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[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   0:03
Hi, line.
Thank you.
Welcome, welcome.
Welcome to our Second Open forum.
Uh.
Brad, did you have some words to kick us off?
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   0:17
Well, my lady, thank everybody for being here and it is indeed our second of two uh forums to get feedback, comments and inquiries relative to the A proposed updates to 50 CFR 85.
The CVA regulation we had, I think a really robust discussions last week at it and I hope we have the same here.
We've been filled in a few comments or questions that are come in in during the interim and we had a really good conversation with Kelsey at EPA and Lisa going a little more detail on that later.
But All in all, I'm glad of that tendance and I look forward to hearing what you have to say and we'll do our best to address your concerns or comments.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:12
OK.
Thanks, Fred.
Sounds good.
So we did get a few.
[image: ]
Schleusner, Cliff CS joined the meeting
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:17
Ohm comments that were sent via the form.
So thank you very much.
And as Brad said, we had a conversation with Kelsey at EPA, so I'm going to start this out by just kind of I just put together 3 slides really quickly.
[image: ]
Alex D. Bleier joined the meeting
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:32
So you have something to look at at the same time, and hopefully the share option works and you can see it.
[image: ]
Swan-Pinion, Diana joined the meeting
[image: ]
Jimenez, Nicole joined the meeting
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:44
OK, I can.
I hope everybody else can.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   1:49
Yes, we can.
We can see it, Lisa.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:51
OK so.
Our discussion with Kelsey at EPA was, you know, focused on this proposed 85.19 where we talk about what is voter only waste treatment and what must the state agency provide in an application for funding when proposing as CBA funded project for voter only waste treatment and.
What we were thinking about when we initially put this in here was some of the scenarios that had come up from various states where specifically there seem to be like a bunch of islands that were kind of maybe away from civilization.
Some, but we're very attractive to the boating community and a lot of voters tended to go there, but because of restrictions, there really wasn't the ability to put like a holding tank somewhere or a traditional pump out station or something along those lines.
And what alternatives to their possibly be and our amazing rocky while doing some research came across something where someone had essentially taken an MSD and marine sanitation device and mounted it in a certain way that it could be that vessels could come up to it and it would take the waste and treat it as an MSD would.
And then you know, you know, dispose of the way, you know, just the way I and we're talking to type one and a Type 2 marine sanitation vice.
And we realized that there was probably some complications involved with that, but we wanted to throw it out there anyway.
Just kind of just see what kind of feedback that we got on it and our discussion with EPA staff basically pointed out that there there are some problems with this section as it is proposed.
Partly because the definition of and the standards that are associated with an MSCD are directly associated with it being installed on board a single vessel, and this application of that technology is different and therefore would kind of hit some of the laws that are existing out there and some of the standards that are out there are differently on.
[image: ]
Jimenez, Nicole joined the meeting
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   4:25
She pointed out that it discharged from a vessel is considered different as far as you know, point source.
Umm, considerations then what this would be because it would be a stationary unit and then would be kind of like a point source discharge instead of a non point source discharge.
Umm.
EPA felt that, as proposed in the rule, that it could violate the Clean Water Act and would be problematic and could push the rulemaking into what OMB considers to be a significant rule.
And we really don't, I mean, yes, we know for us it's significant, but there's some, you know, definitions of what makes a rule significant under OMB guidelines.
And we kind of don't wanna go there because it means a whole different level of scrutiny and a long expanded process to get a rural published.
Sometimes it's totally worth the squeeze, and other times it is not.
And so far, all of our rulemaking has been nonsignificant, and we kind of want to keep it there.
And when we thought about this as a whole, our feeling was that we have included in this room making this proposed rule research, development and innovation as eligible.
[image: ]
Watts-Fitzgerald, Kelsey joined the meeting
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   5:49
Hello.
Therefore, gives an opportunity that if a state was thinking that they might have some ideas for something that might work to resolve specific situations that they have that the traditional options aren't.
Accommodating then they could request in an application for funding that you know either research or development or you know, some other activities for exploring these approaches.
Umm.
Maybe part of their CVA application and then the service can look at it and if we need to confer with EPA on it to see whether or not we should, you know move this forward and allow this research or this innovation or this development to move forward and what were the concerns and you know, so there's still the ability there to pursue this kind of thing in the future, but we're feeling for right now that being as specific as we are in 8519 that we should just remove it for the time being.
So I'm gonna open that up for conversation to see if anybody else has any input on that topic.
[image: ]
Klein, Christopher joined the meeting
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   7:13
Uh, Vic.
[image: ]
Gambale, Victoria   7:15
I'll just say that I agree when I read that I thought of the same issues that that EPA mentioned as far as turning a nonpoint source into a point source.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR left the meeting
[image: ]
Gambale, Victoria   7:26
So I agree.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   7:29
OK.
Thank you.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR joined the meeting
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   7:34
I will openly admit I am not a total expert.
I'm the Clean Water Act, so being that we have the expert here and is raising their hand, I defer to the expert during had Kelsey.
[image: ]
Watts-Fitzgerald, Kelsey   7:51
Haley said.
Thank you.
I actually just hopped onto the call as you were midway through the the explanation here.
So I just wanted to make sure that you knew that I was on the call now and if anyone has questions about this, happy to feel them.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   8:03
Ohh great.
It takes a village.
[image: ]
Ford, Lynn   8:17
It is the distinction because it goes through the MSD, because technically all of these would be non point to point even if you discharge to a sewer system, you're going to a it's going from a non point source to ultimately a point source when they discharge.
[image: ]
Watts-Fitzgerald, Kelsey   8:38
Hi, this is Kelsey again from EPA.
So the important part here is that a marine sanitation device, per the statute at Clean Water Act section 312, but also EPA and Coast Guards implementing regulations.
It's specific.
That's equipment designed for use on board a vessel, and so in MSD, especially the type one or Type 2 that was referred to in the this section of the draft NPRM by kind of pulling the MSD off of the vessel, you're sort of no longer authorized to have a discharge from that marine sanitation device.
It ends up in in this sort of weird Gray area when you're talking about a pump out facility.
Generally speaking, it's either stored in a holding tank at the pump out facility at brought to a wastewater treatment facility, or directly piped if a connection exists, and importantly, that wastewater treatment facility is permitted.
So discharges under Clean Water Act section 402, so a different section that deals with national Pollutant Charge elimination system and if these permits, if you're familiar on other folks on the line.
[image: ]
Matt Kreuzkamp joined the meeting
[image: ]
Watts-Fitzgerald, Kelsey   9:41
And so, because that that discharge is then being treated to the secondary treatment standards associated with that kind of facility, then it's all above board.
The issue here is that our performance standards for marine sanitation devices only authorized discharges of that effluent quality when it's coming from a vessel.
No.
Does that make sense?
Or or is there any point I can clarify?
[image: ]
Ford, Lynn   10:08
Makes perfect sense.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   10:08
You said that so much better than I.
[image: ]
Watts-Fitzgerald, Kelsey   10:12
Sorry I was late, Lisa.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   10:29
OK, great.
Well, I mean, if anybody has any other questions or concerns or thoughts, you know at some point along the line while you're reviewing and getting ready to send in comments or want more clarifications, please just add that to your comments.
And I think the Kelsey is willing to be uh tapped on by us if we need to.
Her expertise for a little more explanation, Brad.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   10:56
Yeah, I think it would behoove me at this point and just, uh, uh, why you didn't say that, you know, this is, you know, aimed at our state partners and everything.
If at any point you feel that you're proposing something or thinking about something that might fall under that research, development or innovation.
Provision that we're proposing to put into regulation, even though we use the language of, you know, requesting it in an application, we would greatly appreciate some degree of contact and communication prior to deadlines and things like that.
So we could really do its due diligence.
You know, particularly if it's in a Gray area and this is an excellent example of 1 to where we would certainly want to reach out to EPA.
Uh, well, before making any decisions and applications.
So it's just a plea for, you know, continued good communication back and forth in a well before deadlines.
If, if any of you feel like you wanna venture off into one of these areas.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   12:06
Very good point, Brad.
Always good when something's new and a little bit out of the box to talk about it at a time increases your probability of success.
OK, I'm gonna move forward to the next one if anybody wants to come back to this during our conversation, please don't hesitate to raise your hand and ask for that.
Umm, so the next comment came in on I just have the definition as it's in the proposed rule now of operations up on your screen and the comment that you know was regarding the section that says that operations does not include food, beverage, uniforms or other personal items.
I I added the underlying to personal items used or worn by staff.
Even if operating the CVA funded facility, what about paying for PFD and survival suits for pump out boat operators?
We have one that operates in the winter and they insisted that we fund their survival suits for winter operation.
So, you know, kind of like to open that up for conversation amongst folks by Brad and rocking.
I did discuss this a little bit this morning and our basic approach on this and we may need to, you know, make some amendments in this or somewhere else to emphasize this.
But you know the A a safety, something that is, you know, there for safety would not necessarily be something just that would be a personal item.
Now we're talking more about, you know, if they if they have a, you know, certain kind of pants or your shirt or something, that they're gonna be wearing or, you know, the the famous thing that my husband and now my son get is a Buddha allowance every year.
And those kinds of things.
So those are more like personal, uh, kind of stuff that we felt like maybe was beyond the purview.
And I you know, when I was a CVA coordinator, I would get receipts and it would be like the nuts and the bolts that they needed.
But included on it was five sodas, 3 bags of chips and, you know, 10 sandwiches or something like that, you know?
So umm that.
That's the kind of stuff that we were trying to stay away from, but would love to open this up for conversation.
I don't know if other people have had similar experiences and we're wondering if it was OK.
This was submitted by Donna.
Donna, are you here?
Let me check.
Yeah, she's here.
Ohm.
Is this just wanted to kind of clarify, is this something that was done at the beginning of the uh, you know are they sub awardees in this was something that they had included that they wanted covered or is it something that's coming back to it as part of an ONM grant?
What is the scenario here?
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   15:08
The This is an O&M grant for a pump out boat that's part of their operations and maintenance.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   15:13
OK.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   15:14
They operate year round and so the boss said, hey, I'm not sending my people out without the proper gear that's required and recommended by OSHA for operating in these temperatures.
You know, so on and so forth.
And I think your answer what you just said is pretty much clears it up.
