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September 17, 2012

Bruce Wolfe, Executive Officer

San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board
1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400

Oakland, CA 94612

SUBJECT: SUBMITTAL OF THE SAN MATEO COUNTYWIDE WATER POLLUTION
PREVENTION PROGRAM’S FY 2011/12 ANNUAL REPORT

Dear Mr. Wolfe:

The San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program (Countywide Program) is
pleased to submit the enclosed Fiscal Year 2011/12 Annual Report. This report describes
Municipal Regional Permit (MRP) compliance activities conducted at the regional and
countywide levels on behalf of all of the Countywide Program’s member agencies. It also
incorporates by reference and includes as appendices several reports prepared by the Bay Area
Stormwater Management Agencies Association (BASMAA) on behalf of all Bay Area MRP
Permittees.

I certify under penalty of law that the Countywide Program FY 2011/12 Annual Report and
BASMAA’s associated regional reports were prepared under my direction or supervision in
accordance with a system designed to ensure that qualified personnel properly gather and
evaluate the information submitted. Based on my enquiry of the person or persons who manage
the system, or those directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted
is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. 1 am aware that there
are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and
imprisonment for knowing violations.

The Countywide Program and its 22 member agencies look forward to continuing to work with
you and your staff on implementation of the MRP. If you have any questions or comments,
please call me at (650) 599-1419.

Sincerely,

Matthew Fabry
Program Coordinator

Enclosure: Countywide Program FY 2011/12 Annual Report
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1
EXECUTIVE
SUMMARY

INTRODUCTION

The FY 2011-12 Annual Report was developed in compliance with the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) stormwater Municipal Regional Permit (MRP) adopted in
October 2009. This section summarizes stormwater pollution prevention and control activities
implemented by the San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program (SMCWPPP) in
FY 2011-12.

The FY 2011-12 Annual Report summarizes progress in implementing the MRP through the
following five major components of SMCWPPP:

=  Municipal Operations ~

SAN MATEO COUNTYWIDE

Water Pollution
Prevention Program

Clean Water. Healthy Community.

= New Development and Construction Controls
= |ndustrial and lllicit Discharge Controls
= Public Information and Participation

= Watershed Assessment and Monitoring

SMCWPPP's activities benefit all of its member agencies. The organizational structure of
SMCWPPP is provided in Figure 1-1. The City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) of San
Mateo County, comprised of local elected city council representatives from each member agency,
a member of the County Board of Supervisors, and representatives from the transit district and
transportation authority, is the administrative and policy making body for SMCWPPP. C/CAG is a
Joint Powers Authority (JPA) for issues of regional importance to San Mateo County jurisdictions.
A 1993 amendment to the JPA Agreement made C/CAG responsible for assisting member
agencies with complying with the NPDES municipal stormwater permit, including its latest
incarnation as the MRP.

1-1
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Figure 1-1.

SANMATEO COUNTYWIDE WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PROGRAM
ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE AND MEETINGS

Regional Water Quality
Control Board
Sue Ma

r

City/County Association of
Governments

NPDES Permit (CICAG)

Subcommittee ’ Second Thursday at 7:30 pm

Richard Mapier, Executive Director

:

Technical Advisory Committee
Third Tuesday at 10:00 am
Chair: Matt Fabry, NPDES General Program Coordinator

New Development and Public
Construction Information/Participation
First Tuesday (bimonthly) ‘Second Tuesday
1:30 pm . ——  (bimonthly) 10:00 am
Chair: Jeanne Naughton Cha'{r: 5h9||_‘!’ Reider
City of Daly City City of Millorae
Parks Maintenance and Commercial/lndustrial/lilicit
Integrated Pest Discharge (C/lN)
Management _|  Third Wednesday (quarterly)
Fourth Tuesday (meets v 1:.00 pm
about 3 times peryear) |+ Chair: Ward Donnelly
1:30 pm City cf Daly City
Chair: Valerie Matonis
City of Redwood City - —
Public Works Municipal
Maintenance
Watershed Assessment Fourth Wednesday
and Monitoring ’ (quarterly)
Second Thursday meets 12:00
about 3 times peryear) [ Chair: Louis Gotelli
10:00 am Town of Colma
Chair: Dermot Casey, 4
County of San Mateo

Trash Work Group
Fourth Wednesday
(quarterly)
10:00 AM
Chair: Shelli 8. Clair
City of San Mateo

EOA, Inc.
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C/CAG’s decisions are assisted by a Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), which is comprised of
municipal representatives with a variety of backgrounds including engineering, planning,
environmental health, wastewater treatment, and public works administration. The TAC has
established various subcommittees and work groups to help implement the different aspects of
the MRP.

The TAC met ten times during FY 2011-12 to assist with planning and organizing SMCWPPP’s MRP
compliance activities. Table 1-1 summarizes attendance at the TAC meetings held during FY
2011-12.

SUMMARY OF ACCOMPLISHMENTS

Major accomplishments during FY 2011-12 are described below.

Municipal Maintenance Activities

The MRP includes the following three municipal operations-related provisions that are
implemented with the assistance and participation of the subcommittee and work groups listed
below:

= |mplementation of Provision C.2 Municipal Operations is coordinated through the
SMCWPPP Public Works Municipal Maintenance Subcommittee.

= Implementation of Provision C.9 Pesticides Toxicity Control (except Provision C.9.h -
public outreach) is coordinated through the SMCWPPP Parks Maintenance and
Integrated Pest Management (IPM) Work Group.

= |mplementation of Provision C.10 Trash Load Reductions is coordinated through the
SMCWPPP Trash Work Group.

Major accomplishments during FY 2011-12 include the following:

=  Facilitated group buy of storm drain markers for Municipal Maintenance Subcommittee
members.

= Collaborated with the San Mateo County Agriculture/Weights & Measures staff to
conduct the SMCWPPP annual Landscape IPM Training Workshop in February 2012.

= Collaborated with the San Francisco Estuary Partnership to conduct a Structural IPM
Training Workshop in November 2011.

= Updated the SMCWPPP Model IPM Policy with input from Regional Water Board staff
and prepared an example City Council report and resolution for use by agencies adopting
the updated version of the Model IPM Policy.

=  Worked with BASMAA to develop a Model Short-Term Trash Loading Reduction Plan
template for Permittees to use when developing their own Short-Term Plans and then
assisted Member Agencies develop and submit their plans to the Regional Water Board
by February 1, 2012.

= Worked with BASMAA to submit two regional trash technical memoranda (i.e.,
Preliminary Baseline Trash Generation Rates for San Francisco Bay Area MS4s and Trash
Load Reduction Tracking Method) (see Appendix F) to the Regional Water Board on

1-3
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February 1, 2012.

New Development and Construction Controls

In FY 2011-12, SMCWPPP’S New Development Subcommittee assisted member agencies in
complying with Provisions C.3 (New Development and Redevelopment) and C.6 (Construction
Site Control) of the MRP, with a focus on implementing the low impact development (LID)
requirements which went into effect on December 1, 2011. As of this date, projects regulated by
Provision C.3 must meet stormwater treatment requirements using evapotranspiration,
infiltration, and/or rainwater harvesting and reuse. Where this is infeasible, biotreatment
measures may be used.

Major accomplishments in FY 2011-12 include the following:

= Held the 2011 New Development Workshop on October 6, 2011. A total of 57 staff
members and consultants attended the workshop, which focused on the new LID
requirements.

= Held a special training session on LID feasibility and infeasibility criteria on November 17,
2011 to offer practice exercises to implement the new LID requirements. A total of 22
municipal staff members and consultants attended the training.

= Began project planning and design of the Bransten Road pilot green street project, in
accordance with Permit Provision C.3.b.iii. Funding sources include the San Mateo
County vehicle license fee and EPA’s San Francisco Bay Water Quality Improvement Fund
through BASMAA'’s Clean Watersheds for a Clean Bay Project.

= Updated SCMWPPP’s C.3 Technical Guidance to help member agencies implement the
new LID requirements.

=  Prepared various model documents, including the following model worksheets to assist
member agencies with complying with the requirement to evaluate the feasibility of
treating the amount of stormwater runoff specified in Provision C.3.d with infiltration,
evapotranspiration, or rainwater harvesting and use, before allowing biotreatment:

0 Feasibility Screening Worksheet
0 Infiltration Feasibility Worksheet
O Rainwater Harvesting and Use Feasibility Worksheet

= Participated in regional projects through BASMAA to prepare for implementing MRP
requirements that went into effect in 2011, including the development of four fact
sheets on the following types of site design measures that small projects will be required
to implement under Provision C.3.i, beginning December 1, 2012:

0 Pervious paving

0 Managing stormwater runoff with landscaping
O Rain barrels and cisterns

0 Rain gardens.

=  Updated the SCMWPPP Construction Site Inspection plan sheet outreach piece for
project applicants, to reflect the most recent guidance on construction site BMPs.

1-4
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= Offered a training workshop in February on construction site stormwater inspection, with
a session on conducting operation and maintenance verification inspections of
permanent post-construction stormwater controls. A total of 48 staff members and
consultants attended the workshops.

= Prepared a flyer describing BMPs to be used during the installation, cleaning, treating
and washing of the surface of copper architectural features, to help member agencies
comply with Provision C.13.a requirements for addressing architectural copper in
development and construction projects.

Industrial and lllicit Discharge Controls
The goals of SMCWPPP's Commercial, Industrial and lllicit Discharge (Cll) component include:

= To control the discharge of pollutants in stormwater from commercial and industrial
businesses to the maximum extent practicable.

= To effectively prohibit the discharge of illicit, non-stormwater discharges to the
municipal storm drain system.

SMCWPPP member agencies are responsible for complying with various business inspection
requirements (MRP Provision C.4), controlling non-stormwater discharges prohibited by the MRP
(MRP Provision C.5), and managing certain non-stormwater discharges exempted or conditionally
exempted by the MRP (MRP Provision C.15). SMCWPPP's Cll component assists member agency
staff with understanding these MRP requirements and developing various tools, templates,
reporting forms, and other MRP compliance support materials.

Major accomplishments in FY 2011-12 included the following:

= Conducted an inspector training workshop on April 25, 2012. The workshop included
presentations on conducting commercial and industrial facility stormwater inspections,
industrial sources of PCBs and copper, and illicit discharge control.

= Updated Stormwater Business Inspector and lllicit Discharge Coordinator contact lists
available on the SMCWPPP website (www.flowstobay.org).

= Convened a Water Utility Work Group that began developing guidance materials related
to Provision C.15 requirements.

Public Information and Participation
The primary goals of SMCWPPP’s Public Information and Participation (PIP) component are:

= To educate the public about the causes of stormwater pollution and its serious effects on
the quality of local creeks, lagoons, shorelines, and neighborhoods;

= To encourage residents to adopt less polluting and more environmentally beneficial
practices; and

= Toincrease residents’ hands-on involvement in SMCWPPP activities.

PIP is essential for controlling pollution at the source because most pollutants originate from
preventable, everyday activities. Pollutants in stormwater may be reduced by educating
residents about the benefits of preventing stormwater pollution and motivating them to do their
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share to reduce pollution. This approach is recognized as being both cost-effective and efficient
in meeting the goal of reducing pollutants in stormwater to the maximum extent practicable.

The SMCWPPP PIP Subcommittee met six times in FY 2011-12 to oversee the development of
educational materials and to guide the implementation of the PIP component. Shelly Reider of
the City of Millbrae served as the chairperson this year for the PIP Subcommittee.

Major accomplishments in FY 2011-12 included the following:

= Garnered local media attention with local newspapers writing articles about three
successful SMCWPPP projects: Green Streets and Parking Lots Design Guidebook,
Community Action Grant, and the coordination of California Coastal Cleanup Day.

=  Continued to maintain the www.flowstobay.org website, with an increase in the number
of subscribers to the following pages: Community Events, Resources for Teachers and
Schools, New Information, Community Action Grant, Litter Reduction and Coastal
Cleanup Day, Newsletter, Less Toxic Pest Control, and Press Room.

= Continued to implement a discount car wash campaign that involved partnerships with
eleven commercial car washes located throughout the county to encourage residents to
wash cars at commercial car washing facilities. Revised and distributed over 12,000
discount car wash cards through municipal channels and outreach events. Revised a
webpage detailing the discount program, and provided a point of contact to the public for
the purpose of learning about the program and obtaining the discount card. Continued to
educate the residents who choose to wash their cars at home to use minimal soap when
washing cars and to divert the runoff to landscaped areas.

=  Worked with the Trash Work Group Committee to satisfy public involvement
requirements related to cleanup events for documenting baseline trash data and
establish methods for documenting overall trash load reductions.

= Continued to coordinate the California Coastal Cleanup Day for San Mateo County
diverting 25,436 pounds of trash and 3,911 pounds of recyclables from waterways. An
estimated 4,178 residents volunteered for this event, a slight decrease from 2010. Since
SMCWPPP started coordinating the program in 2006, there has been an overall over four-
fold increase in volunteers.

= Hosted an educational outreach booth at the 9-day County Fair with an emphasis on the
Regional Youth Litter Campaign.

=  Participated in the San Francisco Bay Protection and Behavior Change Campaign project
meetings and as a member of the steering committee for this regional project dedicated
to developing a regional brand for stormwater and wastewater outreach activities.

= Updated the online “Resource Guide of Groups and Organizations in San Mateo County
with Watershed Stewardship Efforts” featuring local groups and organizations providing
volunteer opportunities for residents. Added two new groups: “Burlingame Citizen
Volunteers” and “Redwood Creek Preservation Trust” to the guide. Worked with groups
to promote cleanup activities through the creation of a new web page entitled “Spring
Cleaning SMC” found under the Litter Prevention section.

= Awarded $15,000 to six organizations through the Community Action Grant program.

1-6
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= Sponsored an educational assembly program for elementary-age students entitled “We
All Live Downstream,” performed by the Banana Slug String Band. The program
emphasized the importance of not littering or dumping substances into the storm drain
to protect the marine environment.

= Sponsored a high school educational program entitled “Water Pollution Prevention and
Your Car,” presented by Rock Steady Science. The program emphasizes proper car
maintenance, including motor oil recycling and proper car washing, as well as watershed
education and the “Green Streets and Parking Lots” urban runoff management approach
to civil engineering.

= Continued to participate in the region-wide integrated pest management “Our Water Our
World” campaign by working with local retail stores to maintain point of purchase
information on less toxic pest control.

=  Promoted IPM courses to 80 structural and landscape pest control operators registered
with the County Agricultural Commissioner.

Watershed Assessment and Monitoring

SMCWPPP's Watershed Assessment and Monitoring (WAM) component assists member agencies
to achieve compliance with MRP provisions related to water quality monitoring (Provision C.8)
and certain water quality pollutants of concern (Provisions C.11, C.12, C.13.cand e, and C.14).
Much of this work is accomplished through participation in BASMAA regional projects.
SMCWPPP staff helps implement and oversee these regional projects by participating in the
activities of a number of regional committees and work groups, including the BASMAA
Monitoring and Pollutants of Concern Committee (BASMAA MPC), the Regional Monitoring
Coalition (BASMAA RMC) Work Group, the Clean Watersheds for a Clean Bay Project
Management Team, and the Regional Monitoring Program (RMP) Small Tributaries Loading
Strategy (STLS) Work Group.

Major accomplishments during FY 2011-12 included the following:

= Through the BASMAA MPC, SMCWPPP staff helped to develop and implement regional
project work plans, scopes of work, schedules, and associated budgets. The status and
results of these BASMAA regional projects are described in detail in Regional Pollutants
of Concern Report for FY 2011-2012 and Regional Monitoring Coalition Monitoring Status
Report for February-June 2012 (see Appendix F), hereinafter referred to as the POC and
Monitoring Regional Supplement.

= In coordination with other BASMAA agencies, SMCWPPP continued to contribute funding
to the San Francisco Estuary Regional Monitoring Program, participate in selected RMP
committees and work groups, and providing input to related work plans and reports.

=  Through the BASMAA RMC, SMCWPPP staff helped finalize several documents critical to
support water quality monitoring and compliance with Provision C.8.c. — Creek Status
Monitoring / Rotating Watersheds. SMCWPPP staff also assisted the BASMAA RMC to
evaluate database platforms to house the RMC water quality monitoring data and
contract with a database developer in June 2012 to begin development of the RMC
Information Management System using Microsoft Access.

1-7
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=  Field monitoring required by MRP Provision C.8.c was initiated in San Mateo County
during the FY 2011-12 wet weather season and involved sampling the suite of
parameters listed in Table 8.1 of the MRP at multiple sites.

= Through the RMP STLS Work Group, SMCWPPP staff helped to select and initiate
monitoring for pollutants of concern, in compliance with MRP Provision C.8.e, at four
stations in the RMC area. The STLS Work Group identified two additional monitoring
sites that will be sampled in FY 2012-13 to fully comply with MRP Provision C.8.e. One of
these sites is located at the Pulgas Creek Pump Station in the City of San Carlos.

= To encourage citizen monitoring, SMCWPPP staff coordinated with Acterra on several
issues: 1) discussed water quality conditions at their restoration site in San Mateo County
on Arroyo Ojo de Agua Creek 2) discussed providing in-kind technical support for water
quality methods including toxicity and pathogen indicator sampling; 3) encouraged them
to submit a grant to USEPA to expand their Riparian Restoration/Water Quality Outreach
and Monitoring Program; 4) provided contacts to other watershed groups conducting
monitoring in San Mateo County and encouraged them to also contact these groups for
technical advice and as potential collaborators in monitoring and grant applications.

=  Provisions C.11 and C.12 implement stormwater runoff-related actions required by the
mercury and PCBs Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) water quality restoration
programs. During FY 2011-12, SMCWPPP staff participated in a number of BASMAA
regional projects that address mercury and PCBs in stormwater runoff, including the EPA
grant-funded project entitled Clean Watersheds for a Clean Bay (CW4CB) and the PCBs in
Caulk project, which is funded by the federal stimulus program (American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act). The POC and Monitoring Regional Supplement report contains
further details about these projects and their status.

= SMCWPPP staff worked with BASMAA to develop a spreadsheet entitled “FY 11-12
Estimated Mass of Mercury Collected Calculator (Version 1.0)” and used the calculator
to estimate the mass of mercury collected by the San Mateo County Household
Hazardous Waste Program during FY 2011-12.

= SMCWPPP staff prepared a project work plan for the Pulgas Creek Pump Station pilot
diversion project and submitted to Regional Water Board staff in May 2012. SMCWPPP
staff also obtained a wastewater discharge permit from SBSA and began identification
and mobilization of equipment needed for the pilot diversion project.

= Provision C.13.c. (Copper Controls - Vehicle Brake Pads) requires Permittees to
participate in the Brake Pad Partnership (BPP) process to develop California legislation
phasing out copper from certain automobile brake pads sold in California. Provision
C.13.e (Copper Controls - Studies to Reduce Uncertainties) requires Permittees to
conduct or cause to be conducted technical studies to investigate possible copper
sediment toxicity and technical studies to investigate sub-lethal effects on salmonids.
During FY 2011-12, SMCWPPP staff participated in BASMAA regional projects that
address these provisions. The POCs and Monitoring Regional Supplement contains
further details.

