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New Development Work Group Meeting Minutes

Municipal Regional Permit

October 28, 2005

Attendees:  Susan Schwartz, Friends of 5 Creeks; Jill Bicknell, EOA; Tom Dalziel, CCCWP; Sue Ma, RWQCB; Jan O’Hara, RWQCB

Action items highlighted in yellow.
Open with discussion of our tasks:  

· Goal: to develop “tasks” that will either lead to or be draft permit language

· Key concepts and specific levels, but not necessarily the exact language

Future minutes of meetings:  We will record topics of conversation, options discussed, and what the group agrees to, without recording all our comments.

Some discussion of last meeting’s minutes
Low-income housing

· Current definition of low income housing may not be acceptable to some members of the public, if it means that all low-income housing is exempt from C.3

· Water Board staff doesn’t really agree that if a segment of a project includes low income housing, then the whole project won’t need stormwater treatment

Brownfields

· Perhaps we should stick w/EPA’s definition, and come up with the appropriate level of regulation, rather than develop a new definition of brownfields.

Self-treating areas

· Tom had emailed the work group CCCWP’s definition and criteria for “self-retaining areas.”  Work group members agreed to review this topic at the next meeting.

Discussed the “Current Level of Implementation” Table

· Discussed performance standards and Best Management Practices; all want the next permit to not be overly detailed.  Board staff stated a balance is needed in some parts of the permit, because the public can’t easily see what the BMPs are.

· For the section on modifying the project approval process, the current permit wording has the appropriate level of specificity.  Says what must be done, but not how.

· Issue:  Vallejo will need to have some period of time to come into compliance with C.3; this is an issue we’ll have to address.  Board staff will distribute copies of the Vallejo permit to the work group.

· Applicable Projects Issue:  According to Susan, environmental groups will want to focus on smaller projects that are now exempt from stormwater treatment.  Board staff stated this is an area being considered for change in the next permit.

· Sizing Issue:  The need for a hybrid sizing criterion that mixes both flow and volume for a treatment BMP, and that results in treatment equal to current requirements, was discussed.  Combining flow rate with the storage area available in the BMP may result in smaller BMPs.  Perhaps BASMAA could make suggestions on how to come up with such a criterion.

· Sizing Issue:  Board staff thinks that we may need some way of demonstrating proper sizing when a BMP is used for both treatment and hydromod control.

· O&M Issue:  Water Board staff is considering defining the minimum subset of BMPs that must be inspected, but this would require scaling for different types of cities.  Jill pointed out that there are a number of factors involved in determining priorities and frequencies of BMP inspection.   The group agreed that reporting requirements need to be discussed and clarified.  Susan suggested to focus more on verifying the Annual Reports are accurate and not over-specify in the permit.

· O&M:  How will inspector tell whether the BMP is working?  How do we avoid just generating paper and not results?  Some discussion on this general issue.  Action:  Jill will bring copies of the SCVURPPP O&M inspection form to next meeting.

· O&M:  Board staff will look at the vector control language, make it appropriate to ongoing activities, rather than looking for the stormwater programs to (re)develop vector control plans.

· HMP:  Water Board staff would like to see consistent implementation by all permittees in MRP, if not sooner.  The same thresholds should apply Bay Area-wide.

· Alternative Compliance:  The group agreed that we need to clarify this section, including the timing of constructing the alternate project.  Brownfields & low-income housing are tied to this section.  

· Alternative Compliance:  Susan suggested that perhaps alternative compliance projects should be required to mitigate at a 2:1 ratio, as other programs do, but perhaps we couldn’t conclude that some will fail, as with wetlands.  The idea of mitigation banks or stream restoration (if more than 1:1 requirement) could be good, but it may be difficult to get wide agreement on this.

· Alternative Certification:  The group/Water Board staff should look at the requirements now being used by cities, and see if this section needs work or not.

· Planning staff training:  General discussion on whether there is a need to add any type of requirement for city planner & engineering staff to be trained.  No decision reached.

· Groundwater Protection:  Board staff suggested that language be added to move from just specifying a certain separation (10 ft.) between the infiltration BMP and groundwater, to also including soil type.  Tom suggested that Board staff review CCCWP’s Infiltration Feasibility Study and resulting guidance contained in CCCWP’s Stormwater C.3 Guidebook.

· Site Design Guidance & Standards Development:  Some cities are still working on changes to their design guidance and standards, but many are finished.  This section of the permit may be micromanaging the permittees.  Susan wondered if it would be more effective to  require a % decrease in impervious surface or some other measure of improvement.  Options for demonstrating improvement in this area were discussed.

· Susan would like to see Alameda’s (Jan) and Santa Clara’s (Jill) Site Design Review Reports at the next meeting.  Tom indicated the Contra Costa report is available on the Program’s web site.

12:15  Next step – We will discuss the following issues at our Nov. 9 meeting and identify options for the next permit.  

· The idea of showing improvement annually (especially as an alternative to greater specificity in the next permit or parts of the permit)

· Definitions for DCIA and non-DCIA (directly connected impervious area)

· Brownfields definition, low/moderate income housing definition, transit village and other definitions under alternative compliance (FAR, smart growth) [All work group members bring current definitions.]

· Hybrid volume/flow criterion  [Jill will talk to a practicing engineer regarding his experience.]

