 Talking Points for OWS proposed changes to regulations
Use Permit Subcommittee 
Main point of conversation in this subcommittee is the implementation of a septic system use permit that homeowners would have to renew every five years – at a proposed cost of $360.  Currently permits, and their fees, are issued only when they are newly installed or repaired.

The supporting idea behind this is that a renewal process could help homeowners who are unaware of how a septic system works thereby assuring the proper functioning of a system which would help protect groundwater.

We are opposed to this renewal process for a number of reasons:

· Many systems are already inspected to ensure they are working properly at the time a property changes ownership, or when mortgages are refinanced.   If problems arise negotiations are already underway, either with a buyer or seller, so it would be a good time to address any necessary repairs.
· We’re concerned that an increase in fees will be such a hardship to some homeowners that we’ll se an increase in illegal systems – which is definitely not protecting groundwater.

· We feel that homeowners that pay $3,000 - $10,000 for their septic system have a greater financial burden than those in town that pay a $30 monthly sewer fee.  

· It’s a homeowners’ responsibility to ensure their system is working at peak performance – most of them know that if it isn’t it will cost them more money in the long run.  

2000 gallons per day Subcommittee 
Main point of discussion in this subcommittee is to change some of the wording in the current regulations regarding the size of septic systems and who can permit those systems.  State statute currently requires systems that generate over 2,000 gallons per day be permitted by the state health department, rather than the local health department.

As this limit affects some of our rural schools and restaurants in northeast Colorado, NCHD supports the lifting of this requirement, or at the very least an establishment of what size system the science supports in requiring permits come from the state level.  

· The state has admitted there is no real science behind the 2,000 gallon benchmark; it was merely a number that was inserted in the regulations.

· These larger systems are held to the same requirements as large municipal wastewater treatment facilities, which are reviewed at the state level on a regular basis. 
· The permitting process through the state can take anywhere from 45 days to 2 years, depending on what type of information is submitted for review, and if that information is complete.  This process can be prohibitive for many small businesses, it increases their costs of being in business and may explain the reduction of food establishments particularly in unincorporated towns.

· Most agencies feel that a tier approach of this would assist a small entity with not having to hire additional people to assist in just getting this approved thru the state.  
Grey water Subcommittee
Main point of discussion in this subcommittee is whether or not to allow grey water from showers, washers, and kitchens to be reused.  Under current Colorado regulations, all grey water is determined to be Waters of the State and statutes have been in place for over one hundred years that prevent re-use of grey-water.
The supporting idea behind allowing the use of grey water is that it is not harmful to the environment and could be used to irrigate trees and shrubs.
NCHD is in favor of this under the following conditions: 

· Laws regarding water re-use can be adopted.
· If it is used for vegetation which is not used for human consumption.  We do live in a semi-arid environment, in fact a dessert at times and reusing the water would be beneficial.
Training and Certification 
This is to determine if all people involved in the state that work on septic systems, pump these or design, install, or regulate must pass a different test for each service they provide.
· It is felt by certain persons on this subject that a tiered approach be used to make all persons involved in the design, site evaluation, inspection, maintenance, and pumping go through a standardized test to obtain certification. 
·  Also, there has been much discussion to limit a homeowner install.  
· Many agencies in rural areas feel that this would increase the cost to consumers in that area as there are a limited number of persons that already do these services.  
· If they limit local health department personnel from conducting percolation and site evaluation that this will be passed to the consumer in order to find someone with a license to do these type of service that will have to travel a greater distance?
· NE believes this will actually costs consumers in our area because we either will have to pass an increase in permit fee on to the consumer to pay for the training or we reduce the permit fee and they will have to hire someone else to perform those services.

Performance Committee 
Is working on developing a model that is standardized within the state of Colorado that all local agencies follow.  That is actually based on the site and not a prescription method.

· It would use a tiered approach based on site, water depth, soils, and based on other science 99% of all sites in Northeast Colorado would be in the lowest tier.
· 1% of the site in NE Colorado would require secondary treatment due to high ground water, small acreage, and proximity to well.  Most of these would be in unincorporated towns, especially with small lot sizes.

· NE is concern with all of the unincorporated areas as it may cost more than the property is worth to put in the secondary treatment which will in turn devaluate the property if not done.  Many of these areas have lower income residence which may not be able to purchase this type of treatment.  This could cause a mass exodus of these residents to find low rent places in our towns which are already strapped for this type of residences.

Policy 6 -  
The main point of discussion in this subcommittee is determining if ownership of a parcel of land should determine the distance between septic systems or if the distance should be based on the science of protecting groundwater.

The background behind this discussion surrounds the current regulations in which there is a discrepancy surrounding the required distance a septic system must be from another system, or from other dwellings or wells.  That discrepancy in the current regulations is based on ownership of the land – if two different people own the land the septic systems can be located within 20 feet of each other.  However, if the same person owns the land, the septic systems must be located a minimum of 100 feet from each other. 

The idea behind this policy was to help ensure that trailer parks and other land development that are under the same ownership on small acreages along the Front Range and Denver areas would not be impacting groundwater. However, what is good for the metropolitan areas isn’t necessarily good for rural Colorado.   

We’d like to see the wording changed for a number of reasons:
· These distance requirements exist so systems don’t interfere with each other and create an environmental hardship on the land, if the science supports protecting groundwater with septic systems 20 feet apart, then that is the science that should be applied across the board, whether it’s a trailer park, dairy or farm, and regardless of who owns it.
· There is a great possibility this could hinder land development in northeast Colorado, particularly if developers have to purchase larger lots of land to accommodate the larger setback policies.

· The same piece of property could go in and out of compliance with something as simple as a change in ownership. 

Fee Cap-  
Is looking at raising the fee cap that is in statute. 

· Northeast is not near this cap at this time and we provide more customer service such as percolation test and site evaluation than most of our counterparts on the Front Range.  If the fee cap is raised at this point NE doesn’t see it as a large change for us.  The fee cap at this point is $1000.00 NE is at $600.00.

Domestic Septage -  
Is looking at generating statewide regulations regarding beneficial use of domestic septage.  NE saw the need for this, years ago and already have a program designed to assure it is applied at agronomic rate and that pathogens are reduced.

· Northeast has had local rules since 1994 and do not feel that this will change how we conduct this in our area.  We should be home ruled since we have had regulations in place prior to the state regulations.  

Changes to statutes
· Overall some of these changes will be passed on to the consumer one way or another.  NE feels that we are providing groundwater protection at the least cost to consumers statewide.
·  At this point NE does not feel the need for some of these changes.  However, in more densely populated areas we do see the need for further education to persons unfamiliar with how their septic system functions.  
· We do believe the current state statute as a whole provides each local county the flexibility to adjust to meet the needs of their geography, density, and education.  
· We recognize that industry that works in multiple counties have to meet different regulations.  NE feels that equipment approval, how to figure peak performance factors and other design requirements, and setbacks should be standardized thru the state for maximum protection of groundwater and to offer consistency thru out the state.   
