MRP 3.0 Steering Committee Meeting #5
Provisions C.2, C4, C5, C.6,C.7,C.9, C.13, C.14, C.15, C.16, C.17 and other new provisions
Room 2, 2" floor, 1515 Clay Street, Oakland CA 94612
November 5, 2019
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e (C.11/12 — Lisa Austin and Jim Scanlin
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PIF

DRAFT MRP 3.0
Steering Committee

l. Introductions, Announcements, and Changes to Agenda
Outcome: Attendees introduced themselves. Agenda approved without change.

I, Summary from Previous Meeting
Outcome: Summaries of the March and June steering committee meetings were approved.

I11.  Update on GI Plan Review

Water Board staff are in the process of reviewing the submitted Gl Plans and the Gl language
proposed by the permittee representatives, and will present the preliminary results of the GI Plan
review and draft Gl language at the December 5 C.3/GI workgroup meeting.

IV.  Update on Trash Review and December Board Item

Water Board staff indicated that there will be an item on the December 11" Water Board
meeting regarding MRP Trash Load Reduction. Water Board staff will present their review of
trash load reduction reported in the FY 18-19 Annual Reports, including red flags vs. yellow
flags, adequate actions to support source control claims, how permittees are accounting for
private land areas regarding trash compliance (e.g. is bypass occurring where credit is claimed),
and consistency with the OVTA protocol. Water Board staff discussed wanting to have some
presentations from the permittee representativesto discuss the lift to 100% “no adverse effect”
and some of the major impediments to that goal. The trash item may begin in the afternoon.
Water Board staff will communicate further with the permittees about this via Chris Sommers
and Kirstin Struve, who will help coordinate with permittee representatives on this item.

V. Reissuance Schedule

Water Board staff indicated that ideally the effective date of the reissued permit (i.e., MRP 3.0)
will line up with the beginning of fiscal year 2021-22 (July 1, 2021), but this is yet to be
determined. An administrative draft will likely be ready for dissemination by mid-2020, followed
by a formal draft Tentative Order in late 2020. The Small MS4 permit decision plays into this as
well. If permittees remain in the Small MS4 permit, they must meet the following two
conditions: 1) improved reporting, and 2) compelled commercial & industrial inspections. A
challenge is that these changes must be statewide, since they cannot be specific to our region.
TMDLs will be implemented regardless of which permit small permittees are covered under,
though the nature of implementation will depend on the permit; Water Board staff believe that
the MRP offers an easier path to compliance. Petaluma has already decided to join the MRP. San
Francisco will also join the MRP.



VI.  Summary of Recent SC Work Group Discussions

Summary of Recent Workgroup Discussions

Workgroup coordinators provided 5-minute updates. Chris Sommers updated the Steering
Committee on recent C.8 and C.10 workgroup meetings, Lisa Austin for C.11/12, and Jill
Bicknell for C.3. Highlights of the discussions following workgroup summary presentations are
provided:

C.3 workgroup review:

e Permittee representatives have provided Water Board with a draft outline of thoughts on
drivers and indicators of implementation of GI plans. Water board staff are working on their
own language in parallel. Will discuss in December.

e Discussion of alternative compliance by a smaller group is ongoing. Draft language is under
development.

e Permittee representatives are also working on the other aspects of C.3. Project thresholds,
exemptions for roads, experience with O&M (inform WB staff about field observations),
coverage of single-family homes, special projects, etc...

e The next meeting is on Nov. 14. The group will talk more about asset management then.

C.8 workgroup review:

e The main topic of the Steering Committee meeting on Dec. 3 is Monitoring.

e Permittees are internally discussing their perspectives on creek status monitoring, POC
monitoring and stressor/source identification (SSID), and other aspects of C.8.

e The next C.8 workgroup meeting is on Nov. 19 (w/ WB staff).

C.10 workgroup review:

e The last C.10 workgroup meeting was this summer. There are two internal permittee/program
meetings in Nov./Dec., to talk about source control, and which provisions apply to flood
control agencies.

e Permittees would like to schedule an additional workgroup meeting with Water Board staff
by the end of the year (December).