This isn't something that's personal to them.
Anybody could wear that PFD?
Anyone else could wear that survival suit?
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   15:35
Yeah.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   15:37
It's something that's for the team, for the boat.
It doesn't leave the boat.
It's not, you know, emblazoned with their name or just their size or anything.
So yeah, I I felt it was.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   15:48
No.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   15:49
I felt that it was acceptable.
I certainly don't want somebody to fall in the water operating that boat and then die of hypothermia and come after us for it.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   15:59
Exactly.
Exactly.
And I mean, it does seem to meet the standards and necessary and reasonable so.
Janine.
[image: ]
BELLEQUE Janine * BOAT   16:10
Hello I I support doing this I don't view it as an operational thing.
I view it as more of a personal protection equipment, just like when somebody wants to have a face shield when they're testing a pump outs and dump stations as part of their maintenance requirements.
I don't see this as personnel, but more as safety equipment, so I would support funding a PFD and survival suit if that's what's required by regulation and safe operation.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   16:42
Hey, great, Edward.
[image: ]
Strickland, Edward A   16:46
Yeah, I was just gonna say the same thing.
I would review it as personal protective equipment and roll on with it.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   16:52
Great.
Thank you, Kate.
Howdy there.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   16:57
Hey Lisa.
Thanks for having this forum.
Yeah, I would take it a little, a little step further.
I I I agree we have a requirement in our contract that all of our pump out vessel operators be wearing appropriate safety equipment on board, specifically life jackets.
So I I feel that we really need to be able to cover that, but I would take it a step further and say, you know, they they typically have either a collared shirt or a T shirt that says, you know, pump out operator or something on it to make them visible to the boat.
There's and oftentimes there is a pump up message on there.
I feel like for operation and maintenance that is valuable to the program because it makes them visible.
It makes them look professional when they're out there, but it also.
Umm, it sends the right message cause a lot of times.
They'll say you know XYZ pump out vessel operator and they'll have like pump it.
Don't dump it on the back, so I kind of see it as as part of the outreach arm of what we do.
So for me, I would lean towards also covering a specific uniform.
I mean, I'm not saying we're going to give them, you know, shirts and pants and hats and all that, but at the same time, I feel like having them appropriately identified, just like you would in officer out on the water, you've got a pump of a sole operator who who plays a pretty significant role in our boating community.
And so I'm kind of leaning towards saying, I think we should cover at least a shirt for a uniform.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   18:33
Umm.
And and your perspective is that it's not necessarily operations, but it's more the education and outreach component.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   18:42
Yes, it's it's, it's sort of both it's it's operation and maintenance, but it it also serves the purpose of making them visible and making them approachable because you don't want them out there wearing whatever kind of T shirt you want them to look professional.
You want them to know they're representing the state they're representing the federal government.
They're out there providing a valuable service for water quality and for boaters.
And I I feel like, you know, having them have a consistent look is important.
And it's it goes to sort of branding and outreach and education.
So I would I would err on the side of a basic uniform like a collared shirt or a T shirt that says I am officially a pump out boat operator, not just some fly by night.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   19:20
Umm.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   19:32
Whatever wearing ripped T shirt like I.
I want them to look professional when they're out there, so that's that's my take on it.
I don't know if anyone else has a different opinion, but I I feel kind of strongly about that actually.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   19:46
Yeah, but it's good conversation because I remember when I first started in New York that the person that was in charge was like, had a hissy fit because there was a certain town in Long Island.
And you know how things are in Long Island, they decided they wanted to have specific uniforms and that they wanted CVA to pay for not only purchasing those uniforms, but weekly cleaning charges for them.
And so it was.
I mean, it ended up being like 5 or $10,000 that they wanted for buying and cleaning uniforms and that's why it took me so long to get him to be OK with us offering O&M because that's all he was thinking of was that kind of thing.
So there's extremes so.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   20:31
Well, it's still it's, but it's still has to be reasonable and necessary.
And I think we can at that point say look, we can give you each you know a couple of shirts, but we can't launder them for you and they can't be gold plated or you know personally, you know, monograms with your cufflinks.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   20:35
Right.
Umm.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   20:49
And I mean, I think reasonable and necessary comes into the equation at some point too.
I just.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   20:54
Right.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   20:55
I don't think it's unreasonable to say.
Here's a work shirt that you're going to wear so that you look professional when you're on the water and representing and representing the organization in in a professional and meaningful way that that is, I don't know, I because if you just, if you look at what kids wear, no offense to next generation, but some of them will go out there and wear just whatever.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   21:01
Gotcha.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   21:19
And I would rather have them be told by their employer.
Look, this is the shirt you wear when you're on the water to present a professional image, and it's it's not just about them, it's about us.
It's about the program, so that anyway off my soapbox.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   21:33
Umm yeah.
You make a good point adonna.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   21:40
Yeah.
Thanks.
I just thought I would kind of.
I I I know connect gets a little different and they have independent boat operators I think.
But for most of us, if it's a CVA funded boat, the boat itself is emblazoned somewhere with the CVA logo, the sign or something that indicates that the boat itself is a, you know, grant funded, pump out and then and at least in our case and most that I'm aware of like we only do operations and maintenance for pump out boats that are operated by some sort of a nonprofit entity, whether it's a city or a conservation organization.
And they're gonna be wearing their shirt that says I work on work for the Naples Harbor Masters Office.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   22:20
Umm.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   22:22
Or, you know, whoever they're representing.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   22:23
Gotcha.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   22:24
So, umm, it hasn't really ever come up for us to have shirts or anything.
And I I don't think there's a problem if you want to.
But there was a pretty generous section in the in the regs that you wrote about having promotional things.
Umm, but I just wanted to put that out there.
I don't.
I don't have that problem at all.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   22:42
OK, great.
Thank you.
Janine.
[image: ]
BELLEQUE Janine * BOAT   22:49
I hadn't really thought much about this because we don't have pump out boats, but after listening to this conversation, I'm leaning to say if it they have a T shirt that says pump out operator or they have an orange safety vest that has a message that is that is a pump out operator.
For me, I could see how I would use that as a compliance piece, because if somebody was out operating CVA branded boat and they didn't have that shirt on, I'd be questioning whether or not they were actually doing the work they were supposed to be doing.
So I kind of like having the employee be branded as a way to help monitor that.
They're not just screwing around on the boat.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   23:30
Umm.
Good boy.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   23:34
That's true, but they could be doing more than one thing in a day.
And do they have to change their shirt every time they switch tasks?
Just thinking about that.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   23:40
Umm.
[image: ]
BELLEQUE Janine * BOAT   23:42
Yeah.
Good point.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   23:45
Umm.
Lynn.
[image: ]
Ford, Lynn   23:52
Well, are you?
Are you gonna require that they have a uniform or some type of thing just like you have?
Like you said, the the boats branded.
Are you gonna require them to wear something saying that they're a pump out or a vast something they could take out or swap out rather than a shirt or or?
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR left the meeting
[image: ]
Ford, Lynn   24:08
Or give them some leeway.
And what they have is like a standard uniform.
I understand the, you know, you wanna have quality, but and what they're wearing and it and it makes sense to do that too if they're representing the state or the federal government.
[image: ]
Cottle, Thomas joined the meeting
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR joined the meeting
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   24:29
Are you asking that to your other state colleagues?
Because we're not going to require it.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   24:39
Yeah.
So this is the umm yeah this this is Kate again.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   24:39
Yeah, I would hope it wouldn't be required in the regulations.
[image: ]
Ford, Lynn   24:39
Yet.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   24:42
That seems a bit too far.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   24:43
No.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   24:44
I I mean, I was the one that kind of brought it up.
So no, we wouldn't require it, but I have to say that the the individual pump out vessel contractors that we work with umm also want to promote a professional image and they do buy T-shirts or collared shirts for their employees and you know they expect to be reimbursed for it.
[image: ]
Utzurrum, Ruth joined the meeting
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   25:07
And I've always said, you know, and the one I was talking about a lot of money here either.
I mean it's it's it's fairly nominal when you think about what you're actually doing out there.
And I just think it sends a professional message and you know, as Janine said, you don't have some guy with a ripped shirt out there coming along, you know, in a boat, regardless of what the boat says on it.
You want.
You want the person to live professional and be someone that you want pulling up to your yacht.
You know what I'm saying?
So I I just think it's it, it's part of a protocol that makes sense for a program like this, but I wouldn't require it, but I can't.
I don't.
I don't know one single program that doesn't have something that says yes, I'm an official.
You know, I'm from shrink the boat pump out.
Don't jump out kind of thing or or one of those.
You know, messages on on chart so.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   26:05
Uh line, did you have something else?
There I see your your hands still up.
[image: ]
Ford, Lynn   26:11
Don't know how you take it down.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   26:13
Alright, it's OK, Brenda.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   26:21
Hi for shirts for Florida.
We haven't really had many requests in the past and we did not fund them.
I think that, you know, Florida provides the grant funding for the state program, you know, but the pump out services are provided by the Marina and most of the marinas, especially the larger ones, they have shirts already for their staff.
Umm, I would gear towards not funding the shirts mainly because we have so many marinas and then we'll just be we would be a shirt and laundry business that we would have to monitor and you know with turnover and and things like that.
But we do fund, you know, supplies, you know, cleaning supplies and bleach and and things like that and safety glasses and.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   27:15
Yeah, it sounds like it should be eligible, but not required.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   27:18
Right, right.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   27:19
Yeah.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   27:19
So just just a question, I'm just just to keep the conversation going here, Brenda.
Ah, but I mean, like if they came in and they said, OK, we'd like to work with you to get a grant for a pump out boat.
And they included in their proposal to be a sub recipient.
Let's say you know a a supply of vests.
That said, pump out boat operator on the back of them or something like that, or like a dozen shirts or something like that.
That just was kind of folded into the original 1, not part of the O&M and would would you be OK with something along those lines or?
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   28:03
I would have to think about it and I know it.
This isn't rocket science.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   28:08
Yeah.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   28:09
My main thing is we have so many marinas and if we do for one, then we have to make it available for everybody and to me a a shirt is a personal item, more like a prerequisite.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   28:12
Yeah.
Right.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   28:21
Percocet. Umm.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   28:25
Right.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   28:25
Uh, you know.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   28:25
Where?