=  MRP Provision C.14 requires San Mateo County and other MRP Permittees to work
collaboratively to begin identifying, assessing, and managing controllable sources of the
following lower priority pollutants that have been found in stormwater runoff:
polybrominated diphenyl ethers (PBDEs), legacy pesticides, and selenium. During FY

1-8
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2011-12, SMCWPPP staff participated in a BASMAA regional project that addresses this
provision. The POCs and Monitoring Regional Supplement report provides further details
about this project and its status.

1-9



Table 1-1: FY 2011-2012 NPDES TAC Attendance Record Month
AGENCY AND NAME Telephone # Email Address Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec | Jan* Feb Mar Apr May Jun
SMCWPPP/ CCAG
Matt Fabry (650) 599-1419 [mfabry@co.sanmateo.ca.us X X X X X X X X X X
Richard Napier (650) 599-1420 rnapier@co.sanmateo.ca.us X X X X
Sandy Wong (650) 599-1409 |[slwong@co.sanmateo.ca.us
EOA, Inc.
Fred Jarvis (510) 832-2852 X X X X
Jon Konnan (510) 832-2852  |jkonnan@eoainc.com X X X X X X X
Adam Olivieri (510) 832-2852 |[awo@eoainc.com X
Water Board
Sue Ma (510) 622-2386 |sma@waterboards.ca.gov
Selina Louie (510) 622-2383  [slouie@waterboards.ca.gov
Atherton
Steve Tyler (650) 752-0570 |[styler@ci.atherton.ca.us X X X X
Belmont
Leticia Alvarez (650) 595-7469 |lalvarez@belmont.gov X X X X
Dalia Corpus (650) 595-7468 |dcorpus@belmont.gov X
Gilbert Yau (650) 595-7425 X
Brisbane
Randy Breault (415) 508-2130 |rbreault@ci.brisbane.ca.us X X X X X X
Karen Kinser (415) 508-2133  |kkinser@ci.brisbane.ca.us
Shelley Romriell (415) 508-2128 [sromriell@ci.brisbane.ca.us X X X
Burlingame
Steve Daldrup stephen.daldrup@veoliawaterna.com X X X X
Eva Justimbaste eva.justimbaste@veoliawaterna.com X X X
Kiley Kinnon (650) 342-3727 X X
Victor Voong (650) 558-7230  |vvoong@burlingame.org X X X X X X X X X X
Colma
Muneer Ahmed (650) 757-8888 [muneer.ahmed@colma.ca.gov X X X X X X X
Brad Donohue X X X
Saied Mostafavi X
Daly City
Jesse Myott (650) 991-8054 |jmyott@dalycity.org X X X X X
Cynthia Royer (650) 991-8203 |croyer@dalycity.org X X X X X
East Palo Alto
Lucy Chen (650) 853-3191 X
Michelle Daher (650) 853-3165 |[mdaher@cityofepa.org X X X X X X X X
Foster City
Norm Dorais (650) 286-3279 [ndorais@fostercity.org X X X X X X
Mike McElligott (650) 286-8140 [mmcelligott@fostercity.org X
Half Moon Bay
Muneer Ahmed muneer@csgengr.com X X X X X X X

* January meeting held via conference call




Table 1-1: FY 2011-2012 NPDES TAC Attendance Record Month
AGENCY AND NAME Telephone # Email Address Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec | Jan* Feb Mar Apr May Jun
Brad Donohue X X
Laura Snideman X
Hillsborough
Dave Bishop (650) 375-7588  |dbishop@hillsborough.net X
Jen Chen (650) 375-7488 |jchen@hillsborough.net X
Catherine Chan cchan@hillsborough.net X X X X X X
Menlo Park
Rebecca Fotu (650) 330-6765  |rifotu@menlopark.org X X X X X X X
Jennifer Ng (650) 330-6740 X X X X
Millbrae
Khee Lim (650) 259-2347  [klim@ci.millbrae.ca.us X X X
Kelly O'Dea (650) 259-2448 |kodea@ci.millbrae.ca.us X X
Anthony Riddell (650) 259-2337  |ariddell@ci.millbrae.ca.us
Pacifica
Elizabeth Claycomb (650) 738-7361 |claycombe®@ci.pacifica.ca.us
Raymund Donguines (650) 738-3768 |donguinesr@ci.pacifica.ca.us X X X X X X X X X X
Portola Valley
Howard Young (650) 851-1700 x2]hyoung@portolavalley.net X
Redwood City
Marilyn Harang (650) 780-7477 |mharang@redwoodcity.org X X X X X X
Harry Kwong (650) 780-7473 X
Peter Vorametsanti X X
San Bruno
Robert Howard (650) 616-7179 X X
Gino Quinn (650) 616-7169  [gquinn@sanbruno.ca.gov X
San Carlos
Ray Chan rchan@cityofsancarlos.org
San Mateo, City
Debra Bickel (650) 522-7343  |dbickel@cityofsanmateo.org X
Shelli St. Clair (650) 522-7342  |sstclair@cityofsanmateo.org X X X X X X X X X
San Mateo, County
Mary Bell Austin (650) 372-6259  [maustin@co.sanmateo.ca.us
Julie Casagrande (650) 599-1457 |jcasagrande@co.sanmateo.ca.us X X X X X X X X X
Dermot Casey (650) 372-6257 |djcasey@co.sanmateo.ca.us X X X X X X X X X
Carole Foster cfoster@smcgov.org X
Tim Swillinger (650) 372-6245  [tswillinger@co.sanmateo.ca.us
So. San Francisco
Rob Lecel (650) 829-3882  [rob.lecel@ssf.net X X X X X
Cassie Prudhel (650) 829-3840 |cassie.prudhel@ssf.net X X X X X
Shoshana Wolff (650) 829-3880  [shoshana.wolff@ssf.net

* January meeting held via conference call




Attendance

Table 1-1: FY 2011-2012 NPDES TAC Attendance Record Month
AGENCY AND NAME Telephone # Email Address Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec | Jan* Feb Mar Apr May Jun
Woodside

Gratien Etchebehere (650) 851-6790 |getchebehere@woodsidetown.org X X

Dong Nguyen (650) 851-6790  [dnguyen@woodsidetown.org X X X X
Caltrans

John Michels (510) 622-5996  |jmichels@caltrans.ca.gov X

Karen Mai kmai@caltrans.ca.gov X
Guests/Public

Geoff Brosseau, CASQA |(650) 365-8620 X

* January meeting held via conference call
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2
MUNICIPAL OPERATIONS

INTRODUCTION

The MRP includes the following three municipal operations-related provisions that are
implemented with the assistance and participation of the SMCWPPP subcommittee and work
groups listed below:

= |mplementation of Provision C.2 Municipal Operations is coordinated through the
SMCWPPP Public Works Municipal Maintenance Subcommittee.

= Implementation of Provision C.9 Pesticides Toxicity Control is coordinated through the
SMCWPPP Parks Maintenance and Integrated Pest Management (IPM) Work Group
(except Provision C.9.h, the public outreach portion of Pesticides Toxicity Control, which
is implemented through the SMCWPPP Public Information and Participation component -
see Chapter 5 of this report).

= Implementation of Provision C.10 Trash Load Reductions is coordinated through the
SMCWPPP Trash Work Group.

Most MRP-required municipal operations tasks need to be implemented by each SMCWPPP
member agency. SMCWPPP helps agency staff to understand MRP requirements and develops
various tools needed to effectively plan, implement, and report on compliance activities.

During FY 2011-12, there were a number of activities accomplished with input and assistance
provided by the Public Works Municipal Maintenance Subcommittee, the Parks Maintenance and
IPM Work Group, and the Trash Work Group. SMCWPPP's accomplishments during FY 2011-12
included the following tasks to assist with implementation of Provisions C.2, C.9 and C.10:

=  Facilitated group buy of storm drain markers for Municipal Maintenance Subcommittee
members.

= Collaborated with the San Mateo County Agriculture/Weights & Measures staff to
conduct the SMCWPPP annual Landscape IPM Training Workshop in February 2012.

= Collaborated with the San Francisco Estuary Partnership to conduct a Structural IPM
Training Workshop in November 2011.

= Updated the SMCWPPP Model IPM Policy with input from Regional Water Board staff
and prepared an example City Council report and resolution for use by agencies adopting
the updated version of the Model IPM Policy.

=  Worked with BASMAA to develop a Model Short-Term Trash Loading Reduction Plan
template for Permittees to use when developing their own Short-Term Plans and then
assisted Member Agencies develop and submit their plans to the Regional Water Board
by February 1, 2012.
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=  Worked with BASMAA to submit two regional trash technical memoranda (i.e.,
Preliminary Baseline Trash Generation Rates for San Francisco Bay Area MS4s and Trash
Load Reduction Tracking Method) to the Regional Water Board on February 1, 2012.

More detailed information about SMCWPPP’s assistance in helping member agencies comply
with MRP requirements in Provisions C.2, C.9 and C.10 is included in the following sections.

IMPLEMENTATION OF MRP PROVISIONS

Provision C.2 Municipal Operations

The objective of MRP Provision C.2 is to ensure development and implementation of appropriate
BMPs by all Permittees to control and reduce discharges of non-stormwater and stormwater
runoff pollutants to storm drains and watercourses during operation, inspection, and routine
repair and maintenance activities of municipal facilities and infrastructure.

Participation and Coordination with the Public Works Municipal Maintenance Subcommittee

The Public Works Municipal Maintenance Subcommittee met four times during FY 2011-12 to
share information about municipal operations-related MRP requirements and methods for
achieving compliance. The meetings provided a forum to share experiences with implementing
MRP provisions and applying associated BMPs related to activities such as:

= Street and road repair maintenance activities.

= Sidewalk/plaza maintenance and pavement washing.
= Graffiti removal.

= Corporation yard activities.

=  Stormwater pump station monitoring and inspections.

Bill Butler and Steve Tyler from the Town of Atherton chaired the subcommittee up until
December 2011. Louis Gotelli from the Town of Colma has chaired the subcommittee since
January 2012. A FY 2011-12 subcommittee attendance list is included in Appendix A. A majority
of the subcommittee’s four meetings were attended by staff from the Cities of Atherton, Belmont,
Brisbane, Burlingame, Colma, Half Moon Bay, Menlo Park, Millbrae, Pacifica, Redwood City, San
Carlos and the San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District. It should be noted that
the October 2011 meeting facilitated coordination with the San Mateo County Mosquito and
Vector Control District regarding storm drain inlet cleanings and automatic retractable trash
control screens. In addition during FY 2011-12, outside of the subcommittee meetings SMCWPPP
staff facilitated the purchase of storm drain markers.
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Program Materials

Since the MRP was adopted, SMCWPPP staff has developed a number of materials to assist
municipal maintenance staff with implementing Provision C.2. (e.g., sources of BMP information,
SWPPP template, and inspection forms). These materials are all available on the SMCWPPP
website (www.flowstobay.org) for use by agency staff and are described below.

In FY 2009-10, SMCWPPP developed a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) template
for use by member agencies in tailoring, updating, or creating SWPPPs for their corporation
yards, satellite facilities, and maintenance facilities. In FY 2010-11, SMCWPPP prepared the
“Municipal Corporation Yard Inspection Form.” This form provides detailed checklists for the
types of BMPs recommended in the corporation yard SWPPP template.

During FY 2010-11, SMCWPPP prepared “Sources of Stormwater BMP information for
Maintenance Activities Listed in MRP’s Provision C.2,” to assist member agencies with complying
with the following Provision C.2 requirements: Provision C.2.a Street and Road Repair and
Maintenance; Provision C.2.b Sidewalk/Plaza Maintenance and Pavement Washing; Provision
C.2.c Graffiti Removal; and Provision C.2.f Corporation Yards. The sources of BMP information
used to develop these materials are CASQA’s Stormwater BMP Handbook Maintenance and
Caltrans’ Storm Water Quality Handbook Maintenance Staff Guidance.

The following twelve agencies in San Mateo County operate storm drain pump stations: Cities of
Belmont, Burlingame, East Palo Alto, Foster City, Menlo Park, Millbrae, Pacifica, Redwood City,
San Carlos, San Mateo, and South San Francisco, and the San Mateo County Flood Control
District. During FY 2010-11, SMCWPPP developed the “Stormwater Pump Station Dry Season DO
Monitoring and Inspection Form” to assist member agencies in developing a systematic and
efficient way to collect MRP-required DO monitoring and inspection information.

Provision C.9 Pesticides Toxicity Control

To prevent the impairment of urban streams by pesticide-related toxicity, MRP Provision C.9
require Permittees to implement a pesticide toxicity control program that addresses their own
and others’ use of pesticides within their jurisdictions that pose a threat to water quality and that
have the potential to enter the municipal conveyance system. This provision implements
requirements of the TMDL for Diazinon and Pesticide related Toxicity for Urban Creeks in the
region.

SMCWPPP assists member agencies with implementing MRP Provision C.9 by working with the
Parks Maintenance and IPM Work Group, except that Provision C.9.h, the public outreach
portion of Pesticides Toxicity Control, is implemented through the SMCWPPP Public Information
and Participation Subcommittee (see Chapter 5 of this report).

During FY 2011-12, the following materials or activities were completed with input and
assistance from the Parks Maintenance and IPM Work Group:

= Collaborated with the San Mateo County Agriculture/Weights and Measures staff to
conduct the SMCWPPP annual IPM Workshop in February 2012.
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=  Collaborated with the San Francisco Estuary Partnership to conduct the Structural IPM
Training Workshop in November 2011.

= Updated the SMCWPPP Model IPM Policy with input from Regional Water Board staff
and developed an example City Council Report and Resolution for SMCWPPP member
agencies to use in adopting the updated Model IPM Policy.

= Added San Mateo County Agriculture/Weights and Measures contact information to the
SMCWPPP website for reporting suspected improper pesticide usage or disposal that
may affect water quality.

Participation and Coordination with the Parks Maintenance and IPM Work Group

The Parks Maintenance and IPM Work Group met three times during FY 2011-12 to share
information about MRP requirements and methods for achieving compliance. Valerie Matonis
from the City of Redwood City chaired the IPM Work Group during FY 2011-12. A FY 2011-12
subcommittee attendance list is included in Appendix A. A majority of the work group's three
meetings were attended by staff from the Cities of Brisbane, Colma, Daly City, Foster City, Half
Moon Bay, Pacifica, Redwood City, San Bruno, San Mateo, and South San Francisco. Participation
on the Work Group has remained steady during the past few years. In addition, every meeting
was attended by one or more staff from San Mateo County Agriculture/Weights and Measures.

Eleventh Annual Landscape Integrated Pest Management Workshop

The SMCWPPP annual Landscape IPM workshop was held on February 28, 2012 at the City of
Brisbane’s Mission Blue Center. Over sixty people representing twelve municipalities attended.
SMCWPPP works closely with San Mateo County Agriculture/Weights and Measures staff to
provide Department of Pesticide Regulations Continuing Education Credits for participants and to
have a regulatory refresher presentation at the workshop. Workshop attendance for 2012 was
lower than in 2011 workshop, but a Structural IPM Workshop was also offered in 2012.

Evaluation forms completed by the workshop’s attendees included many positive comments and
indicated that overall the workshop met their expectations. Appendix A includes the workshop
agenda, attendance list and a summary of the completed evaluation forms. Other workshop
materials are available on the SMCWPPP website (www.flowstobay.org) for use by agency staff.

Structural Integrated Pest Management Workshop

SMCWPPP, in collaboration with the San Francisco Estuary Partnership (SFEP), held a Structural
IPM Workshop on November 9, 2011 at the City of Foster City Recreation Center. The workshop
provided information on implementing IPM during pest control at structures and included a
presentation on contracting for structural IPM Pest Control. Fifty-four people representing a total
of seventeen municipalities attended.

Evaluation forms completed by the workshop’s attendees included many positive comments and
indicated that overall the workshop met their expectations. Appendix A included the workshop
agenda, attendance list, and a summary of the completed evaluation forms.
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San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program Model Integrated Pest Management
Policy

During FY 2011-12 SMCWPPP completed an updated version of the SMCWPPP Model IPM Policy.
The updated IPM Policy clarifies that the use of IPM is a requirement and describes the
hierarchical decision-making process and multi-step approach that will be used to control pests.
The updated IPM Policy incorporated input from the San Mateo County Agricultural
Commissioner and Water Board staff. In addition, during FY 2011-12 SMCWPPP completed
preparation an example city council report and resolution for adoption of the updated IPM
Policy. These materials are available on the SMCWPPP website (www.flowstobay.org) for use by
agency staff.

Interfacing with County Agricultural Commissioners

To assist member agencies with reporting suspected instances of improper pesticide usage that
may affect water quality, SMCWPPP added the County Agriculture/ Weights & Measures contact
information to its website (www.flowstobay.org) in FY 2010-2011. Based on discussions at the
Parks Maintenance and IPM Work Group meetings, it is anticipated that agency staff would
rarely encounter instances of suspected improper pesticide usage. However, the presence of San
Mateo County Agriculture/Weights and Measures staff at each Subcommittee meeting in FY
2011-12 facilitates communication with this agency. In addition, SMCWPPP works closely with
the County Agriculture/Weights and Measures staff when organizing the annual landscape IPM
workshop.

Participation in BASMAA and CASQA

During FY 2011-12 SMCWPPP representatives continued to participate in the BASMAA Municipal
Operations Committee and BASMAA Board of Directors meetings. Information on three of the
Bay Area Pesticide Applicators Professional Association (PAPA) Seminars which focus on IPM was
provided at a BASMAA Municipal Operations Committee meeting. Water Board staff’s review of
FY 2010-2011 Annual Report C.9 sections was also discussed at a BASMAA Board of Directors
meeting with Water Board staff. In addition, SMCWPPP staff stayed current with pesticide
regulatory work by participating in CASQA Pesticide Committee and Urban Pesticide Committee
meetings.

Provision C.9.e requires Permittees to track and participate in regulatory processes relevant to
pesticide toxicity control. During FY 11-12, SMCWPPP accomplished this task by working with
BASMAA and CASQA. For additional information, see the Regional Pollutants of Concern Report
for FY 2011-2012 and Regional Monitoring Coalition Monitoring Status Report for February-June
2012 (Appendix F).

Provision C.10 Trash Load Reduction
MRP Provision C.10 (Trash Load Reduction) requires Permittees to:

= |dentify and select a required number of trash hot spots in creeks or shorelines that will
be the focus of required annual trash assessments and cleanups.

= Install and maintain full trash capture devices to treat runoff from a specified amount of
acreage, in most cities.
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= Reduce trash loads from the municipal separate storm sewer system by 40 percent by
July 1, 2014.