C.11/12 workgroup review:

e Lisa Austin provided an update on the “programmatic” approach proposal that permittees are
developing. An initial concept of this approach will be discussed with Richard Looker and
other Water Board staff in November.

VII. Miscellaneous Comments/Requests
The following comments and requests were made by participants:
e All work group coordinators send to the Steering Committee members the most current

version of their matrices that document the status of discussions between permittees and
Water Board staff on specific topics.



The Steering Committee consider whether additional meetings are needed after the one in
December, and to create a draft schedule that includes work group developments and
deadlines to find consensus by the time the administrative draft is scheduled to be issued,
(tentatively mid-2020).

Have a call between work group coordinators to decide whether certain topics/workgroups
are finished meeting. Workgroups should resolve issues by June 2020 at the latest, to be
included in the administrative draft scheduled for release shortly thereafter.

Have a final Steering Committee meeting in the summer of 2020. During the drafting
process, the Water Board may send out an email to the permittees with certain
ideas/questions, then the permittees can discuss internally and respond.

Need to decide whether to have work group meetings on the “Other” provisions, or
alternatively discuss with the BASMAA Board of Directors.

As appropriate, assign discussion of potential changes to reporting to relevant work groups
and/or BASMAA committees.

VIII. Discussion of “Other” Provisions

During this part of the meeting, the participants went through the Water Board’s proposed
changes which were listed in a spreadsheet (attached below). Some of the key dialogue from the
meeting is summarized below:
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Other MRP

Provision Topics 11_

C.2 — Municipal Operations

o Water Board staff indicated that there are some potential issues with the definitions of
rural roads. Permittees will set up a call with Water Board staff to discuss the
definitions in C.2.e — Rural Roads.

C.4 —Industrial & Commercial Site Controls

o Water Board staff is concerned that some types of businesses may fall through the
cracks, depending on who does the inspections in a given municipality. Permittees
replied that:

= Thousands of inspections are being done. All are recorded in inventories, and
sites are unlikely to fall through the cracks.

= The Water Board should go through this and other concerns outlined in the
matrix, and make sure that the issues haven’t already been expressed and
resolved in the past.

o Water Board staff agreed to review the matrix and prioritize items to discuss at a
newly formed C.4/C.5 Work Group, which will be coordinated by Michelle Mancuso
(CCC) and Kiristin Kerr (EOA/SCVURPPP).



o

Permittees also made a request to remove the requirement to provide the business
inspection list, and instead make the info available upon request.

C.5 - Hlicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

o

o

A Permittee made a suggestion to put the mobile businesses provision in C.4.

The discussion of controls associated with Recreational Vehicles (RVs) will be
discussed with the C.4/C.5 work group.

Water Board staff suggested placing standard placards on the sides of sanctioned
mobile businesses.

= Note: There are many other ideas in the attached spreadsheet. Water Board
staff have been meeting with county inspectors over the past several months to
discuss these and other ideas.

C.6 - Construction Site Control

o

Permittee representatives expressed resistance at making any changes unless there are
significant/new compliance issues that Water Board staff see those changes as
addressing.

One permittee representative took issue with the detailed reporting that’s required in
provision C.6. Is there some way to more efficiently capture the info gathered by
inspectors, during inspection, and report that directly?

Water Board staff agreed to review their list of potential issues in the matrix and
request a call via the Steering Committee if necessary.

C.7 — Public Education and Outreach

(@]

(@]

(@]

(@]

There was a request from a permittee representative to move storm drain inlet
marking into C.2 (and into C.3 for private development).

Water Board staff also mentioned wanting to take a look at standards for inlet
marking, and potentially revising the language in the MRP.

One permittee representative from the San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution
Prevention Program (SMCWPPP) requested more flexibility in how their program
spends its money on outreach and education. One idea proposed was a two-track
approach, where the secondary (alternative) track could require approval by the Water
Board EO. The SMCWPPP representative agreed to propose language to address this
desired flexibility.

C.9 — Pesticides Toxicity Controls

Water Board staff met with a small group of permittee representatives recently, to
discuss reporting issues. The current status is that permittees will send a few
examples of what municipalities send to the county agriculture representatives, and
the discussion will proceed from there.