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   28:25
Life vests.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   28:26
Where a vet that they have a bunch of on board just to throw on when you get on is different, yeah.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   28:27
Yeah, life vests are OK.
Umm yeah, if it was one of those safety things like the the folks where when they're working on the the street, you know all those are thrown in the back of the truck and the the guys just grab one but that they wrinkly and they stink and everything.
[image: ]
Wichrowski, Mike joined the meeting
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   28:47
Umm.
And and I know some of the states are different.
We have a couple of counties and let's pick on Martin County and they they service their whole county and everything and and they're doing it full time.
A shirt isn't that expensive.
They probably have.
I don't have a picture of it.
They probably have a Martin County shirt and and they could get their own shirts and they can go ahead and and silk screen pump out operator on the back if they're not that expensive and then that way case by case.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   29:06
Yeah, yeah.
True, yeah.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   29:18
Marina by Marina.
They can meet their own needs and not be looking around.
Oh, what can we get money for?
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   29:24
Yeah.
Yeah.
And this is another example of you know you as a state, you know running your state program, you know you know you've got so much money and you know what you wanna do with it.
And sometimes you have to draw the line somewhere, and there might be something that's not as important as it might be to another state.
So OK.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   29:44
Mm-hmm.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   29:46
Yeah.
I just wanted to clarify.
Brenda mentioned that most of her pump out vessel operators are coming from marinas.
We have a couple of those, but most of ours are actually independent nonprofit organizations, municipalities or or compacts of municipalities or private entities.
So for us, they don't have an established Marina shirt.
For the marinas, I wouldn't need to do that because all their staff have Marina shirts and they're typically operating within the Marina Basin.
These the ones that I'm talking about that we use in Connecticut would that we would want to be able to purchase a uniform type shirt for our the individual pump out vessel operator programs that aren't necessarily tied to a marine facility.
So it again, it's we're not talking about a tunnel, a ton of facilities or a lot of staff.
It's just, you know, they're they're not tied to a marine facility.
So it's it's a little I I understand Connecticut might be slightly different animal.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   30:59
Umm.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   31:01
Yes.
And now this is Brent again.
Just one more comment.
If you know we if the state were to operate like Connecticut and and and that, then I would definitely agree and you know things can be allowable, but each state can make some like sub determinations.
For example, Florida, we don't pay for fuel or vessel insurance.
Some states might we don't pay for any administrative costs for the grantee to pull together their invoice.
That wouldn't be part of operations because we have so many.
And then we would just be operating a fuel and insurance grant program and there's so much opportunity for misuse.
So we just choose not to to fund those.
So if if the regulation says Ohh uniforms and that we could take it case by case basis and then we could choose not to if we want it, you know, Yep.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   32:06
Hmm.
Hmm, sounds good and word.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   32:09
And and I think.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   32:10
Ohh sorry.
[image: ]
Schleusner, Cliff CS left the meeting
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   32:12
Well, I'm sorry.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   32:12
Go.
Go ahead, finish up your conversation.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   32:13
I'm just.
Sorry, I didn't mean to jump in, but I just wanted to to follow up on what Brenda said.
I think what Brenda said makes a lot of sense, so I would make it eligible, but again, we all need to keep in mind that you still have to meet that bar of what's necessary and reasonable.
And you know, in Connecticut, if I didn't fund their insurance for the vessel, for nonprofit organization, they would tell me, forget it.
I'm not doing this so I could never get away without here, but I can see in Brenda's case you know, Florida is a much bigger state and you have many, many more operators out there that you're dealing with.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   32:40
Umm.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   32:50
Umm, so again, it's gonna vary drastically from state to state as as to how these programs can be effectively managed.
So I think as you have done in the past and I think has as has worked, use that reasonable and necessary standard because what happens in Connecticut and in Florida may not be applicable to Alaska or California.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   33:14
Right.
Edward, did you still have something?
I know we kind of cut you off.
Go go ahead if you.
[image: ]
Strickland, Edward A   33:28
No, I was just gonna say, I mean, we're still pumping and hauling sewage.
I really don't see anybody wearing their Sunday.
Best to go do it so I don't know.
We'll we'll take it as it comes.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   33:36
No.
Ohh yeah no, I just was thinking about the differences around the country and there are places that if you were on that boat with a polo shirt on that was nicely embroidered and everything you you might raise more suspicion if you were just wearing a ratty old T shirt.
But that that's regional differences.
So Donna.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   34:06
Thanks.
Umm, just to closing thoughts one is that, umm, following up on what I think we said before, just like anything that's eligible, it doesn't mean a state has to fund it if it's not suitable for you.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   34:18
Right.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   34:20
So it's just like everything in the whole package.
But the other thing I was gonna add to a state like Kates or, you know, some place where you might have a lot of interest in that kind of thing and elsewhere would be maybe if you're going to mention that if you want to mention it in here that it is eligible, that you should consider some guidelines for it.
Otherwise, it's not gonna be standard and it'll be purple in one state and orange and another and tie dyed in the third one and they could all have different messages if you leave it up to the Marina or the boat operator to make their own.
It's gonna vary a lot.
I would suggest then that the state buy a package of shirts and say, you know, here's your shirt or your vest, and we're gonna assign it to you and they're all going to look the same and you could get a better price on them.
It would be more efficient that way, but that's just for food for.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   35:10
Brad.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   35:12
Alright.
Thank you, Donna.
That was an excellent segue to a point I wanted to make.
I think with providing any kind of apparel, it depends on which category you wanna fall into.
If you're looking at uniforms more along the line of what Kates interest it in, then I think you would want to take a few steps, one of which would be and you'd want to make it a requirement for all your operators to wear it.
That makes it easier to get to yes on providing that level of uniformity and making it necessary and reasonable.
Umm.
If, however, you wanted to operate out of it, and then likewise what Donna said, I think some standardization would be appropriate.
If you were brought providing apparel of some sort, as you know to provide that level of recognition and uniformity.
However, on the other hand, if you wanted to tap into your.
Education and outreach side of things.
Then I think you could still provide some types of apparel along as it was substantially similar to other types of outreach and education efforts you were engaged in.
And in that case, you wouldn't have as much uniformity as you would have for things aimed at program recognition and the the value of pumping not in the up dumping and things like that.
So just keep that in mind, you know, going forward that depending on how you characterize doing some of this, we would probably depend on what line item you would want to pay for it out of or how you want to describe uh paying for it in your applications.
Did that make sense?
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   37:00
It to me.
I see a thumbs up.
Alright, let's just move to our next topic then.
This was on floating restrooms and the comment was umm here is.
I understand that floating restrooms being attached to a dock or for recreational boaters only and need to have a means to restrict access by non boaters.
I can foresee a big Marina buying a floating restroom to place the end of a long pier for use of passing boaters.
Could the boulders within that Marina, who will include long term slip holders and transients, use these restrooms too?
Again, Brad and Rocky and I, I read this over and just kind of throw out some raw comments.
So I'll just let you know, we talked about this morning and get the conversation going.
Was that umm.
As you know, of course it would be available for voters at the Marina.
Didn't doesn't have to be just for those that are passing through, and we would probably tend to take the same kind of approach that we have proposed in the rule right now that if it's kind of like no harm, no foul to recreational boaters or like because we had said if somebody is in a long term slip and they leave the slip and go over to use the public pump out, that is fine.
They're moving over there to use it.
They're doing what everybody else does, so we would kind of probably look at that very similarly that if they're using it in the same way as everybody else does, then it's something you could consider.
But then again, you might have to look at it from a state perspective.
Knowing the Marina, you may have to look at it somewhat on a case by case basis, because if you're finding out that, umm, you know there is a huge amount of, you know, slips, long term slip, set a certain Marina and you got, you know, 200 slips that are occupied by those kinds of folks to the point where they're always over there and they're always using it.
And it's never available to anybody else.
Then that might be a concern, but it's, you know, just kind of, you know, throwing it at those thoughts out there for your consideration.
And let's open up the conversation.
[image: ]
BELLEQUE Janine * BOAT   39:54
Lisa, do you want me to go ahead and just talk, OK?
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   39:55
Me.
Yeah.
Janine, go ahead.
I'm sorry.
I was just checking somebody sent me a chat.
I was just checking to make sure it wasn't related to this.
[image: ]
BELLEQUE Janine * BOAT   40:04
Yeah.
So I would say yes, and there's a couple reasons.
I don't think Gordie from Arizona is on this call.
They have thousands and thousands of feet of draw down and their marinas and are still usable.
Cool.
It is not reasonable to think somebody in a Marina slip is going to walk thousands and thousands of feet on a steep incline to go to that restroom.
Having one out in the Marina, one it helps free up space for passing voters to be able to stop and use it rather than trying to tie up and then hike up a massive hill, the other one is it provides that service for that recreational boater to properly dispose of their sewage.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR left the meeting
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR joined the meeting
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   40:56
Right.
[image: ]
BELLEQUE Janine * BOAT   40:56
OI do support this, I think.
I think every state has to apply it for their specific conditions and situations, but having that flexibility can make a huge difference to states like Arizona that have reservoirs with massive drawdowns as well As for us where we have a lot of archaeological, umm, limitations as well as development within floodplains that are prohibiting doing some upland restrooms.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   41:09
Yep.
Yeah.
[image: ]
BELLEQUE Janine * BOAT   41:26
So I like the flexibility of allowing it if it works for the state to help manage voter generated sewage.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   41:39
Thank you, Denise.
That's the whole point, right, Donna?
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   41:48
Thanks.
Quick follow up question to this is would a floating restroom be eligible for operations and maintenance funding just like a pump out?
In other words, they're gonna have to clean it every day or the toilet paper supplies, that kind of thing.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   42:06
Well, that would be up to you as a state, I would say from from the federal perspective, absolutely if that's what you want to do.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   42:10
OK.
Umm.
OK.
Thanks.
I I that that makes sense to me.
If I was the Marina, I wouldn't.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   42:19
Umm.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   42:20
I would expect there would be costs associated with running it so.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   42:29
We're hoping that if it's attached to a dock that it might be easier to do some of those things and less costly than it would be if it was out floating there and you had to, you know, get get a boat boat to travel out to it, to do those kinds of things everyday and stuff like that.
Instead, you just send the.
