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Approved 10-3-1995

1. Name, address, telephone number, and signature:
name: Andrea Seifert

address: 901 S. Stewart St., Ste. 4001, Carson City, NV 89701
E-mail Address:  AS€Ifert@ndep.nv.gov
Telephone Number: 775 687-9526

Date of Petition: \]une 291 2022

Representative capacity and signature of petitioner, authorized individual, officer or attorney:

Digitally signed by Andrea Seifert

An d re a S e ife rt DN: cn=Andrea Seifert, 0=BSDW, ou=NDEP, email=aseifert@ndep.nv.gov, c=US

Date: 2022.06.29 16:50:21 -07'00'

2. Specific type of petitioner (individual, partnership, corporation, government agency, or other)
and the exact occupation or business, including a description of the occupation or business if
necessary:

Governmental Agency

Department of Conservation and Natural Resources (DCNR)
Nevada Division of Environmental Protection (NDEP)
Bureau of Safe Drinking Water (BSDW)

3. Exact and specific nature of changes sought, including delineation of the regulations,
statutory provisions of Commission decisions involved. May include a statement of the
written term or substance of the proposed regulatory action, or a description of the subjects
and issues involved:

Include a fee to review engineering design reports submitted in accordance with NAC 445A.530,
preliminary engineering reports submitted in accordance with NAC 445A.54026, and plans to
operate community and non-transient non-community public water systems in accordance with
NAC 445A.5922. Update the fees for engineering plan reviews and annual operating permits to
implement the Safe Drinking Water Act in NAC 445A.6664.
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4. A statement of the need for and purpose of the proposed regulations:

The BSDW last updated its fee schedule for engineering plan review and annual water system permits under
R194-03, adopted on January 22, 2004. In the last 18 years, the complexity of the program has grown while
fees have remained stagnant. The fees support the drinking water staff and are not commensurate with the
increased regulatory workload, inspection travel costs, resource needs, training needs, and staffing levels,
necessary to meet regulatory requirements and reasonable review turnarounds.

The program is also working to ensure fiscal sustainability in the event discretionary federal grant fund programs
(including those from the Department of Energy) are reduced in future years. These grant programs are not
mandated by yearly Congressional appropriations and may be subject to re-programming based on future
federal administration priorities and funding limitations.

5. A statement of the:
(a) Estimated economic effect of the regulation on the business which it is to requlate:

Public water systems will experience increased costs for annual operating permits and
engineering plan reviews, when necessary.

(1) Both adverse and beneficial effects:

Adverse: Nominal fee increases to annual permits, depending on water system size, and to engineering plan review fees when
new or modified designs and reports need to be submitted.

Beneficial: The additional funds collected will enable the BSDW to enhance staffing levels to provide more information on
regulatory requirements, review water system submittals more timely, and maintain program sustainability.

(2) Both immediate and long-term effects:

Immediate: When approved, the engineering review fees will become effective. The community water system and
treatment plant fees will become effective.

Long-term: The non-community fees, which typically include the small businesses, will be spread out over three
years.

(b) Estimated economic effect on the public:

The proposed fee increases may be passed on to customers.

(1) Both adverse and beneficial effects:

Adverse: The fees may be passed onto the water system customers, which may range from $0.12 to $24 per year
increases.

Beneficial: Enhanced staffing levels will provide more timely review of projects. This will contribute to a vibrant
economy through more timely economic expansion through construction.

(2) Both immediate and long-term effects:

Immediate: none identified at this point.

Long-term: Water rates may increase to adsorb the fee increases, as the public water systems
determine the impact to their operating expenses.

(c) Estimated cost by the agency for enforcement of the proposed regulation:

There are no additional costs to the BSDW to enforce the proposed fee increase.
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6. A description of any regulations for other state or government agencies which the proposed
regulation overlaps or duplicates and a statement explaining why the duplication or
overlapping is necessary. If the regulation overlaps or duplicates a federal regulation, the
name of the regulating federal agency:

The proposed amendments do not overlap with any other State or federal regulations.

7. If the regulation includes provisions which are more stringent that a federal regulation which
regulates the same activity, a summary of such provisions. The statement must include the
specific citation of the federal statute or regulation requiring such adoption:

The proposed amendments are not more stringent than existing federal regulations.