During FY 2011-12, the following trash control activities were completed by SMCWPPP:

Participation and Coordination of the Trash Work Group

SMCWPPP’s Trash Work Group assists member agencies with the implementation of new or
enhanced trash control measures and actions required by the MRP. The Trash Work Group
generally meets quarterly. Additional meetings are scheduled as necessary to address high
priority issues. During FY 2011-12, the Trash Work Group met five times and was chaired by Shelli
St. Clair from the City of San Mateo. Shelli became the new chairperson in fall 2011 and replaced
Kiley Kinnon from Burlingame. A FY 2011-12 subcommittee attendance list is included in
Appendix A. Staff from the following member agencies attended a majority of the Work Group’s
meetings during FY 2011-12: Cities of Belmont, Brisbane, Burlingame, Colma, Daly City, East Palo
Alto, Half Moon Bay, Menlo Park, Pacifica, San Carlos, San Mateo, South San Francisco, and
Woodside; and San Mateo County.

During FY 2011-12, the Trash Work Group and/or SMCWPPP staff conducted the following tasks:

=  Worked with BASMAA to develop a Model Short-Term Trash Loading Reduction Plan
(Model Plan) template for Permittees to use when developing their own Short-Term
Plans. The Model Plan was finalized in December 2011. Additional information is
provided below.

=  Worked with each member agency on the development and submittal of their Short-
Term Trash Loading Reduction Plan (Short-Term Plan) to the Regional Water Board by
February 1, 2012, including the development of preliminary trash baseline loading
estimates. Additional information is provided below.

=  Worked with BASMAA to submit two regional trash technical memoranda (i.e.,
Preliminary Baseline Trash Generation Rates for San Francisco Bay Area MS4s and Trash
Load Reduction Tracking Method) to the Regional Water Board on February 1, 2012.
Additional information is provided below.

=  Worked with BASMAA to develop FY 2011-12 Annual Report formats for Provision C.10.

=  Worked with BASMAA to develop a response letter with the approach and time schedule
for responding to Regional Water Board staff comments on Permittee Short-Term Plans
and the two regional trash technical memoranda. The response letter was submitted to
the Regional Water Board on July 6, 2012.

=  Explored interest in having SMCWPPP coordinate spring trash cleanups.

= Continued encouraging member agencies to participate in the ABAG/SFEP full trash
capture demonstration project, which is funded by a grant from the State Water
Resources Control Board as part of the federal American Recovery and Reinvestment Act.
The vast majority of member agencies participated in the demonstration project. A few
remaining member agencies will be installing full capture trash devices by the November
1, 2012 deadline.

=  Provided the San Mateo County Mosquito and Vector Control District staff with contact
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information for the automated retractable screen manufacturer so it may discuss
modifying the screen to allow the easier application of vector controls.

Short-Term Trash Loading Reduction Plan

In accordance with the MRP, each Permittee was required to submit a Short-Term Plan to the
Regional Water Board by February 1, 2012. The Short-Term Plans describe control measures and
BMPs that are currently being implemented and the current level of implementation, and the
planned new or enhanced control measures and BMPs that will be implemented to attain a 40
percent trash load reduction by July 1, 2014.

With assistance from SMCWPPP staff, BASMAA developed a Model Short-Term Trash Loading
Reduction Plan (Model Plan) to provide a template for Permittees to use when developing their
own Short-Term Plans. SMCWPPP staff also conducted individual meetings in November and
December 2011 with member agency staff to discuss Short-Term Plan development. Topics
discussed at each meeting included: 1) the review and updating of land use maps for each
member agency, 2) additional information needs for baseline trash load estimate development,
3) review of the Model Plan and draft Tracking Method, 4) guidance on trash load reduction
actions, and 5) roles, responsibilities and schedule for completing the Short-Term Plan.

As part of the Short-Term Plan development process, SMCWPPP staff assisted in calculating
preliminary baseline loads for each member agency. This involved working directly with staff
from each member agency to obtain information (e.g., street sweeping frequency, streets with
parking enforcement, streets which are considered to have a parking enforcement equivalent,
number of storm drain inlets, number of stormwater pump stations with trash racks, number of
full capture treatment devices) necessary to develop preliminary baseline loading estimates. In
addition, BASMAA with assistance from SMCWPPP staff developed a Trash Load Reduction
Calculator for estimating the predicted trash load reductions associated with the implementation
of new or enhanced trash control measures. Each member agency used the calculator when
developing their Short-Term Plan, consistent with the Trash Load Reduction Tracking Method -
version 1.0 (see below). Anticipated trash load reductions were reported in Section 5 of their
Short-Term Plans. On behalf of each member agency, SMCWPPP submitted Permittee Short-
Term Plans to the Regional Water Board on February 1, 2012.

BASMAA Trash Load Reduction Tracking Method

In accordance with the MRP, Permittees are required to develop a method by which they will
demonstrate progress towards the MRP trash load reduction goal (i.e., 40 percent by July 2014).
To accomplish this task, the BASMAA Board of Directors approved a regional project to develop
load reduction tracking methods. SMCWPPP staff played a large role in implementing the
regional project. As a first step, a list of trash control measures considered for implementation by
Permittees was developed. These control measures formed the scope of a literature review that
was conducted by BASMAA to document methods that were successfully used to assess
effectiveness. After further consideration, BASMAA member agencies identified a list of trash
control measures for which trash load reduction methods should be developed. The list was
based on the potential for Permittees to implement, availability of information required for
populating formulas and developing credits, and the expected benefit of implementation.
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On February 1, 2012, BASMAA submitted a technical report entitled Trash Load Reduction
Tracking Method: Assessing the Progress of San Francisco Bay Area MS4s Towards Stormwater
Trash Load Reduction Goals — Version 1.0 (Tracking Method) to the Regional Water Board (under
BASMAA letterhead). This report fully describes the load reduction tracking method selected for
each control measure, and the process by which load reduction tracking will take place. During
FY 2012-13, BASMAA will be working with MRP Permittees to refine the Tracking Method.

BASMAA Preliminary Baseline Trash Generation Rates for San Francisco Bay Area MS4s

In accordance with the MRP, Permittees are required to develop and report on baseline trash
loads from their MS4 s by February 1, 2012. To accomplish this task, the BASMAA Board of
Directors approved the Preliminary Baseline Trash Generation Rates Project for developing
(default) baseline trash generation rates used to develop preliminary baseline trash load
estimates in December 2010. As part of this project, SMCWPPP funded the installation of twelve
connector pipe screens at selected land uses within the City of San Mateo. During FY 2011-12,
SMCWPPP continued funding the maintenance of these devices. Each device was cleaned in May
2011, September 2011, January 2012 and April 2012. Collected trash and debris was saved for
characterization by BASMAA. The results from the May and September 2011 characterization
events were used to develop the preliminary baseline trash load estimate included in the
technical report entitled Preliminary Baseline Trash Generation Rates for San Francisco Bay Area
MS4s submitted to the Regional Water Board (under BASMAA letterhead) on February 1, 2012.

The technical memorandum submitted on February 1, 2012 to the Regional Water Board was
revised to include results from the January and April 2012 characterization events, and
incorporates findings from similar efforts conducted in Los Angeles County in the early 2000’s.
The final technical report also includes an analysis of factors other than land use that may further
differentiate trash generation rates. The results of all analyses are fully documented in the
technical report entitled Final Baseline Trash Generation Rates for San Francisco Bay Area MS4s
included within Appendix F of this Annual Report.

FUTURE ACTIONS

SMCWPPP activities that are planned for FY 2012-13 to assist member agencies comply with MRP
requirements in Provisions C.2, C.9 and C.10 include the following:

= Hold up to four Public Works Municipal Maintenance Subcommittee meetings, up to
three Parks Maintenance and IPM Work Group meetings, and up to four Trash Work
Group meetings.

=  Plan and hold a Municipal Maintenance Workshop.

= |mprove member agencies’ staff understanding and provide staff training where needed
regarding:

0 Adoption and implementation of the updated IPM policy.

0 Possible revision and implementation of standard operating procedures for
pesticide use and IPM.

0 Requirements for agency contractors to implement IPM (e.g., standard contract
specifications).
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= Conduct the annual IPM training workshop in collaboration with County
Agriculture/Weights & Measures staff.

= Continue to interface with County Agriculture/Weights & Measures staff to help
implement MRP C.9 Pesticide Toxicity Control requirements.

= Continue to work with BASMAA to refine the Trash Reduction Tracking Method. A
refined Tracking Method will be submitted to the Regional Water Board by February 1,
2013.

= Revise member agency preliminary baseline trash load estimates based on refined trash
generation rates developed through a BASMAA regional project.

= Develop a standardized annual reporting format for demonstrating trash reductions
associated with creek and/or shoreline cleanups.

= Begin assisting with development of member agency Long-Term Trash Load Reduction
Plans to address 70% and 100% trash load reduction goals. The Long-Term Trash Load
Reduction Plans will be developed based on revisions to the Tracking Method, Model
Plan and other guidance.

=  Work with BASMAA to begin implementing a grant-funded project entitled “Tracking
California’s Trash”, including the development of tools to monitor trends in trash loads
and impacts. Look at the EOA scope of work for additional tasks and add here.

=  Work with BASMAA to begin developing a trash full capture operation and maintenance
procedures and verification program.

= Conduct a technical project to assist member agencies in beginning to identify optimal
locations for future installation of full capture treatment devices in San Mateo County.
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3
NEW DEVELOPMENT AND
CONSTRUCTION CONTROLS

INTRODUCTION

In FY 2011-12, this component of SMCWPPP assisted member agencies in complying with MRP
Provisions C.3 (New Development and Redevelopment), C.6 (Construction Site Control), and C.13.a
(Copper Architectural Features), with a focus on implementing the low impact development (LID)
requirements which went into effect on December 1, 2011. As of this date, projects regulated by
Provision C.3 must meet stormwater treatment requirements using evapotranspiration, infiltration,
and/or rainwater harvesting and reuse. Where this is infeasible, biotreatment measures may be used.

This assistance continued to be provided through the New Development Subcommittee, which was
chaired by Matthew Fabry, SMCWPPP Coordinator and a municipal representative from the City of
Brisbane through December 2011, at which time Jeanne Naughton, the Daly City representative, was
elected as Subcommittee Chair. The Subcommittee enjoyed good participation, as shown by the FY
2011-12 attendance list, which is included in Appendix B. Representatives from ten municipalities
showed perfect attendance: Belmont, Burlingame, Colma, Daly City, Half Moon Bay, Redwood City, San
Bruno, San Carlos, County of San Mateo, and South San Francisco. Representatives of Atherton and
Menlo Park attended five of the six meetings. Through this Subcommittee, SCMWPPP conducted tasks
to implement MRP Provisions C.3 and C.6. This section describes 2011-12 implementation actions and
planned future actions.

IMPLEMENTATION OF MRP PROVISIONS

Provision C.3 New Development and Redevelopment

SMCWPPP's accomplishments during FY 2011-12 include the following major tasks to assist with
implementation of Provision C.3:

= Held the 2011 New Development Workshop on October 6, 2011.
= Held a special training session on LID feasibility and infeasibility criteria on November 17, 2011.

=  Prepared various worksheets and forms to assist member agencies with complying with
Provision C.3.

= Began project planning and design of the Bransten Road pilot green street project, in
accordance with Permit Provision C.3.b.iii.

= Updated the Program’s C.3 Technical Guidance to help agencies implement the new LID
requirements that went into effect on December 1, 2011.
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= Participated in regional projects through BASMAA to prepare for implementing MRP
requirements that went into effect in 2011.

New Development Workshop

The New Development Workshop was held on October 6, 2011 at the Mission Blue Center in Brisbane
and attended by 57 people. The full-day workshop focused on the new LID requirements that went
into effect on December 1, 2011. The workshop included a session on pervious paving and exercises
to practice completing the Draft Infiltration and Rainwater Harvesting and Use Feasibility Worksheet
and other forms prepared by SMCWPPP used by member agencies to implement Provision C.3.
Appendix B includes a copy of the workshop flyer, agenda, sign-in sheet, and evaluation summary.

LID Feasibility and Infeasibility Training

On November 17, 2011, a half-day training session was held at the Mission Blue Center in Brisbane and
attended by 22 people. The training focused on practice exercises filling out the new LID feasibility
worksheets. Appendix B includes a copy of the training session flyer, agenda, and evaluation summary.

Feasibility Worksheets

To assist agency staff with implementing Provision
C.3.c feasibility criteria and procedures in Provision
C.3 Regulated Projects, SMCWPPP partnered with
the Clean Water Program of Alameda County and
the Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution
Prevention Program to prepare the following
worksheets, which are included in Appendix B:

= |nfiltration and Rainwater Harvesting and
Use Feasibility Screening Worksheet — a
simplified approach that screens out
applicable projects from a more detailed
analysis of feasibility.

Photo simulation of potential green street improvements
along Bransten Road in San Carlos.

= Infiltration Feasibility Worksheet — If the results of the screening worksheet show that
infiltration of the amount of stormwater runoff specified in Provision C.3.d may be feasible, this
worksheet is used to determine feasibility.

= Rainwater Harvesting and Use Worksheet — If the results of the screening worksheet show that
harvesting and use of the amount of runoff specified in Provision C.3.d may be feasible, this
worksheet is used to determine feasibility.

Impervious Surface Data Collection Worksheet

SMCWPPP updated its Impervious Surface Data Collection Worksheet to assist agency staff with
implementing the new LID requirements. The Impervious Surface Data Collection Worksheet has been
used by agency staff since 2003 to record information that is required to be reported for C.3 Regulated
Projects, which is included in Permittee Annual Reports. The updated Impervious Surface Data
Collection Worksheet is included in Appendix B. Subsequent to updating this form, SMCWPPP decided
to discontinue the use of the Impervious Surface Data Collection Worksheet, and to replace it with a
new C.3 and C.6 Data Collection Form, described below.

3-2 EOA, Inc.
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C.3 and C.6 Data Collection Form and Other Components of the C.3 Compliance Checklist

The Subcommittee replaced its existing Impervious Surface Data Collection Worksheet with a new C.3
and C.6 Data Collection Form, which serves as a component of the comprehensive C.3 and C.6
Compliance Checklist, which SMCWPPP prepared for agencies that prefer to use one comprehensive
form to document C.3 compliance. For agencies that prefer to use separate forms for different aspects
of the project, the C.3 Compliance Checklist is separated into the following component forms, which are
included in Appendix B:

=  Summary of C.3 Stormwater Requirements
= (.3 and C.6 Data Collection Form
=  Stormwater Requirements Checklist

= (C.3 and C.6 Closeout Form

Special Projects Worksheet

SMCWPPP collaborated with the Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention Program and
Clean Water Program of Alameda County to prepare the Special Projects Worksheet, which may be used
by agency staff to determine whether projects meet the Special Projects criteria in Provision C.3.e.ii, as
amended on November 28, 2011. The Special Projects Worksheet is included in Appendix B.

Potential Special Projects Reporting Form

SMCWPPP developed a Potential Special Projects Reporting Form, based on Special Projects reporting
requirements included in Provision C.3.e.vi, as amended on November 28, 2011. The Potential Special
Projects Reporting Form is designed to help agencies meet the new requirement of submitting specific
mformatlon on potentlal SpeC|aI PFOJeCtS every March 15. The Annual Report Form has been amended
e to help agencies report this information every
September 15, as required by Provision C.3.e.vi. The
Potential Special Projects Reporting Form is included in
Appendix B.

Green Streets and Parking Lots

The Sustainable, Green Streets and Parking Lots Program
is funded by a countywide vehicle license fee under
Assembly Bill (AB) 1546, which went into effect on July 1,
2005, and was subsequently extended through 2012 by
Senate Bill (SB) 348. In November 2010, San Mateo
County voters approved Measure M, which will provide

: e revenues from a countywide vehicle registration fee that
Project area for the Bransten Road green street may be used to help fund green streets. The Measure M
project in San Carlos. vehicle registration fee will continue for 25 years.

SMCWPPP is partnering with the City of San Carlos and BASMAA to develop the Bransten Road green
street project, on Bransten Road in San Carlos, between Industrial Road and Old County Road. The
project area includes a location at which stormwater runoff and sediment monitoring has identified
elevated PCB levels. Funding sources for the project include the countywide vehicle license fee and
EPA’s San Francisco Bay Water Quality Improvement Fund through BASMAA’s Clean Watersheds for a
Clean Bay project. During FY 2011-12, the Bransten Road project team selected a design consultant,

3-3 EOA, Inc.
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prepared a project design concept, met with property and business owners in the project area, and
began preparing the preliminary design.

C.3 Technical Guidance Update

SMCWPPP collaborated with the Clean Water Program of Alameda County to update its C.3 Technical
Guidance, to help municipalities implement the new requirements for Special Land Use Categories
(Provision C.3.b) and Low Impact Development (Provision C.3.c), which went into effect on December 1,
2011.

Peer Review of Guidance for Combined Flow and Volume Hydraulic Sizing of Treatment Measures

SMCWPPP collaborated with the Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention Program and
Clean Water Program of Alameda County to conduct a peer review of the guidance for Combined Flow
and Volume Hydraulic Sizing of Treatment Measures included in the Clean Water Program C.3 Technical
Guidance. The peer-reviewed guidance will be added to the C.3 Technical Guidance in FY 2012-13.

Provision C.3.i Flyer

SMCWPPP prepared a flyer to inform project applicants of the new Provision C.3.i site design
requirements for small projects, which will go into effect on December 1, 2012. The requirements apply
to projects that create and/or replace at least 2,500 square feet of impervious surface but less than
10,000 square feet of impervious surface, and individual single family home projects that create and/or
replace 2,500 square feet or more of impervious surface. A copy of the flyer is included in Appendix B.

Regional Collaboration

SMCWPPP representatives participated in BASMAA'’s Development Committee to work on regional tasks
to assist SMCWPPP and its member agencies in meeting specific requirements of Provision C.3, as
described below.

Special Projects Criteria and Procedures

SMCWPPP representatives participated with other members of the BASMAA Development Committee
in a collaborative process with Water Board staff to modify the proposed Special Projects criteria for
inclusion in an amendment to the MRP, which was adopted by the Water Board on November 28, 2011.
Special Projects requirements went into effect on December 1, 2011. To help member agencies meet
new Special Projects reporting requirements, SMCWPPP representatives participated in BASMAA’s
development of guidance for preparing a narrative discussion of the feasibility or infeasibility of 100
percent LID treatment in Special Projects that are under municipal review or were approved during the
reporting period.

