Lauri Feindell

L e

Subject: FW: Comments requested: Draft Septic Compliance Inspection Report Requirements
(X2021.007-DPB)

Attachments: FeedbackForm DDK.pdf

From: Derek Kronebusch

Sent: November 17,2021 10:32 AM

To: Danielle DeVries <ddevries@rdos.bc.ca>

Subject: RE: Comments requested: Draft Septic Compliance Inspection Report Requirements (X2021.007-DPB)

Hi Danielle,

Im new to the area, but up north I did inspections with my usual ROWP inspectors in tandem. Typical things sent to site
is a mini excavator, hydrovac truck with jetter, camera tool and usual hand tools.

Might be more than what most people would want to pay, but it’s the only way to get certainty.
For sludge survey, the cheapest would be a sludge judge and tin can. Otherwise someone like hydrasurvey would do it.
Too many systems out there in states of failure. Only need to take a drive around in the spring to find them.

Regards,

Derek Kronebusch, P.Eng. | Water/\Wastewater Project Engineer
McElhanney

n, and destroy all copies.






Lauri Feindell

From: Kelly Hohmann

Sent: November 10, 2021 1:58 PM

To: Christopher Garrish

Subject: Re: Draft Septic Compliance Inspection Report requirements (X2021.007-DPB)
Attachments: Redacted Letter of compliance.pdf

Hello Christopher:

Thank you for sending this for our review. The section you described, I believe, refers to accepting previous
inspections done. We believe inspections should be done when new parameters or renewing permits requires it
for the following reasons:

It is our opinion that If someone wants to renew their TUP every 3 years, they should, definitely, have to have
another inspection done. I don't have to tell you what homeowners are capable of doing in their homes, and
yards, during the course of 3 years or even less. Bedrooms get added, septic systems get altered, landscaping
gets added, sheds get built and trees get planted over fields, things get connected to septic systems without
permits, field lines get driven over, pumps fail without the homeowner knowing until its too late, etc. This all
gets identified when we perform Compliance/Performance inspections . Every system must also have a record
of maintenance performed, especially those installed since 2005. This can lead to instant non-Compliance,
especially in Type 2 and 3 systems. This maintenance must be performed by an ROWP Maintenance Provider
and the homeowner should be able to provide proof of such. NB. Almost all pump truck operators are NOT
ROWP MP's. This is also a point of confusion on the clients side as they automatically assume that the guy
who comes to service the tank is an ROWP. Please also note that any residence that has no record of sewerage
on file, also instantly means that they've failed Compliance, and no one is allowed to alter a non compliant
system in an attempt to bring it into compliance. Again, If no inspection is done, this cannot be determined.
Remember that when the paperwork in a Compliance Inspections meets the standards set out, we are then
required to conduct an onsite inspection. A septic system cannot be determined to be Compliant without an
onsite review of the actual integrity of the systems components as it is installed, performance of the system and
comparison of the systems components to the original sewerage permit application. All of this is then evaluated
to the proposed usage applied for. Again, this can only be determined when the inspection is done. Performance
wanes with the age and use of a septic system. We also have to consider the age of systems when we are doing
Compliance Inspections. Systems may only be altered within a very specific timeline, with a permit, and
usually not after that timeline, without bringing everything up to the current code .Generally, 10 years. We like
to think of Onsite Sewerage Systems like living environments. Septic systems are constantly changing with age
and use. An older system that is working perfectly fine in the spring may show signs of failure by summer's
end. Upon investigation, it is determined that the homeowners had a daughter and her 2 children move in over
the summer, taxing the already delicate system, leading to failure. With systems usage, age and needs in
constant flux, it is recommended that inspections are done more frequently rather than less frequently. In other
words, it is prudent to err on the side of caution.

