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OVERVIEWOVERVIEW

•Staffing

•Status of Dischargers

•Rulemaking

•New MEPDES/WDL Fees

•Legislation



StaffingStaffing

•• Changes in water program recentlyChanges in water program recently

•• Recently Retired/transferred:Recently Retired/transferred:

Dave Silver (Permit Writer)Dave Silver (Permit Writer)

Cindy Oakes (Administrative support)Cindy Oakes (Administrative support)

•• New Hire:New Hire: Phyllis Rand (Permit Writer)Phyllis Rand (Permit Writer)
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Status of Dischargers



All Dischargers (399)

POTW

166 or 42%Non-POTW

233 or 58%



POTW by Description

16 facilities

or 10%

9 facilities

or 5%
4 facilities

or 2%

137 facilities

or 83%

Less than 6000 GPD, w ith no signif icant industrial w aste

6000 GPD to 5 million GPD, w ith no signif icant industrial w aste

Over 5 million GPD, or w ith signif icant industrial w aste

Combined Sew er Overflow  (CSO)



Non-POTW by Description
8 facilities

or 3%
4 facilities

or 2%

45 facilities

or 19%

17 facilities

or 8%

17 facilities

or 7%
9 facilities

or 4%

23 facilities

or 10%

49 facilities

or 21%

58 facilities

or 25%

1 facility

or 0%

Sanitary w aste w ater, commercial source

Major industrial facility, process w aste w ater discharge

Minor industrial facility, process w aste w ater discharge

Food handling or packaging w aste w ater

Fish rearing facility

Non-contact cooling w ater

Industrial/Commercial source, miscellaneous or incidental non-process

w aste w ater
Aquatic pesticide application

Snow  dump

Experimental discharge license



Permit Backlog as of 12/31/07Permit Backlog as of 12/31/07

•• In 2007 In 2007 -- 73 licensing actions completed73 licensing actions completed

•• Maintained the expired license backlog at Maintained the expired license backlog at 

approximately 7% of all licensed facilities. approximately 7% of all licensed facilities. 

•• Working to maintain all permits as current.Working to maintain all permits as current.



POTW Permit Status
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Non POTW Permit Status
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Compliance StatusCompliance Status

•• Significant Non Compliance (SNC):Significant Non Compliance (SNC): Two large Two large 
violations, or four of any size violations, for a given violations, or four of any size violations, for a given 
parameter in a sixparameter in a six--month period.  A large violation is a month period.  A large violation is a 
conventional pollutantconventional pollutant violation that exceeds its permit violation that exceeds its permit 
limit by 40% or more, or a limit by 40% or more, or a toxic pollutant toxic pollutant violation that violation that 
exceeds its permit limit by 20% or more.  Conventional exceeds its permit limit by 20% or more.  Conventional 
pollutants: BOD, TSS, fecal coliform bacteria, oil and pollutants: BOD, TSS, fecal coliform bacteria, oil and 
grease, and pH. grease, and pH. 

•• Exceptions List (EL):Exceptions List (EL): A facility is placed on the EL if a A facility is placed on the EL if a 
facility already in SNC qualifies for SNC again in the next facility already in SNC qualifies for SNC again in the next 
quarter.quarter.



Compliance Status Compliance Status 
Compliance Status of All Dischargers 2006

Substantial 

Compliance

 348 facilities,

or 90%

Exceptions List

 11 facilities,

or 3%

Signif icant Non-

Compliance

 27 facilities

or 7%

Compliance Status of POTW Dischargers 2006
Signif icant Non-

Compliance

 16 facilities

or 9%

Exceptions List

 9 facilities 

or 5%

Substantial 

Compliance

 146facilities

or  86%

Compliance Status of All Dischargers 2006

Substantial 

Compliance

 348 facilities,

or 90%

Exceptions List

 11 facilities,

or 3%

Signif icant Non-

Compliance

 27 facilities

or 7%



Compliance StatusCompliance Status

1.29%1541.19%150FY 05-06
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Environmental PerformanceEnvironmental Performance

Common Pollutants Discharged by POTWs and Industries
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Environmental PerformanceEnvironmental Performance

Percent of BOD License Limit Discharged

FY 2006 BOD Discharge as a Percent of License Limits 
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Environmental PerformanceEnvironmental Performance

Percent of TSS License Limit Discharged

FY 2006 TSS Discharge as a Percent of License Limits
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Enforcement Actions 2007Enforcement Actions 2007

*Penalties of $67, 100

6161TotalTotal

NumberNumber

1818

3535

66

22

ActionsActions

Letter of WarningLetter of Warning

Notice of ViolationNotice of Violation

Consent AgreementConsent Agreement

District CourtDistrict Court



RulemakingRulemaking-- SRFSRF

•• Chapter 595Chapter 595

•• Steve McLaughlin Steve McLaughlin –– Project ManagerProject Manager

•• steve.a.mclaughlinsteve.a.mclaughlin@maine.gov@maine.gov 287287--77687768

•• Revised to streamline process and eliminate outdated Revised to streamline process and eliminate outdated 
federal language.federal language.

•• New fee sharing with Bond Bank to help fund DEP SRF New fee sharing with Bond Bank to help fund DEP SRF 
staff.  staff.  

•• Approved by the BEP May 2007.Approved by the BEP May 2007.



Rulemaking Rulemaking –– PretreatmentPretreatment

•• Chapter 528Chapter 528

•• Jim Crowley Jim Crowley –– Project ManagerProject Manager

james.r.crowleyjames.r.crowley@maine.gov@maine.gov 287287--88988898

•• Revising to be consistent with recent EPA streamlining rule.Revising to be consistent with recent EPA streamlining rule.

•• Provides POTWs with additional control mechanisms.Provides POTWs with additional control mechanisms.