C.13 — Copper Controls

Permittee representatives will follow up with Richard Looker on needed revisions.



o Permittees asked how useful is the reporting that the permittees are providing to the
Water Board on this provision?

C.14 — Bacteria Controls

o Jan O’Hara is leading the revision to this provision. Jan was unable to attend the
meeting and she’1l handle proposed revisions outside of the meeting.

C.15 - Exempted and Conditionally Exempted Discharges

o The Committee briefly agreed that further discussion on: 1) discharges associated
with small urban firefighting and, 2) discharges associated with RVs and homeless
encampments, will happen via small work groups that will convene in the coming
month(s), as requested by Keith Lichten.

o Water Board staff indicated that they do not anticipate adding new types of
conditionally exempted discharges to the MRP.

C.17 — Annual Reports

o Water Board staff have developed a preliminary list of proposed reporting changes
and will share this list (after additional internal review) with Chris Sommers, who
will then disseminate to the permittees prior to the December 3 meeting.

o A larger reporting discussion will occur at the December 3 Steering Committee
meeting.

Other

o Water Board staff expressed that incorporation of the Small MS4 permittees (all or
some portion of) will likely take the same form as the East Contra Costa permittees
amendment.

Action Items and Next Steps

Kirsten Struve and Chris Sommers to set up a call to coordinate permittee presentations
and prepare for December 11 meeting at the Water Board meeting

Chris Sommers to coordinate call between work group leads on timing of development of
key issues for recommendation to steering group

Michele Mancuso and Kristin Kerr to form a C4/C5 work group

Dale Bowyer to review C.6 list of issues and get back to the Steering Committee. May
need a call with a small group to discuss.

Matt Fabry to propose language on C.7 that aligns with SMCWPPP perspectives

Chris Sommers to talk to Richard Looker on C.13 provision and potential revisions

Jan O’Hara to propose revisions to provision C.14 and bring back to the Steering
Committee

Water Board staff to develop a list of which TMDLs will be incorporated into MRP by
December 3" meeting

Dale Bowyer to develop clarification on which provisions/subprovisions apply to non-
population-based permittees by December 3™ meeting



. Each work group to provide latest version of issues matrix to Chris Sommers to send out
to Steering Committee

. Zach Rokeach to share Water Board list of provision-specific reporting issues with Chris
Sommers
. Permittees will discuss potential changes to reporting and present at the December

steering committee meeting

Schedule of Steering Committee Meetings

e October 30, 2018 — kickoff meeting
January 29, 2019 — process and structure
March 26, 2019 — C.10
June 25, 2019 - C.3/11/12
November 5, 2019 — Other Provisions
December 3, 2019 — C.8/Reporting





List of "Other" MRP Provisions

		MRP 3.0 "Other" Provisions

		C.2 Municipal Operations

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

		C.6. Construction Site Control

		C.7. Public Information and Outreach

		C.9 Pesticides Toxicity Control 

		C.13. Copper Controls

		C.14. Bacteria Controls

		C.15. Exempted and Conditionally Exempted Discharges

		C.16. Discharges to Areas of Special Biological Significance

		C.17. Annual Reports

		Other/New Provisions?





C.2

		C.2 Municipal Operations

		MRP Provision		MRP Subprovision		Topic		Added by		Comments		Priority (H/M/L)

		C.2 Municipal Operations		Overall		Simplify		Water Board Staff

		C.2 Municipal Operations		C.2.e.  Rural roads and rural public works		Maybe modify or expand the definition of rural roads, rural public works, and associated BMPs. (Check with Selina Louie or Jan O’Hara for basis of definition in MRP 2.0)

Matt - set up a call with WB staff to discuss this issue, if necessary		Water Board Staff

		C.2 Municipal Operations		C.2.f.  Corporation yards		Add flexibility for inspection date. Keep shortly before the rainy season, maybe August to October. List Industrial General Permit WDID No. for Corp yards covered by the State stormwater Industrial General Permit. List inspection dates and results for all Corp. yards. - will discuss this more later		Water Board Staff

