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4. Treatment at Existing WWTFs and Discharge at Land Application Sites (formerly
presented as Alternative Number 2). This alternative involves continuing treatment at
the existing WWTFs; however, effluent treatment would be upgraded as needed to meet
groundwater discharge standards, and treated effluent would then be discharged at local
individual land application sites (see Figure 4). All attempts would be made to make this
alternative “all or nothing,” meaning that all treated wastewater discharged in the study
area would be to land application sites. This could mean that some communities may
need to collaborate and share a land application site that is in a practical location relative
to the WWTFs. In the rare case that land application is not found to be feasible for a
WWTF, treated effluent would continue to be discharged at the existing surface water
discharge location (i.e., “business as usual”).

This alternative was selected as one of the four alternatives for further study since it
focuses on local land application and, thus, helps to round out the four alternatives by
allowing all possible disposal options (i.e., existing receiving waters, Gulf of Maine, and
land application) to be analyzed more closely in the next stage of this study.

Common to All Alternatives

As previously stated, all septage generated from within the study area would be handled and
treated within the study area. Also, biosolids (the solids that remain after wastewater is treated)
would be disposed of in conjunction with the ongoing disposal methods currently practiced
within the study area.
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FIGURE 4. TREATMENT AT EXISTING WWTFs AND DISCHARGE AT LAND APPLICATION SITES






