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A BILL

To enact section 6111.60 of the Revised Code to
require the Director of Environnental Protection
to consider, to the extent allowable under the
Federal Water Pollution Control Act, specified
factors before issuing NPDES permits for publicly
owned sewerage systens, requiring and approving
|l ong-term control plans for wet weather discharges
frompublicly owed sewerage systens, and
enforcing provisions of that Act as applied to

publicly owned sewerage systens.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE STATE OF OHIO:

Section 1. That section 6111.60 of the Revi sed Code be

enacted to read as fol |l ows:

Sec. 6111.60. Before issuing a national pollutant discharge

elimnation systempermt for discharges froma publicly owned

sewerage system requiring and approving a long-termcontrol plan

for wet weather discharges froma publicly owned sewerage system

or enforcing the Federal Water Pollution Control Act as applied to
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publicly owned sewerage systens, the director of environnenta

protection, to the extent all owable under that act and requl ati ons

adopt ed under that act, shall consider all of the follow ng, as

applicable, notw thstanding any other provisions of this chapter

to the contrary:

(A) Limtations on the ability of an applicant for a permit

or of a pernittee to pay for or to secure noney to pay for a

required project:

(B) An evaluation of the effectiveness and cost of a

| ong-term control pl an;

(CQ) An evaluation of the effectiveness and cost of specific

wet weat her flow control technol oqgi es;

(D) _An evaluation of the inpact of a long-termcontrol plan

on the environnent as a whole and of the pronotion of alternative

control options that will mininmze the inpact on the environnent:

(E) Reducing the econonmic inpacts on an applicant for a

pernmit or on a pernittee, other state and | ocal governnent

entities, and residents of the state;

(F) Allowing for reasonable flexibility in the inplenentation

of a long-termcontrol plan when the plan would inpose a

di sproportionate financial hardship conpared to its environnenta

benefits:;

(G Gving preference, when proposed by an applicant for a

pernmit or by a permittee, to control options that conply with the

presunpti on approach perfornance criteria established in the

conbi ned sewer overfl ow control policy adopted under 33 U.S.C

1342 and that denonstrate significant pollution reduction rather

than mandati ng specific designs;

(H A low ng adequate tine and flexibility for inplenentation

of the schedul e specified in the long-termcontrol plan when
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justified by a clear environnental benefit;

(1) Factors specified in the conmbi ned sewer overfl ow control

policy adopted under 33 U.S.C. 1342 that nmay ease the financial

burdens of inplenenting a |ong-termcontrol plan. including. but

not limted to, small publicly owned sewerage system

considerations, the attainability of water quality standards. and

t he devel opnent of wet weat her st andards:

(J) Al other reaquirenents inposed on an applicant for a

pernmit or on a pernittee to undertake capital inprovenents under
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, the Safe Drinking Water
Act as defined in section 6109.01 of the Revised Code, this

chapter, Chapter 6109. of the Revised Code, or rules adopted under

ei ther chapter.
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