		C.2 Municipal Operations

		C.2 Municipal Operations

		C.2 Municipal Operations

		C.2 Municipal Operations

		C.2 Municipal Operations

		C.2 Municipal Operations

		C.2 Municipal Operations

		C.2 Municipal Operations

		C.2 Municipal Operations

		C.2 Municipal Operations

		C.2 Municipal Operations

		C.2 Municipal Operations

		C.2 Municipal Operations

		C.2 Municipal Operations

		C.2 Municipal Operations

		C.2 Municipal Operations

		C.2 Municipal Operations





C.4

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		MRP Provision		MRP Subprovision		Topic		Added by		Comments		Priority (H/M/L)

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls				Ensure all polluting sites are inspected. Improve C.4 language to assure that all sites that should be inspected are inspected and issues are corrected. Clarify “violation”. 		Water Board Staff

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls-general		Fact sheet/glossary: More clearly define “potential discharge” vs. “discharge.” OR Move away from “discharge” and use exposure of materials to stormwater and BMP use and effectiveness to evaluate site compliance. Discharges can still be handled under C.5. 		Water Board Staff

						Better define the universe of Industrial and Commercial Sites to inspect.		Water Board Staff

						ADD: Facilities are responsible for all discharges generated onsite, including discharges generated by a third party or mobile business. It is the facility's responsibility to assure that all activities on their site or associated with their business do not contribute pollution above water quality criteria. 		Water Board Staff

						Depending on who does the post-construction stormwater BMP inspections in a given municipality (e.g. env. health vs. building inspector), some businesses may fall through the cracks, on account of which businesses they prioritize.

Beth - thousands of inspections being done... all is recorded in the inventory. nothing is falling in between the cracks. 

amanda - wb should go through this and other concerns, and make sure that they haven't already been expressed and resolved in the past		Water Board Staff

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls		C.4.a.ii Legal Authority, Implementation Level		“. . .pollution abatement at all industrial and commercial sites which may be reasonably considered to actually or potentially cause or contribute to, . . .  [Alternate language consistent with IGP:] “or be a source of” pollution”.		Water Board Staff

						“BMPs at industrial and commercial facilities to address pollutant sources associated with. . . outdoor wash areas [ADD: including washing vehicles and restaurant equipment and mats]; outdoor drainage. . .” ADD: Applicable items from list of specifics in C.3.i (1).		Water Board Staff

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls		C.4 b (ii) 1.		Instead of: “may produce pollutants when exposed to stormwater” use “may be a source of pollutants to stormwater.” This language is consistent with the state general permit. 		Water Board Staff

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls		C.4.b (ii) (1)(b)		Add: restaurants, grocery/produce/meat stores, shopping centers/plazas/strip malls with common garbage dumpsters		Water Board Staff

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls		C.4.b (ii)(2) Business Inspection Plan		Add bases for finding businesses, and criteria for selecting high priority sites. If multiple entities or agencies inspect businesses, the BIP should address: List the agencies and entities that inspect businesses and the type of businesses they inspect. How does the Permittee identify and inspect any businesses not inspected by the listed agencies and entities? See additional detailed questions in cell below.		Water Board Staff

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls		C.4.b.ii. Business Inspection Plan		Ideas to consider: Identify potential/actual problem businesses with stormwater pollution potential (restaurants and supermarkets should probably get extra scrutiny). Submit a brief a plan summary towards the beginning of the permit term. The plan summary could be a one-time one to three paragraph plan summary of how they manage these priority business inspections. The plan summary would not need to be reported with each annual report after the first FY, unless something in it changes. Information we might ask for in the plans: 		Water Board Staff

						·         How do you deal with your priority businesses?		Water Board Staff

						·         Who inspects them?		Water Board Staff

						·         How do you deal with those that fall between the cracks? (Sites that present a potential problem, but are not the types of businesses normally inspected. 		Water Board Staff

						·         Where and how do you find these problem sites?		Water Board Staff

						·         What are the mechanisms that you use to get these priority businesses to achieve stormwater pollution prevention?		Water Board Staff

						·         Are notices of violation issued when warranted? Are citations issued when warranted? 		Water Board Staff

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls		C.4.b (iii) Reporting-List of Facilities		Provide a link to the facilities list or append the facilities list to the AR		Water Board Staff