8. If the regulation provides a new fee or increases an existing fee, the total annual amount the
agency expects to collect and the manner in which the money will be used:

If passed, the new fee schedules will generate approximately $757,207 in revenue annually between the
engineering review and annual permit to operate fees:
1) Based on current engineering project trends, the proposed engineering review fee structure will generate
approximately $153,207 in annual revenue (an approximate increase of $100,000).
2) Based on a 60% increase in permit fees, the proposed fees will generate approximately $604,000 in
annual revenue (an approximate increase of $225,000).

The increased fees will support additional training, new software and hardware, travel costs for water system
inspections, and additional temporary and permanent staffing to address engineering project submittals, new
federal regulations, and existing regulations that require additional resources to address implementation gaps.

Supporting Documents

When submitting this form, attach a second document to your email with your
proposed regulatory language. Include other supporting documents as needed.
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	Name: Andrea Seifert
	Address: 901 S. Stewart St., Ste. 4001, Carson City, NV 89701
	Email Address: aseifert@ndep.nv.gov
	Telephone Number: 775 687-9526
	Date of Petition: June 29, 2022
		2022-06-29T16:50:21-0700
	Andrea Seifert


	necessary: Governmental Agency
Department of Conservation and Natural Resources (DCNR)
Nevada Division of Environmental Protection (NDEP)
Bureau of Safe Drinking Water (BSDW)
	involved: Include a fee to review engineering design reports submitted in accordance with NAC 445A.530, preliminary engineering reports submitted in accordance with NAC 445A.54026, and plans to operate community and non-transient non-community public water systems in accordance with NAC 445A.5922. Update the fees for engineering plan reviews and annual operating permits to implement the Safe Drinking Water Act in NAC 445A.6664.
	4 A statement of the need for and purpose of the proposed regulations: The BSDW last updated its fee schedule for engineering plan review and annual water system permits under R194-03, adopted on January 22, 2004. In the last 18 years, the complexity of the program has grown while fees have remained stagnant. The fees support the drinking water staff and are not commensurate with the increased regulatory workload, inspection travel costs, resource needs, training needs, and staffing levels, necessary to meet regulatory requirements and reasonable review turnarounds. 

The program is also working to ensure fiscal sustainability in the event discretionary federal grant fund programs (including those from the Department of Energy) are reduced in future years. These grant programs are not mandated by yearly Congressional appropriations and may be subject to re-programming based on future federal administration priorities and funding limitations.

	a Estimated economic effect of the regulation on the business which it is to regulate: Public water systems will experience increased costs for annual operating permits and engineering plan reviews, when necessary.
	1 Both adverse and beneficial effects: Adverse: Nominal fee increases to annual permits, depending on water system size, and to engineering plan review fees when new or modified designs and reports need to be submitted.

Beneficial: The additional funds collected will enable the BSDW to enhance staffing levels to provide more information on regulatory requirements, review water system submittals more timely, and maintain program sustainability.
	2 Both immediate and longterm effects: Immediate: When approved, the engineering review fees will become effective. The community water system and treatment plant fees will become effective.

Long-term: The non-community fees, which typically include the small businesses, will be spread out over three years.
	b Estimated economic effect on the public: The proposed fee increases may be passed on to customers.
	1 Both adverse and beneficial effects_2: Adverse: The fees may be passed onto the water system customers, which may range from $0.12 to $24 per year increases. 

Beneficial: Enhanced staffing levels will provide more timely review of projects. This will contribute to a vibrant economy through more timely economic expansion through construction.
	2 Both immediate and longterm effects_2: Immediate: none identified at this point.

Long-term: Water rates may increase to adsorb the fee increases, as the public water systems determine the impact to their operating expenses.
	c Estimated cost by the agency for enforcement of the proposed regulation: There are no additional costs to the BSDW to enforce the proposed fee increase. 
	regulating federal agency: The proposed amendments do not overlap with any other State or federal regulations. 
	specific citation of the federal statute or regulation requiring such adoption: The proposed amendments are not more stringent than existing federal regulations. 
	agency expects to collect and the manner in which the money will be used: If passed, the new fee schedules will generate approximately $757,207 in revenue annually between the engineering review and annual permit to operate fees:
     1) Based on current engineering project trends, the proposed engineering review fee structure will generate 
         approximately $153,207 in annual revenue (an approximate increase of $100,000).
     2) Based on a 60% increase in permit fees, the proposed fees will generate approximately $604,000 in 
         annual revenue (an approximate increase of $225,000).

The increased fees will support additional training, new software and hardware, travel costs for water system inspections, and additional temporary and permanent staffing to address engineering project submittals, new federal regulations, and existing regulations that require additional resources to address implementation gaps.