BASMAA also coordinated with a Contech representative to obtain information and applicable hydraulic
sizing criteria for the Washington Department of Ecology’s Technology Assessment Protocol - Ecology
(TAPE) program. SMCWPPP and other Countywide stormwater programs are recommending TAPE as the
government certification program for agencies to use when they report to the Water Board that non-LID
treatment systems used in Special Projects have received certification issued by a government agency.
Appendix B includes a copy of the template for developing a narrative discussion of the feasibility or
infeasibility of 100 percent LID treatment for Special Projects. SMCWPPP prepared this template based
on BASMAA'’s guidance. In addition, a table prepared by Contech staff as a courtesy to BASMAA, which
includes the applicable TAPE hydraulic sizing criteria, is included in Appendix B.
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Planning Process for the 2013 Feasibility/Infeasibility Status Report

SMCWPPP representatives actively participated in the planning process for the preparation of a regional
Status Report on Application of Feasibility and Infeasibility Criteria, which is due to the Water Board on
December 1, 2013. More information on the regional tasks related to LID Feasibility/Infeasibility is
provided in the BASMAA FY 11-12 Regional Supplement for New Development and Redevelopment,
which is included within Appendix F of this Annual Report.

Green Streets Pilot Project Reporting

SMCWPPP staff reviewed and commented on the green street pilot project reporting form and
procedures. SMCWPPP staff and representatives from Burlingame and San Carlos submitted green
street reporting information to BASMAA’s consultant, Geosyntec, which is managing data and reporting
on green streets projects that are developed to meet the Provision C.3.b.iii requirements for green
street pilot projects. The Cities of Burlingame and San Carlos are the member agencies that are
implementing pilot green streets. Burlingame’s Donnelly Avenue green street project was completed in
FY 2009-10; the status of San Carlos’ Bransten Road green street project is described above.

Provision C.3.i Fact Sheets

A SMCWPPP representative served as Project Officer for BASMAA’s project to prepare fact sheets
regarding the types of site design measures that small projects will be required to implement under
Provision C.3.i, which goes into effect on December 1, 2012. Fact sheets were prepared on the following
four topics:

=  Pervious paving,

= Managing stormwater runoff with landscaping,
= Rain barrels and cisterns,

= Rain gardens.

More information on the regional tasks related to Site Design Measures for Small Projects and Single
Family Homes is provided in the BASMAA FY 11-12 Regional Supplement for New Development and
Redevelopment, which is included within Appendix F of this Annual Report.

Provision C.6 Construction Site Control

SMCWPPP's accomplishments during FY 2011-12 include the following major tasks to assist with
implementation of Provision C.6:

=  Updated SMCWPPP’s plan sheet sized outreach piece on construction BMPs.

= Partnered with the California Building Inspectors Group (CalBIG) to offer training on
construction BMPs on August 10, 2011.

= Partnered with the Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention Program to offer a
workshop on construction site stormwater control on February 7 and February 8, 2012.

Construction Site BMP Plan Sheet

SMCWPPP updated the Construction Site Inspection plan sheet to reflect the most recent guidance on
construction site BMPs. The purpose of the plan sheet is for agency staff to communicate BMP
requirements to project applicants and contractors. The updated plan sheet is included in Appendix B.
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Construction BMP Training

The Program partnered with the California Building Inspectors Group (CalBIG) to offer training on
construction site BMPs on August 10, 2011, at Pete’s Harbor Restaurant in Redwood City.
Approximately 40 people attended the training. Topics included the correct uses of specific BMPs and
proper installation of BMPs. The flyer advertising the training session is included in Appendix B.

Construction Site Control Training Workshop

SMCWPPP partnered with the Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention Program to offer a
full-day training workshop on construction site stormwater inspection, with a session on conducting
operation and maintenance verification inspections of permanent post-construction stormwater
controls. The training was offered on February 7, 2012 at the Quinlin Center in Cupertino (Santa Clara
County) and February 8, 2012 at the Belmont Sports Complex in Belmont (San Mateo County). Agency
staffs from either countywide stormwater program were allowed to attend either day. Topics included
the correct uses of specific BMPs, proper installation and maintenance of BMPs, permit requirements,
local requirements, and implementation of enforcement response plans. The workshop was attended by
147 people on February 7 and had 56 attendees on February 8. The workshop flyer, agenda, sign-in
sheets and evaluation summary are included in Appendix B.

Provision C.13.a Architectural Copper

To help member agencies comply with Provision C.13.a requirements for addressing architectural
copper in development and construction projects, SMCWPPP partnered with the Santa Clara Valley
Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention Program to prepare a flyer describing BMPs to be used during the
installation, cleaning, treating and washing of the surface of copper architectural features. In preparing
the new Stormwater Requirements Checklist for development projects, SMCWPPP included the
architectural copper BMPs in the list of source control measures that should be considered for projects.
The flyer was reviewed and discussed at the February and April 2012 meetings of the New Development
Subcommittee. Training on the new architectural copper BMPs was also provided at the one-day
Construction Site Stormwater Control Workshop offered on February 7 and February 8, 2012. A copy of
the architectural copper BMPs flyer is included in Appendix B.

FUTURE ACTIONS

In FY 2012-13, SMCWPPP staff plans to work with the New Development Subcommittee to conduct the
following activities to assist member agencies comply with MRP Provisions C.3 and C.6:

= Continue to exchange information with member agencies through bi-monthly New
Development Subcommittee meetings and at the annual new development workshop.

= Conduct round table discussions, and/or project review presentations, to assess and/or track
effectiveness.

=  Finalize the comprehensive C.3/C.6 Compliance Checklist.

= Update the C.3 outreach flyer for builders and developers and the outreach flyer regarding
Provision C.3.i requirements for small projects.

= Reorganize the New Development page on the Business portion of the SMCWPPP website.

= Update the C.3 Technical Guidance to include new information on LID treatment measures.
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Continue working with BASMAA on regional projects such as green street reporting and the
2013 Feasibility/Infeasibility Status Report.

Update four existing flyers on construction BMPs regarding Paints and Solvents, Concrete and
Mortar, Earth-Moving Activities, and Landscaping & Garden/Pool Maintenance.

Update the Construction Site Inspection Checklist in coordination with construction site
inspectors to improve user-friendliness.
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4
INDUSTRIAL AND
ILLICIT DISCHARGE CONTROLS

INTRODUCTION

The goals of SMCWPPP's Commercial, Industrial and lllicit Discharge (Cll) component include:

= To control the discharge of pollutants in stormwater from commercial and industrial
businesses to the maximum extent practicable.

= To effectively prohibit the discharge of illicit, non-stormwater discharges to the
municipal storm drain system.

SMCWPPP member agencies are responsible for complying with various business inspection
requirements (MRP Provision C.4), controlling non-stormwater discharges prohibited by the MRP
(MRP Provision C.5), and managing certain non-stormwater discharges exempted or conditionally
exempted by the MRP (MRP Provision C.15). SMCWPPP's Cll component assists member agency
staff with understanding these MRP requirements and developing various tools, templates,
reporting forms, and other MRP compliance support materials. The following MRP provisions are
implemented through SMCWPPP's Cll component:

= Provision C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls
= Provision C.5 lllicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

= Provision C.12.a PCBs Incorporate PCBs and PCB-containing Equipment Identification Into
Existing Industrial Inspections

=  Provision C.13.d Industrial Sources of Copper

= Provision C.15 Exempted and Conditionally Exempted Discharges

SMCWPPP’s assistance with the MRP provisions listed above was coordinated through the Cli
Subcommittee. Ward Donnelly from the City of Daly City continued to chair the Cli
Subcommittee during FY 2011-12. Dermot Casey from the County of San Mateo Health Services
Agency, Environmental Health Services Division (County Environmental Health), represented San
Mateo County and some of the cities that have an agreement with County Environmental Health
to conduct stormwater inspections of businesses. A FY 2011-12 subcommittee attendance list is
included in Appendix C. A majority of the subcommittee’s four meetings were attended by staff
from the Cities of Belmont, Burlingame, Colma, Daly City, East Palo Alto, Half Moon Bay, Menlo
Park, Millbrae, Pacifica, San Mateo, and South San Francisco, South Bayside System Authority
and San Mateo County. The Cities of Brisbane, San Bruno and San Carlos had representatives
attend one to two meetings. In general, the number of cities participating in Cll Subcommittee
meetings has increased.
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The Cll Subcommittee also has a Training Work Group that assists with the planning of trainings,
developing educational outreach materials, and coordinating with the PIP Subcommittee on
materials that affect businesses. Beginning in 2011, coordination and collaboration with the PIP
Subcommittee was facilitated by CEH staff member Tim Swillinger. CEH helps SMCWPPP with
staffing the PIP Subcommittee. The Training Work Group includes representatives from the
Cities of Millbrae and South San Francisco and the County of San Mateo.

Major Cll component accomplishments in FY 2011-12 included the following:

= Conducted an inspector training workshop on April 25, 2012. The workshop included
presentations on conducting commercial and industrial facility stormwater inspections,
industrial sources of PCBs and copper, and illicit discharge control.

= Updated Stormwater Business Inspector and lllicit Discharge Coordinator contact lists
available on the SMCWPPP website (www.flowstobay.org).

= Convened a Water Utility Work Group that began developing guidance materials related

to Provision C.15 requirements.

The following sections provide additional information regarding SMCWPPP’s assistance to its
member agencies through the CIl component. Information on the status of the MRP Provisions
C.12.a and C.13.d are included with Provision C.4 below since each involves business inspector
training.

IMPLEMENTATION OF MRP PROVISIONS

Provision C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls, Provision C.12.a PCBs
Controls, and Provision C.13.d Copper Controls

The following tasks were completed with input and assistance from the Cll Subcommittee and its
Training Work Group:

= Updated Stormwater Business Inspector and lllicit Discharge Coordinator contact lists
available on the SMCWPPP website (www.flowstobay.org).

= Facilitated communication and coordination between CEH and cities resulting in a
Memorandum of Understanding under which CEH conducts certain hazardous materials
and retail food facility stormwater inspections. A better understanding was reached of
inspections, reporting and follow-up roles for both CEH and city inspectors.

= Conducted an all day inspector training workshop on April 25, 2012.
The inspector training workshop is described below.

Commercial and Industrial Facility and lllicit Discharge Inspector Training Workshop

The Training Work Group took the lead in planning the inspector training workshop held on April
25, 2012 at the South San Francisco corporation yard. Rob Lecel from the City of South San
Francisco volunteered the use of this facility. The workshop was attended by 68 people and
included presentations on conducting commercial and industrial facility stormwater inspections,
industrial sources of PCBs and copper, and illicit discharge control. The workshop agenda, final
attendance list and evaluation summary are included in Appendix C.
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The workshop training was approved by the California Water Environment Association (CWEA) as
providing four contact hours for Environmental Compliance Inspector certificate holders. The City
of Millbrae’s Catherine Allin assisted with obtaining CWEA’s acceptance of the training as helping
to fulfill the continuing education requirements for inspector re-certification.

The primary objective of the training was to provide an orientation to new inspectors and a
refresher to existing inspectors who are responsible for inspecting businesses for compliance
with local stormwater ordinances. Residential illicit discharge inspections and enforcement were
also discussed. Workshop attendees found the regulatory overview presentation to be especially
helpful. This presentation put the inspectors work in the context of the MRP requirements.
Attendees also found the presentations by Dermot Casey and CEH staff on Business Inspection
Workflow and Commercial Programs Inspections to be very helpful. The workshop also included
presentations by EPA and Regional Water Board staff on PCBs and PCB-containing equipment.
Workshop handouts included copies of presentations and example enforcement actions for
residential illicit discharges provided by Daly City. In addition, Tim Swillinger and Mary Bell Austin
from CEH brought PIP brochures and flyers for attendees.

The field exercise portion of the training workshop gave inspectors an opportunity to evaluate
the effectiveness of BMPs used at different types of simulated activity areas. This also allowed
city inspectors to interact with the CEH inspectors responsible for inspections in their jurisdiction.

Based on the evaluation forms submitted following the workshop, attendees were satisfied with
the training. Approximately 91 percent of the attendees who completed the workshop
evaluation form indicated that the workshop met their expectations. The other respondents did
not answer this question. This workshop had almost twice as many attendees as the previous
workshop, which was held in 2009.

Provision C.5 lllicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

During FY 2011-12, SMCWPPP staff continued to assist member agency staff with implementing
MRP requirements to control illicit discharges through facilitation of periodic Cll Subcommittee
meetings and the training workshop described above.

The Cll Subcommittee is currently reviewing a Mobile Business BMP brochure developed by the
Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention Program for use in San Mateo County. This
project is expected to be completed next fiscal year.

BASMAA has a long-standing Surface Cleaner Training and Recognition program that focuses on
improving the use of BMPs for businesses that clean surfaces (i.e., sidewalks, plazas, parking
areas and building exteriors). During FY 2011-12, SMCWPPP staff continued to support this
program via participation in the BASMAA Municipal Operations Committee. BASMAA uses a
regional approach to support surface cleaner businesses online as part of BASMAA’s Recognized
Surface Cleaners. Cleaners may use BASMAA’s website (www.basmaa.org) to get trained and
recognized for the first time or renew their training and recognition, as required annually.
SMCWPPP member agencies have continued to refer cleaners to BASMAA’s website for surface
cleaning training.
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BASMAA continues to plan for an expansion of its surface cleaner training and recognition
program to also include fleet washers and carpet cleaners.

Provision C.15 Exempted and Conditionally Exempted Discharges

MRP Provision C.15 (Exempted and Conditionally Exempted Discharges) has a number of
monitoring and reporting requirements for Permittees that are also potable water purveyors.
Municipal potable water purveyors in San Mateo County include: Cities of Brisbane, Burlingame,
Daly City, Foster City, Hillsborough, Menlo Park, Millbrae, Redwood City, and San Bruno and San
Mateo County. These requirements include documenting, monitoring, notifying, and reporting
on various types of planned and unplanned potable water discharges.

During FY 2011-12, the Cll Subcommittee recommended to SMCWPPP's Technical Advisory
Committee that a Water Utility Work Group be temporarily formed to facilitate any training
needs identified by SMCWPPP's member agencies. The eleven agencies that identified
themselves as a water utility in the Annual Report were contacted to participate in the Work
Group. The Work Group first met in April 2012. Subsequent meetings held in May and June 2012
focused on identifying training materials and workshop topics. A list of Work Group attendees is
provided in Appendix C. In addition, SMCWPPP staff followed the progress of the Bay Area
private water utilities that are funding a Regional Water Board staff position to facilitate
development of a regional general permit for water utility potable water discharges. Draft
guidance materials were developed and are expected to be finalized in FY 2012-13 prior to the
training workshop.

MRP Provision C.15 also includes requirements for conducting educational outreach to
discourage individual car washing where washwaters discharge directly to the MS4. As described
within the PIP section of this Annual Report (Chapter 5), SMCWPPP developed a residential car
wash coupon to encourage residents to use commercial car washes.

It should also be noted that MRP requirements for minimizing runoff and pollutant loading from
excess irrigation are routinely addressed in the Parks Maintenance and IPM Work Group’s
discussions of water efficient landscape irrigation equipment, tools and techniques.

FUTURE ACTIONS

SMCWPPP activities that are planned for FY 2012-13 to assist member agencies comply with MRP
requirements in Provisions C.4, C.5 and C.15 include the following:

1. Hold quarterly Cll Subcommittee meetings.

2. Work with the Training Work Group to provide focused training for commercial and
industrial facility and illicit discharge inspectors.

3. Assist member agencies with the implementation of commercial and industrial
stormwater inspection tasks and illicit discharge detection and elimination tasks,
including continuing to assist with business inspection plans and priorities, data
management, enforcement response plans, complaint tracking and follow-up, and
collection system screening programs.

4. Assist member agencies with implementing Provision C.12.a., incorporating PCBs and
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PCB-containing equipment identification into inspection programs, and C.13.d,,
identifying, inspecting and ensuring proper BMPs at facilities likely to have sources of
copper.

5. Help member agencies comply with the proposed requirements for controlling mobile
sources described in MRP Provision C.5.d. This activity will include reviewing BASMAA’s
draft training and recognition materials for carpet cleaners and fleet washers. SMCWPPP
will support opportunities for increasing the distribution and use of these materials once
they have been finalized.

6. Prepare or adapt existing training materials for municipal water utility staff on complying
with the MRP requirements for planned and unplanned potable water discharges. Hold a
training workshop for municipal water utility operation and maintenance staff.

7. Prepare a list of any proposed additional types of non-stormwater discharges that the ClI
Subcommittee recommends be forwarded to the Regional Water Board’s Executive
Officer for approval.
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5
PUBLIC INFORMATION AND
PARTICIPATION

INTRODUCTION

The primary goals of SMCWPPP’s Public Information and Participation (PIP) component are:

= To educate the public about the causes of stormwater pollution and its serious effects on the
quality of local creeks, lagoons, shorelines, and neighborhoods;

= To encourage residents to adopt less polluting and more environmentally beneficial practices;
and

= To increase residents’ hands-on involvement in SMCWPPP activities.

PIP is essential for controlling pollution at the source because most pollutants originate from
preventable, everyday activities. Pollutants in stormwater may be reduced by educating residents about
the benefits of preventing stormwater pollution and motivating them to do their share to reduce
pollution. This approach is recognized as being both cost-effective and efficient in meeting the goal of
reducing pollutants in stormwater to the maximum extent practicable.

This section describes SMCWPPP’s PIP accomplishments and assesses the effectiveness of the PIP
activities completed in FY 2011-12.

The SMCWPPP PIP Subcommittee met six times in FY 2011-12 to oversee the development of
educational materials and to guide the implementation of the PIP component. Shelly Reider of the City
of Millbrae served as the chairperson this year for the PIP Subcommittee. An attendance list of regularly
participating agencies is provided within Appendix D. A majority of the subcommittee’s six meetings
were attended by staff from the Cities of Belmont, Burlingame, Colma, Daly City, East Palo Alto, Foster
City, Half Moon Bay, Millbrae, Pacifica, San Carlos, San Mateo, South San Francisco and San Mateo
County. SMCWPPP accomplished the following major public information and participation tasks during
FY 2011-12:

= Garnered local media attention with local newspapers writing articles about three successful
SMCWPPP projects: Green Streets and Parking Lots Design Guidebook, Community Action Grant,
and the coordination of California Coastal Cleanup Day.

= Continued to maintain the www.flowstobay.org website, with an increase in the number of
subscribers to the following pages: Community Events, Resources for Teachers and Schools, New
Information, Community Action Grant, Litter Reduction and Coastal Cleanup Day, Newsletter,
Less Toxic Pest Control, and Press Room.

=  Continued to implement a discount car wash campaign that involved partnerships with eleven
commercial car washes located throughout the county to encourage residents to wash cars at
commercial car washing facilities. Revised and distributed over 12,000 discount car wash cards
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through municipal channels and outreach events. Revised a webpage detailing the discount
program, and provided a point of contact to the public for the purpose of learning about the
program and obtaining the discount card. Continued to educate the residents who choose to
wash their cars at home to use minimal soap when washing cars and to divert the runoff to
landscaped areas.

=  Worked with the Trash Work Group to satisfy public involvement requirements related to
cleanup events for documenting baseline trash data and establish methods for documenting
overall trash load reductions.