You know the kid down to the end of the dock and you check to make sure that the toilet paper stocked, right?
So take some 5 minutes instead of an hour.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   42:51
Yeah, yeah.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   43:02
Alright, all great questions.
Well, those are the only questions and things that we had that came in to us.
So now we will open up the floor to whatever other topics that folks might be running across.
Umm.
Related to floating restrooms, we did Gold Star South Carolina sent us in their comments already.
So and they uploaded them to the team site and they're up there.
So, Ding Ding, he was not able to be on the call today.
Had something else going on with wasn't able to attend, but very, very happy to see that that part of things are working nicely.
Umm, but one of the things that he had mentioned is that sometimes there are limits at certain Marina sites to the number of restrooms that there could that are allowable.
And it just might that floating restrooms may be an issue, and I don't know if others have run into this or not, or if it's.
I mean, if it's just something you have to deal with and it really doesn't have anything to do with the rule, then that's fine.
We'll just move on.
Just asking in case it's anything that you think we need to say more about in the rule.
And I think his example was like a harbor master.
Ohh has a you know a little building in this one facility and there's a bathroom in the Harbor masters thing.
And then, but that's the only one that's allowed to to be in that area.
And might rocky, do you remember?
Was am I saying this right and that a floating restroom would be considered in violation at that?
[image: ]
Browder, Caswell (Rocky)   44:43
Yeah.
What he was saying.
Umm, I don't know Ben personally, but I work for South Carolina when they permit dot on marinas, they allow one dockmaster building 1 enclosed structure out over the water.
Umm.
And he was concerned that a floating restroom would then not be permitted elsewhere within the Marina.
I know when I was in South Carolina, we've permitted floating restrooms in the Marina.
That's in addition to the dock masters structure, so I don't I don't know, unless something's changed since I've left.
I don't know why that would be a hindrance to allowing the permitting of another structure out on the out in the water within the facility.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   45:23
OK.
OK.
Thanks for that, rocky.
Brad.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   45:38
I was going to say I think the main concern for us from this standpoint is you know what we may need to try to address and the Regulation, I suspect everybody's gonna have different permitting challenges and in some cases that may very well be one of them.
And you'll have to roll the dice or make a decision on what works in that particular situation and what do you as the state versus somebody as a Marina operator and or somebody entity that's permitting those operations it has to deal with.
Umm, like I said, the main thing is whether there's something in the regulation that potentially either causes problems or we could put something in there that we can legally do to help resolve some of them.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   46:26
Uh, Jennifer?
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   46:30
Hey everybody, my question is about the cost component of the regulation.
I don't even know what section it's in.
Here, let's see here 8572.
And there's a section in there that says that the cost should support effective use of the facility for the typical user in that area, and I have no idea what that means.
So I'm wondering if somebody can explain to me what that phrase means in the context of setting a cost for a pump out.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   47:01
You're you're.
So you're referring to user fees, correct?
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   47:05
Yes.
Yeah.
If you go into what is it 8572?
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   47:06
Yeah.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   47:08
And then it says, you know, when an operator of a facility is allowed to charge your fee, it must be the following standards and sub three is at the.
The fee must support effective use of the facility for the typical user, and I'm trying to figure out what exactly that means in the context of cost.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   47:24
Yeah. So.
Yeah, we we might please make a comment on that.
So we can think if there's a a more straightforward way to say that, but basically what we're getting to their what we are trying to get there to there is that the community in the area has to be able to afford whatever it is that you're charging for that pump out.
So some places may easily be able to charge $2025 for a pump out.
Everybody else in the area is changing the same, charging the same thing.
Everybody's coming and using the pump outs.
Things are glorious.
Yay, there's other places as everyone here well knows that if you go much above 5 or 10 bucks, nobody is gonna be using a pump out.
So those are kind of things you you kind of have to consider whether or not the typical boater in that area is going to be able to afford that price point.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   48:32
OK, I I really like the way you guys said it in.
I think it's the next section below where you said that one of the justifications can be prevailing rates at other publicly or privately owned local pump out facilities similarly situated in offering similar services and amenities.
That is a great phrase.
Absolutely clear.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   48:48
And.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   48:50
So if that's it, sounds like you're kind of getting at the same thing.
So I'll put this in my comments, but I think using that second phrase instead of this kind of nebulous effective use would be much more clear.
Thank you.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   49:03
And I thank you.
Thank you very much.
That's good.
Good to know.
I will be the first to admit that sometimes what I what I hear in my head when I'm writing it is not what people you know are thinking when they're reading it later on, so that there are occasionally disconnection.
We don't want that.
And this is a great segue because I was just kind of looking through the PowerPoint that had all the different topics that we had put up there as a reference for everyone and fees was was one of the things that I was just going to open up and see if there was anybody else that had any other questions about the new approach to fees.
We're hoping that this so be amenable to.
Addressing things in various parts of the country and.
Good ways.
OK.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   50:15
Go ahead, Jennifer.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   50:15
Uh, Jennifer. Yeah.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR left the meeting
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR joined the meeting
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   50:24
Jennifer.
Sure.
Yeah, go ahead.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   50:27
Yeah, sorry I've been having.
I've been having to pop in and out on teams and having teams issues.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   50:32
I'm sorry.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   50:33
No, no, it's it's just a Microsoft thing.
It's it's it's Bill's fault.
Yeah, I think I I like the way that you guys are headed on fees.
I think we maybe we've just made it a little too complicated though, and this is what I have in my notes.
Like I see the $10 up to X gallons $20 from more gallons.
I think we could probably simplify the whole thing and just talk about it in terms of that prevailing costs in the area, because whether it's public Marina's private marinas, I mean the cost at which local marinas, the cost they set for a pump out basically already includes all of those other factors because it's market driven.
So I think we can just like really like the way we're going.
But I think we can simplify it a lot and get rid of a lot of the detail that we had put in here, but I'll put that in my comments.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   51:28
Thank you.
[image: ]
BELLEQUE Janine * BOAT left the meeting
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   51:42
Thanks Janine.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   51:45
Yeah, I'll.
I'll just jump in and I add that one of the factors to the kind of the graduated schedule there was, you know, not only addressing the fees issue on a larger scale due to lot to request and lots of conundrums that have come up around it.
But the other factor we were considering is that try to make it scalable because we're allowing you know more vessels or at least to opportunities for more vessels with potentially much larger holding tanks and things like that to come into play.
So we're trying to build a little bit of structure into the the fees to account for potentially having to pump a lot more than maybe we currently happening now.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   52:21
Umm.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   52:27
And so we're happy to have any.
Uh, you know, thought for discussions along those lines.
After Brenda gets done with her comment.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   52:37
OK.
Umm, $5 fee, that's how it's been.
You know we require the signage at the marinas and they usually put the fee up.
We encourage no charge pump outs cuz you know, very often a boater is coming into a marine and they're getting other services as well.
I know they're coming in just for pump out sometimes, but they're getting fuel.
Ice, you name it.
Sometimes we get some complaints about the $5, but not that many.
I like the $5.
I like free I-10 is OK.
I don't care really for the scalable amount because then each marine is going to have to determine, put it on their signage, they're going to be collecting money, which puts them at an additional risk.
Umm, I think it's going to complicate things, but you know, if it appears in the rule, then we go with it.
That's all I've got to say.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   53:41
Again, like we've discussed before, there options, we just kind of why we feel that there's probably some people are gonna want to say we don't wanna deal with having to figure out what the heck the prevailing rate is.
We're just gonna say 5 bucks.
We're just going to say 10 bucks.
Whatever it is you know, because you can go less than 10, you can go anything up to, you know, if we're saying that 10 is the mouth, so just, you know, kind of keep that in mind.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   54:02
Mm-hmm.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   54:07
Everyone is that we're just kind of we want to be able to have a state to if they're we we consider it a lot.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   54:07
Yeah.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   54:15
The fact that we know because the US fish oil Life service is taking so long to get these rules updated, that every kind of go on their own way with this to some extent and kind of doing their own thing.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   54:29
Umm.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   54:30
And we don't want to, like, totally screw up when somebody else got going.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   54:34
Yeah.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   54:35
Alrighty so.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   54:36
And it, and if that's left as an option, then that's really good.
Now when we do get complaints, it may be from a boater complaining that a Marina is charging more than $5 and then we gotta go look them up and say, well, they did get a grant, but it was ten years ago and they could charge more now and they go.
OK.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   54:56
Uh, yeah.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   54:57
So Florida, we're used to the $5, but if it's an option then then maybe a Marina, you know like for example, city of Key West or something that that they've got a higher local economy.
Then maybe they could do it.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   55:14
Umm yeah.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   55:16
Yeah. So kept.
Thanks so.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   55:20
You bet.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   55:20
Yeah.
And and we're still advocating for free.
And that's built into the regulation.
We again at some of that's tools in the toolbox for states that have different challenges and hopefully the ability to self determine you know which where it needs to set for a particular state.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   55:26
Mm-hmm.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   55:30
Yeah.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   55:39
So that we don't do a regulation that helps one state and then everybody else has problems after the fact.
So we tried to build it all in.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   55:47
Umm.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   55:48
We we can certainly, you know, look at doing some wordsmith and to add some clarity and some places and we or we could change it entirely if that's the will of the CVA community.
But just keep in mind that all of this is is with an options and you know you and your state and in other states they have, you can treat it like a menu option of which route they want to go.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   56:11
Mm-hmm. No.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   56:11
Mm-hmm.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   56:12
With it and.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   56:15
And we encourage free pump outs.
Uh, well, like the word free.
But no char additional charge pump outs, especially if they're getting operations and maintenance.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   56:25
Yep.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   56:26
So and that works very well if they've got a vessel that they've got to support.
You know, we don't pay for the gas and the insurance.
We don't harp about that $5, but they're out on the water and they're not gonna wanna collect $5 and make them vulnerable on the water.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   56:38
Yeah.
[image: ]
Klein, Christopher left the meeting
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   56:41
So most of them were free.
There's a lot of $5 ones, but a lot of them are no charge.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   56:49
Yeah.
Yeah.
No, I mean from our perspective, no charges, the gold standard and if we had unlimited funding for CVA, so that states could pay for everything that was involved from soup to nuts for a pump out facility, we would probably be saying you can't charge money, but the reality is is that a lot of operators have to make you know take money out of their own pocket to keep things going and some of them can't afford it more than others can.