After having said all that, In light of all the "inspection" reports we are coming across, we believe that in the
foreseeable future, all previous permits issued with "Inspections” (done by unauthorized persons not following
guidelines) should be reviewed with new ones done by Authorized Persons, at least until we all get on the same
page. As mentioned in my phone call, there was a client who recently contacted us for an inspection on a TUP
renewal. Upon further investigation, it was noted that the original Compliance Inspection was performed by an
ROWP PL/IN. Not only did this person perform an inspection when not authorized to, but she based her
inspection on a septic permit with the wrong address on it. It was actually a permit for the adjacent property and
not the property in question. She then went on to authorize usage for 10 people in a 3 bedroom home. A
sewerage file search determined that there was no sewerage application for the property in question, so the
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(PLIIN)(MP)(PIR)

Letter of Compliance

Contact Information:
Name:

Address:

Phone:

Address of Inspection: P

Proposed Usage of Home: ! '

Date of Inspection:

Compliant: (circle) Pass

Comments: System failed compliance for the following reasons: 1. The designer did not calculate the
daily flows accurately for a 3 bedroom home and cabana. 2. The systems design of the CTDS seepage
bed exceeds maximum 3 m (10ft) width and linking distribution boxes and the LLR system contour
length has been reduced to fit the dispersal area, all which deviates from the SPM without any
supporting documentation. 3. No Point of Application sampling ports and 4. The home today is a 4
bedroom house adding additional effluent to the daily design flows.
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*This Comml'anoe-lnfpection was carried out by Kelly Hohmann ROWP (PIR} under the Authority of
ASTTBC's Onsite Wastewater Certification Board, January 26 2017, Section 3.4.(1)(2)(3) Private

Inspector and Registered Onsite Wastewater Practitioner (ROWP) Practice Guidelines, January 26

2017, Section 7.0 Private Inspector (Pi) and 7.1 Regulatory Framework for Private Inspectors and 7.3
Compliance Inspection.









Lauri Feindell
“

Sent: November 17, 2021 11:55 AM

To: Danielle DeVries
Subject: Re: Comments requested: Draft Septic Compliance Inspection Report Requirements
(X2021.007-DPB)

Good morning, Danielle

With all due respect, | would very much like to have a discussion with you and the RDOS regarding this
proposed bylaw, as | have many comments and concerns that will not fit on this page and would require more
explanation that may help you greatly.

| have an extensive background in this industry for the last 32 years. | am myself an ROWP Pl In and one of the
editors of both the SPM V2 & SPM V3. | taught onsite wastewater design, install and soils for approx. 6 years,
as well as being a part of the technical review committee that wrote the manuals for teaching, | also was part
of a team of three that worked for the Ministry of Health in Victoria auditing over 800 practitioners ( both
ROWP's & Engineers) within the province. | have sat on the registration board with ASTTBC, was Vice
President of BCOSSA, and sat on the SSLC (sewerage system leadership council) for the province of BC.

I believe there is some confusion as to what is needed for a "change of use" situation regarding the Sewerage
System Regulations (SSR) and the Standards Practise Manual (SPM V3)

There are items that you have listed that would be impossible to do on an existing septic system, without
doing damage to an existing septic or sewerage system. Not to mention the unnecessary costs this would
cause. If this bylaw requires the items as listed, | can see huge liability issues with disturbance to existing
systems that are unnecessary.

The basics are as follows:

A vacation rental has the same strength of effluent as does a single-family home this is referred to in the SPM
V3 as residential strength effluent. What needs to be determined is what each homes capacity, which is
known as the daily design flow rate (DDF) was at the time the septic system was designed and installed.

For example, today a 3-bedroom single family home up to 280 sq. m would have a Daily Design
Flow (DDF) of 1300 litres/day, but a vacation rental with a maximum occupancy of 6 persons
would be calculated as 6 persons @ 400-450 litres/day/person which would equal 2400 -2700
litres/day . Therefore this system has a maximum capacity (DDF) of 1300 litres/day, working
backwords this same system could be used as a vacation rental (part time) for up to a
maximum of 3.25 persons ( 1300 litres/day divided by 400 litres/day/person) This is done with
a desk top review of the documentation of an exing septic system.

