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	MEETING DATE: February 19, 2003





ITEM:	14





SUBJECT:	San Mateo Countywide Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program (STOPPP), San Mateo County – Amendment of Order No. 99-059 – Permit Provision on New Development and Redevelopment Performance Standard





CHRONOLOGY:	Municipal Stormwater Permit Reissued – July 1999


	Tentative Order for New and Redevelopment Amendment released for public comment – August 22, 2002


Public Hearing – December 18, 2002


Public Hearing – January 22, 2003





DISCUSSION:	The Tentative Order (Appendix A) has been revised from the version circulated to the Board in December 2002 to address the comments heard by the Board at its December 2002 and January 2003 hearings, the comments received by January 10, 2003 on implementation costs, and the input received from STOPPP, program permittees, and stakeholders at the public meetings conducted by Board staff in January and February 2003.  The revised Tentative Order proposes updated new and redevelopment requirements and more stringent treatment control measures to limit stormwater pollutant discharges associated with new development and significant redevelopment projects.  This update, more fully described in the Staff Report (Appendix C), is consistent with State and federal regulations and the approach the Board has taken elsewhere in the Region.  The latest revisions to the Order are intended to improve program efficiency and limit cost to local government by making changes in the following areas:


Exempting from these requirements specific project types, including single family homes and redevelopment projects that develop brownfield sites, transit villages, or low and moderate income housing;


Excluding road reconstruction from the requirement for treatment controls, if the reconstruction is within the existing right-of-way;


Changing the minimum size for smaller, “Group 2” projects from 5000 ft2 to 10,000 ft2, and exempting single-family homes, to reduce the number of projects subject to the requirements and reduce implementation cost to permittees;  


Broadening language on the opportunity for STOPPP to propose an alternative implementation approach for smaller projects;


Modifying language to distinguish redevelopment, as considered in this Tentative Order, from the State’s Health and Safety Code definition; 


Modifying language to clarify the requirements for an Operation and Maintenance program and to provide Safe Harbor, should endangered species consideration preclude required maintenance; 


Revising the Fact Sheet to clarify the process and criteria for development of a plan to limit changes in peak flow and the runoff hydrograph for new and redevelopment, and hence, to prevent excessive erosion on downstream watercourses; and


Extending various implementation dates and document submittal deadlines to reduce the cost impact of implementation.





These changes are included in the revised Tentative Order in Appendix A and shown in redline and strikeout text to the document in Appendix C.  The response to comments received prior to the December hearing is included in Appendix D and the response to comments regarding cost issues is included as Appendix E. 





These proposed changes are an outgrowth of the two previous Board hearings, comments received, and ongoing dialog with STOPPP and the interested parties. These changes are intended to allow the permittees to move forward with a more efficient program that provides protection of water quality.





A primary outstanding issue is how to best address implementation of treatment controls for the small projects that create or replace less than one acre of impervious surface.  Board staff feels that with the extension of the date when treatment controls would be required for such projects to three and a half years from Order adoption, the doubling of the size of projects subject to the requirement, the exemption of single family homes from the requirement, and the increased flexibility provided for an alternative treatment approach, stormwater quality can be improved more cost-effectively.





RECCOMEN-


DATION:	Adopt the Revised Tentative Order





File No. 1538.07 (HTK)


 


Appendices:		A:	Revised Tentative Order


B:	Amended Fact Sheet 


			C:	Staff Report & Redline and Strikeout Version of Revised T.O.


			D:	Response to Comments, December 6, 2002


E:	Response to Comments, February 11, 2003
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