But there's some of the others that they they're committed because they feel that this is something they're doing for the environment, for their local community, that they're providing a service and they want to do it and like somebody had mentioned, a pump out is a lost leader is what we used to call it when I worked at the grocery store.
It's the the thing you know, it's it's the five cent a pound Turkey, you know that they do at Thanksgiving time to get everybody in the door so that they can sell them, you know, the the $2.50 can of cranberry.
So kind of thing and and it doesn't.
You know, a lot of times it's it's definitely worth it to the Marina because it brings customers in there that buy other things.
[image: ]
Alex D. Bleier left the meeting
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   58:04
They're getting fuel.
They're, you know, you know, Joey, you know, through the PFD.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   58:06
Uh-huh.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   58:09
Overboard.
So they gotta get a new one for him.
You know, whatever else they happen to sell with their store, you know snacks and beverages and all this kind of stuff.
So you know, but the pump out most of the time is would get them in, but once they get in there a lot of times these voters will buy other things.
So Jennifer.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   58:26
Yeah, I guess you kind of read my mind there at Lisa.
So one thing that that we see a lot of, we don't have a lot of pump out boats up here in Wisconsin now.
It's just it's the pump outs at the end of the dock, you pull in Wawa, so almost all of ours charge something.
But what one thing?
We've struggled with is how how to do the calculation.
How to how to say is there fee reasonable?
Is it within regulation?
If it's one of these structures where if you pull up and you just want the pump out, you have to pay $20.00.
But if you buy 50 gallons of gas, the pump out is free.
That's a scenario management scenario that we see a lot in a lot of our larger marinas.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   59:06
Oh wow.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   59:07
And I'm wondering is there anything that the the the 50 CFR 85 group did you guys discuss those kind of scenarios or is there anything you can any place in the regulation that you could point me to where I could see how scenarios like that might be addressed because I I haven't gone all the way down into the into the rabbit hole regulations.
If you could point me in a direction I'd I'd appreciate that cause that's really common up here.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   59:32
Yeah, I like it.
I mean, you know, I mean, it's sounds like a a good option.
You know, for some marinas to use and everything.
I mean, we don't mention anything in the rule about it, but there's no reason you can't do things that way.
I mean, I can't think of any reason anyway, Brad or Rocky.
I mean, it seems reasonable to me as long as as long as the state is OK with it, I don't think the Feds have any problems with it.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   1:00:01
I mean would would that be?
[image: ]
Browder, Caswell (Rocky)   1:00:08
Nothing for me.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   1:00:12
OK.
So a Marina, even under the current regular, you know, under the current $5 and for Marina was operating with that sort of a scenario you have to pay $20.00 if you don't buy gas, but it's free if you buy gas.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:00:24
Oh OK.
I I missed that $20.
I missed the $20 part.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   1:00:28
Ohh no, no, that that's that's the key.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:00:28
OK, I apologize.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   1:00:30
Yeah, that's the key.
You pull up all you wanna do, you pull up in your boat.
All you wanna do is get the pump out.
That's $20.00, but if you pull up and you buy 50 gallons of gas, then the pump your vote for free.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:00:37
Ah.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   1:00:42
That's the management scenario.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:00:42
Well.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   1:00:44
We see a lot and is.
How does that?
How does the current proposed Reg address any of that?
That's something we really struggled with in the current regulation is how does that equate to a $5 a pop out you know?
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:00:56
Yeah.
No it doesn't.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   1:00:58
Right, right.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:00:59
And obviously does not.
You know, we've run into things here and there, but yeah, don't quite align, but I think that under the current one, if that $20 was determined to be the prevailing rate in the area in the, that's the way that they wanted to do.
It was.
Here's the prevailing rate it's 20 bucks, but if you buy, you know this, that or the other thing, or, you know, buy gas or spend more than X number of dollars here, then it's free.
I mean I, but you still have to, you know, for those that are coming in and not buying things you have to, you know, have the fees follow the rule.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   1:01:40
OK.
All right.
Thank you.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:01:43
And thank you for clarifying that.
Victoria.
[image: ]
Gambale, Victoria   1:01:51
I just wanted to add that I've heard that before too.
Where if you buy something, then you're pump out three.
But if you don't, then we'll charge you $5.
They still only do the $5 Max.
I will also add on top of that I've heard Marina say if you're one of our tenants, if you keep your boat here, we will pump you out for free.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:02:17
Umm.
[image: ]
Gambale, Victoria   1:02:18
And if you're a visit in boat, if you buy something, it's free.
But if you don't, it's $5.00, so it's also free for those tenants as well.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:02:29
OK.
It just seems to me that's a lot of extra paperwork for the for the marine owner, but if they're not, if they're not concerned with, you know, and all an M grant where they would have to, you know, negotiate something with the state to get all and money, maybe they don't care.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR left the meeting
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:02:49
I don't know.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR joined the meeting
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   1:02:51
Now that the main thing would be from a state perspective, and of course from our interests here at Westford would to be to make sure that nothing in what they're doing is promoting an obstacle to any member of the public being able to get a a pump out at whatever the uh, either in the department regulation, whatever the currently approved, you know by whisper, anything above the $5 uh fee is or likewise in the future if things go forward as proposed in the regulation that you know there's nothing that's happening on the water there that.
Provides an obstacle to a, you know, a member of the public recreational boating public or other allowed uses, as detailed in the regulation that keeps them from having access to it.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:03:46
Right.
Yeah, good point.
And this is one of the things that you probably once the rule gets published.
If it's still, you know if we still have it the same way as this, as as a state coordinator, suddenly all your marinas that are in tune with things are going to be coming back to you and say ohh thought I was charged 5 bucks anymore.
Ohh, you know, so kind of have your your two cards ready or your stuff published on your website or whatever ready to go.
When they come in, all when they all come in asking to raise their fees, that you have a standard answer, you can give them Scott.
[image: ]
White, Scott   1:04:30
Hey.
Yeah.
And I may have been doing things wrong for a long time, but since probably half since several of region 4 states on here are on the call and my interpretation has been that it's $5 for a pump, our free, and unless you can justify that it's going to cost the Marina more than $5 to give the pump out due to distance or something like that, not just because they're buying something or not buying something at the Marina and umm.
But anyway, since like I said, since several of the states I work with are here and they might be hearing something different than what I've been telling them, if anybody wanted to clarify that.
But again, my understanding under the current rule is $5 is the maximum you can charge without getting written authorization from the regional office, and I've always taken that to mean that that authorization is going to be based on hardship associated with providing a pump out at $5.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   1:05:37
That's correct.
God, that summarizes it pretty well.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:05:40
Yep.
Yep, I only had one in New York State and it's because it was on an island and they had to send the ferry out to collect the waste and get it off the island.
So it was costing them quite a bit.
So that's the only one that I had to charge more than five.
Brenda.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   1:06:05
Hi we've had one request and that was city of Key West and we sent it up through Scott and they got a sliding scale.
But we we sometimes get complaints through marinas are charging more and we tell them no, take that down, fix it to $5.00.
[image: ]
Engborg, Steven (DEM) joined the meeting
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   1:06:23
So we're pretty adamant on the $5 and we'll get a request down there, but it's it's pretty, pretty good.
My point is going to be if the cost to pump out is cheap, people will do it more.
I like the no charge pump outs.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:06:40
Yep.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   1:06:42
However, when you build a program around, no charge, people kind of get a different idea.
For example, I I think we've done a decent job here in Florida and sometimes people think the state is obligated to provide them services, you know, and it's like, well, it's not really like that.
It's up to the Marina or or your municipality or or whatever.
We have the grant money, so if if it's free all the way across the board, I think people will get a a wrong idea and you know anything for free sometimes gets abused, but if it's cheap but they still have to pay something, that is the good thing because it's like, OK, we gotta wait in line at the Marina to get a pump out.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:07:25
Umm.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   1:07:36
And it's like John, John, I don't wanna wait for 30 minutes.
It's like, well, Martha, it's $5.
We're getting pumped out, so I think there's a lot to be said about paying something, but keep it.
Keep it reasonably cheap, maybe, unless they can show either hardship or increased cost of living.
Such as like city of Key West.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:08:01
Umm.
Jennifer.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   1:08:09
Yeah, we had.
We had one, a fee waiver, whatever you want to call it, approved a couple of years ago.
But in Region 3 and the entire basis of that fee waiver was, umm, of the of the approval was based on relative costs of other pump outs, both public and private in the area.
So this was the Door County Peninsula.
So it's the the form of Wisconsin very popular as far as Wisconsin was turned.
Very expensive area for boating.
Umm.
And this private facility was applying for the CVA money charged $20, a pump out and so we ran all the numbers and that was justified based on the other charges in the area.
We did not go up into the marinas business and and their financials to say show us why this is necessary.
Umm.
Instead, we looked at all of the other facilities in the area and said, yes, this is reasonable.
Umm, the other part of that, though, that kind of we were we were in our mind is you know basically ThoughtWorks was at the point of saying what we're not gonna charge less cause this is what we need to charge if we have to charge less we are not going to participate in this CVE program.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:09:08
OK.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR   1:09:26
And so from our perspective, approving that higher pump out rate was worth it because then the public had access to that facility because if we didn't allow them to charge more than they would have no grant obligations and they could just keep that entire facility locked up.
So that public benefit for the fee justifying the increased fee, it's a different way of looking at it.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:09:51
Yeah.
We should just have these conversations every once in a while, shouldn't we?
I think these these all these different perspectives based on you know, various situations are really good to share with others and get them thinking about how it might apply to their states or some of the things that they've gone through.
So it's great spot.
Thank you guys, Scott.
[image: ]
White, Scott   1:10:16
Yeah.
Going back to something Brenda had said earlier, and I mean, yes, the world has moved on and I'm not a boater, Full disclosure, but you know for 20 something years we have been marketing to the voters the most you can expect to pay for a pump out is $5 and it's been an easy answer at the regional office if somebody calls, how much can we charge for a pump out?
Bell $5.
Well, I don't doubt that it needs to go up.
It will, and if you goes up in a way that is not uniform because it's gonna be based on prevailing rate, it means you know, no longer getting the same answer from the regional office when somebody calls.