Only two simple things need to be determined in a change of use such as going from a single-family home to a
vacation rental . The first is that the system functioning as intended. the second is what is the DDF of the
system, (this is its maximum capacity.)
























Feedback Form

: . Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
A _* 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5J9
gﬁf&ﬁé& Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca

TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: X2021.007-DPB

FROM: Name: Kelly Hohmann ROWP ABC Septic Services Ltd,

Street Address:_Naramata, BC Date: lan 14 2022

RE: Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Development Procedures Amendment Bylaw
No. 2500.24, 2022
Introduction of Septic Compliance Inspection reports

My comments / concerns are:
| do support the introduction of Septic Compliance Inspection reports.

X | do support the introduction of Septic Compliance Inspection reports, subject to the
comments listed below.

| do not support the introduction of Septic Compliance Inspection reports.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be considered by
the Regional District Board prior to 1% reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2500.24.

You have asked us to get involved with assisting you in amending bylaw 2500, 2011. Your current
proposal has missed the intent of the BCSSSPM (British Columbia Sewerage Standard Practices Manual)
and the ASTTBC's guidelines for an ROWP with the registration of Private Inspector (PIR,PIC). These
guidelines are specific in their duties for an ROWP Private Inspector. An inspector can provide a
Performance Inspection or a Compliance Inspection. Your TUP requires that a Compliance Inspection
should be performed in the approval of a TUP application. Your bylaw does not follow these guidelines.
They have more closely followed the existing status quo that has caused such confusion. Sylvia provided
numerous planning staff with the standard practice guidelines for private inspectors. These guidelines will
be provided again in this email. | caution you to move forward with this current document as this draft is
the complete opposite of what you were trying to avoid and accomplish.

Under 2. (i) 3.14 1. B you have identified septic system assessments to be conducted by a Registered
Onsite Wastewater Practitioner (ROWP) registered with the Applied Science Technologists & Technicians
of British Columbia (ASTTBC). This is where the draft needs to include “with the registration of PIR (Pl)
(Private Inspector Residential). Only ROWP's with this registration can conduct Inspections, or
Assessments for:

i. Property owner wishing to increase the number of bedrooms or living area, or adding a suite for a
separate residence area, or,

i for a commercial institutional facility wishing to change wastewater quality or quantity, or,



iii A property zoning change is being requested, or,
Iv Any reason that requires the evaluation and comparison of an existing system oto a variation
under which the original system authorization to use or final filing documents were issued.

NB. Any Authorized Professional (Engineer) must be qualified and experienced in onsite wastewater
treatment systems as per the guidelines set out by Engineers & Geoscientists British Columbia
Professional Practice Guidelines. le. not just any engineer can inspect onsite wastewater systems.

1.4. Where an ROWP (PIR) is required to write a Letter of Assurance, Compliance, or other such
letter as required by a property owner, building/engineering/planning department, or other authority
or agency, the ROWP must carry out an inspection of sufficient thoroughness and in a form best
suited for the specific requirement in order to produce the letter. This should include the reasoning,
calculations, as-built plans, and/or any other details that substantiates and explains how the decision or
conclusion was reached.

In the ASTTBC Guidelines 7.0 Private Inspector (Pl) and 7.1 Regulatory Framework for Private Inspectors,
it states “Any ROWP that provides services as an Inspector, or provides any assessment or
confirmation of the performance or functionality of an existing sewage system other than for the
purposes of maintenance, shall be certified and registered with the Pl endorsement.”

In section d, your language is inconsistent with any standard in this industry. Your use of “High level

| would suggest that you retain an ROWP PIR or Authorized professional (engineer) qualified to work with
onsite wastewater, to guide you with this draft before it is accepted. This draft needs to identify itself
correctly. It then needs to move forward methodically with outlined guidelines already in practice. ie. You
cannot re-define an ROWP's responsibilities. We have laid out for you what is required by an ROWP with a
Pl endorsement. We have included ASTTBCS guidelines for those inspections and what they include. Your
current draft falls short on many of the guidelines that may contribute or create a health or safety hazard.