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls		C.4.d.iii. ERP, Inspections, Reporting		(2)(c) in the AR: Number of sites with enforcement actions, number of sites with repeat enforcement actions, number of sites with unresolved enforcement actions, and without a compliance schedule, by 10 days or a reasonable time, from the initial inspection. Reduce reporting for each enforcement level. Ask for sites that did not resolve issues in a reasonable time and highest level of enforcement implemented. 		Water Board Staff

								Water Board Staff

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls		C.4. Staff Training		ADD: C.4.e.iii Reporting (5) List any other agencies or entities performing inspections for the entity submitting the annual report form. List the number of inspectors from each agency or entity, including the entity submitting the AR.		Water Board Staff

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls		reporting suggestion		Melody tovar - remove the requirement to provide the business inspection list. Could instead then make the info available on request. 

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls
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		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls

		C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls





C.5

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

		MRP Provision		MRP Subprovision		Topic		Added by		Comments		Priority (H/M/L)

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination				Recreational Vehicles – Homeless population waste issues in general (Yes, this is a big complicated issue, especially with RVs not associated with designated parking areas.)

proposal to package this discussion with the C.5 discussion		Water Board Staff

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination				Firefighting Foam BMPs		Water Board Staff

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination		C.5.c. Spill dumping, complaint response		Add a required central contact web url for the public and Permittee staff to report spills, dumping and stormwater and IDDE complaints. That is, remove words “as feasible” in C.5.c.ii(1) and “if used” in C.5.c.ii(2). C.5.c.ii(2) - change to: “website shall be updated within 60 days of any contact or other information changes.” Or other appropriate language. 		Water Board Staff

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination		C.5.d.i Tracking and Case Follow up 		SWRCB Order 2006-0003-DWQ, [ADD]” Waste Discharge Requirements for Sanitary Sewer Systems” to clarify the statement.		Water Board Staff

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination		C.5.e. Control of Mobile Sources		Identifying and tracking mobile businesses is a significant challenge. Many are small businesses run out of a residence or operating in multiple cities. These businesses may obtain business licenses in one city or none. Maybe present an alternate approach: Instead of or in addition to directly permitting and inspecting the mobile businesses, the sites /municipalities that hire the mobile businesses are responsible for discharges from their property/facility (some municipalities already take this approach). 		Water Board Staff

						What do permittees see as reasonable next steps?		Water Board Staff

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination		C.5.a, b. Legal authority, Enforcement Plan – Related to mobile businesses		Take minimal punitive actions during the MRP 3.0 permit term for mobile businesses so they are not afraid to register. Increase enforcement next permit term, after businesses are accustomed to being regulated. For example, no fines for a first offense, (unless major discharge of a hazmat non stormwater discharge). Just require registration and provide BMP info. Low level local fines at second or third offense.		Water Board Staff

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination		C.5.c.iii. Tracking, reporting		Change the dates. Twice per permit term (years 2 and 4) submit summary of Response actions, staff/department responsible for response actions, BMPs used. This can be a link or an attachment. Retain current annual reporting on this. 		Water Board Staff

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination		C.5.d.iii 		Change number resolved in a timely manner to Commonly implemented response actions, BMPs, and effectiveness.		Water Board Staff

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination		C.5.e.ii (1) c Mobile sources, Inventory		Consider county level registration/licensed for mobile businesses operating within Region 2. The goal is to develop a reasonably complete inventory of mobile businesses. Permittees could submit lists to WB as Excel files. WB compiles and sends back to Permittees as a regional file. Permittees update the inventory, send the update to the county. The county submits the updated file with the AR each year, or 2x during the permit term. OR see above – The site owner/operator is also responsible for pollution from discharges from mobile business actions on a site.		Water Board Staff

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination		C.5.e.ii (1)(d), and C.5.e.iii Outreach to mobile businesses		Increase outreach to mobile businesses encouraging registration with the county and distributing BMP information. Add outreach requirements to C.7?		Water Board Staff

						AND/OR include site owners as responsible parties. 		Water Board Staff

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination		C.5.f MS4 Maps		Update maps 1x/permit term, e.g. by year 4. Provide a link to the maps made publicly available or explain how maps are made publicly available. 		Water Board Staff

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination		mobile businesses		sharon - consider placing mobile businesses requirement in C.4?

