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Oct 4, 2007

The League of Women Voters is pleased to see the release of the draft of the Croton Plan.  We have been eagerly awaiting the plan, particularly the sections addressing septic systems.

The League notes that a Septic Management Task Force has taken some first steps towards a septic management plan for Westchester County. The five recommendations identified on page 6-11 are items that the League also has identified as key components of a plan.  However, the League was more than a little surprised to learn of the existence of the Septic Management Task Force. We have been working with the BOL, DOH and the Planning Dept. on septic issues for more than two years, and at none of the meetings or with anyone with whom we discussed septic issues was a Septic Task Force mentioned. The League would like to know: when was the Task Force begun, who initiated it, which were the members, how were they selected, and we would like to see minutes of the meetings.  Since the League has spent many years studying the issues, we would be happy to work with the Task Force as it continues to develop a comprehensive septic management plan.

One of the recommendations of the Task Force concerned Outreach and Education, another key component of a comprehensive management plan that we have been advocating.  However, the League would like to see the Croton Plan outline a definitive plan including how the information will reach every septic owner in an ongoing effort. 

The League has also determined that a good Management Plan should include an Inspection Program; however the Croton Plan does not adequately address this issue.  In Recommendation 27 (B) on page 6-12 it is suggested that the Pilot Inspection Program be revisited.  The League recommends a more proactive approach that includes a timeline for beginning the pilot, duration and expected evaluation in order to move forward on a watershed-wide inspection program.  If successful, the Croton Plan should include a timeline for a countywide rollout of the Inspection Program.

While there are some very positive points made in the draft, there are also some key points, which either need more clarity or need to be addressed.

The first is the discrepancy between section 6.4, Recommendation 23 which identifies diversion as,  “the best water quality protection strategy for three wastewater treatment plants (Yorktown Heights in Yorktown and Riverwoods and Random Farms in New Castle) and two focus areas (Yeshiva and Stanwood in New Castle)” and section 7.4        that refers to funding projects other than diversion in these same areas.  If diversion is no longer an option, the League suggests that the Plan should reflect this. If diversion is still an option, the League would like to know why funds are set aside for alternative projects. As it is written, the funding section is quite confusing as none of the numbers add up to $55 million, nor do the numbers in the box on page 7.3 match what is described in text.  Clarity is needed.

Finally, and perhaps most importantly, there is neither a clear implementation plan nor any enforcement plan.  In order for any Septic Management Plan to be effective, there needs to be enforcement.  The League highly recommends that enforcement be included in the Croton Plan.

Thank you for your consideration of our recommendations, and we look forward to continuing to work with you on protecting the watershed.
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