Please do not hesitate to contact me with any concerns or questions.

Respectfully,

ABC'SEPTIC

PLAET DRSS R
M

Kelly Hohmann
ROWP (PL)(IN}MP)(PIR)

Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
prior to noon on the day of the applicable Regional District Board meeting.

Protecting your personal information is an obligation the Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen takes seriously. Our practices have been designed to
ensure compliance with the privacy provisions of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act (British Columbia) (“FIPPA”). Any personal or
proprietary information you provide to us is coliected, used and disclosed in accordance with FIPPA. Should you have any guestions about the collection, use
or disclosure of this information please contact: Manager of Legislative Services, RDOS, 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC V2A 519, 250-492-0237.



reviewed and amended after a specified period of system operation. At that time, the
maintenance provider may establish a revised maintenance frequency and file an amendment
to the maintenance plan (with or without the input of the planner) if he or she has the suitable
level of competency to do so.

6.1 Compliance with Standard Practice Manual (SPM)

The ASTTBC requires Maintenance Providers to follow the SPM standards and guidelines for
maintenance practices. Maintenance Providers must provide the owner or client with a written
report of maintenance performed or required after each maintenance visit is completed.

7.0 Private Inspector (Pl)
7.1 Regulatory Framework for Private Inspectors

The SSR and the SPM do not stipulate that individuals providing onsite wastewater inspection
services are to be certified or registered as Authorized Persons (AP). ASTTBC considers
conducting accurate inspections and providing quality reports and other information on the
condition of onsite wastewater systems of paramount importance. Any ROWP that provides
services as an Inspector, or provides any assessment or confirmation of the performance or
functionality of an existing sewage system other than for the purposes of maintenance, shall
be certified and registered with the Pl endorsement.

The ROWP is to offer an inspection tailored to the needs of the client while meeting the
minimum inspection standards for either inspection type. The ROWP must ensure that an
appropriate level of inspection and reporting is conducted to determine and explain both the
findings as well as provide adequate information to defend and document conclusions. Any
ROWP PI who undertakes an inspection must have the educational qualifications, equipment,
competencies and experience to do thorough inspections.

There are two types of inspection: 1) Performance inspections; and 2) Compliance
inspections.

7.2 Performance Inspection

. A Performance Inspection is intended to assist a prospective buyer with determining the

condition of the onsite sewage system, suitability for the buyer's intended use or changes to
the home or property, recommended or required maintenance, repairs or improvements with
reasons for them, time frame for undertaking repairs and maintenance, information on who
can undertake the work and how they can be contacted or located. This inspection can also
be carried out on behalf of a property owner prior or during the listing of their property for sale
as an aid for prospective buyers. May also be appropriate where a property owner wishes to
understand the system and its performance for their own knowledge.
A Performance Inspection is to determine or include the following:
a) Systemtypes 1,2 or3
b) Explain the expected function as well as the actual function and condition of each
component
c) General location of each component on the property
d) Location of any utilities in the vicinity of the onsite system
e) Review of all existing permit/Filing. documents and comparison with the system as
installed
f) Review of all existing maintenance records

OWCB Policy — ROWP Practice Guidelines January 26, 2017 Page 12 of 20




g) Review written where possible current or expected usage information collected
from the occupant/client against the designed abilities of the onsite system

h) Completion of a detailed report to the client on the condition, performance, and
suitability for intended use and recommended or required repairs, maintenance or
improvements to the system

7.3 Compliance Inspection

A Compliance Inspection is intended to assist a property owner when making changes to the
home or property subject to bylaw requirements for the change in use or additional structures
being permitted. A Compliance Inspection includes all aspects of a Performance Inspection
plus the following requirements:

a) Detailed and precise recording of location and sizing of system components

b) Comparison of the system as installed against the intended change within the
building (additional bedrooms, floor space, occupants, etc.) or to the property
(proposed swimming pool, workshop, landscaping or other structures or work) that
may negatively impact the existing onsite sewage system

c) Effortis to be made to collect and review all relevant supplementary documentation
which may include the electrical permit, site survey/plans plans, and restrictive
covenant, right-of-way, or other limiting condition information

d) Submission of any reporting or approval form as required by a regional district or
municipal bylaw prior to the issuance of a building permit or similar document

e) A ROWP is to ensure that no report, statement or assurance of compliance letter is
issued which cannot be substantiated by the information gathered during the
inspection.