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination		mobile businesses		idea from dale - have them place a standard placard (spelling?) on the side of mobile businesses

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination
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		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination
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		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

		C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination





C.6

		C.6. Construction Site Control

		MRP Provision		MRP Subprovision		Topic		Added by		Comments		Priority (H/M/L)

		C.6. Construction Site Control		C.6 Construction 		Clarify: This Provision applies to non-population-based Permittees and population-based Permittees. Non population-based Permittees must implement this Provision for projects that disturb soil located within, or partially within, property owned by the Permittee. 		Water Board Staff

		C.6. Construction Site Control		C.6.a. Legal Authority for Effective Site Management		Authority for effective Site Management – Emphasize Year-Round to Permittees.		Water Board Staff

						Multiple sites I have inspected have told me that they are required to implement BMPs only during the rainy season, because that is when they are inspected.		Water Board Staff

		C.6. Construction Site Control		C.6.c. Best Management Practices Categories		Expand good site management to include good housekeeping, materials and waste management, spill, and leak prevention and response		Water Board Staff

		C.6. Construction Site Control		C.6.d.ii. Plan Approval Process		A SWPPP may be submitted for review instead of the Permittees required erosion and sediment control plan if the SWPPP includes the erosion and sediment control drawings required for the Permittee’s permit. SWPPP maps may not be adequate for construction purposes. 		Water Board Staff

		C.6. Construction Site Control		C.6.e.i Inspections, task		. . . preventing the discharge of construction pollutants [ADD: “into the waters of the State either directly to a water body or through”] the storm drain. . . 		Water Board Staff

		C.6. Construction Site Control		C.6.e.ii (2) Frequency of Inspections		Inspections shall be conducted [ADD “once during the dry season and”] monthly during the wet season. Adding a dry season inspection to reinforce that BMPs are required year round. 		Water Board Staff

		C.6. Construction Site Control		C.6.e.ii (2) (b)-(c)		Include hillside under high priority sites? Many sites are both hillside and high priority by the current definitions. Combining the categories will help avoid double counting. ADD instruction to categorize sites as NOI, high priority-hillside or high priority-other. If a site is both high priority and NOI, list as NOI-HP.		Water Board Staff

				Types of sites inspected				Water Board Staff

		C.6. Construction Site Control		C.6.e.ii(3) Contents of Inspections		Inspections shall focus on the [ADD: “presence,”] adequacy and effectiveness of the site specific BMPs.		Water Board Staff

		C.6. Construction Site Control		C.6.e.iii Reporting		2016 requirements with the following changes: ADD new (d) Total number of active sites disturbing less than one acre of soil (Do not include construction sites that do not disturb soil.) ADD new (e) Total number of active construction sites disturbing soil. Current d, e, f, g, become f, g, h, i. 		Water Board Staff

		C.6. Construction Site Control		C.6.e.iii (4) Program evaluation		Delete this subsection. Maye add to C.17 Annual Report a program evaluation, including program successes, program items needing improvement, and improvements accomplished since the last annual report.		Water Board Staff

		C.6. Construction Site Control		 C.6.f Staff Training		Move to a new training Provision? Consolidate or reduce reporting?		Water Board Staff

		C.6. Construction Site Control				Consider requiring permittees to report a construction general permit non-filer list, as we do for the industrial general permit in C.4. 		Water Board Staff

		C.6. Construction Site Control		Terri 		Oakland has an issue with the detailed reporting that's required… is there some way to more efficiently capture the info gathered by inspectors, during inspection, and report that directly?

		C.6. Construction Site Control
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		C.6. Construction Site Control
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C.7

		C.7 Public Education and Outreach

		MRP Provision		MRP Subprovision		Topic		Added by		Comments		Priority (H/M/L)

		C.7 Public Education and Outreach				sharon - move storm drain inlet marking into C.2 (and into C.3 for private development)

		C.7 Public Education and Outreach				matt - want more flexibility in how the san mateo county program spends its $ on outreach and education. What about a two-track approach? Could require it to be approved by the WB EO. 