And, like Brenda was saying, if they're going to put the cost on the sign, that can create a lot of potential confusion on boaters.
Part.
How come it's $5 here and $20 there?
And those questions will have to be answered.
Not saying that it shouldn't be done, I'm just saying that it's going to complicate things.
For whatever that's worth, I guess.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:11:36
And and again tools in the toolbox.
A state can say no.
This is we're flat rate, this is what we're doing and they could go with that if they chose to.
So Donna.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:11:48
Thanks Lisa.
I did want to mention since I think a lot of the the language in there now talks about, you know, if you were gonna give somebody an exemption to charge more and some of the considerations should be the cost of of performing that providing that pump out disposing of the waste et cetera, uh.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:12:09
Umm.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:12:10
And that takes me back to a common question we've had, and I'm sure others have too, is with portable pump outs.
They have long wanted to charge, you know, much more for those than for the stationary fixed unit.
Is there any need?
Do you guys feel like there's any need to be explicit about that in these rigs that you know, talking about different types of both portables versus pump out boats versus fixed units or just leave it the way we have it?
I mean, I haven't really read them over and over.
What you've written enough to be sure.
But my point is that it does cost significantly more time for them to provide that mobile pump out than it does for the boat to come to the pump.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:12:52
Right.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:12:54
It takes much longer and a staff person has to be there.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:13:02
Uh, we had not considered including that in the regulation.
Umm, we felt that that was probably a little bit too specific to get.
But I mean, it's definitely an example of.
I mean, I think the perhaps we may have put in there an example I'm trying to remember, if we left it in there or not of, you know, the A facility that is directly connected to the municipality and it's just a matter of getting that you know connected to the pipe and bye bye versus the one that's gotta be, you know, calling the Haller you know three days a week, you know to come in you know drop 500 bucks every time they show up to pump out the, you know, the holding tank or something and you know how much after that collect though. Yeah.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:13:23
Hmm.
Yeah.
Yeah, you do have that in there.
The cost to dispose of the waste collected, which may be higher if a waste haulers, you know, so we could maybe span.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:13:51
Right, right.
So, but yes, no, definitely operational cost might be a consideration as well, so.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:13:55
Maybe I'll make a comment to that effect.
OK.
Yeah, I'll make a comment about it. Thanks.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:14:03
OK, Chelsea.
[image: ]
Watts-Fitzgerald, Kelsey   1:14:06
This is perhaps more of a tangential comment on the issue of fees, but I just wanted to note for sort of the state folks participating that might not be aware that when it comes to EPA's evaluation of vessel sewage, no discharge zone applications under Clean Water Act, section 312F3 now, as of somewhat recent litigation that made its way through the courts, we do have to consider the reasonableness of the access that vessels have to pump out facilities which directly ties to the cost of using those facilities.
And I know that certain states have much more active no discharge zone programs and others, but I do just wanna mention that since the goal of CBA and of our particular section of the Clean Water Act, is that clean water factor and with the proliferation of the pump out, facility availability and their Clean Vessel Act, many of the applications we've received now rely quite heavily on that free or $5 to $10 pump out cost to demonstrate that it's reasonable to vessel operators.
So just wanted to flag that as a consideration as we're talking about fee structures that that lower free is better if states are interested in pursuing no discharge zones because it makes our costs analysis much more straightforward.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:15:25
Gotcha.
And if they are applying for no discharge on that, that's gonna be something that they're going to have to justify in the application is to how it's reasonable.
[image: ]
Cunningham, Stephanie (FWE) left the meeting
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:15:37
Is that what you're saying?
[image: ]
Watts-Fitzgerald, Kelsey   1:15:39
Exactly.
So EPA's determination is whether a bit available facilities are reasonably sorry if facilities are reasonably available to vessels operating and the water is proposed for the prohibition and the Court and EPA determined that reasonableness includes the consideration of cost.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:15:40
Got it.
Yeah.
[image: ]
Watts-Fitzgerald, Kelsey   1:15:57
And so the fees to use the facilities is obviously central to that.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:15:57
OK.
Yeah.
Yeah.
No, that's that's that's great information especially you know it's the states doing their planning for their overall concept of you know what they want to do with no discharge zones that you know it's easier to loosen things up than it is to tighten things up a lot of times.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   1:16:05
Yeah.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:16:20
So you don't wanna give a lot of flexibility and then then decide you're gonna apply for no discharge zone?
She probably think ahead of time.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   1:16:27
Yeah.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:16:28
If you're going, if you're thinking of doing that or not, and then saying, well, maybe we'll keep the feet down this in this particular area, just to make sure that we can be successful, so.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   1:16:37
Yeah.
OK, I'll see if you're looking for yet another good reason to make next year.
So with meeting, that sounds like an excellent presentation topic.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:16:45
Ah yes it does.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   1:16:50
And Alan uh.
[image: ]
Watts-Fitzgerald, Kelsey   1:16:50
Well, since I have since since I have all these state people here, we did actually just release a new comprehensive guidance that updates the 1994 no discharge zone guidance.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:16:51
Please.
[image: ]
Watts-Fitzgerald, Kelsey   1:17:01
It's designed for state officials who are interested in applying for no discharge zones.
The F3 no discharge zone has been by far our most popular and most commonly pursued, but there's now guidance available that wasn't before for pursuing an F4A or F4B no discharge zone.
So I encourage folks to check that out if their states might be interested, and you can always reach out to me to to discuss what that might look like for your state.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   1:17:27
Yeah.
Dale, thank you.
[image: ]
Watts-Fitzgerald, Kelsey   1:17:29
So if you have a lot of funded facilities, it's a good opportunity.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:17:29
Uh, do you?
Uh, do you have a link?
A link to that Kelsey.
[image: ]
Watts-Fitzgerald, Kelsey   1:17:35
Yeah, of course.
I'll drop it in the in the chat.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:17:37
Can you drop it in the chat?
That would be really helpful.
Uh, she saw.
[image: ]
Cecil French   1:17:53
Hi.
Thanks.
Sorry, I'm juggling things over here.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:17:55
I'm.
I'm gonna stop presenting the slides.
Just so everybody knows.
[image: ]
Cecil French   1:18:01
I had a question on 8515.
It looks like there's some language in here.
Umm, we have in a couple embayments.
Vessels that are nontraditional and I brought this up before they are registered, but they look not like a traditional boat and it sounds like there's some wiggle room to pump some of these things out.
They're accessed.
So they're on morings, they're accessed by recreational boats.
So the users are paying in and they're going out there to like swim and fish and recreate.
And they are registered.
But you know, if you looked at it, you might not say, hey, that's a boat an 8515.
FY1 looks like we could pump some of those out under this new guidance.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:19:05
Now I'm not sure exactly what it is you're describing well.
[image: ]
Cecil French   1:19:08
So yeah, there's there's been things that look more like floats that have an engine mount and are driven out onto a mooring for the boating season.
And they the harbor master and this area requires that they're Coast Guard certified and their vessels.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:19:22
OK.
[image: ]
Cecil French   1:19:31
But going off of our traditional CVA definition of a boat.
They may not have fit that, so there's been some question as to whether or not they could be pumped out prior to this rule rewrite, and it sounds like 85.157 is saying that they could if it wasn't interfering with.
[image: ]
Jimenez, Nicole left the meeting
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:20:01
Right, yeah.
[image: ]
Cecil French   1:20:01
Services and I was just looking.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:20:06
So so they are used by just like a single person or like a family or something, or or multiple people going out and using it.
[image: ]
Cecil French   1:20:11
Yeah.
It seems like family and friends situation, but I don't have a great handle on it.
But yeah, like family, friends.
I their recreating.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:20:24
And and they're recreating.
Yeah, I mean, just based on what you just said, I mean, it sounds to me like, you know, FF185 fifteen F1 would carve out that.
[image: ]
Cecil French   1:20:42
Car and I like that there's language in there that, you know, if it's if it's something that the operator is.
It's.
Not wanting to accommodate, there's some language there that lets them get out of it too, which looks good to me.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:21:02
OK, great.
[image: ]
Cecil French   1:21:06
Thank you.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:21:07
Oh, thank you.
I I love hearing about all the different things that sometimes we're going on and like, really never heard of that before.
[image: ]
Cecil French   1:21:19
Thank you, Lisa.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:21:19
Brenda.
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda   1:21:22
I just wanted to say thanks to Kelsey for bringing up the no discharge zone.
Uh, Florida is looking to apply for no discharge zones.
We have one application and EPA now, but the reasonableness and the cost plays in, if the cost of pump outs were to go up, then boaters may choose not to get pumped out due to the cost and the availability.
And additionally, this is a user fee program where the boaters are paying or the equipment and the services.
Really, there's a lot of boaters that don't have holding tanks that are out fishing and buying marine grade fuel.
So they're paying into it, so keeping the cost low is a very good thing.
That's it.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:22:18
Ah, let's see who's up next, OK.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   1:22:23
I I just wanna say, Lisa, I I read the regulation and the issue about the houseboats has been sort of a thorn in our collective sides for quite a while.
And I think the way you drafted it and to kind of.
Sort of follow up on what Cecil was saying.
I think it provides the states with adequate guidance to either say, yeah, this is sort of, you know, an ancillary secondary kind of thing that we can do through CVA.
That doesn't detract from the primary purpose of recreational boats that are active on the water, pumping them out.
And then yeah, we've got a couple of these over here and we could take care of them because it doesn't detract from the primary purpose of CBA.
But I think also you have written it such that it allows us to look at something and say you know you are a houseboat that is an Airbnb that is attached to the end of a dock that doesn't move, that is got a septic system.
You know, whatever.
Uh.
Attached to it, it it's not a boat.
It's a even though they've registered it, it's it's sitting there and it's it's a cottage and they're and they're renting out commercially as an Airbnb and people are staying in it and they're not fishing and they're not swimming.
They're just sitting in the Marina.
Umm.
In their in their cottage with their their deck up top.
And I think Connecticut is starting to see a few more of those.
And I think the way you wrote the regulation gives us the ability to say this is not active on the water.
Umm, it's not a seasonal boat that's getting taken out in October.
It's staying there and you're heading it through the winter and you're renting it out weekly to these Airbnb people, this is not eligible for CVA and therefore you need to show us that you're using a septic truck to come in and do this because, umm, we're concerned that these are going to proliferate our shoreline and they're not really consistent with the Connecticut Coastal Management Act either.