f) A ROWP must expect that any report, statement, or assurance of compliance letter
may be read by a third-party and that such a document may be relied upon to
make material decisions unless the document specifies otherwise.

g) A ROWP is not to certify, or otherwise make legal, a system that was not planned
and installed under a valid permit or Filing.

7.4 Procedural Guidelines for Private Inspectors

ASTTBC has developed a procedural guide for ROWP Private Inspectors (see 8.0 Annex 1)
as a supplement to the SSR and the SPM.

OWCB Policy — ROWP Practice Guidelines January 26, 2017 Page 13 of 20
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Feedback Form

Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC, V2A-5J9

OKANAGARN:

SIMILKAMEEN  Tel: 250-492-0237 / Email: planning@rdos.bc.ca
TO: Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen FILE NO.: X2021.007-DPB
FROM: Name: Goary Deken  ROWP

(please print)

Street Address: , MARY MaTh, B¢
Date: [ Deccube~, 202l

RE: Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen Development Procedures Amendment
Bylaw No. 2500.24, 2021

Introduction of Septic Compliance Inspection reports

My comments / concerns are:
[] I do support the introduction of Septic Compliance Inspection reports.

I do support the introduction of Septic Compliance Inspection reports, subject to the
comments listed below.

l:] I do not support the introduction of Septic Compliance Inspection reports.

Written submissions received from this information meeting will be ,conSidered by the
Regional District Board prior to 1* reading of Amendment Bylaw No. 2500.24.

PLEASE SEBE ATTACHED L ETTER

Feedback Forms must be completed and returned to the Regional District
prior to noon on the day of the applicable Regional District Board meeting.

Protecting your personal Information is an obligation the Reglonal District of Okanagan-Similkameen takes seriously. Our practices have been designed to
ensure compliance with the privacy provisions of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act (British Columbia) (“FIPPA”), Any personal or
proprietary Information you provide to us Is collected, used and disclosed in accordance with FIPPA. Should you have any questions about the collection, use
or disclosure of this information please contact: Manager of Legislative Services, RDOS, 101 Martin Street, Penticton, BC V2A 5)9, 250-492-0237.



NARAMATA EXCAVATING & CONTRACTING Ltd.
W. Dicken, ROWP

2 December, 2021
Re; Feedback on proposed bylaw No 2500.24 2021, Draft Version 2021-11-09

File No; X2021.007-DPB

Septic Inspections

| am in favor of requiring evaluations of septic systems in vacation rentals to determine if they
meet standards.

The bylaw should focus on the requirements of the Sewerage System Standards practice Manual,
Version 3, published by the Health Protection Branch, Ministry Of Health.

This is "the bible" which all ROWP's must follow and engineer's can only deviate from with an
explanation. It explains the steps which must be taken to assess existing systems for a new use. |
have attached some of the pages which explain what is required to check that systems comply with
the standards.

Your draft seems to focus on the role of ROWP private inspectors and the wording and forms that
they fill out in their roles, most frequently in real estate transactions.

A ROWP Planner is an authorized person who can evaluate existing systems and whether their
use is a new use of an existing system, and if it is a new use then they can calculate design flow
rates, check vertical separation, establish whether it meets standards etc. as required by the
Standards manual.

Also only a ROWP planner or engineer with experience in wastewater can design a new system.
Installers are not qualified to assess systems.

| suggest you also check with the Ministry of Health, ASTTBC, APEG, and WCOWMA as to the
wording before you put a new bylaw in place.

If you would like to discuss any of this with me then please feel free to contact me.

s

Gai Dicken, ROWP














