Proposed sewer discharge requirements for Northern Idaho

 

Good Morning:

 

I am concerned about the process that EPA has designated for regulating the issuance of discharge permits for communities and industries in northern Idaho, specifically, the Spokane River.

 

From what I have read and reviewed, it appears that the standards proposed for communities and employers in northern Idaho are much more stringent than those which are proposed for communities and employers in Spokane County.  The cost of meeting the proposed requirements, and the potential detrimental economic impact that the proposed regulations could have on a northern Idaho economy which is already suffering from an unemployment rate in excess of 12% seem to be not only inequitable but also irresponsible.  Additionally, the structure of the proposed permitting process has the potential to automatically pit community against community (communities which are all within the newly created SMSA).  Based on the TMDL process, Idaho appears to be severely penalized, and unjustly burdened with the excessive public costs associated with meeting the proposed requirements.  Moreover, the impact of the TMDL restrictions, as currently proposed, could result in a huge decrease in the employment base of northern Idaho and in the projected GDP of our area.  Please remember that the economic base of the large retirement population in North Idaho is a major part of the economic engine of the SMSA and the Cities of Spokane and Spokane Valley.  If you propose regulations which unjustly burden the citizens of northern Idaho with long term costs to meet what appear to be artificially low TMDL limits, you run the risk of economic retaliation which could severely impact the economy of Spokane County.

 

My questions, which I would ask you to respond to in writing, are as follows:

 

•             Under the current dissolved oxygen permits, why were the waste load allocations for the Cities of Spokane and Spokane Valley, and the allocations for major industries in these cities so much higher than the waste load allocations for any of the Idaho dischargers? 

 

•             Is it possible the population projections for Spokane and Spokane Valley considered in the waste load allocations for the dissolved oxygen permits are overstated? 

 

•             What would it take to re-evaluate Post Falls, Coeur d’Alene and Hayden’s population and economic growth to make the allocations more equitable?

 

•             Because the majority of the water flowing into Long Lake comes from Idaho, why were the dischargers in Idaho only allowed 16% of the total discharge?

 

•             Has the impact of decades of septic discharge from the area surrounding Long Lake been taken into consideration in addressing this problem and, in conjunction with the limits on TMDL are corrective actions being required of the folks whose septic systems have a direct impact on this problem by the State of Washington?  

 

•             What goal does the State of Washington hope to achieve by implementing the current dissolved oxygen permits? 

 

•             Why are there no permits being drafted for the current septic discharge from those living adjacent to Long Lake, when that is the point source of the heaviest phosphorus discharge? 

 

•             What other communities are currently producing a phosphorus discharge of 42ppb or 50ppb and what technology are they using to achieve these levels?

 

•             In light of the current economic situation and the high unemployment rate in North Idaho and Eastern Washington, have those who are setting these standards completed a realistic cost/ benefit analysis of the economic impact of the regulations and the costs associated with meeting the required standards?

 

Thank you for your consideration and assistance.