So we think I think we have that as a as a hook as well since we have to certify to cesium as part of our application.
So I guess Long story short, I think the way you wrote it, his fabulous because it gives the states teeth on both sides and it gives us the option to make a decision consistently one way or another when it comes to houseboats.
So thank you for finally addressing that issue and doing it very well.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:25:08
You made my day, Kate.
As usual.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   1:25:11
Well, that is my goal.
And when you know when things when things are are not working in our favor, I'm the first one to put my hand up.
So when you do something fabulous like that, I I definitely wanna point it out.
So thank you, because I think it it finally addresses the issue and it's been I think it's been a problem for all of us for a long time.
So I very much appreciated.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:25:30
Yeah, yeah.
Well, thank you for that feedback, because I'm you know there was, you know, a couple of thorns in our sides that we were trying very hard to address in a way that would be, you know, the the most beneficial for our state partners.
[image: ]
Gihring, Jennifer L - DNR left the meeting
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:25:50
You guys are on the ground doing all the hard work, so we we don't want to make your life harder, but I think that we had all kind of come to a consensus over the years that you know that the clean water, you know, uh, perspective of it, that sometimes just kind of got swept under the rug.
It's very important.
And so let's give some flexibility to to, you know, make that a priority when need be and when it makes sense.
So Donna.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:26:23
Thank you.
And I will second Kate's comment there.
Yes, totally agree with her on that.
I'm jumping to a different section.
I was looking at 85.54 which has to do with what the service considers when evaluating applications and this particular section is what the service may consider when evaluating or including evaluating for including activities for CVA related education and outreach.
And I know I just wanted to kind of pick your brain and hear what you guys were thinking on letter G when it says, you know, the the service may consider a whole bunch of things.
And one of them is activities that assist CVA partners in achieving special recognitions for commitment to environmentally friendly and clean water practices such as the Clean Marina or other similar programs that just I wasn't quite wrapping my head around what these activities were in your view and and what you could.
You kind of speak to what you were thinking with that a little please.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:27:30
Yeah.
Yeah.
Give me just a SEC, but.
Did you want to discuss the overall approach to the scoring criteria as well, or just this particular thing?
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:27:43
Mostly that particular thing because I run a clean Marina program, but other folks may be interested in the whole shebang, so whatever is easier.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:27:47
There you go.
OK UM so.
One of the things that we were trying to do are that we or modeling, I should say choosing extent where it made some sense is the big rule.
And and the big rule we also have.
A component in there that if a Marina is involved in something like a clean Marina program that they could potentially get additional points for it.
So what we were looking at is, you know, if there are those kind of activities that are going on in a, you know state really wants to you know highlight that make that a priority that hey, if you're involved in a clean Marina program that you know that should be worthy of something extra for you to get extra points or whatever to participate with CVA then that's the kind of thing that we were thinking of.
In general.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:29:01
But like physically what like the same like that they they use they share resources there.
There is a program or something similar and they they do things together or just because the state has one, perhaps that would rank the whole application hire.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:29:18
I mean, I think the fact that some states probably such as yours now I assume and you're clean Marina program, one of the things that you do right off the get go is say we want you to have a pump out.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:29:33
Well, yes, except that in Maryland we are a strange state or different.
We have a law that requires marinas with fifty or more slips to have a pump out, and So what we do is say if you if you're if the law requires it, then we make sure you do.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:29:43
OK.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:29:47
If the law doesn't require it, we would encourage you to do it.
But we can't make you do it.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:29:53
Right.
So I mean what?
I guess, OK, I'm trying to figure out how how I can say, yeah.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:30:02
But we certainly, you know, the clean marine of folks are gonna be giving out boater education materials around sewage discharge laws and proper pumping out and things like that, yes.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:30:16
Yeah.
So if you as a state like give priority of some kind or have like some kind of a special program where you're trying to get folks that are trying to achieve these special recognitions or are making commitments to, you know, operating in environmentally friendly practices, clean water, all this kind of stuff.
If you have like a certain emphasis on that within your state, umm, we would look on that favorably when we're reviewing an application that you have taken that into consideration and yours like, yeah, we wanna be proactive about this.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:30:50
OK.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:30:57
We really want marinas to, you know, participate and get involved in these programs and you know, we we, you know, either promotionally do something or maybe there's some special benefit that they get if they're, you know, involved with CVA and you know and also trying to get some kind of recognition or actively participate in these kinds of things.
Does that make sense?
What I'm saying, or am I too all over the place?
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:31:29
Well, it makes more sense than when I first read it.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:31:32
OK.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:31:32
It's helping a little bit, I think.
I think you don't need to be overtly a super clear, but I see Kate has her hand up.
Maybe she has something to add.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:31:41
OK.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   1:31:44
Well, actually I just had another question.
So are you saying if the state has a clean Marina program that that state, if it applies for CVA grant could get extra points for having an established program and and would have to be the state that runs the claim Marina program because I know in many states either they're Marine trades association or their sea grant runs the Clean Marina program.
So would it still count?
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:32:14
So you have to connect CVA to it.
So what is the state doing with this other partner?
Because I mean CVA's about partnerships too.
So.
Umm, So what is the state doing with the CVA partners that are running the Clean Marina program or you know something similar to it it's you know what kind of coordination are you doing?
How are you helping out?
So let's say that it's a nonprofit or, you know, like a marine trades association or something like that.
That's running the program.
Are you actively working with them and when they are getting to a Marina and they're like, Oh my gosh, you know XYZ Marina doesn't have a pump out.
We really need to.
Is there some kind of a mechanism that you have to connect that you know those two things?
You know your program with that Marina through your partnership to.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   1:33:11
Oh, I see.
So so for instance, our Clean Marina program, I'm just gonna use this as an example.
Our Clean Marina program has.
Two lists that the Marina has to go through in order to be certified as clean.
Marina and I have to get a certain number of points, so there's a compliance list like Donna was talking about that if there's a state law that requires you to have, you know, your batteries stored a certain way and your, you know, your your waste handling is done a certain way and you've got your recycling separated from your, you've got all that.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:33:43
Yep.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   1:33:45
That's your compliance that you're in compliance with state law and then we have the certification list, which is everything that's above and beyond that you have to have a certain number of those compliance checked off in order to qualify as a cream arena.
One of those compliance things is that you have a CVA, not necessarily CVA funded one, but a pump out facility that's operational and available to your customers, so.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:34:12
Yeah.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   1:34:19
If if you've got that somewhere written into the the Clean Marina program, then you can say yes, we coordinate with them because pump outs are part of the Clean Marina program checklist.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:34:34
Right.
Yeah.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   1:34:38
OK.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:34:38
I mean that's that's what we're trying to get to is that, that partnership, that's relationship exists, that you're, you know that you're kind of working in, in hand.
If they got you someplace where it did not have, you know, a pump out that they could call you and say, hey, how do we get, you know, this Marina on the list so that, you know, they're trying to get their certification and they need to get a pump out in order to do that.
And that you've got that partnership kind of relationship with them, so that you know, so that when these activity you know when these situations come up that you're working together to try to, you know, support CVA and all CVA stands for as part of this larger effort to be environmentally conscious, Marina operator or whatever it would be.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   1:35:04
Understood, yes.
Right.
So it doesn't matter.
It doesn't matter whether or not you're state has a clean Marina program or who's running it.
It's.
Is it connected in some meaningful way to the CVA program?
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:35:38
Correct.
Yeah. Yes.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   1:35:39
Got it.
Yeah, that makes more sense to me.
Now I don't know if that helps, Donna.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:35:46
Yeah, I think so.
Thank you.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   1:35:49
If if you think of some terminology that might make that a little clearer, or or resonate a little better, please go ahead and submit a comment on it and we'll be happy to, you know, consider if if some of our terminology is part of the challenge.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:36:00
Yeah.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   1:36:11
And Steven's been patiently waiting.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:36:14
Yeah.
And then I've got one more thing to add.
After Stevens done, just hit me.
[image: ]
Engborg, Steven (DEM)   1:36:19
Alright.
Thanks Brad.
Umm I I love the idea of using the clean Marina as a, you know in in the scoring criteria.
But I kind of have a side question here.
Here, maybe people can just respond in the in the comments.
Is there any?
Does anyone using CBA funds to help with their clean Marina?
We in Rhode Island, where working with Rhode Island Marine Trade Association to umm, we have an existing Clean Marina program that we're we've been working in a partnership and they've been desperately trying to access some of the CVA funds.
We haven't been able to figure out a way to do that, and I'm just wondering if anyone else has.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:37:03
I bet they have, but I'm gonna let Scott jump in and say what he was gonna say.
[image: ]
White, Scott   1:37:11
Well, I mean, traditionally we use that word.
That's very vague and nebulous called proration, and if they're doing something that directly relates to.
Tell him people where a pump outs are and a brochure that incorporates clean Marina, that portion of the brochure could be utilized CVA funds but.
CVA, such a very narrowly defined program, you know pump outs and outreach for pump outs and administration of those programs.
It doesn't lend itself to a lot of other things like nonpoint, you know, runoff water and those kind of things.
Not sure if that gives any insight or not, but that's been the traditional take on it and Brad can early say the one can jump in and correct me.
[image: ]
Engborg, Steven (DEM)   1:38:06
Thanks.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:38:06
Scott, that's what I that's what I was gonna get at next.
What is that?
You know that sometimes it's an information and education component could be involved with, you know, promoting the use of pump outs and getting those, you know, certified clean marinas on board with with getting the word out is that that could be part of the partnership as well.
So Kate.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   1:38:32
I just wanna back up.
There's some folks on here that may not be as familiar with the history of how the Clean Marina program got started, but it was never intended to be funded by CVA, CVA, CVA.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:38:45
No.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   1:38:47
What has been looked at several times for helping to fund clean Marina because it it kind of sounds like it's the same thing, but it really is a completely different animal.
When clean Marina first came out, it was sort of a UH-6217 program over the coastal Zone Management Act.
So it actually came through Noah, and then Noah, once all the clean Marina programs became established, stopped funding it.
So it has become an unfunded federal mandate through Noah and all the CZM states that went ahead and did clean Marina programs are still required to have them to be to in order to keep applying for their cesium grants.
