create a small leave behind packet
— Priorities
— Letters of Support (proposed legislation)
— Business cards

* Practice your intro and “ask”

Business attire preferred (nice/walking shoes)

https://www.uscp.gov/visiting-capitol-hill

12
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CMPUA
During Meetings

Introduce yourself

Provide the material

Be brief

Allow them to talk — Listen!

13

CMPUA

What we learned

» Congressman Smith — Tax exempt municipal bonds

» Congressman Graves, Congressman Burlison & Senator Schmitt —
PFAS liability exemption

» Congressman Graves — FY 2026 SRF Cap Grants (following up)
» Congressman Cleaver — Listened to our needs

14
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Emily Prescott

Saco, Maine

Water Environment
Federation

70 water quakty people”

BROOKINGS

Exploring recent water infrastructure policy and funding
concerns: National, state, and local perspectives

~ June 25, 2025
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in water aﬁastewater
investment needed over

the next 20ears
.

= of Water is Iost todeaking, aging
i ';acrossthe country annually

g e oty

of the population, making it
difficult to coordinate action comparedto 30 yearsago

Sources: Center for Neighborhood Techinology, EPA, FEMA

Across the country, there is also a significant mismatch between investment
demand and institutional capacity

11111 88 percent

T T ‘t’fAm‘;”C‘;."s *?e"e"eds‘(’j"t‘e

T R T ype of action is needed to
solve these water challenges

fhdddddddtattttdtttddtotittttatttnttttd
O L L L L L L L L L L LT 17 perc.ent
e o of utilities are confident that
fiddtddtdtttdttitcedtte they can just cover the cost of
§h dbdddddndate (1] existing service through rates
fbdd 1] and fees—let alone pursue
bé i needed upgrades

Source: Xylem Value of Water and AWWA State of the Water Industry

18
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Utilities already face a funding gap of about $110 billion that could grow to
about $195 billion by 2030.

US utility water and wastewater funding needs and requirements, selected years, $ billion

Federal funding Funding gap M Infrastructure resilience’ i _| Potential wastewater PFAS regulations
[l Municipal bonds [l Drinking water PFAS regulations® xx_| CAGR, 2024-30, %
M User fees M Operating expenditures
2024 20302
4
T 1
o4
289 194 ‘
2 29
10
179 39
32 38
150
Available Funding gap Funding Available Funding gap Funding
funding* required® funding* required®

Source: McKinsey, “Water resilience: Closing the funding gap for utilities”

19

Federal, state, and local spending on water infrastructure
1956 to 2017

W Federal spending on water utilities and resources
State and local spending on water utilities and resources

100%
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

0

1960 1870 1980 1990 2000 2010

Source: Brookings analysis of Congressional Budget Office B Brookings Metro
(CBO) data

Note: Water infrastructure spending includes spending on
water utilities and water resources, per CBO definitions.

20
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Select funding origin @ Both 1A JIRA

Summary and detailed estil of likely prog pending
Al programs

FUNDING BY AGENCY | Click to filter table
Department of Transportation: $566.86B (55.8%) Not classified: $151.618 (14.9%) = Department of Energy: $80.83B (8.0%)
Environmental Protection Agency: $67.08B (6.6%)  All other (each less than 5.0%): $59.508 (5.9%)  Department of Commerce: $51.628 (5.1%)

Department of the Army: $1712B (1.7%) = Department of the Interior: $12.548 (1.2%) = Department of Homeland Security: $7.828 (0.8%)

21

Select funding origin @ Both A IRA

Water ($58.05B)

Summary and detailed estimates of likely program spending
All programs » Water

FUNDING BY AGENCY | Click to filter table

Environmental Protection Agency: $54.608 (94.1%)  All other (each less than 5.0%): $3.14B (5.4%)  Department of the Army: $310M (0.5%)

22

11
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G,consmuc'nonmv: Deep Dive Opinion Library Events Press Releases Topies v

America’s aging water infrastructure
faces new threats

The U.S. urgently needs to increase funding to shore up facilities, experts say, as
climate change and emerging contaminants like PFAS pose growing threats.

