New Development Municipal Regional Permit

BASMAA Options
(February 16, 2006)
Provision C.3.d – Numeric Sizing Criteria
BASMAA’s proposed revisions to permit provision C.3.d., along with an explanation for the proposed revisions, are provided in the attached memorandum dated February 3, 2006.
Provision C.3.f – Hydromodification Management

1) 
The existing basic "rules" in C.3.f should be retained: 
· Threshold is one acre impervious area. 

· Standard is no increase in runoff peaks, volumes or durations from existing (pre-project) site condition, where such increases would cause increased erosion or other impacts to beneficial uses of receiving streams. 

· No requirements for sites discharging to hardened channels or tidally influenced areas. 

· No requirements if impervious area is not increased. 

2) 
Each Program should be allowed to implement its respective HMP as long as there is “a level playing field” throughout the Region in terms of standards and applicability.

3) 
Each Program will commit to effectiveness evaluation and continuous improvement of its HMP over the term of the MRP.

4) 
The existing permit language should be changed only to reflect the current status of preparation and implementation of the HMPs.

Provision C.3.g. - Alternative Compliance

1) Municipalities should not be required to find that on-site treatment is impracticable before granting a project proponent the option of equivalent offsite treatment. In the current permit, applicants may choose a regional treatment option without needing to show on-site treatment is impracticable. However, to choose equivalent offsite treatment, applicants must document on-site treatment is impracticable, and the municipality must review that documentation and concur in a finding. 
2) Maintain the intent and approach of the current permit and allow flexibility for some variation among local programs as needed for their community characteristics.

3) Clarify language regarding requirements for individual vs. Program-wide alternative compliance programs (allow both options).

Provision C.3.j – Site Design Measures & Guidance Development

A report on what changes permittees have actually made to ordinances, regulations, or procedures to facilitate treatment of nonpoint runoff and lessening of hydromodification was already accomplished by the Provision C.3.j. reports and the follow up in subsequent annual reports.  
Board staff has not yet provided any review of the reports or analysis of what was accomplished. There is no point in going through the same reporting exercise all over again.
Submitted by Tom Dalziel 2/16/06

