Comments on PIP Draft Performance Standards Table Received from BayKeeper on behalf of Environmental Groups 6-1-06

Dear Regional Board Staff:

We understand that the format for the municipal regional permit public process has changed – but we had already written up some thoughts regarding the last three tables.  So we thought we would send them to you for you to take into consideration.

We look forward to seeing the list of “hot issues” from you, and ensuring that our input is incorporated into the administrative draft.

Thanks,

Sejal

P IP

Environmental groups support incorporation of NEMO approaches in training municipal officials, particularly officials dealing with land use.

 

Outreach goals should include the option of focusing on improving understanding and appreciation of the natural-resources values of streams, wetlands, the Bay, and/or the Delta – that is, goals more specific than “watershed.”

 

The permit could allow permittees to focus on some activities and not pursue others if it’s for a limited period of time and the permittee provides adequate justification. That is, a permittee need not demonstrate, every year, a significant level of effort in each of the following: outreach to school-age children, numbers of events participated in, support of watershed groups, or number of media-relations pitches, provided that they report their other additional efforts in one or more fields and the reason for this focus. Over a permit cycle, large programs such as countywide programs should be able to document efforts in all these areas at least approximately equivalent to the table.  The Board should retain the right to disallow these approaches, but not retroactively (that is, a permittee should not be able to try to justify a different focus after the fact, with no penalty for the deviation). 

 

Requirements for basic municipal outreach -- to have a point of contact and to mark storm drains -- should not be optional or fungible in this way.

 

The permit should not specify that “Where they exist, larger groups such as the Watershed Forum, Santa Clara Basin Watershed Management Initiative (WMI), will have a higher level of support.” The permit should not institutionalize groups that may be, or may become, ineffective, or that may be or become tools of the permittees rather than true grassroots or stewardship groups. 