Dale - permittees should propose language

		C.7 Public Education and Outreach				dale - need to also discuss standards for inlet marking…

		C.7 Public Education and Outreach
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C.9

		C.9 Pesticides Toxicity Control 

		MRP Provision		MRP Subprovision		Topic		Added by		Comments		Priority (H/M/L)

		C.9 Pesticides Toxicity Control 				Pesticide Application Tracking/Reporting		Water Board Staff

		C.9 Pesticides Toxicity Control 		C.9		revise the “list of pesticides of concern” as necessary prior to permit reissuance. Include language here stating that the pesticides on that list are not the only ones that permittees will be tracking and reporting		Water Board Staff

		C.9 Pesticides Toxicity Control 		C.9.a		 “…and report trends in quantities and types of [all] pesticide active ingredients used, and explain any increases in use of pesticides of concern to water quality as listed in the introduction section of this provision.”		Water Board Staff

		C.9 Pesticides Toxicity Control 
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		C.9 Pesticides Toxicity Control 







C.13

		C.13. Copper Controls

		MRP Provision		MRP Subprovision		Topic		Added by		Comments		Priority (H/M/L)

		C.13. Copper Controls				Potentially update based on 2016 report submittals

follow up with richard?		Water Board Staff

						amanda - how useful is the reporting we're doing to the water board? (duly noted)

























C.14

		C.14. Bacteria Controls

		MRP Provision		MRP Subprovision		Topic		Added by		Comments		Priority (H/M/L)

		C.14. Bacteria Controls				Update based on WLA attainment assessment report due in 2019		Water Board Staff

		C.14. Bacteria Controls				this will be handled by jan offline
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C.15

		C.15. Exempted and Conditionally Exempted Discharges

		MRP Provision		MRP Subprovision		Topic		Added by		Comments		Priority (H/M/L)

		C.15. Exempted and Conditionally Exempted Discharges				Add a new conditionally exempted Discharge Type, for discharges of potable (chlorinated) water from water reservoirs and distribution systems. And refer to the two State general permits:		Water Board Staff

						permit for discharges of potable water from water treatment plants		Water Board Staff

						permit for discharges of potable water from the distribution system		Water Board Staff

		C.15. Exempted and Conditionally Exempted Discharges				discharges associated with small urban fires…
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		C.15. Exempted and Conditionally Exempted Discharges





















C.16

		C.16. Discharges to Areas of Special Biological Significance

		MRP Provision		MRP Subprovision		Topic		Added by		Comments		Priority (H/M/L)

		C.16. Discharges to Areas of Special Biological Significance				Update based on ASBS compliance status - only applies to san mateo and marin?		Water Board Staff
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C.17

		C.17. Annual Reports

		MRP Provision		MRP Subprovision		Topic		Added by		Comments		Priority (H/M/L)

		C.17. Annual Reports				Electronic Reporting		Water Board Staff

		C.17. Annual Reports				Overall Scope of Reporting

wb will share its reporting list with Chris		Water Board Staff

		C.17. Annual Reports				chris -- add these topics to the agenda for the december 2019 steering committee meeting

fold in the conversations happening at the state level

		C.17. Annual Reports				melody - please make a primer on all of this, to be presented before or at the december steering committee mtg

		C.17. Annual Reports
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Other-New

		Other/New

		MRP Provision		MRP Subprovision		Topic		Added by		Comments		Priority (H/M/L)

		Other/New				New provision on requirements for any Small MS4 municipalities that are brought into the MRP

dale - will likely take the same form as the east contra costa permittees amendment		Water Board Staff

		Other/New				New provision on cost reporting		Water Board Staff

		Overall				We’ll need to formalize what provisions apply or do not apply to the non-population-based permittees (the flood control districts). Currently, at least some of them are erroneously self-determining that certain provisions do not apply to them.		Water Board Staff

		C.10				Also - need to fix the exemption for flood management agencies in the preamble for C.10.		Water Board Staff

		Other/New				New TMDLs (e.g. Pescadero Creek for sediment)

chris - what new tmdls are we planning on including? Can we have that tentative draft list by the december steering committee meeting?		Water Board Staff
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