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Regulatory Impact Report
10 CSR 20-8.130 Pumping Stations

Pursuant to Section 640.015, RSMo, all rulemakings that prescribe environmental conditions or standards promulgated by the Department of Natural Resources pursuant to authorities granted in Chapters 640, 260, 278, 319, 444, 643, or 644 shall be based on a regulatory impact report. This requirement does not apply to rules where the Department Director determines that immediate action is necessary to protect human health, public welfare, or the environment; or to rules of applicable federal agencies adopted by the Department without variance.

Upon completion of the comment period, official responses will be developed and made available on the agency web page prior to filing an Order of Rulemaking with the Secretary of State. Contact information is at the end of this regulatory impact report.

1. A report on the peer-reviewed scientific data used to commence the rulemaking process.

There were no peer-reviewed scientific data used to commence this rule amendment. The amendment is intended to allow sewage pump station applicants to utilize engineering controls such as permanently dedicated generators to prevent/minimize sanitary sewer overflows during power outages. The current rule solely relies on minimum storage requirements.

2. A description of persons who will most likely be affected by the proposed rule, including persons that will bear the costs of the proposed rule and persons that will benefit from the proposed rule.

The proposed amendment will provide an alternative method of addressing sewage pump station design during emergency operations, therefore some applicants may find that their cost to design and build pump stations will decrease. Affected entities include cities, sewer districts, and residential and commercial property developers. The amendment will continue to provide appropriate environmental protections engineered to mitigate sanitary sewer overflows during power outages.

3. A description of the environmental and economic costs and benefits of the proposed rule.

The proposed amendment is not expected to generate any environmental or economic costs, but it has the potential to provide an economic benefit. The current rule has minimum storage requirements for the design of pump stations so that they have the capacity during emergencies to delay or prevent sewer backups that may result in sanitary sewer overflows. The existing rule requires a minimum of two hours of storage for systems with a design flow of 100,000 gallons per day or greater or four hours of storage for systems with a design flow of less than 100,000 gallons per day. While this requirement is appropriate for most cases, there are some situations in which this storage is impracticable. This is particularly true for retrofit systems, situations in which the storage must be installed at a depth that is difficult or dangerous, in cases where the site has space limitations, or in cases where the costs significantly outweigh the environmental risk. The purpose of the rule is to add a provision that would allow designers with sufficient engineering justification to specify alternative emergency operations that could serve to prevent sewer line backups during power outages. At a minimum, this would include a reasonable amount of retention along with other design considerations that would provide for a practical response, such as a dedicated generator of sufficient capacity capable of automatic start up during power outages, among other things.

4. The probable costs to the agency and to any other agency of the implementation and enforcement of the proposed rule and any anticipated effect on state revenue.

The Department does not anticipate that this proposed amendment will have any costs to this or any other agency, and the Department does not anticipate there being any effect on state revenue.

5. A comparison of the probable costs and benefits of the proposed rule to the probable costs and benefits of inaction, which includes both economic and environmental costs and benefits.

If no action is taken, applicants of sewage pump stations will have no choice but to install the minimum storage required by the existing rule. In one case, the Clean Water Commission granted a variance from the storage requirement because the installation of storage was not practicable because of depth and site limitations. The variance was supported by the fact that the applicant provided sufficient engineering justification in the form of a design that incorporated dedicated emergency generators that would address power outages.

6. A determination of whether there are less costly or less intrusive methods for achieving the proposed rule.

The Department is not aware of any less costly or less intrusive method for achieving the flexibility provided by the proposed rule.

7. A description of any alternative method for achieving the purpose of the proposed rule that were seriously considered by the Department and the reasons why they were rejected in favor of the proposed rule.

The Department is not aware of other methods for achieving the purpose of this proposed rule.

8. An analysis of both short-term and long-term consequences of the proposed rule.

The flexibility provided by this proposed amendment is expected to be the same in the short-term as well as the long-term.

9. An explanation of the risks to human health, public welfare or the environment addressed by the proposed rule.

The good design of a sewage pump station must address emergency operations, particularly situations in which the pumps experience a power outage. If pumps are without power, sewage has the potential to back up into the collection system and can leave the system in the form of a sanitary sewer overflow. The discharge of raw sewage into Missouri’s waters can cause a variety of serious environmental problems, including fish kills, sick livestock, and citizen exposure to pathogens, among others. The current rule relies on minimum storage, but if there are long-term outages this may not be sufficient. The proposed rule would address this situation with an engineering solution involving, at a minimum a reasonable amount of retention along with other design considerations that would provide for a practical response, such as a permanently dedicated generator that can power the pumps until service is restored.

10. The identification of the sources of scientific information used in evaluating the risk and a summary of such information.

The Department did not utilize any sources of scientific information during the evaluation of risk. The Department does not believe there is any significant environmental risk associated with this amendment.

11. A description and impact statement of any uncertainties and assumptions made in conducting the analysis on the resulting risk estimate.

The Department is not aware of any other uncertainties or assumptions that will affect the proposed rule revision.

12. A description of any significant countervailing risks that may be caused by the proposed rule.

No significant countervailing risks have been identified or associated with this proposed rule.

13. The identification of at least one, if any, alternative regulatory approaches that will produce comparable human health, public welfare or environmental outcomes.

The intent of the rule is to provide design flexibility without compromising environmental protection, and the Department is not aware of any alternative regulatory approaches.

14. Provide information on how to provide comments on the Regulatory Impact Report during the 60-day period before the proposed rule is filed with the Secretary of State.

Please provide comments on either the Regulatory Impact Report or the draft rule text by sending them to the contacts listed below during the Regulatory Impact Report comment period:

	Mr. Steve Hamm, PE (Rule Author)
	Department of Natural Resources
	Water Protection Program
	P.O. Box 176
	Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176
[bookmark: _GoBack]Email: steven.hamm@dnr.mo.gov
		
OR

Jane Davis (Rule Coordinator)
Environmental Specialist
Department of Natural Resources
Water Protection Program
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176
Email: jane.davis@dnr.mo.gov

For all comments submitted please include the sender’s contact information (i.e., name, mailing address, and phone number).
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