Published April 1, 2025

Julie Strupp
Senior Editor

in I X & S B8

Workers with East Bay Municipal Urility District install new water pipe on April 22, 2021 in Walnut Creek, California.

FINANCIAL TIMES

S COMPANIES TECH MARKETS CLIMATE OPINION LEX WORK & CAREERS LIFE&ARTS HTSI

Renewablesoorgy (3 addvorar)
Donald Trump halts more than $300bn in US
green infrastructure funding

New president’s order to pause federal disbursements cuts critical loans and grants to
developers

Amanda Chu and Jamie Smyth in New York

Published JAN 22 2025 [ wwos =

23
Categories of questions to analyze State Revolving Fund (SRF) programs across the country
Almis T o_0
aas] PLANNING et PROJECT SELECTION stw CAPACITY
+ Aim to better understand » Aim to better understand + Aim to better understand
the Intended Use Plans the types of projects the financial, technical, and
(IUPs), which guide prioritized in the IUPs programmatic capacity to
state-level water ifi v execute water investments
investment decisions * Sp_ec_l ically anal_yze_ project
priority lists, which identify Analyze whether state
« Explore different goals and individual needed agencies emphasize
priorities within the IUPs, investments staffing needs, technical
including those focused on + Exarnine the ways in which assistance, and outreach
climate and equity e stala ovaliatas for local SRF applicants
different criteria (e.g. Consider other financial
climate, equity) for these resources to complement
projects SRF funding
S : Brookings analysis of State Revolving Fund (SRF) programs .
ource: e i t C d grar B Brook.lngs l\'1etr0
24
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Share of states that fulfill different capacity-related questions
by SRF program

[l Percent of states that fulfilled the question for the CWSRF
M Percent of states that fulfilled the question for the DWSRF

Does the IUP describe staffing demands within the short- and long-term 16%
goals? 9%
Does the annual report i or assess staffin 0N
d
g 9 40%
Within the annual report and/or IUP, does the state describe outreach efforts  |EEE]
to assist potential SRF borrowers? %

Does the IUP describe specific technical assistance (TA), such as planning or [l
predevelopment grants, for SRF borrowers? %

Does the state have a public and transparent dedicated technical assistance [EXE]
website/and or other medium? 43%

Does the IUP include an evaluation of different financing options that SRF 86%
borrowers can consider in loan repayments? 96%

Does the state have a green funding mechanism for water infrastructure
beyond the federal requirements?

Does the IUP describe attractive financing available to qualified 80
disadvantaged communities, beyond what is federally required? 98%

Does the state have a water affordability program separate and independent
from the required i i {{ incipal forgiveness for
disadvantaged communities?

Source: Bro
Note: +The

B Brookings Metro

25

The major takeaways

=  Planning: While many states spell out clear goals and identify a range of specific,
needed projects as part of their annual water infrastructure planning efforts, they do not
always prioritize clear timelines or other accountability measures.

=  Project selection: Many states do not cover the finer details when prioritizing and
evaluating different water projects, including specific criteria to compare projects.

=  Capacity (a potential culprit): Constraints around fiscal, technical, and programmatic
capacity are widespread and limit the ability of states and local utilities to proactively
address needed water investments.

26

13
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Does the IUP describe specific technical assistance (TA), such as planning or predevelopment grants, for SRF

borrowers?

| ves [ cwsrronly [ owsrr only B cwsrF and DwsRE

Select a category to map

Technical assistance

No

Water affordability programming
Other dedicated green funding
Staffing demands
-
L -
v o
|
Source: Brookings analysis of State Revolving Fund (SRF) programs.

Select a category to map

Technical assistance

Water affordability
programming

cated green

Staffing demands

Does the state have a green funding mechanism for water infrastructure beyond the

federal requirements?

