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Jan1- Mar 10 Mar 11 - May 30 June 25 - Sep 26 Jan1- Mar 10 Mar 11 - May 30 June 25-Sep 26 |June 25-Sep 1
25% NaOH for Mixed Liquor Alkalinity NaOH in ML Mg(OH)2in ML CaCO3in ML CaCO3in ML
Average Outdoor Temperature in Spokane
35 49.5 70.5 34 49 66.5 73.1
Ave. / StdDev Total FeCl; (GPD) to SCRWRF
869/62.3 1096/ 20.9 941.6 / 106.0 590/ 40.5 972/117.8 1163/ 33.5 987/23.8
Avg. / StdDev Membrane Permeability (gpd/psi)
41/1.1 10.3/1.8 11.8/0.2 6.3/2.5 9.1/1.4 16.3/0.6 20.8/1.3
Baseline for Mg(OH), Baseline for CaCO, Improved by 54%  Mg(OH), Trial Period ~ CaCO; Trial Period = CaCO3 Commercial
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Thank youl

Questions?

Anthony Benavidez - Jacobs - Anthony.Benavidez@jacobs.com

Jeremy Weisser - Columbia River Carbonates -Jweisser@carbonates.com

Stan Heimburger - Heimburger and Company - Stan@Heimburgerandcompany.com
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