Municipal Regional Permit (draft)

Provision C.3.g. (Treatment Alternative Compliance)










                                                                      











Regulated Project 





Onsite Treatment Impracticable1 and No Regional Project Available?








Install Hydraulically-Sized Onsite Treatment in accordance with C.3.d.








Alternative Compliance by Providing Equivalent Offsite Treatment3 





Alternative Compliance by Providing Equivalent Water Quality Benefit8 





No








Yes











No





Yes








Maximize Site Design MeasuresMinimize New/Replaced Impervious Surface in Site Design and Provide Equivalent Offsite Treatment2 at a Regional Project3





Redevelopment and Brownfield4; Low- or Moderate-Income or Senior Housing5; or Transit Village6?





Install Onsite Treatment using 2% of Project Costs without having to satisfy the numeric sizing criteria in C.3.d.








Impracticable – Implementation of onsite treatment is considered impracticable under the following criteria:


Projected cost of treatment measures (labor and materials) exceeds 2% of total project costs (NGOs would like to see the data that support the 2% value before permit issued.) (Jill: Can the project do treatment up to 2% of total project cost, even if it does not fully meet C.3.d. numeric sizing requirement?  NGO: then there should be extra review of that project)  (WB will try to add this concept to flow chart – add another box to represent this concept?); or


Installation of treatment measures would result in inability of project sponsor to comply with other regulatory requirements at the federal, state and/or local levels. 


Regional Project – A regional or municipal stormwater treatment facility that discharges into the same watershed that the project does.  Do we want to specify criteria for use of this option (i.e., 5 years to completion)? 


Equivalent Offsite Treatment – Based on the area of new/replaced impervious surface created by the project, the amount of pollutant loading, surface area, or quantity of runoff, which would be treated if hydraulically-sized treatment controls, in accordance with Provision C.3.d., were installed onsite.  (Jill:  add “not to exceed 2% of total project cost)  


Brownfield – Use EPA definition but project must receive subsidy or similar benefits under a program designed to redevelop such sites.


Low-income, moderate-income and senior housing – Use Government Code Section 65589.5(h)(3) or (4) or 65195(b) but for purposes of this section, only the “actual” low-or moderate-income or senior housing portion of the development will be allowed the “special treatment” provided in this section.


Transit Village – Developments located within ¼ mile of an existing or planned bus, light rail, heavy rail, or intermodal station and/or major transfer point.  Bus stops are not included in this definition.  An intermodal station or transfer point is where different modes of transportation connect.


Specify Criteria for demonstrating if participation in Regional Project or other equivalent water quality benefit project fund will unduly burden the project.


Alternative compliance by equivalent offsite treatment is not required. Maximize Site Design Treatment Controls will be defined to include very specific measures that must be included in the project, such as bioretention gardens.


Equivalent Water Quality Benefit will be limited to only certain types of projects in the same watershed (NGO comment that defining watershed will be important-small creeks impacted more.  Jill-wouldn’t a project-specific approach be enough?  Use CEQA process.) that will be specifically listed in the permit.


Italicized items are more for HMP and not treatment.  


This flowchart represents WB Option for the alternative compliance section.  Individual programs/cities will no longer be able to submit other versions for approval.  This supersedes any alternative compliance programs previously approved by the EO.


All:  We would like time to get feedback on this, and to come up with a BASMAA and NGO options.











Maximize Site Design Treatment Controls8 to provide as much onsite treatment as possible.
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