No

Yes [J] cwsrFonly [ DWSRF only % CWSRF and DWSRF

—

" R >

Source: Brockings analysis of State Revolving Fund (SRF) programs.

28
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Select a category to map

Technical assistance

Staffing demands

Water affordability programming

Other dedicated green funding

Does the IUP describe staffing demands within the short- and long-term goals?

ves [ cwser oniy

DWSRF only 5 CWSRF and DWSRF No

Source: Brookings analysis of State Revolving Fund (SRF) programs.

29

So where do we go from here?

=G
et
SN

1S

Forge stronger
collaborations with states
and local utilities

Expand technical
assistance with states and
local utilities.

Source: Brookings analysis of SRF programs

Specify clearer timelines,
targets, and criteria

Center capacity needs as
part of SRF planning and
project selection.

d

Recommendations to build greater capacity—especially for local utilities—around SRF planning and
investment

Local

Test many different
financing tools to
proactively address their
investment needs.

Test more collaborative,
cross-sectoral
approaches to address
their capacity constraints.

B Brookings Metro

30

15
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Importance of state and local leadership

State and local share of total US public infrastructure spending
1970s to 2023

80%
60
40
20

1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010s 2020s

(through
2023)
Source: Brookings analysis of Congressional Budget Office B Brookings Metro

data

31

Importance of state and local leadership

Stormwater utilities are concentrated in only a few regions nationally
Number of Stormwater Utilities, By County and State, 2016

© 1-2 e 3-5 @ 6-10 @ n-17 @ 18-33
0-40 41-80 81-120 [ 121 - 160 [N 161-197

..
-
o, .

32
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Importance of state and local leadership

Resilient project delivery approach for transportation and water
infrastructure: A connected cycle that addresses climate needs

Define clear climate
goals and objectives

Maintain

Scope
Projects

Projects

Develop and integrate
lmg:::g e!!'l'::?;;!ﬂd climate measures in
ge capital plans
better reporting and
maintenance

Resilient
Infrastructure

Procure Approach

Identify and
Projects

Prioritize Projects

Disclose climate risks and certify
climate costs and benefits

Introduce carrots and
sticks to encourage
new designs, tech, etc.

Finance
Projects Establish visible public platforms
of collections of resilient projects

Source: Brookings literature review and interview findings. B Brookings Metro

BROOKINGS
Investing in water: Comparing utility finances and

economic concerns across U.S, cities
Less:Water,
More Risk
Wwater u:

ph Kane
palitan Policy Program

17



Exploring recent water infrastructure policy and funding
concerns: National, state, and local perspectives

Joséph W. Kane

Water Environment
Federation
the water quality peaple”

The Latest
from DC

Steve Dye
Ashley Voskuhl

Government Affairs Department
sdye@wef.org
avoskuhl@wef.org

BROOKINGS

June 25, 2025

6/26/2025

18
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(] [ ] | (] (] (]
Admin. Zeldin's Priorities
Five Pillars Water Priorities
1. Clean Air, Land, and Water for * Rewriting WOTUS w/ USACE
Every American » Regulatory Streamlining E.O.: 1:10
2. Restore American Energy and Zero Cost
Dominance » Updated PFAS Action Plan
3. Permitting Reform, Cooperative » Reviewing court cases on PFAS
Federalism, and Cross-Agency CERCLA Liability and PFAS Drinking
Partnership Water Maximum Contaminant Level
/. Make the United States the (MCL)
Artificial Intelligence Capital of
the World
5. Protecting and Bringing Back
American Auto Jobs Wator Enyironment

Zeldin's Updated PFAS Action Plan

Creation of Effluent Annual updates to
Limitation Establish a clear Designate a cross- PFAS Destruction
Guidelines for liability framework program agency lead and Disposal
certain PFAS Guidance

Ramp up Use SDWA Determine a path

development of authorities to Coielingie til) forward for biosolids
states to address

PFAS testing address immediate risks risk assessment
strategies contamination based on comments