= Continued to coordinate the California Coastal Cleanup Day for San Mateo County. The
September 2011 event diverted 25,436 pounds of trash and 3,911 pounds of recyclables from
waterways. An estimated 4,178 residents volunteered for this event, a slight decrease from
2010. However, since SMCWPPP started coordinating the program in 2006, there has been an
overall more than four-fold increase in volunteers.

= Hosted an educational outreach booth at the nine day County Fair with an emphasis on the
Regional Youth Litter Campaign.

= Participated in the San Francisco Bay Protection and Behavior Change Campaign project
meetings and as a member of the steering committee for this regional project dedicated to
developing a regional brand for stormwater and wastewater outreach activities.

= Updated the online “Resource Guide of Groups and Organizations in San Mateo County with
Watershed Stewardship Efforts” featuring local groups and organizations providing volunteer
opportunities for residents. Added two new groups: “Burlingame Citizen Volunteers” and
“Redwood Creek Preservation Trust” to the guide. Worked with groups to promote cleanup
activities through the creation of a new web page entitled “Spring Cleaning SMC” found under
the Litter Prevention section.

= Awarded $15,000 to six organizations through the Community Action Grant program.

= Sponsored an educational assembly program for elementary-age students entitled “We All Live
Downstream,” performed by the Banana Slug String Band. The program emphasized the
importance of not littering or dumping substances into the storm drain to protect the marine
environment.

= Sponsored a high school educational program entitled “Water Pollution Prevention and Your
Car,” presented by Rock Steady Science. The program emphasizes proper car maintenance,
including motor oil recycling and proper car washing, as well as watershed education and the
“Green Streets and Parking Lots” urban runoff management approach to civil engineering.

= Continued to participate in the region-wide Integrated Pest Management (IPM) “Our Water Our
World” campaign by working with local retail stores to maintain point of purchase information
on less toxic pest control.

=  Promoted IPM courses to 80 structural and landscape pest control operators registered with the
County Agricultural Commissioner.
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IMPLEMENTATION OF MRP PROVISION C.7

Provision C.7.a Storm Drain Inlet Marking

During FY 2011-12, SMCWPPP staff worked with the Public Works Municipal Maintenance
Subcommittee to facilitate purchase of storm drain markers.

Provision C.7.b Advertising Campaigns

Advertising Campaign

SMCWPPP, as a member of BASMAA, participates directly with the BASMAA PIP subcommittee by
attending all meetings, reviewing documents, and providing comments and feedback. During FY 2011-
12, SMCWPPP took BASMAA-generated outreach materials pertaining to the Regional Youth Litter
Campaign and developed them for local use. The following separate report developed by BASMAA
summarizes the activities and surveys of the Regional Youth Litter Campaign conducted in FY 2011-12:

= BASMAA Youth Litter Campaign Report (see Appendix F)

SMCWPPP is also actively involved in the San Francisco Bay Protection and Behavior Change Campaign,
which is a regional effort to create a brand for use on outreach materials and events that represent all
stormwater and waste water public messages for the entire San Francisco Bay area. SMCWPPP staff has
attended meetings from project inception in the spring of 2011 and has provided feedback and input on
project management and brand development as a member of the project steering committee.

Pre-Campaign Survey

As SMCWPPP is a participant of the BASMAA Youth Litter Campaign, the following separate report
developed by BASMAA summarizes the pre-campaign survey conducted in FY11-12:

= BASMAA Youth Litter Campaign Report (see Appendix F)

Provision C.7.c Media Relations

SMCWPP made all of its press releases available to the public as well as the media by posting them to
http://www.flowstobay.org/ma_press_room.php. In addition to traditional release methods, the link to
each release was also broadcast to our followers on Twitter.

Countywide Media Relations
Three press releases (see Appendix D) were sent out to local news editors, with resulting articles in local
newspapers:

1. Public Invited to Participate in 2011 California Coastal Cleanup Day Events

Content: Details about the event, how to participate, and where to obtain more information.
Medium: Print and digital.

Date of publication: Released August 29, 2011.

As a result, two local print newspapers ran stories promoting the event, as did ten online papers
and several non-profit partners’ newsletters.

2. Grants Available for Projects that Enhance San Mateo County Waterways

Content: Details about the grant program, including application deadline, how to obtain an
application, amount of funding, eligible entities, and type of projects.
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Medium: Print and digital.

Date of publication: Released October 27, 2011.

As a result, one local print newspaper and three online newspapers ran stories informing County
residents about the available funding.

3. San Mateo County Stormwater Guidebook Wins National ASLA Award

Content: Details about the Green Streets and Parking Lots Design Guidebook and the award,
with a link to the guidebook’s online version.

Medium: Print and digital.

Date of publication: Released October 28, 2011.

As a result, Businesswire and Reuters carried stories about the guidebook and the award, and
several local non-profits added the guidebook link and description to their websites.

Regional Media Relations

SMCWPPP, as a member of BASMAA, participates directly with the BASMAA PIP subcommittee by
attending all meetings, reviewing documents, and providing comments and feedback. During FY 2011-
12, SMCWPPP took four BASMAA-generated press releases (see Appendix D) and developed them for
local use:

= January 11, 2012: “Winter Rains Wash Pollutants into Local Waters”

=  February 2, 2012: “Survey Calculates Bay Area Litter Problem Reaches up to 1.6 million Gallons
Annually”

= June 1, 2012: “Wash Your Car the Smart Way this Summer”
= June 14, 2012: “Proper Pool Maintenance Means You Can Dive Into A No Pollution Summer”

The following report developed by BASMAA summarizes the regional media relations efforts conducted
during FY 2011-12, and includes a full description of the above-mentioned press releases, as well as
others that were released regionally:

= BASMAA Media Relations Final Report FY 11-12 (see Appendix F)

Provision C.7.d Stormwater Point of Contact

The SMCWPPP website (www.flowstobay.org) and phone number (650-372-6200) are publicized on
outreach materials and maintained by SMCWPPP. Member agency points of contact are publicized on
the website. The website address and program phone number have not changed since the last Annual
Report.

Website Statistics

The total number of people visiting www.flowstobay.org during FY 2011-12 was 52,839, which
represents a slight increase over last year. Certain web pages have a subscription service, Gov Delivery,
which sends updates to a given page to subscribers via email. Statistics for Gov Delivery are shown in
Table 5-1. The website continues to be promoted during outreach events and citizen involvement
activities, as well as through media advertising, promotional items, and literature. New web pages and
features added this year include:

= Spring Cleaning SMC, a page devoted to spring cleanups around the county (See Appendix D)
= A Spanish-Language page outlining stormwater pollution prevention (see Appendix D)

= A Chinese-Language page outlining stormwater pollution prevention (See Appendix D)
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= Additional button on the home page leading to stormwater inspectors for those who wish to
report illegal dumping.

= Redesigned Litter Reduction and Coastal Cleanup Day pages

Gov Delivery emails were sent out to the list of subscribers whenever there were updates added to any
of these pages. Subscribers include local news media. Table 5-1 shows an increase in subscriptions in
2012 from the previous year.

Table 5-1 Gov Delivery Subscribers

Web Page with Gov Delivery Option Subscriber Numbers Subscribers Numbers
June 30, 2012 June 30, 2011

Community Events 293 181

New Information 230 144
Resources for Teachers and Schools 211 129
Community Action Grant 227 135

Litter Reduction & Coastal Cleanup Day 324 159
Newsletter: Pollution Prevention Post 941 876

Less Toxic Pest Control 206 128

Press Room/ In the News 240 149

Green Streets and Parking Lots 124 Unavailable*

*During a Gov Deliver software upgrade during FY 11-12, it was discovered that the number of subscribers for Green Streets
and Parking Lots reported in 2010-11 was inaccurate due to a glitch in the software subscription feature for that page. Previous
data was accidentally lost in the upgrade, so actual numbers for 2010-11 are no longer available. However, 2011-12 subscriber
numbers are accurate.

Top four web pages viewed in 2010-11, spanning all months in the year:
1. 18,312 views: Sustainable Streets
2. 13,940 views: Calendar of Events
3. 13,110 views: Community Action Grant
4. 7,271 views: Resources for Teachers and Schools

Top four document downloads in a single month
1. 266: Cigarette Butt Reduction Pilot Study, Municipalities Section, December 2011
2. 195: Cigarette Butt Reduction Pilot Study, Municipalities Section, November 2011
3. 170: Sustainable Streets Title Page, Municipalities Section, July 2011
4. 134: Sustainable Streets Book Layout, Municipalities Section, October 2011.

Social Media

In addition to the web page, there are also established YouTube and Twitter accounts for flowstobay,
which are used to inform the public of outreach events and stormwater messages. These accounts
continued to be used and maintained throughout the fiscal year. In FY 2011-12, a Facebook page was
established for flowstobay and linked to the Regional Youth Litter Campaign Facebook page. In addition,
a QR scanning code was developed so smart phone users can go directly to flowstobay when the code is
scanned. The code will be used at outreach events as an additional promotional tool.
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Presentations
SMCWPPP conducted a presentation of the function of the PIP committee in stormwater outreach to
the Bay Area Pollution Prevention Group on December 7, 2011.

Provision C.7.e Public Outreach Events

Coordination of California Coastal Cleanup Day in San Mateo County
See section C.7.g, as this event contributes to compliance with both C.7.e and C.7.g.

San Mateo County Fair, June 9-17, 2012

SMCWPPP conducted a county-wide outreach event at the San Mateo County Fair, June 9-17, 2012. A
booth was set up as part of the Sustainable Living Exhibit, which was dedicated to presenting projects,
organizations, products, and services focused on pollution prevention, energy efficiency, recycling and
creative re-use. SMCWPPP placed advertisements in local papers promoting the event and developed a
promotional poster that was provided to all jurisdictions in the county to use for local promotion.

The booth was located in Redwood Hall, which was open to the public for a total of 95 hours during the
nine days. Staff from nine jurisdictions and County Environmental Health worked at the booth at select
times each day for a total of 57 hours of staffed time for the week. The booth was unstaffed for the
remaining 38 hours, including night time when most of the public were at concerts and shows.
Representative sampling of the number of people spoken to was taken at different times throughout the
week. Based on the sampling, it was calculated that an average of 34 people per hour were spoken to
during the hours that volunteers were present. Using this averaging, it is estimated roughly 1,938
people were directly contacted during the 57 staffed hours. Countless others had access to the booth
during unstaffed times, and were guided by signs and posters to help themselves to outreach materials.
The public was introduced to the “Be the Street” litter campaign. During the event, 81 people signed up
for the campaign e-newsletter.

Outreach Materials and Giveaways

The following SMCWPPP items are given out at outreach events and by request to jurisdictions,
organizations, and residents in San Mateo County (does not include the less toxic pest control items
listed in section C.9.h.ii):

=  "You're the Solution" storm water brochure, English and Spanish
=  Pocket Ashtray

= 5 children’s activity books: Pest or Pal, Watershed Protection, Healthy Water/People,
Stormwater, and Don't Be a Litterbug

= Children’s promotional materials with SMCWPPP logo/messages: fish sponge, bookmark,
pencils, fish eraser, crayons

=  Car Wash Discount Cards
=  SMCWPPP Paper bags

= New outreach materials listed below

New Outreach Materials Developed This Year

=  Flowstobay.org Banner
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=  Flowstobay.org Business Card
= Car Wash Tip Card with updated discount card attached
=  Flowstobay reusable bag

In addition, the following materials developed by San Mateo County Environmental Health related to
household hazardous waste are provided at outreach events, and also supplied to jurisdictions,
organizations, and the public:

= Household Hazardous Waste brochure and business card

= Very Small Quantity Generator brochure for hazardous waste disposal for small businesses
= Used Qil Recycling brochure

= Used Oil Recycling children’s coloring book

= Used Qil Curbside Options card

= Less Toxic Cleaning Alternatives recipes (in card and sheet form)

= Newsletter: Pollution Prevention Post (see below)

Newsletter

Issues of the “P3: Pollution Prevention Post” newsletter were published in September 2011 and April
2012 to coincide with Pollution Prevention Week and Earth Day, respectively. Both issues are provided
in Appendix D. Newsletter topics included: Coastal Cleanup Day, community action grants, curbside
HHW services, Earth Day information, less toxic cleaning recipes, oil changes and your car’s maintenance
schedule, Styrofoam container ban, Spring Cleaning SMC, green shopping, less toxic pest control, school
outreach programs, car wash discount card information, and recycling used tires. A total of 6,000 hard
copies were distributed at libraries, city halls, community centers, organizations, and outreach events.
The newsletter is also available on the website with total views of:

= 3,422 for Fall 2011 issue
= 2,886 for Spring 2012 issue

Currently there are 448 residents who receive the newsletter by mail and 941 residents who receive it
by email.

Car Wash Outreach

As specified in section C.7.e of the MRP, SMCWPPP has developed specific outreach materials and
efforts related to educating the public on car wash best practices. In FY 2010-11, a car wash discount
program was established in which SMCWPPP partnered with 11 car washes located throughout the
county. Discount coupons were developed and handed out at outreach events to facilitate a discussion
of the topic with the public. In FY 2011-12, the informational tip card was redesigned to incorporate a
new discount card (see Appendix D) and the partnerships with commercial car washes were maintained.
Advertisements were also placed in local newspapers promoting car wash best practices and the
discount program.

Also in FY 2011-12, SMCWPPP partnered with one commercial car wash to pilot a school fundraising
program in which schools would sell discount cards to raise funds, and in the process would learn about
car washing and be encouraged to stop holding car washes to raise money. The pilot program was not
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successful due to lack of interest from the schools, but one school did participate in educating their
students. Bayside S.T.E.M. Middle School in San Mateo was given a pre-and post survey to gauge the
effectiveness of the education effort, which involved reviewing the tip card and holding a T-shirt
contest. The results of the pre-surveys are as follows:
=  75% were aware that storm drains flow directly to the bay or ocean, 22% thought stormwater
gets treated first.

= 48% said their families wash their cars at home, 39% said they go to a car wash.

=  Pertaining to the question of what is the best way to protect the environment when washing a
car, 35% chose washing at home with biodegradable soap, 22% preferred no soap, 28% opted to
park the car on the lawn when washing, and 15% said to take it to a car wash.

For the post-survey:
= 41% claimed they learned something new about where storm drains flow.
= 67% learned that car wash pollution ends up in the bay or ocean.
= 43% claimed they would encourage their family to change the way cars are washed.

= 41% said they would tell others of what they learned.

Provision C.7.f Watershed Stewardship Collaborative Efforts

Environmental Resource Guide of Groups and Organizations in San Mateo County with Watershed
Stewardship Efforts

SMCWPPP updated the online Resource Guide, created in 2009, of groups and organizations in San
Mateo County that focus on watershed stewardship and encourage public involvement in watershed
volunteer efforts. All groups were contacted to verify and update their information. Two new groups
were added to the guide: Burlingame Citizen Volunteers and Redwood Creek Preservation Trust. There
are now a total of 42 groups listed on the online guide, which is accessible to the public from the home
page and is located at www.flowstobay.org/cs_env_resource_guide.php. Groups are searchable by city
or topic of interest. In addition, information on how to form a watershed group is available for
interested residents, to encourage formation of groups in areas that do not currently have a local group.

Spring Cleanup Promotional Program

In FY 2011-12, SMCWPPP launched “Spring Cleaning SMC” a new annual promotional campaign
designed to provide an outlet for watershed stewardship groups and jurisdictions to promote small local
cleanup events. It is promoted from March 21 to June 21 as a cleanup “season,” including all Earth Day
events that take place in late April. SMCWPPP developed a web page on www.flowstobay.org dedicated
to posting cleanup events during this time period. Promotional newspaper advertisements and bus ad
cards were developed and placed in newspapers and busses throughout the county, directing the public
to the web page. A total of 18 spring cleanup events were posted during the spring season. The page
had 205 visits in March, 327 visits in April, 100 visits in May, and 39 visits in June.

Groups and jurisdictions were asked to report back on the success of their efforts. Reports showed a
total number of 385 volunteers who picked up 1,225 pounds of trash, and an additional report of 672
gallons. The actual numbers are likely to be higher, as some groups never reported back.
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Provision C.7.g Citizen Involvement Events

Coordination of California Coastal Cleanup Day, September 17, 2011

California Coastal Cleanup Day, held each year on the third Saturday in September, is the largest
volunteer event in the state. The California Coastal Commission sponsors the event with the support of
county and regional coordinators. For the sixth year, SMCWPPP coordinated the event for San Mateo
County, recognizing that this event is a great opportunity to get many residents of all ages actively
involved with the problems associated with litter. This event qualifies as both a Public Outreach Event
(C.7.e.) and Citizen Involvement Event (C.7.g.). In preparation for the event:

= Qutreach materials (i.e., posters and postcards) provided by the Coastal Commission were
disseminated to public schools, libraries, community centers, non-profit organizations, churches,
youth groups, site captains, and all jurisdictions within the County. These materials were also
handed out at outreach events.

= An article was written in the San Mateo County Environmental Health newsletter, “Pollution
Prevention Post” (Fall 2011) which informed residents about the event and where to find a
location list of cleanup sites in San Mateo County. Approximately 3,000 copies were distributed
throughout the County to libraries, residents, and local businesses.

= A press release was developed and sent out on August 29, 2011 describing the event and
encouraging readers to go to www.flowstobay.org to find out how to participate. The following
papers picked up the press release and ran articles or added the event to their public calendars
(or both): San Mateo Daily Journal, Half Moon Bay Review, and Coastsider, plus nine local
Patches (online news outlets by Patch.com, with a focus on a single city).

= The event was posted on the www.flowstobay.org web site home page, as well as in the online
calendar. Several environmental groups included the event their on web calendars. SMCWPPP
used Twitter to draw attention to the event as the date approached.

= All public schools were sent a memorandum which contained information about two ways that
schools could support Coastal Cleanup Day. They included displaying posters on campus on the
first day of school where staff, students, and parents would see them and participating in a
school or classroom cleanup activity on Friday, September 16 - the day before Coastal Cleanup
Day. Participating students were asked to pick up litter around campus and record what they
found on data cards. All the supplies needed were provided, and the students were counted
among the thousands that participated.

= A site captain’s meeting was held to disseminate the latest information from the Coastal
Commission to the site captains, along with materials that would be needed to conduct the
event. They were trained in signing in volunteers and providing safety talks. There were three
new sites established: Sequoia Yacht Club and Redwood High School in Redwood City, and
Pilarcitos Creek/Downtown in Half Moon Bay.

On the actual day of the event, 32 site captains managed 54 sites throughout the county. There were 40
sites located on the coastal portion of the county (including 21 large and small sites in the City of
Pacifica), and 14 sites were located bayside. A total of 4,178 volunteers were reported to have
participated in the event. A total of 25,436 pounds of trash and 3,911 pounds of recyclables were
gathered in the three- hour period of the event. A total of 73 miles of shoreline was cleaned.

