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Regulated Project where onsite Treatment, Hydromod Controls, or both are impracticable.  (Impracticable = (a) projected sum of labor and materials for both would exceed 2% of project construction costs, excluding permitting, EIR, land, and opportunity cost, or (b) installation would result conflict with other regulatory requirements.) 








Install Hydraulically-Sized Onsite Treatment and Hydromod Controls





Maximize site design measures and provide equivalent off-site treatment3 and hydromodification controls in same watershed or nearby watershed with similar level of development, not to exceed 2% of project construction costs.4 








Maximize site design measures and pay the equivalent of 2% of projected project construction costs into a fund established by the discharger, and approved by the Board, for projects to provide equivalent water-quality benefits.4
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Maximize site design measures and provide equivalent offiste treatment at a Regional Project1 in the same watershed2 or a nearby watershed with similar level of development.








Maximize site design measures and provide equivalent offiste treatment and hydromofication controls at a Regional Project in the same watershed or a nearby watershed with similar level of development, not to exceed 2% of project construction costs.4








Regional Project – A regional or municipal stormwater treatment facility. Work must be bonded? insured? and competed within a specified period.


 Same watershed: includes a reasonably large area, e.g. not same tiny creek. 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. 


The discharger may establish priorities among these options and may write reasonable rules defining “watershed” and “nearby watershed with similar level of development.” However, these rules are subject to challenge by the Board.





Note: This simplified option eliminates special treatment for brownfield, low-income, or transit village projects. (Environmental standards should not be lowered in poor areas; it is rarely wise to sacrifice one environmental goal for another.) Redevelopment projects in highly urbanized areas already receive favored treatment under the proposed hydromodification rules; see C.3.f NGO option B.





Note: This simplified otion is not stand-alone. NGO is proposing it in combination with strengthened hydromodification plans.  See C.3.f NGO option B, focusing on maintaining moderate flows in less developed areas while largely exempting built-out areas.

