•• Approved by the BEP  January 17, 2008.Approved by the BEP  January 17, 2008.

•• Thanks to MWWCA PT committee for help with review of proposed Thanks to MWWCA PT committee for help with review of proposed 
rule.rule.



LD ???:  LD ???:  ““An Act to Sustain MaineAn Act to Sustain Maine’’s Core s Core 
Wastewater Licensing Program and Adjust Wastewater Licensing Program and Adjust 
Related Provisions.Related Provisions.””

•• Bill proposes to adjust MEPDES/WDL fees.Bill proposes to adjust MEPDES/WDL fees.

•• Fees partially fund MEPDES/WDL program.Fees partially fund MEPDES/WDL program.

–– LicensingLicensing

–– ComplianceCompliance

–– EnforcementEnforcement

–– Water Quality Monitoring/ModelingWater Quality Monitoring/Modeling

–– Data ManagementData Management

–– ClericalClerical

–– AdministrationAdministration



MEPDES/WDL Fee Bill MEPDES/WDL Fee Bill (cont.)(cont.)

•• Original fee system in place since 1998. Original fee system in place since 1998. 

•• The DEP has actively managed the The DEP has actively managed the 
MEPDES program to maintain permit fees MEPDES program to maintain permit fees 
at their current level.  at their current level.  

•• Percentage of program supported by fees Percentage of program supported by fees 
has been reduced over time.has been reduced over time.



MEPDES/WDL Fee Bill MEPDES/WDL Fee Bill (cont.)(cont.)

Change in MEPDES/WDL Program Funding
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MEPDES/WDL Fee Bill MEPDES/WDL Fee Bill (cont.)(cont.)

•• Changes in percentages due to position Changes in percentages due to position 
shifts to avoid fee increases.shifts to avoid fee increases.

•• Moved two permit writers to GF in 2003.Moved two permit writers to GF in 2003.

•• Lost federal grant in 2006 for technical Lost federal grant in 2006 for technical 
assistance position.assistance position.

•• Proposed to shift one permit writer back Proposed to shift one permit writer back 
to fees, to access GF $ for technical to fees, to access GF $ for technical 
assistance position.assistance position.



MEPDES/WDL Fee Bill MEPDES/WDL Fee Bill (cont.)(cont.)

•• Working with stakeholders to develop Working with stakeholders to develop 
proposal:proposal:
–– MWWCAMWWCA

–– MRWAMRWA

–– MPPAMPPA

–– CLFCLF

–– FOCBFOCB

–– EMEM



MEPDES/WDL Fee Bill MEPDES/WDL Fee Bill (cont.)(cont.)

•• Goals:Goals:

–– Fill vacant technical assistance positionFill vacant technical assistance position

–– Solvency until 2013.Solvency until 2013.

–– Minimize amount of increase.Minimize amount of increase.

–– Fee for service concept.Fee for service concept.



MEPDES/WDL Fee Bill MEPDES/WDL Fee Bill (cont)(cont)

•• Proposal:Proposal:

–– Raise additional $86,000 per year.Raise additional $86,000 per year.

–– New Annualized License Renewal Service Fee.New Annualized License Renewal Service Fee.

–– Fee specific to discharger category based on Fee specific to discharger category based on 

average hours to process that type of license.average hours to process that type of license.

–– Fee ranges from $0 to $650.Fee ranges from $0 to $650.

–– If approved new fee would start in FY 2009.If approved new fee would start in FY 2009.
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MEPDES/WDLMEPDES/WDL Fee Bill Fee Bill (cont.)(cont.)

Proposed Change to MEPDES/WDL Program Funding
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EPA Federal Rulemaking EPA Federal Rulemaking ––

NPDES Fees NPDES Fees 

•• EPA proposed NPDES fee rule on 1/30/07.  Comment period closed EPA proposed NPDES fee rule on 1/30/07.  Comment period closed 
3/5/07.3/5/07.

50 comments, all in opposition.50 comments, all in opposition.

•• Required as part of presidentRequired as part of president’’s budget.s budget.

•• Require states to have NPDES fee program that funds 75% Require states to have NPDES fee program that funds 75% -- 100% 100% 
of program or states will lose grant money.of program or states will lose grant money.

•• Despite language from congress in current budget that is counterDespite language from congress in current budget that is counter to to 
EPA proposal, EPA may move ahead with rule in the future.EPA proposal, EPA may move ahead with rule in the future.



Proposed Legislation Proposed Legislation -- 20082008

•• LD 2169  LD 2169  ““An Act To Amend the Laws Pertaining An Act To Amend the Laws Pertaining 
To Storm Water Management and To Authorize To Storm Water Management and To Authorize 
a General Fund Bond Issue for Drinking Water a General Fund Bond Issue for Drinking Water 
ManagementManagement““

•• Amended bill authorizes bond for  $1.7 million Amended bill authorizes bond for  $1.7 million 

for clean water SRF and $1.7 million for drinking for clean water SRF and $1.7 million for drinking 

water SRF ($3.4 million total bond) to match the water SRF ($3.4 million total bond) to match the 

$17 million in federal funds. $17 million in federal funds. 



LD 2169 LD 2169 (cont.)(cont.)

•• Voted OTP by NRC on 2/14/08.  Passed on Voted OTP by NRC on 2/14/08.  Passed on 

to Appropriations Committee.to Appropriations Committee.

••$1 state dollar gets $5 federal $1 state dollar gets $5 federal 
dollars!!!dollars!!!

•• SRF loans fund critical wastewater and SRF loans fund critical wastewater and 

drinking water projects.drinking water projects.

•• MWWCA and MWU advocating.MWWCA and MWU advocating.





Carpe Diem