Community Action Grant
Community Action Grants are awarded annually to volunteer groups, teachers, environmental
organizations, and other local, not-for-profit associations interested in implementing projects that
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improve the quality of local creeks, the Bay or the Pacific Ocean. The Community Action Grant was
advertised through postcards mailed to local nonprofit organizations and community groups, including
home owners associations. The application was made available on www.flowstobay.org, along with
award descriptions of previous projects that received funding. Six applicants were awarded a total of
$15,000 in funding. A full description of their respective projects is available at
http://flowstobay.org/cs_community_action.php. A summary of projects is as follows:

1. Acterra: San Francisquito Creek Watershed Project [Year 12 of funding, Year 16 of Program /
Project] Annually - The goal of this project/ program is to offset impacts resultant from
urbanization in floodplains and in areas adjacent to creeks and beneficial water bodies. This
work is intended to benefit multiple species living in this creek including endangered and
protected species (e.g., Steelhead Trout).

2. Pacifica Beach Coalition: “Earth Day Pacifica 2012 ~ Another Day of Action” [Year 4- of
funding, Year 8 of PBC event] - Promote and coordinate day of action on Earth Day 2012 - April
21, 2012. The mission of this project, which is now in its eighth year, is to reach people who are
still littering; engage, inspire, educate, and fortify the people to take environmental actions; and
to unite all generations in solutions for a healthier environment. Engage the public, schools,
community groups, families, individuals and businesses in picking up litter and enhancing our
coastal environment city wide.

3. Ocean Shore School Parent Teacher Association: “Oceans Explorers — Understanding the
Impact on Coral Reefs” [Year 3] - To teach students to appreciate, understand and protect our
local Oceans / California Coastal Reefs (primarily rock) and learn how to protect Coral Reefs. The
project has two areas of focus: 1) Ocean Shore Campus / Edgewater and Esplanade Watershed,
and; 2) Pacifica State Beach / San Pedro Creek Watershed.

4. San Mateo County Coast Natural History Association: “Half Moon Bay State Beach™ Habitat
Restoration Program” [Year 8] - Invasive plant removal and native planting at multiple Half
Moon Bay State Beach locations and trash removal along these areas and within California State
Parks managed beaches located in Half Moon Bay. Water quality enhancement, pollution
prevention and an increased awareness of stormwater pollution are project goals.

5. Marine Science Institute (MSI): “Earth Day on the Bay Celebration” [Year 5] - MSI works with
students from schools throughout the bay Area. Earth Day on the Bay is their biggest event of
the year to increase attention of water issues in the environment and focus on the health of the
Ocean and its inhabitants. Hands on activities, including a watershed-themed arts and crafts and
a new plastics pollution education tent with various activities, are the main focus of the project.
Within the plastics pollution education tent, whale feeding strategies will be discussed and the
attendees are to attempt to eat in the same manner.

6. Taylor Middle School [Year 1] - Funding to purchase trash pickup devices for students to use
during trash cleanup events.

Spring Cleaning SMC
See C.7.f Watershed Stewardship Collaborative Efforts, above.

Provision C.7.h School-Age Children Outreach

Banana Slug School Assembly Program
SMCWPPP contracted with the Banana Slug String Band (a two to four-person musical theatrical team
that specializes in school assemblies) to develop and present interactive shows about stormwater. The
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show, entitled “We All Live Downstream,” provides information about storm drains, watersheds, the
marine environment, and tips to keep water clean, including litter prevention. The show uses songs and
activities to engage students on the topic. The Banana Slug String Band performed 44 assemblies at 28
elementary schools across the county, reaching nearly 9,315 students (Table 5-2). Surveys of the
performance and its effectiveness were sent to each school, and 21 schools responded with 1,216
student responses. The results indicated the following:

= 81% understood that stormwater flows directly into the bay or ocean.

= Paper and plastic were the top responses of the types of pollution that can enter the storm
drain.

=  Students cited sick or dying fish as the top effect of pollution in the water.
= Not littering and recycling was the top choice in ways to prevent pollution.

= 89% liked the presentation.

Table 5-2 Banana Slug String Band School Assembly Performances 2011-12

School City Date Performances Students
N. Shore Montessori San Mateo 09/14/11 2 378
Foster City Elementary Foster City 09/21/11 2 800
Serendipity School Belmont 10/12/11 1 116
Laurel Elementary San Mateo 10/12/11 2 322
Woodside Elementary Woodside 10/14/11 1 140
Hilldale School Daly City 10/17/11 1 78
Lincoln Elementary Burlingame 10/17/11 2 440
John Muir Elementary San Bruno 10/21/11 1 300
Redwood Shores Elementary | Redwood City 11/04/11 2 400
Lomita Park Elementary San Bruno 11/09/11 2 320
Laurel School Atherton 11/10/11 2 470
Brentwood Academy East Palo Alto 12/09/11 2 600
Sunshine Gardens Elem. S. San Francisco 12/20/11 2 400
German American School Menlo Park 01/10/12 1 175
Ponderosa Elementary S.San Francisco 01/10/12 2 425
Cabrillo Elementary Pacifica 01/11/12 2 420
Woodland School Portola Valley 01/12/12 1 120
Sea Crest School Half Moon Bay 01/13/12 1 185
Pescadero Elementary Pescadero 01/19/12 1 90
La Honda Elementary La Honda 01/19/12 1 75
Crocker Middle Hillsborough 02/07/12 2 160
Brittan Acres Elementary San Carlos 02/10/12 2 476
Brisbane Elementary Brisbane 02/24/12 2 250
Highlands Elementary San Mateo 04/18/12 2 450
West Hillsborough Hillsborough 04/19/12 1 460
Franklin Elementary Burlingame 04/19/12 2 450
Adelante Elementary Redwood City 05/10/12 1 415
Farallon View Elementary Montara 05/10/12 1 400
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Rock Steady Science High School Classroom Presentation

This year, SMCWPPP partnered with the County’s Used Oil Recycling Program to bring a new classroom
high school presentation to students in grades 10-12, called “Water Pollution Prevention and Your Car.”
The program is targeted at driving-age students in auto repair, science, and environmental science
classes. There are four main topics of the presentation: sources of water pollution, watersheds and
storm drains, car maintenance (proper oil changes/recycling and car washing), and Green Streets and
Parking lots. The presentation consists of a PowerPoint section, a jeopardy game, and a group poster
activity. The presentations began during the spring semester of the 2010-11 school year and continued
through the 2011-12 fiscal/school year. A total of 50 presentations were given in 22 different schools
located throughout the county, reaching over 1,350 students (Table 5-3). (Note: some cities in San
Mateo County do not have high schools, and their students feed into high schools in neighboring cities.
This was carefully accounted for in the planning of the performance schedule to ensure that students
from every city in the County had access to the presentations. In some cases, presentations occurred in
more than one school in a given city to accommodate this situation.)

A survey was handed out to the students at the end of each presentation. The survey results showed

that:

= 89% stated they learned that cars can contribute to water pollution by way of the storm drain

system.

=  76% learned about local watersheds and ways to protect them

= 84% would recommend the presentation to their peers.

Table 5-3 Rock Steady High School Presentations 2011-12

High School City Date Presentations Students
Migrant Youth Program | Redwood City 9/1/11 1 35
Peninsula High San Bruno 11/28/11 2 60
Stanbridge Academy San Mateo 12/14/11 2 30
Thornton High Daly City 1/5/12 4 120
Hillsdale High San Mateo 1/30/12 2 38
Burlingame High Burlingame 2/6/12 1 40
Alma Heights Academy | Pacifica 2/7/12 1 50
South SF High South SF 2/13/12 4 88
Regional Occ. Program | Burlingame 2/16/12 2 30
Menlo-Atherton High Atherton 2/28/12 2 25
Oceana High Pacifica 3/26/12 2 25
Jefferson High Daly City 3/27/12 4 158
Half Moon Bay HMB 3/30/12 2 50
El Camino High South SF 4/9/12 4 102
Hillcrest School San Mateo 4/11/12 4 130
Mercy High Burlingame 5/3/12 2 40
Camp Glenwood La Honda 5/4/12 2 24
Redwood High Redwood City 5/7/12 2 17
Mills High Millbrae 5/8/12 3 88
Peninsula High San Bruno 5/9/12 2 50
Community North South SF 5/11/12 1 20
Aragon High San Mateo 5/21/12 4 134

5-12
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Science Fair
On January 31, 2012 SMCWPPP representatives served as judges in the special awards category,
reviewing more than 20 exhibits/projects in the category of Environmental Preservation.

A fifth grade student was selected to receive SMCWPPP's Water Quality Award for her project titled,
"How Toxic is Your Child’s Park?”. SMCWPPP awarded Rebecca with a certificate and a bag of program
promotional children’s giveaway items.

IMPLEMENTATION OF MRP PROVISION C.9

Provision C.9.h.i and ii Public Outreach: Point of Purchase

Our Water, Our World Program

To coordinate the program within San Mateo County SMCWPPP participated in the regional effort for
the “Our Water, Our World” program by attending all IPM partnership meetings with BASMAA and
participating jurisdictions.

Local implementation of the Our Water Our World (OWOW) partnership continued with participation
from nineteen San Mateo County stores (Table 5-4). This is an increase in one store from last year,
Wisnom’s Hardware in San Mateo. SMCWPPP staff visited each store a minimum of twice during FY
2011-12, once in the fall and again in the spring. Several larger stores (e.g., Home Depot) were visited
more frequently. During each visit, communication with the store managers and employees was
maintained, store displays were updated, and fact sheets restocked. Staff also noted any new less toxic
products to report to BASMAA for investigation and inclusion on the master products list.

Table 5-4 San Mateo County “Our Water, Our World” Partnership Stores FY 2011-12

Brisbane Hardware 1 Visitacion Ave Brisbane
Carlmont Ace Hardware 1029 Alameda De Las Pulgas Belmont
Carlmont Nursery 2029 Ralston Belmont
Golden Nursery 1122 2nd Ave San Mateo

11691 San Mateo Rd. Half Moon Bay
2 Colma Blvd Colma

Half Moon Bay Nursery
Home Depot

Home Depot 303 E. Lake Merced Blvd. Daly City
Home Depot 1781 East Bayshore Road East Palo Alto
Home Depot 1125 Old County Rd San Carlos
Home Depot 2001 Chess Drive San Mateo

560 San Pedro Ave Pacifica
111 Main Street Half Moon Bay
1010 Metro Center Blvd

Linda Mar Hardware
Ocean Shore Hardware

Orchard Supply Hardware

Foster City

Orchard Supply Hardware

900 El Camino Real

Millbrae

Orchard Supply Hardware

2110 Middlefield Road

Redwood City

Orchard Supply Hardware

2245 Gellert Blvd

South San Francisco

Roger Reynolds Nursery 133 Encinal Ave Menlo Park
Wegman's Nursery 492 Woodside Rd Redwood City
Wisnom’s Hardware 545 First Ave. San Mateo
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To promote the program, SMCWPPP conducted the following outreach during FY 2011-12:

Staffed a booth at the NorCal Spring Trade Show, February 16, 2011 at the San Mateo Event
Center. This trade show is attended by professional landscapers and retail nursery owners and
staff.

Partnered with County RecycleWorks to use and distribute fact sheets and Bay Friendly
Gardening guides in their popular Master Composter trainings and series classes. Additional
materials were given out at events that RecycleWorks staffed throughout the year.

Participated in the IPM advocates training program in which two local stores, Home Depot in
Colma and Orchard Supply Hardware in South San Francisco, received staff training by the IPM
advocate intern. The intern also maintained working relationships with those store managers
and continued to update the established program.

Conducted an outreach tabling event with the IPM advocate at Orchard Supply Hardware in
South San Francisco on March 10, 2012. The IPM advocate did additional tabling events at this
store on April 22 and May 5, 2012.

Provided materials and information at the other outreach tabling events hosted throughout the
year.

Developed a new OWOW label specifically for Home Depot to accommodate the unique needs
of the store pricing system.

Developed bus ad cards in English and Spanish to be posted at the beginning of the FY 2012-13.

Provided materials and information at the other outreach tabling events hosted throughout the
year.

Maintained distribution of materials through partner stores by purchasing the OWOW fact
sheets, brochures, booklets, children’s activity books, pocket guides, and business cards
available from BASMAA.

Provision C.9.h.v and vi Public Outreach: Pest Control Operators

SMCWPPP contacted the local Agricultural Commissioner to obtain a list of Pest Control Operators in
San Mateo County. Using this list, a packet was sent to pest control operators with a cover letter
explaining basic IPM and encouraging them to become IPM-certified by either:

Attending the Pesticide Applicators Professional Association seminar for landscape pest control
operators on February 28, 2012 in San Jose (a flyer for this seminar was included in the packet);
or,

Participating in an online training course by EcoWise, designed for structural pest control
operators. A flyer for this program was also included in the packet.

The packet was sent on January 19, 2012. In the cover letter, the operators were encouraged to
become IPM-certified, and to contact SMCWPPP to be part of a new web page dedicated to helping the
public find IPM-certified contractors on www.flowstobay.org.

FUTURE ACTIONS

SMCWPPP staff plan to conduct the following PIP activities during FY 2012-13:
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= Hold PIP Subcommittee meetings every other month.
= Act as Chair of the BASMAA PIP subcommittee.

= Support and participate in the development of the Regional Ad Campaign and regional media
relations pitches.

= Support and participate in the development of the San Francisco Bay Partnership and Behavior
Change Campaign to develop a region-wide brand and collaborate on related outreach activities.

=  Conduct a minimum of two local media relations pitches.

= Maintain the www.flowstobay.org website, with a re-design and upgrade of the content
management system.

= Maintain social media outlet accounts with Twitter and Facebook.

= Increase quantity of Spanish and Chinese language web pages on www.flowstobay.org.
=  Staff local public outreach events, including one countywide event.

=  Maintain stock of outreach materials and provide to jurisdictions and public on request.

=  Maintain the existing outreach campaign that partners with commercial car wash businesses to
promote use by residents.

=  Maintain and update the Environmental Resource Guide.

= Continue Spring Cleaning SMC with stewardship groups to coordinate spring cleanup events.
= Coordinate the Coastal Cleanup Day event in San Mateo County.

= Offer school assemblies to K-5th graders.

= Re-develop the Jr. High and High School Outreach Program.

= Continue the IPM “Our Water Our World” partnership campaign.

=  Continue outreach and education for pest control operators.
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6
Watershed Assessment and
Monitoring

INTRODUCTION

SMCWPPP's Watershed Assessment and Monitoring (WAM) component assists member agencies to
achieve compliance with MRP provisions related to water quality monitoring (Provision C.8) and certain
water quality pollutants of concern (Provisions C.11, C.12, C.13.c and e, and C.14). Much of this work is
accomplished through participation in BASMAA regional projects. SMCWPPP staff helps implement and
oversee these regional projects by participating in the activities of a number of regional committees and
work groups, including the BASMAA Monitoring and Pollutants of Concern Committee (BASMAA MPC),
the Regional Monitoring Coalition (BASMAA RMC) Work Group, the Clean Watersheds for a Clean Bay
Project Management Team, and the Regional Monitoring Program (RMP) Small Tributaries Loading
Strategy (STLS) Work Group.

Through the BASMAA MPC, SMCWPPP staff helped to develop and implement regional project work
plans, scopes of work, schedules, and associated budgets. The status and results of these BASMAA re-
gional projects are described in detail in the Regional Pollutants of Concern Report for FY 2011-2012 and
Regional Monitoring Coalition Monitoring Status Report for February-June 2012 (Appendix F), hereinaf-
ter referred to as the POC and Monitoring Regional Supplement. SMCWPPP staff authored some sec-
tions of this report and reviewed and edited the entire document. The POC and Monitoring Regional
Supplement report provides detailed descriptions of how member agencies and other MRP Permittees
complied with reporting requirements related to water quality monitoring and certain pollutants of con-
cern.

SMCWPPP’s assistance with the WAM component’s activities is coordinated through the WAM Sub-
committee. Dermot Casey from the County of San Mateo Health Services Agency, Environmental Health
Services Division continued to chair the WAM Subcommittee during FY 2011-12. SMCWPPP staff facili-
tated three meetings of the WAM Subcommittee during FY 2011-12 to inform member agency staff of
WAM component work and to gather their input on specific issues. A FY 2011-12 subcommittee atten-
dance list is included in Appendix E. A majority of the subcommittee’s three meetings was attended by
staff from the Cities of Brisbane, Burlingame, Daly City, East Palo Alto, Pacifica, San Mateo, and South
San Francisco, and the County of San Mateo.

WAM component accomplishments in FY 2011-12 included the following:

=  SMCWPPP supported the BASMAA RMC through its continued participation in all activities of the
BASMAA MPC and a work group of this committee referred to as the BASMAA RMC Work Group.
This included participation by SMCWPPP staff in monthly meetings of the BASMAA MPC and the
BASMAA RMC Work Group.
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= |n coordination with other BASMAA agencies, SMCWPPP continued to contribute funding to the
San Francisco Estuary Regional Monitoring Program, participate in selected RMP committees
and work groups, and providing input to related work plans and reports.

= Through the BASMAA RMC, SMCWPPP staff helped finalize several documents critical to support
water quality monitoring and compliance with Provision C.8.c. — Creek Status Monitoring / Ro-
tating Watersheds. SMCWPPP staff also assisted the BASMAA RMC to evaluate database plat-
forms to house the RMC water quality monitoring data and contract with a database developer
in June 2012 to begin development of the RMC Information Management System using Micro-
soft Access.

=  Field monitoring required by MRP Provision C.8.c was initiated in San Mateo County during the
FY 2011-12 wet weather season and involved sampling the suite of parameters listed in Table
8.1 of the MRP at multiple sites.

= Through the RMP STLS Work Group, SMCWPPP staff helped to select and initiate monitoring for
pollutants of concern, in compliance with MRP Provision C.8.e, at four stations in the RMC area.
The STLS Work Group identified two additional monitoring sites that will be sampled in FY 2012-
13 to fully comply with MRP Provision C.8.e. One of these sites is located at the Pulgas Creek
Pump Station in the City of San Carlos.

= To encourage citizen monitoring, SMCWPPP staff coordinated with Acterra on several issues: 1)
discussed water quality conditions at their restoration site in San Mateo County on Arroyo Ojo
de Agua Creek 2) discussed providing in-kind technical support for water quality methods includ-
ing toxicity and pathogen indicator sampling; 3) encouraged them to submit a grant to USEPA to
expand their Riparian Restoration/Water Quality Outreach and Monitoring Program; 4) provided
contacts to other watershed groups conducting monitoring in San Mateo County and encour-
aged them to also contact these groups for technical advice and as potential collaborators in
monitoring and grant applications.