Water Environment
o waterGualy peopie”

19
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Pending PFAS Regulatory Actions

Draft National Recommended Ambient Water Quality Criteria for the Protection of
Human Health for PFOA, PFOS, and PFBS

NPDES 2026 Issuance of the Multi-Sector General Permit for Stormwater Associated
with Industrial Activity

Proposed Clean Water Act Methods Update Rule 22 for Analysis of Contaminants in
Effluent

PFAS Data Reporting Under the Toxic Substance Control Act

Water Environment
Federation

70 water quakty people”

39
o o
US Tariff Policy Update
Policy Direction Implications for Water Sector
= Ongoing uncertainty = Steel and aluminum tariffs
g US.PIanning to issue new ~ major cost factor
unilateral tariff rates by - US/Mexico/Canada
July 9, with possible interdependence on
extensions component parts and steel
= Heavy US reliance on China
for component parts,
critical minerals, and steel
“ Price increases and longer
lead times
40

20
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Mexico European Union
Nearing deal to lift 50% Risk of 50% tariffs on 70%
steel tariffs, in exchange of EU exports if no deal by
for capping steel imports 7/9

EU preparing €116B in
retaliatory tariffs

Canada .
50% steel & aluminum China .
tariff a major concern New trade truce pending
Progress toward broad final approval
trade and security pact Expedited rare earth

exports to US

Water Environment
n

ra water quaity pacpi”

Questions for WEF Members

What barriers or gpportunities are thereto |
onshoring/reshoring of manufacturing of equipment and
other products for the water sector?

Have you experienced export license issues .
(deloys/élemols chokepoints/etc.) affecting your ability to
source critical minerals and rare earth elements?

How have tariffs and ongoing hegotiations affected your
business (posmve or ne atlve??

Share your thoughts with Ashley at avoskuhl@wef.org

Water Environment
Federation’

o water qualty pecpis”

21
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Budget Reconciliation

Senate House
53-47 Republican 215-214 vote
Maijority Costs ~$2.8 trillion
COSt. TBD 2017 Tax Cuts extended
Muni Bonds and IIlJA No Muni Bonds or llJA Cuts

look safe, but... o
. Cuts to IRA, Medicaid, and
IRA likely cut. SNAP

TBD for Medicaid and
SNAP Increased USDA

Conservation Funding
2017 Tax Cuts extended ‘

Reconciliation W
43
President Trump's “Skinny
FY26 BUdget Budget”
(1= ACWAA ACEC 3 NWRA Budget released in May
FY2025 - JABHA  NACWAS NLCH (9§ mei. for FY2026
EPA FY26 $4.2 billion (-55%)
EPA FY25 $9.1 Clean Water SRF $155
billion MILLION!
Clean Drinking Water SRF $150
Water SRF MILLION
$16 biliion NOAA -$1.3 billion
Drinking -
Water SRF e LIHEAP -$4 billion
$1.1 billion Easm— -
44

22
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Become a water advocate!

And tell your members, colleagues, friends, parents,

neighbors too. Current Campaigns:
FY26 Budget
Benefits of Biosolids

Water System PFAS Liability
Protection Act

Wastewater Infrastructure

Pollution Prevention and
nvironmental Safety Act
WIPPEST

Industrial Water Reuse Tax
Credit

Water Environment
Federation

70 water quakty people”

45

National _
Water Policy
Fly-ln 2026

Ml April 14-15, 2026

| Join hundreds of water professionals
- & from around the nation in Washington,
& DC, to advocate before Congress and
' the Administration on the issues that
are important to the water sector.

Co-hosted by WEF, NACWA, WateReuse
¥ Association, the Water Research
Foundation, AWWA, and AMWA!

Water Environment
n
e water Aty pHopla’

46

23



6/26/2025

Q&A
Discussion

W

47

Water Environment
Federation
the water quality people”

THANK
YOU!

More webcasts and online
learning at https://learn.wef.org

24



