
 
 
November 22, 2010 
 
Helen Bresler 
Department of Ecology 
Water Quality Program 
PO Box 47600 
Olympia, WA 98504-7600 
 

RE: Comments on Draft Water Quality Trading Framework (Sent via email: 
HBRE461@ecy.wa.gov) 

 
 
Dear Ms. Bresler: 
 
On behalf of the Spokane Tribal Department of Natural Resources (“Department”), please accept 
these comments on Ecology’s Draft Water Quality Trading Framework.  The Department would 
like to address two specific concerns about the framework as described in the document. 
  
1. “What is a credit?  Generated by a point source by over-controlling its discharge-going beyond 
reductions required by its WLA-based permit limit or its existing permit limit, whichever is more 
stringent.”   (Page 7). The Department opposes this type of credit because it establishes in 
essence a right to pollute that can be sold.  In short, if dischargers are able to discharge less than 
their permit limits or waste load allocations then those allocations or limits should be reduced.   
The Department is very concerned because the margin of safety is fragile at best in the Spokane 
River Dissolved Oxygen TMDL, and if oxygen-depleting pollutants can be reduced by a 
discharger then that should not allow another discharger the ability to exceed their WLA or 
permit limits by purchasing a credit.   
 
2.  “Determining Eligible Trades… Trading a pollutant for a water quality enhancement, such as 
increasing dissolved oxygen as a trade for reducing phosphorus.”   The Department is very 
concerned about this as an eligible trade and strongly opposes the example as an eligible trade.  
During and after the DO TMDL development the Tribe and EPA conducting modeling on the 
Lower Arm of the Spokane River with this scenario. The scenario set the discharged water of 
Long Lake at 8mg/l of dissolved oxygen and ran it through the model. Unfortunately, it became 
known that even with the increased oxygen the Tribe’s waters continued to suffer from low 
oxygen because the water still contained high levels of TP and other pollutants.  The input of DO 
only increased water quality for a limited stretch of the River and then the benefit dissipated.   



The Department does not oppose the general idea of this type of trade, but it concerns us that this 
was the example used.    
 
In conclusion, thank you for accepting and considering the Department’s concerns and 
comments.  The Department looks forward to working with you during the DO TMDL 
implementation.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
  