=  Provisions C.11 and C.12 implement stormwater runoff-related actions required by the mercury
and PCBs Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) water quality restoration programs. During FY
2011-12, SMCWPPP staff participated in a number of BASMAA regional projects that address
mercury and PCBs in stormwater runoff, including the EPA grant-funded project entitled Clean
Watersheds for a Clean Bay (CW4CB) and the PCBs in Caulk project, which is funded by the fed-
eral stimulus program (American Recovery and Reinvestment Act). The POC and Monitoring Re-
gional Supplement report contains further details about these projects and their status.

=  SMCWPPP staff worked with BASMAA to develop a spreadsheet entitled “FY 11-12 Estimated
Mass of Mercury Collected Calculator (Version 1.0)” and used the calculator to estimate the
mass of mercury collected by the San Mateo County Household Hazardous Waste Program dur-
ing FY 2011-12.

=  SMCWPPP staff prepared a project work plan for the Pulgas Creek Pump Station pilot diversion
project and submitted to Regional Water Board staff in May 2012. SMCWPPP staff also obtained
a wastewater discharge permit from SBSA and began identification and mobilization of equip-
ment needed for the pilot diversion project.

= Provision C.13.c. (Copper Controls - Vehicle Brake Pads) requires Permittees to participate in the
Brake Pad Partnership (BPP) process to develop California legislation phasing out copper from
certain automobile brake pads sold in California. Provision C.13.e (Copper Controls - Studies to
Reduce Uncertainties) requires Permittees to conduct or cause to be conducted technical studies
to investigate possible copper sediment toxicity and technical studies to investigate sub-lethal
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effects on salmonids. During FY 2011-12, SMCWPPP staff participated in BASMAA regional pro-
jects that address these provisions. The POCs and Monitoring Regional Supplement contains
further details.

=  MRP Provision C.14 requires San Mateo County and other MRP Permittees to work collabora-
tively to begin identifying, assessing, and managing controllable sources of the following lower
priority pollutants that have been found in stormwater runoff: polybrominated diphenyl ethers
(PBDEs), legacy pesticides, and selenium. During FY 2011-12, SMCWPPP staff participated in a
BASMAA regional project that addresses this provision. The POCs and Monitoring Regional Sup-
plement report provides further details about this project and its status.

IMPLEMENTATION OF MRP PROVISIONS

The following sections briefly describe the activities implemented through the WAM component during
FY 2011-12 to comply with MRP Provisions related to water quality monitoring (Provision C.8) and cer-
tain water quality pollutants of concern (Provisions C.11, C.12, C.13.c and e, and C.14).

Provision C.8 Water Quality Monitoring

MRP Provision C.8 requires a number of activities related to monitoring water quality in stormwater
runoff receiving waters. All activities related to compliance with Provision C.8 are coordinated through a
monitoring collaborative (i.e., BASMAA RMC) which includes SMCWPPP and other Bay Area stormwater
programs. During FY 2011-12, SMCWPPP supported the RMC through its continued participation in all
activities of the BASMAA MPC and a work group of this committee referred to as the BASMAA RMC
Work Group. This included participation by SMCWPPP staff in monthly meetings of the BASMAA MPC
and the BASMAA RMC Work Group.

Provision C.8.b — San Francisco Estuary Receiving Water Monitoring

MRP Provision C.8.b requires that Permittees participate in a San Francisco Estuary receiving water
monitoring program, at a minimum equivalent to the San Francisco Estuary Regional Monitoring Pro-
gram (RMP). In coordination with other BASMAA agencies, SMCWPPP continued to contribute funding
to the RMP, participate in selected RMP committees and work groups, and providing input to related
work plans and reports.

Provision C.8.c — Status Monitoring / Rotating Watersheds

Through the BASMAA RMC, SMCWPPP staff helped finalize several projects/documents critical to sup-
port water quality monitoring and compliance with Provision C.8.c. These are briefly described below.
The POC and Monitoring Regional Supplement contains further details about these projects/documents
and their status.

= RMC Multi-Year Work Plan: An overview of the approach to plan monitoring activities in com-
pliance with MRP Provision C.8. This document was developed by the RMC over several years
and finalized in 2011.

=  RMC Creek Status and Long-Term Trends Monitoring Plan (RMC Monitoring Plan): A road map
to the monitoring activities implemented by Bay Area stormwater programs and associated
Permittees participating in the RMC to comply with MRP Provision C.8.c
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= Creek Status Monitoring Program Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP): A description of the
procedures that will be implemented to ensure that samples, data, and subsequent reports are
of high enough quality to meet BASMAA RMC objectives.

= Creek Status Monitoring Program Standard Operating Procedures (SOP): Complementary doc-
umentation to the QAPP to establish a common basis for application of consistent monitoring
protocols across jurisdictional boundaries.

= RMC Creek Status Fact Sheet: a one-page overview of the BASMAA RMC and the Creek Status
and Long-Term Trends Monitoring Program.

= |nformation Management System: The BASMAA RMC evaluated different platforms available for
building the RMC Information Management System (IMS) and contracted with a database devel-
oper inJune 2012 to begin development of the RMC IMS using Microsoft Access.

In addition to helping finalize the necessary guidance documents to support water quality monitoring
through a regional collaboration, SMCWPPP staff initiated the first year of water quality monitoring in
San Mateo County under the RMC Monitoring Plan. This involved sampling the following suite of pa-
rameters at multiple sites (see below). Monitoring data and analyses will be reported in compliance
with MRP Provision C.8.g.

= Bedded Sediment Toxicity — two sites

= Bedded Sediment Pollutants — two sites

= Water Toxicity — two sites in the dry season and during a winter storm event
= Pathogen Indicators — five sites in the summer

= Biological Assessment of Benthic Macroinvertebrates, associated habitat, Algae, chlorine and se-
lected nutrients and water quality parameters — ten sites in the spring

= Continuous water temperature — four sites from spring through fall

= General water quality parameters — two sites in spring and fall

Provision C.8.d — Monitoring Projects

SMCWPPP staff began planning approaches to comply with MRP Provisions C.8.d.ii (BMP Effectiveness
Investigation) and C.8.d.iii (Geomorphic Projects). Implementation of these approaches will commence
in FY 2012-13. SMCWPPP staff will coordinate through the RMC to plan an approach to MRP Provision
C.8.d.i once the FY 2011-12 field data collection has been completed and the data quality assurance and
quality control procedures have been fully implemented.

Provision C.8.e — Pollutants of Concern and Long-term Trends Monitoring

Through the RMP STLS Work Group, SMCWPPP staff helped to select and initiate monitoring for pollut-
ants of concern, in compliance with MRP Provision C.8.e, at four stations in the RMC area. Monitoring
data and analyses for these sites will be reported in compliance with MRP Provision C.8.g. The STLS
Work Group identified two additional monitoring sites that will be sampled in FY 2012-13 to fully comply
with MRP Provision C.8.e. One of these sites is located at the Pulgas Creek Pump Station in the City of
San Carlos.
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Provision C.8.f — Citizen Monitoring and Participation

SMCWPPP staff reviewed multiple sources of water quality data collected by organizations that incorpo-
rate citizen monitoring data to identify areas most suitable for monitoring several C.8.c parameters:
pathogen indicators, water temperature, and water quality. These organizations included the San
Mateo County Resource Conservation District, Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary, Surfrider
Foundation San Mateo County Chapter, San Pedro Creek Watershed Coalition, San Gregorio Environ-
mental Resource Center, Pacifica Beach Coalition, Half Moon Bay Coastside Foundation, San Mateo
County Department of Health Services, and Acterra. SMCWPPP staff focused on Pilarcitos Creek for
monitoring temperature and water quality and coordinated with the Pilarcitos Creek Restoration Work-
group to identify appropriate monitoring locations. SMCWPPP staff coordinated with Acterra on several
issues: 1) discussed water quality conditions at their restoration site in San Mateo County on Arroyo Ojo
de Agua Creek - this site was selected as a pathogen indicator monitoring site; 2) discussed providing in-
kind technical support for water quality methods including toxicity and pathogen indicator sampling; 3)
encouraged them to submit a grant to USEPA to expand their Riparian Restoration/Water Quality Out-
reach and Monitoring Program; 4) provided contacts to other watershed groups conducting monitoring
in San Mateo County and encouraged them to also contact these groups for technical advice and as po-
tential collaborators in monitoring and grant applications.

Provisions C.11/12 Mercury/PCBs Controls

Provisions C.11 and C.12 implement stormwater runoff-related actions required by the mercury and
PCBs Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) water quality restoration programs. During FY 2011-12,
SMCWPPP staff participated in a number of BASMAA regional projects that address mercury and PCBs in
stormwater runoff, including the EPA grant-funded project entitled Clean Watersheds for a Clean Bay
(CW4CB) and the PCBs in Caulk project, which is funded by the federal stimulus program (American Re-
covery and Reinvestment Act). This included participation by SMCWPPP staff in several periodic meet-
ings including the CW4CB Project Management Team, the CW4CB Retrofit Work Group, and teleconfer-
ences and a stakeholder meeting for the PCBs in Caulk project. The POC and Monitoring Regional
Supplement report contains further details about these projects and their status.

Provisions C.11.a — Mercury Collection and Recycling Implemented throughout the Region

Provision C.11.a.i requires member agencies to promote, facilitate and/or participate in collection and
recycling of mercury-containing devices and equipment at the consumer level (e.g., thermometers,
thermostats, switches, bulbs). To help meet this requirement, member agencies continued to partici-
pate in San Mateo County Health Department's Household Hazardous Waste Program (HHW Program)
and Very Small Quantity Generator Business Collection Program (VSQG Program) during FY 2011-12. The
HHW Program offers residents the opportunity to drop-off mercury-containing devices and equipment
and other hazardous wastes at designated drop-off points or drop-off events free of charge. The VSQG
Program provides an inexpensive hazardous waste disposal option to eligible businesses, non-profits,
and other government agencies that generate less than 100 kilograms of waste per month. It operates
by appointment only and charges a fee to cover the cost of transportation and disposal. Many member
agencies promote the availability of the HHW Program and VSQG Program on their agency websites. A
description of member agency efforts to promote, facilitate and/or participate in collection and recycling
of mercury-containing devices and equipment during FY 2011-12 are provided in their individual Annual
Reports.

Based on information provided by HHW and VSQG Program staff, the combined Programs collected a
total of 20,784 linear feet of fluorescent lamps and 1,051 compact fluorescent lamps. In addition, the
combined Programs also collected the following mercury-containing devices and equipment:
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= 750 pounds1 of household batteries;
= 1,019 pounds” of crushed fluorescent tubes; and

= 4 thermostats.

Provision C.11.a.ii requires member agencies to include an estimate of the mass of mercury collected.
To assist with calculating the mass of mercury collected during FY 2011-12 by the HHW and VSQG Pro-
grams, SMCWPPP staff worked with BASMAA to develop a spreadsheet entitled “FY 11-12 Estimated
Mass of Mercury Collected Calculator (Version 1.0).” The estimated mass of mercury collected is based
on the total amount of mercury-containing devices and equipment collected and calculated using the
best available information from manufacturers and trade organizations regarding the amount of mer-
cury in devices and equipment of interest. The estimated mass of mercury collected by both Programs
during FY 2011-12 is provided in Table 6-1.

Table 6-1. Estimated mercury mass collected by the HHW and VSQG Programs in FY 2011-12.

Mercury Containing De- Total Devices/Equipment Estimated Mass of Mer-
vice/Equipment Collected cury Collected (kg)
Fluorescent Lamps (linear feet)3 20,784 0.0431
CFLs (each)* 1,051 0.0047
Thermostats (each)® 4 0.016
Total Mass of Mercury Collected During FY 2011-12: 0.0638

Provisions C.11/12.f — Diversion of Dry Weather and First Flush Flows to POTWs

This section describes the pilot feasibility study to evaluate the diversion of dry weather and first flush
flows of stormwater from the Pulgas Creek Pump Station to the sanitary sewer collection system served
by the South Bayside System Authority’s (SBSA) regional wastewater treatment plant. As described in
last fiscal year’s annual report, SMCWPPP selected the City of San Carlos’ Pulgas Creek Pump Station wa-
tershed for the pilot diversion project and other CW4CB studies because of the relatively high concentra-
tions of PCBs found in pump station and storm drain sediments. The approximately 330-acre watershed
draining to the Pulgas Creek Pump Station is comprised of current and historic industrial land uses.

As an overview, in FY 2012/13 the planned pilot diversion project will include conducting one dry weath-
er and four wet weather pilot scale diversions of urban runoff from the north Pulgas Creek storm drain
line. A flow meter and turbidity sensor will be installed in the north Pulgas Creek storm drain line man-

! The weight of household batteries includes the weight of the drum shipped off-site for proper recycling. The majority of household batteries
do not contain mercury. As a result, they are not included in the estimated mass collected calculation.

> The weight of crushed fluorescent lamps includes the weight of the container shipped off-site for proper recycling. Since the fluorescent lamps
are crushed, they are not currently included in the estimated mass collected calculation since the linear foot of lamp collected is unknown and
the fate of the mercury is also unknown.

® The average mercury content for a four-foot linear fluorescent lamp is 8.3 milligrams (mg). This is equal to 2.075 mg (2.075 X 10 -6 kilograms
(kg)) per linear foot. Source: NEMA 2005. Fluorescent and Other Mercury-Containing Lamps and the Environment: Mercury Use, Environmental
Benefits, Disposal Requirements. National Electrical Manufacturers Association. March 2005. 14p.

* The National Electrical Manufacturers Association (NEMA) announced that under the new voluntary commitment, effective October 1, 2010,
participating manufacturers will cap the total mercury content in CFLs that are under 25 watts at 4 mg per unit, and CFLs that use 25 to 40 watts
of electricity will be capped at 5 mg per unit. Each CFL recycled is assumed to have an average mass of 4.5 mg (4.5 X 10 -6 kg). New CFLs are also
assumed to have 4.5 mg on average. Source: NEMA 2010. NEMA Lamp Companies Agree to Reduction in CFL Mercury Content Cap. Available at
http://www.nema.org/media/pr/20101004a.cfm. Accessed April 11, 2012.

® The amount of mercury in a thermostat is determined by the number of ampoules. There are generally one or two ampoules per thermostat
(average is 1.4) and each ampoule contains an average of 2.8 grams (g) of mercury. Therefore, each thermostat recycled is assumed to contain
approximately 4.0 g (0.004 kg) of mercury. Source: TRC 2008. Thermostat Recycling Corporation's Annual Report for the U.S. Prepared by the
Thermostat Recycling Corporation. http://www.thermostat-recycle.org/files/u3/2008 TRC Annual Report.pdf.
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hole, located immediately upstream from the pump station. Water will be collected for diversion
through a small submersible pump that will send water through a flexible conduit to a 500 gallon storage
tank located in the yard adjacent to the pump station. Water from the storage tank will be collected and
transported by the City of San Carlos’ vactor truck for disposal through a sanitary sewer connection at
the City of San Carlos’ corporation yard.

During each of the four storm events targeted for testing it is planned that four discrete water quality
samples will be collected from the north Pulgas Creek storm drain line and tested for PCBs, mercury, and
suspended sediment concentrations. In addition, as required by SBSA, testing will also be conducted dur-
ing disposal of diverted stormwater collected during two of the stormwater events. These samples will
be collected from the vactor truck discharge to the corporation yard’s sanitary sewer connection. Testing
of these samples will be for copper, mercury, and PCBs as the total of 40 congeners.

The pilot diversion project will also evaluate the projected costs and benefits of a larger scale and more
permanent dry and/or wet weather diversion at the Pulgas Creek Pump station in order to have the
technical information needed to evaluate the feasibility of diversions as part of future stormwater
NPDES permit terms. The evaluation will also include how to coordinate possible plans for a long-term,
more permanent sewer diversion with the City of San Carlos’ planned upsizing of sewer pipelines along
Industrial Road and Brittan Road in the vicinity of the Pulgas Creek Pump Station. One of the major prob-
lems with trying to divert stormwater to the sanitary sewer system in the Pulgas Creek Pump Station
drainage area is that the sewer system is undersized in the Pulgas Creek Pump Station area, and the City
of San Carlos is already at its maximum capacity for discharging wastewater to SBSA.

During February and March 2011 the San Francisco Estuary Institute measured the concentrations of
PCBs in stormwater from the two storm drain lines that flow to the Pulgas Creek Pump Station. The test-
ing results (Table 6-2) show that the stormwater contained between about 19,000 and 84,500 pg/| of
total PCBs, which is relatively elevated compared to the 886 pg/l Event Mean Concentration of total
PCBs calculated by SFEI as part of testing stormwater runoff from a parking lot and recreation area in
Daly City.

Table 6-2. Total PCBs in stormwater runoff to the Pulgas Creek Pump Station.

Date North Pulgas Creek Storm Drain Line South Pulgas Creek Storm Drain Line
Feb. 17, 2011 46,896 53,894
Feb. 17, 2011 43,339 19,060
March 18, 2011 84,490 31,043
March 18, 2011 66,554 21,883
Average 60,320 31,470

All results in pg/| (total of 40 congeners). Samples collected on the same dates were collected at different times.

The data also show that the concentrations of total PCBs from the north Pulgas Creek storm drain line
appear to be higher than those found in the south Pulgas Creek storm drain line.

SMCWPPP prepared and on May 4, 2012 submitted to Regional Water Board staff a project work plan
titled “Pulgas Creek Pump Station Pilot Urban Runoff Diversion Evaluation.” This work plan describes the
current approach for how the pilot diversion project will be implemented. The work plan describes the
project background, objectives, tasks, implementation, and schedule. This work plan may be modified
iteratively in order to take advantage of new information as it is developed.




== San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program

One of the essential requirements of the pilot diversion project is to be able to dispose diverted dry
weather urban runoff and stormwater to the City of San Carlos’ sanitary sewer system. From the city’s
collection system flows continue to SBSA’s collection system for treatment at SBSA’s regional wastewa-
ter treatment plant. SMCWPPP staff worked with SBSA and City of San Carlos’ staff to obtain a wastewa-
ter discharge permit for the City of San Carlos.

In June 2012 SBSA staff distributed a draft permit, and based on discussions among City of San Carlos,
SBSA, and SMCWPPP staff, modifications to the draft were proposed and accepted. The final permit was
executed during the first half of July 2012 when it was signed by SBSA’s Plant Manager and the City of
San Carlos’ acting City Engineer. The permit authorizes the diversion of limited volume of dry weather
urban runoff and stormwater for a one-year period between July 1, 2012 and June 30, 2013. The permit
describes discharge, monitoring, and reporting requirements, and it incorporates as an attachment A the
project work plan. The discharge permit is subject to revision at any time for the purposes of protecting
the sanitary sewerage facilities and workers and to accommodate new regulations and NPDES permit
requirements that may be imposed on SBSA.

The equipment that will be needed to implement the pilot diversion project has been identified and is in
the process of being procured and installed so that the project may be initiated with the first dry weath-
er testing occurring during late summer/fall of 2012.

