Open Forum #2 Meeting Notes
Floating Restrooms, restrooms, Septic Waster Management and Disposal

Lisa – after presenting preamble on the topics, stated that the intent is to provide latitude to use the suitable equipment were best needed. 

Lisa – Question #2, Restrooms and the use of portable restrooms on land bought with CVA funds while restricting access to eligible users.

Janine – spoke to use of portable on land.

Catherine – how is this different than floating restrooms as long as you restrict to eligible users?

Janine – land-based portables are a slippery slope.

Kate – once attached to land, goes against the intent of CVA. Key codes work within marinas but not the more public situations. 

Lisa - is hearing, not on land but OK floating?

Kate – hard to control land-based. 

Brad - land-based would have to be presented by the State, requested upfront and not just be a pop-up situation. Costs associated with floating restrooms and to best utilize CVA funds, land-based might be more economical with on-shore or adjacent to shore scenarios. 

Kate – allowing on-shore would have every marina applying to get new restrooms. Upland is upland, CVA is water, STAY TRUE TO CVA! Especially with the potential for funding to go down. 

Brad - $24K to $25K per year available, $7-8K returned last year. 

Janine – upland ok if it could be installed, some probably already are, but be used as a last resort. USFWS is providing an option to address sewage when there are not other options. 

Kate - if you are in an area with no other options, then you put the upland restroom request in your grant and give it a go. 

Janine – agrees that upland is for unique situations and doesn’t see it as a big area of concern. 

Brad -seeing floating restrooms being a big player going forward, do we want to provide an opportunity to address new scenarios by having the Regs give us the latitude to do so. 

Lisa – if we push through paddle craft, Floating restrooms use will go up. 

Kate – allow states to make the case where possible but sees big problems. 

Lisa – Item #3, septic waste management and disposal, Type I or II on a float, already being manufactured.

Janine - a good idea, imagines that it would be a hard sell. Good that it’s not a requirement, just another tool in the box. 

Kelsey – EPA, Type I or II are allowed through statute, since its not a vessel, doubtful it would be allowed. 

Kate – NDZ issues

Lisa – has anyone had a situation like we’ve discussed and how did you address it?

Kate – problem with stilt houses on shelf islands with ledges, all have holding tanks, big issue for them. 

Kelsey – CG regs say they must be aboard a vessel. MSD standards are less stringent for vessels, so WQ would probably be compromised. Use today is mainly Type I’s which treat to a lesser degree than Type II’s. 

Kate – O & M costs concerns, how is Service looking to address (future Forum topic)

Brad – CVA community to update regs, can allow higher fees, recommends having folks contact Congress regarding budgeting, as Service can’t. In future, does want to discuss Proration, to get CVA Community input. 

