WCCA SANITATION COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES

10/10/06

Green Bay Dept. of Commerce Field Office

Present:
Roman Kaminski-Commerce



Brad Johnson-Commerce



Duane Greuel-Wood County



Dale Diamond-Marathon County



Lesley Roll-Outagamie County



Lara Pagel- Waupaca County



Chris Olson-Door County

Excused:
Alison Phillips-Monroe County

Item #1:
Sanitary Permit application form revisions

The Department of Commerce is proposing to update the sanitary permit application form and would like to stream-line the collected information.  Some of the sanitation committee recommendations included:


-provide more space for the parcel number.

-relocate lot and block numbers to different location and include government lot #.


-Group all pretreatment devices into one category in Section IV.


There were other suggested modifications pertaining to word usage and spacing requirements.  A draft of the revised permit application may be available at the WCCA fall conference for additional input.

Item #2:
Sanitary Permit Audit form.

The Department of Commerce would like to eliminate duplication of data collection in the audit form by either continuing to have counties submit system type tallies along with state payments or have it provided as part of the county data available for audits (currently we provide the same information for the state submittal forms and for audits).  Some counties are already using this method.   Roman Kaminski will have more information on this subject at the fall conference.
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Item #3:
Septage Initiative
The sanitation committee recognized the need for the WDNR to increase staffing for septage program from its current staffing level of 2.1 FTE.  The WDNR is proposing to pay for the increase staffing by adding an additional surcharge fee of $18 to the sanitary permit each county charges.  The consensus of the Committee was to oppose collection of septage monies by increasing the sanitary permit surcharge fee by $18.00.  The following concerns were raised by the committee members:

1).
By increasing the existing surcharge fee, the total monies sent to the state from each permit issued by the county would be a substantial percentage of the sanitary permit fee.  For example, a conventional septic system sanitary permit fee of $275.00 would increase to $293 of which $93.00 would be sent  to the state ($50.00 to Commerce, $25.00 to WDNR & Environmental programs and $18.00 to WDNR for the septage program) amounting to 32 percent of the total collected fee would go to support programs outside county administration.  There is currently no mechanism for the counties to recuperate administration costs for collecting and forwarding groundwater surcharge and Department of Commerce fees to the state.    
2).
The POWTS industry and its stakeholders are highly regulated and pay numerous fees for their business activities.  It appears the septage industry is taking little financial responsibility for oversight of their profession and regulatory guidance.  The committee discussed that funding sources for the initiative should come from within the septage industry.  Sanitary permit applicants should not be the major support for the septage initiative.
3).
Should this initiative pass, the $18.00 surcharge fee makes for poor accounting and bookkeeping practices due to the odd dollar amount totals when added to existing permit fees.  A $20.00 fee is more easily acclimated into county fee programs and helps eliminate potential bookkeeping and clerical errors.
4).
There was some question as to whether surcharge monies would actually stay in the septage program, especially if collected monies exceeded program expenses.  Committee members felt that the existing groundwater surcharge fee monies should be used for the septage program.  The lack of WDNR ability to show WCCA membership what the existing groundwater surcharge money is used for has resulted in a pessimistic attitude toward surcharge fees
Item #4: 
POWTS Maintenance data collection
The committee briefly discussed uniform maintenance information collection.  There was not enough time to thoroughly discuss this issue.