And the reason I know that is because I came from the cesium program.
Uh, before I came to boating.
So Steve, I don't know if that's helpful for you in terms of sort of the the sort of political.
Physical background on that, but it was never really intended to be funded by by the Clean Marina program, but it's the net clean.
Marina is obviously something that is attractive as a potential funding source, but I think we've all argued in the past that clean Marina really would detract from the, Umm, initial intent and purpose that Congress set forth when they set up CVA.
So I have been a vigorous defender of keeping CVA for the purpose that it is because I think if you start doing all this clean Marina stuff with it, we won't have enough money to do what we do.
So while I understand that the the, the marine trades associations, I think it's an attractive pot of money for that.
It really shouldn't be used for it, so I would.
I would discourage you from going down that road.
That's that.
My my take on it.
[image: ]
Engborg, Steven (DEM)   1:40:40
What's?
Thank you, Kate.
And and Scott have really appreciate the background.
I don't wanna pull away from the the talk about the proposed new rule, but that is very helpful and that's actually what we found.
I we haven't been able to find any common ground besides maybe prorating their efforts, as Scott said, but then it got complicated and they just are asking every year.
But I now that I have a little more information I'm I'm on board with you.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   1:41:08
And Steve, if you want to chat offline, I'm always happy to do that as you know.
So we're we're we're neighbor states.
So I can let let's let's you and I chat about some ideas.
[image: ]
Engborg, Steven (DEM)   1:41:20
Sounds good. Thanks.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:41:27
Which has been great conversation.
Thank you so much.
I take a little networking has been happening too, so that's always good.
OK.
Well, we've got 15 more minutes left, so anybody else got anything?
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   1:41:49
Lisa, what's the timeline?
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:41:52
End of this month please if you could have comments back by then, it'll be wonderful, wonderful, wonderful.
[image: ]
Gambale, Victoria   1:42:00
And logistics, we just upload the file with track changes to the team site.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:42:01
If you have any.
Yeah.
Yep, you know, just there's something instructions in there as to the easiest way to rename your file for us so that we can readily identify who's why.
It's very helpful to us, but so if you could do that, that would be amazing.
And so just download that file, put your comments in there, make any editorial changes and everything, and then just upload it back in.
There's a file there that says something along the line of comments.
I forget exactly.
That's what I can check really quickly, it says, and then my Internet.
So upload your comments.
Yep.
So there you go.
[image: ]
Landon, Sean left the meeting
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:42:49
That's what the folder says.
So you can just open that up, upload your comments to that, and that's wonderful.
Umm, if for some reason you don't have any comments but you have gone through it.
If you just wanna send us an email saying, you know, I've looked it over and I don't have any comments offer that is helpful for us as well.
And don't forget that not all comments, and you know we're not looking just for the negative things that need to be fixed.
We're also looking for the things that you like, because sometimes we'll get two or three comments from someone you know from different folks and say we really don't like this.
We really don't like this where everybody else loves it, but this is the only thing we heard and the initial thought is, well, three people said they don't like it.
So we need to change it and that might not necessarily be the case.
So if there's something that you really really like and you're like, please do not get rid of this.
We those are the kind of comments that we very much appreciate as well.
Umm, this is a free regulatory review and comment period.
Once we get all these comments back, we're gonna go go through them all, sort them out, make some edits, and then we have to work with folks within the Fish and Wildlife Service on formatting and making sure that it's presented in a way that they like it as well.
And then it will head to the Federal Register.
That will take some time to do this because it has to go up through the department to OMB and back down to the department and then back to us to get approval to publish in the Federal Register.
But once it does that, it's out for public comment.
So we will let you all know when that happens, you can go back in and find out what changed since the last time we looked at it.
And we will also have some resources available for you at that time that will show you what is different between the version that you're looking at now and the one that publishes so that you can go in and identify what the changes are.
And then you are all welcome to comment during that public comment period also.
And that's a different in a way to do it.
You're actually going to be going in to the Federal Register site and uploading any comments you might have to there.
And then at the end of that comment period, which we expect to be 60 days, uh, depending on when it looks like it might publish.
If it you know, we we may go out a little bit farther on that if it looks like it's gonna get stuck in the holiday period because we don't want people to lose 2 weeks, you know, over the holidays of not being able to engage and look everything over.
But you guys have got a good look at it.
We don't expect huge changes hopefully and and then you know once we get all those comments back from the proposed rule, do the same kind of assessment thing.
Look them over.
We can't really, umm, coordinate with folks once it starts in the Federal Register, there's some rules about that that we would have to have like a public meeting of some sort and go through the Federal Register again and all this kind of stuff to engage external parties.
But we may just touch base with folks here and there and just say, hey, just have a question to ask you.
So we're not gonna ask you to change the rule we bought.
We might, as you know, reach out and say, could you just tell us about your experience with this or something along those lines, just to gather a little Intel, we have done that in the past, umm.
So if the phone rings, please answer it and then we'll have a final rule out there and we can go forth and do great things as usual, but even more so, yeah, it's not.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:47:00
Thanks.
Appreciate the rundown on the timeline.
Just curious and I I think I know the answer.
This wouldn't be when the final rule is official.
Would it affect only grants from that point issued after that date, or would it be retroactive to something that's open presently?
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:47:17
It's it's it's not retroactive.
It's from there forward if there are some things, for instance, when we publish the big rule, the change in the amount of days that you could stay there as a transient boater increased and that would be applicable to any current grantees or out there running facilities kind of thing.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:47:21
OK.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:47:45
So if there is something that can be adopted by past ones, it's but it's never anything that's punitive, so to speak.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:47:47
Yeah.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:47:54
It would just be something that would be a benefit if there's something that's a benefit, then we would want to apply it so.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:47:54
Well, I mean.
Yeah, I I was just mainly thinking of the fees.
So like if the if the final rule, let's say is official next October and we have pump outs out there that are funded under an FY21 grant, did those now have, do we now let them charge whatever the the prevailing rate or a $10 or something more?
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:48:07
Yep.
Yeah.
Well, again, you don't have to let them do anything you tell them as the state what their parameters are.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:48:30
I I understand that, but assuming I wanted to do that and it was in the best interest of the boating community and we said yes, we're going to do that, it would, it would have, I would hope it would affect all facilities equally and not just those who buy a grant under like an FY25.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:48:31
Yeah.
Yeah.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:48:46
You know no foe and future years.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:48:51
I would anticipate that that would be an option for a state to adopt the new fee structure for anything that they, any participants in the program.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:49:06
OK, sounds good. Thanks.
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   1:49:12
Thank you, Lisa.
This has been really great.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:49:17
Highlight of my week.
No.
Why you guys are wonderful.
[image: ]
Donna Morrow   1:49:23
Wow.
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa   1:49:26
I just feel like I'm, you know, like I need to have some wine with me when I do these kind of things.
It's like sitting around with a bunch of friends.
Just, you know, shooting the breeze.
Ohh what you guys are amazing.
Your knowledge, your professionalism, your brain processes, just all absolutely wonderful.
You see things that Brad and Rocky and I miss or help us to, you know, rethink things and the way that we've worded something and so much appreciated, can't even tell you how amazing that we think you all are.
So thank you again for everything, but thank you, especially Kelsey, for meeting with us.
You know, earlier this week and talking over that that stuff about that one section that could have been very problematic.
We appreciate the heads up on that and all your expertise on Clean Water Act things and Brad, I'll pass it back to you to close this out.
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   1:50:28
OK.
Well, awesome.
And I concur with Lisa's remarks and we've, you know, not only is the CVA regulation benefit and by your participation, we certainly hope that that it's helped you also get a little bit more of a big picture view of some of the tools we're trying to put in the toolbox without closing too many doors along the way to being able to be successful about it.
The the main thing I think at this point moving forward is just, you know, keep your eyes out for updates and and we'll try to get, you know, targeted information out when things are ready to post in the Federal Register or like Lisa alluded to, we may reach out for specific inquiries on something even and read the response to a comment or we just think you have a particular subject matter expertise that we would seek a little more clarification to see how it works in your state and to make sure that any weeks we do along the way don't end up taking tools out of the toolbox that are very valuable to you, umm.
With that said, thanks for your participation.
It looked like we'll give you 5 minutes back to your day and feel free to submit any more comments.
[image: ]
Swan-Pinion, Diana left the meeting
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B   1:51:45
Then you know, either through the the forms or even reaching out with an email to any of us, we're uploading them to the team site anyway, just up to the end of the the comment period.
Then we'll be looking forward to getting them.
Take care and have a great rest of your week.
[image: ]
Engborg, Steven (DEM) left the meeting
[image: ]
Brown, Kate   1:52:05
Thank you.
[image: ]
Cameron, Sheila A left the meeting
[image: ]
Utzurrum, Ruth left the meeting
[image: ]
McLaughlin, Lia left the meeting
[image: ]
Browder, Caswell (Rocky)   1:52:06
All right, goodbye.
[image: ]
Cottle, Thomas left the meeting
[image: ]
Petrone, Angela (EFC) left the meeting
[image: ]
Gambale, Victoria   1:52:08
Thank you.
[image: ]
Oneill, Kelly [DEP] left the meeting
[image: ]
Strickland, Edward A left the meeting
[image: ]
Wichrowski, Mike left the meeting
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White, Scott left the meeting
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Laura Ruman left the meeting
[image: ]
Holtz, Jeremy J - DNR left the meeting
[image: ]
Browder, Caswell (Rocky) left the meeting
[image: ]
Popoff, Nicholas D left the meeting
[image: ]
Brown, Kate left the meeting
[image: ]
Ford, Lynn left the meeting
[image: ]
Leonard, Brenda left the meeting
[image: ]
Donna Morrow left the meeting
[image: ]
Gambale, Victoria left the meeting
[image: ]
Gunn, Brad B left the meeting
[image: ]
Van Alstyne, Lisa left the meeting
[image: ]
Sullivan, Constance left the meeting
[image: ]
Watts-Fitzgerald, Kelsey left the meeting
[image: ]
Myler, Cary left the meeting
[image: ]
Cecil French left the meeting
[image: ]
Matt Kreuzkamp left the meeting
[image: ]
Hobbs, Brian M left the meeting
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Browder, Caswell (Rocky) stopped transcription
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