Provision C.13.c (Vehicle Brake Pads) and C.13.e (Studies to Reduce Uncertainties)

Provision C.13.c. (Copper Controls - Vehicle Brake Pads) requires Permittees to participate in the Brake
Pad Partnership (BPP) process to develop California legislation phasing out copper from certain automo-
bile brake pads sold in California. Provision C.13.e (Copper Controls - Studies to Reduce Uncertainties)
requires Permittees to conduct or cause to be conducted technical studies to investigate possible copper
sediment toxicity and technical studies to investigate sub-lethal effects on salmonids. During FY 2011-
12, SMCWPPP staff participated in BASMAA regional projects that address these provisions. The POCs
and Monitoring Regional Supplement contains further details.

Provisions C.14 Polybrominated Diphenyl Ethers (PBDEs), Legacy Pesticides and Selenium

Provision C.14 requires member agencies and other MRP Permittees to work collaboratively to begin
identifying, assessing, and managing controllable sources of the following lower priority pollutants that
may be found in stormwater runoff: polybrominated diphenyl ethers (PBDEs), legacy pesticides, and se-
lenium. During FY 2011-12, SMCWPPP staff participated in a BASMAA regional project that addresses
this provision. The POCs and Monitoring Regional Supplement contains further details about this project
and its status.

FUTURE ACTIONS

SMCWPPP activities that are planned for FY 2012-13 to assist member agencies comply with MRP re-
quirements in MRP Provisions C.8, C.11, C.12, C.13.c and e, and C.14. include the following:

= Hold three WAM Subcommittee meetings.

=  Work with the BASMAA RMC to continue refining its multi-year work plan, participate in
BASMAA regional projects related to water quality monitoring, and continue implementing field
monitoring activities in San Mateo County during FY 2012-13, including a new pollutant loading
station in San Carlos (see the POCs and Monitoring Regional Supplement report in Appendix F
for further details).




== San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program

= Continue to encourage citizen monitoring in San Mateo County.

= Continue to facilitate the SMCWPPP's participation in BASMAA regional projects that focus on
pollutants of concern and TMDL implementation, including Clean Watersheds for a Clean Bay,
PCBs in Caulk, and a number of other projects described in the POCs and Monitoring Regional
Supplement.

= Refine methods and estimate the mass of mercury collected by San Mateo County Permittees
during FY 2012-13.

= Continue implementing the project work plan for the Pulgas Creek Pump Station pilot diversion
project, including conducting dry and wet weather diversion and monitoring.
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— Municipal Maintenance Subcommittee — Attendance List— FY 2011-12
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e Agenda

e Attendance List

e Summary of workshop evaluations
—  Structural IPM Workshop — November 9, 2011

e Agenda

e Attendance list

e Summary of workshop evaluations
— Trash Work Group — Attendance List— FY 2011-12

SMCWPPP Annual Report FY 2011-2012



Municipal Maintenance Subcommittee Meetings - FY 2011/12

NAME MUNICIPALITY EMAIL Aug. 24| Oct. 26 | Jan. 25| Mar. 28

Bill Butler Atherton bbutler@ci.atherton.ca.us N \

David Huynh Atherton N

Eddie Lopez Atherton N

Javier Andrade Atherton N

Mike Anderson Atherton \

Steve Tyler Atherton styler@ci.atherton.ca.us N N N N

Randy Ferrando Belmont rferrando@belmont.gov N N N N

Tim Murray Belmont tmurray@belmont.gov N N N

Dale Allen Brisbane dallen@ci.brisbane.ca.us N \ N

Keegan Black Brisbane kblack@ci.brisbane.ca.us N

Eva Justimbaste Burlingame eva.justimbaste@veoliawaterna.com

John Baack Burlingame JBaack@burlingame.org N

Peter Gaines Burlingame PGaines@burlingame.org N N

Randall Hayes Burlingame N

Steve Daldrup Burlingame stephen.daldrup@veoliawaterna.com N N

Vince Falzon Burlingame VFalzon@burlingame.org

Louis Gotelli Colma LGotelli@colma.ca.gov N N N N

Muneer Ahmed Colma muneer.ahmed@colma.ca.gov

Phil Scramaglia Colma phil@csgengr.com

Jesse Myott Daly City jmyott@dalycity.org

James McCarty East Palo Alto N

Jay Farr East Palo Alto jfarr@cityofepa.org

Michelle Daher East Palo Alto mdaher@cityofepa.org N N

Allan Shu Foster City ashu@fostercity.org

Mike McElligott Foster City MMcElligott@fostercity.org N

Norm Dorais Foster City ndorais@fostercity.org

Larry Carnahan Half Moon Bay larryc@hmbcity.com N N N N

Gary Francis Hillsborough gfrancis@hillsborough.net N N

Dimitri Kataros Menlo Park N

Irv Meachum Menlo Park immeachum@menlopark.org N N N N

Joe Pimentel Menlo Park jppimentel@menlopark.org N N N N

Virginia Parks Menlo Park VKFPARKS@menlopark.org

Craig Centis Millbrae ccentis@ci.millbrae.ca.us N \

Heather Henwood Millbrae hhenwood@ci.millbrae.ca.us

Michael Killigrew Millbrae mkilligrew@ci.millbrae.ca.us N N

Russ Clark Millbrae N N N N
F:\Sm1x\Sm12.01 Muni Maint\Maint Mtgs\March mtg\munimaintattendance_rev.xls 1




Municipal Maintenance Subcommittee Meetings - FY 2011/12

NAME MUNICIPALITY EMAIL Aug. 24| Oct. 26 | Jan. 25| Mar. 28
Dustin Cohn Pacifica N N
Eric Steele Pacifica Steelee@ci.pacifica.ca.us N
James McNally Pacifica mcnallyj@ci.pacifica.ca.us
Bernie Mau Pacifica Steelee@ci.pacifica.ca.us N
Ron Fascenda Pacifica fascendar@ci.pacifica.ca.us N
Howard Young Portola Valley hyoung@portolavalley.net
Tony Macias Portola Valley tmacias@portolavalley.net
Alberrt Munguis Redwood City amunguis@redwoodcity.org N N
Dave Fitzgerald Redwood City Dfitzgerald@redwoodcity.org
Eddy Lopez Redwood City ELopez@redwoodcity.org N N N
Marilyn Harang Redwood City MHarang@redwoodcity.org
Ray Bartolo Redwood City rbartolo@redwoodcity.org
Rich Del Ben Redwood City rdelben@redwoodcity.org N N
Terrance Kwan Redwood City N
Victor Castaneda Redwood City vcastaneda@redwoodcity.org N N
Bob Fowler San Bruno rfowler@ci.sanbruno.ca.us
Gino Quinn San Bruno gquinn@sanbruno.ca.gov N
Robert Howard San Bruno rhoward@ci.sanbruno.ca.us
Frank Amoroso San Carlos famoroso@cityofsancarlos.org N
Lou Duran San Carlos Iduran@cityofsancarlos.org N N N
Paul Baker San Carlos pbaker@cityofsancarlos.org N N N
Bob Correa San Mateo County bcorrea@cityofsanmateo.org
Dermot Casey San Mateo County djcasey@co.sanmateo.ca.us
Diana She San Mateo County dshu@co.sanmateo.ca.us
Ed Vigil San Mateo County evigil@cityofsanmateo.org
Julie Casagrande San Mateo County jcasagrande@co.sanmateo.ca.us
Matt Fabry San Mateo County mfabry@smcgov.org N
Sarah Schrader San Mateo County sschrader@co.sanmateo.ca.us
Stephen Fischer San Mateo County sfischer@co.sanmateo.ca.us N
Tim Stanfield San Mateo County tstanfield@co.sanmateo.ca.us
Timothy Swillinger San Mateo County tswillinger@co.sanmateo.ca.us N
Shelli St.Clair San Mateo, City of SStClair@cityofsanmateo.org N N
Cassie Prudhel South San Francisco |cassie.prudhel@ssf.net N
James Hardie South San Francisco |james.hardie@ssf.net N
Marissa Garren South San Francisco |Marissa.garren@ssf.net N
Gratien Etchabelere |Woodside GEtchebehere@woodsidetown.org N N
James-Counts- San Mateo County |james@smemad-org N
teuDuran Mosquito & Vector N N
Fred Jarvis EOA, Inc. fejarvis@eoainc.com N N N
Jon Konnan EOA, Inc. jkonnan@eoainc.com

F:\Sm1x\Sm12.01 Muni Maint\Maint Mtgs\March mtg\munimaintattendance_rev.xls 2




Municipal Maintenance Subcommittee Meetings - FY 2011/12

NAME MUNICIPALITY EMAIL Aug. 24| Oct. 26 | Jan. 25| Mar. 28
Kristin Kerr EOA, Inc. kakerr@eoainc.com N N
Sue Ma Regional Board SMa@waterboards.ca.gov

F:\Sm1x\Sm12.01 Muni Maint\Maint Mtgs\March mtg\munimaintattendance_rev.xls 3




San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program
Parks Maintenance & IPM Work Group Attendance List FY 2011/12

MUNICIPALITY| REPRESENTATIVE |Contact Information Attendance
Email Phone
8/23/2011 | 1/9/2012 | 4/24/2012
Atherton Mike Anderson manderson@ci.atherton.ca.us 650/752-0541
Belmont Daniel Ourtiague dourtiague@belmont.gov 650/595-7441
Brisbane Don McClymond dmcclymond@ci.brisbane.ca.us [415/716-0105 v v v
Burlingame Greg Foell dgfoell@burlingame.org
Colma Phil Scramaglia hil@csgengr.com
Louis Gotelli Louis.Gotelli@colma.ca.gov 650/333-0295 v v v
Paul Vershull v
Daly City Paul Thompson pthompson@dalycity.org 650/991-8006 v v v
East Palo Alto |Jay Farr ifarr@cityofepa.org 650/853-3105
Foster City Dorte Drastrup ddrastrup@fostercity.org 650/286-3553 v v v
Half Moon Bay |Larry Carnahan larryC@hmbcity.com 650/726-7177 v v
Hillsborough Gary Francis gfrancis@bhillsca.org 650/375-7506
Menlo Park David Mooney damooney@menlopark.org 650/330-6794 v
Millbrae Russell Clark 650/259-2481
Pacifica Ron Fascenda fascendar@ci.pacifica.ca.us 650-738-3760 v v
clarka@ci.pacifica.ca.us
Portola Valley [Howard Young hyoung@portolavalley.net 650/851-1700,
Ext.214
Redwood City |Valerie Matonis vmatonis@redwoodcity.org 650/780-7280 v v v
Beth-Ress bross@redwoodcity.org 650/780-6917
San Bruno Rene Walsh rwalsh@ci.sanbruno.ca.us 650/616-7193
Jeff Madonich jmadonich@sanbruno.ca.gov  |650/616-7194 v v v
San Carlos Guy Wallace gwallace@cityofsancarlos.org |650/802-4144
Frank Rivera
San Mateo ern-Bessey b y@ecityofsanmateo.org—  [650/522-7342
Shelli St. Clair sstclair@cityofsanmateo.org 650/522-7342 v
Debra Bickel alternate 4
Mike Blondino mblondino@cityofsanmateo.org
San Mateo Co. |Pamela Noyer pnoyer@co.sanmateo.ca.us
Parks
Jeff Pacini
Agriculture Ronald Pummer rpummer@co.sanmateo.ca.us |650/363-4700
Weights and | jeremy Eide jeide@co.sanmateo.ca.us 650/363-4700 v v
Measures - p :
Ricard Garcia rgarcia@smc.gov.org or v
rgarcia@co.sanmateo.ca.us
Koren Widdel kwiddel@smc.gov.org v
Public Wks Steve Fischer
Jeff Pacini JPacini@co.sanmateo.ca.us
South San Donald Louie donald.louie@ssf.net 650/829-3837
Francisco
Eric Witkowski eric.witkowski@ssf.net 650/829-3837
Norman Gok
Brian Brunelli brian.brunelli@ssf.net 650/829-3837 v v
Woodside Eunejune Kim EKim@woodsidetown.org 650/851-6790
Regional Bd  |Janet O'Hara JOhara@rb2.swrch.ca.gov 510/622-5681




San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program
Parks Maintenance & IPM Work Group Attendance List FY 2011/12

MUNICIPALITY| REPRESENTATIVE |Contact Information Attendance
Email Phone
8/23/2011 | 1/9/2012 | 4/24/2012

SFEP Athena Honore v
EOA Fred Jarvis fejarvis@eoainc.com 510/832-2852 x111 v

Kristin Kerr kakerr@eoainc.com 510/832-2852 x122 v v

Vishakha Atre vatre@eoainc.com 408/720-8811 v
Program Matt Fabry mfabry@smcgov.org 415/508-2134 \/
Notes:

! Number indicates number of attendees from jurisdiction at the workshop.

F:A\Sm1x\SM12.03 Parks Maint & IPM\Meetings\April 12 mtg\[P&R Attendance.xIs]Sheetl
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Clean Water. Healthy Community.

AGENDA

Integrated Pest Management Workshop
SMCWPPP Parks Maintenance and IPM Subcommittee
Mission Blue Center
475 Mission Blue Drive, Brisbane, CA
Tuesday, February 28, 2012
11:00 a.m. — 3:00 p.m.

Lunch 11:00 — 11:30
Registration

Welcoming Remarks 11:30 - 11:35
Gopher, Squirrel and Rat Control 11:35-12:15
Steven Hebert, Swat Pest Control

Organic Products for Weed Control 12:15-12:45
Nancy Voorhees, Target Specialty

Healthy Soil, Healthy Plants 12:45 - 1:25
Theresa Lyngso, Lyngso Garden Materials

Break 1:25-1:35
Making Every Drop Count 1:35-2:00

Tom Bressan, Urban Farmer

Respirator Regulatory Refresher and Online Pesticide Use Reporting 2:00 - 3:00
Jeremy Eide, San Mateo County Agricultural Weights and Measures

Closing Remarks 3:00




SMCWPPP Parks Maintenance & IPM Subcommittee

Landscape IPM Workshop
February 28, 2012
Final Attendance List

Last Name First Name Municipality
1 | Aizawa Brian City of Redwood City
2 | Avtonomoff Brad City of Pacifica
3 | Barros Dan City of San Bruno
4 | Baston Linda City of Brisbane
5 Bergstrom Paul Loral Landscaping, Inc.
6 Brass Kelly City of Daly City
7 | Bravo Omar City of Redwood City
8 | Bustos Dave City of Daly City
9 | Cardenas Jorge Loral Landscaping, Inc.
10 | Cerini Larry City of San Bruno
11 | Daher Michele City of East Palo Alto
12 | DelCruz Jessy City of Daly City
13 | Drastrup Dorte City of Foster City
14 | Elissetche J.P. City of Pacifica
15 | Farias Jose City of Redwood City
16 | Fascenda Ron City of Pacifica
17 | Francis Gary Town of Hillsborough
18 | Friars Joe City of Brisbane
19 | Fukudome Glenn City of Redwood City
20 | Garcia Luis City of Redwood City
21 | Gomba Bill City of Foster City
22 | Gostisha Sheila San Mateo County Parks
23 | Gotelli Louis Town of Colma
24 | Gotthardt Garrett City of Foster City
25 | Grunwald Kingsley City of San Mateo
26 | Harrison Robin City of Foster City
27 | Herbert Dominique City of Redwood City
28 | Hernandez Martin City of Redwood City
29 | Hollis Mike City of Redwood City
30 | Jimenez 0Oz City of Foster City
31 | Kraemer Stephen San Mateo County Parks




Last Name First Name Municipality
32 | Madonich Jeff City of San Bruno
33 | Matonis Valerie City of Redwood City
34 | Mc Clymond Don City of Brisbane
35 | Meigar Juan City of Daly City
36 | Mitchell Cynthia City of Redwood City
37 | Moreno Leonardo City of Redwood City
38 | Nicholls Ed City of San Bruno
39 | Ochoa Jesus City of Redwood City
40 | Ortiz Andres City of San Mateo
41 | Palmini Mari City of San Bruno
42 | Penisini Sharom City of Redwood City
43 | Perez Rubio Elga City of San Mateo
44 | Pulido Mario City of East Palo Alto
45 | Reed Bruce City of San Mateo
46 | Rosewicz John City of San Bruno
47 | Ryan Matthew City of Foster City
48 | Schaffer Kurt City of Foster City
49 | Schroeder Nazmeen City of Foster City
50 | Shoblo Dolan City of Brisbane
51 | Soulard Mark City of San Mateo
52 | Stipp Randy City of Daly City
53 | Thompson Tim City of San Bruno
54 | Thompson Paul City of Daly City
55 | Trewin John San Mateo County Parks
56 | Tyler Steve Town of Atherton
57 | Valencia Mighuel City of East Palo Alto
58 | Venezia Daniel City of Redwood City
59 | Vetter Steve City of San Bruno
60 | Walsh Renee City of San Bruno
61 | Wheeler Howard Loral Landscaping, Inc.
62 | Wilson Jerry City of San Bruno
63 | Zumba Tony City of San Mateo
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Clean Water. Healthy Community.

Evaluation Form Summary

Integrated Pest Management Workshop
SMCWPPP Parks Maintenance and IPM
Tuesday, February 28, 2012
11:00 a.m. — 3:00 p.m.

What Did You Think of the Following Presentations and Activities?
1. Gopher, Squirrel and Rat Control — Steven Hebert, Swat Pest Control
26 very helpful 4 somewhat helpful 0 not helpful

2. Organic Options for Controlling Weeds, Insects and Plant Diseases — Nancy
Voorhees, Target Specialty

13 very helpful 12 somewhat helpful 4 not helpful

3. Healthy Soil, Healthy Plants — Theresa Lyngso, Lyngso Garden Materials
18 very helpful 12 somewhat helpful 0 not helpful

4. Making Every Drop Count— Tom Bressan, Urban Farmer
18 very helpful 7 somewhat helpful 1 not helpful

5. Respirator Regulatory Refresher and Online Pesticide Use Reporting — Jeremy Eide,

San Mateo County Agricultural Weights and Measures
20 very helpful 0 somewhat helpful 0 not helpful
Did this workshop meet your expectations? 27 Yes 0 No

Suggestions for future workshop topics:

Goose & raccoon control.

Information/speakers on bioswales, native grasses, etc.

Methods for landscape maintenance with limited workforce (budget cuts).
More on organics.

Give more breaks between every subject.

General Comments:

Pasta, burgers for lunch.

Steve H. is always welcome; someone that is good at what he does.
Thank you!

Better sound system.

Close the blinds.

Great!



Great program. Keep up the good work!

Good lunch.

Keep it up...nice work.

Thank you for putting it together and thanks to speakers.

Need to be able to see slides better by blocking the light in the doorways.
Sandwiches were not good.

Very good!!

Sun glare on screen made it hard to view part of the presentations.

Good timing for this workshop.



Draft Agenda
Structural IPM Workshop
San Mateo County—November 9, 2011, 11:00-2:30pm
Recreation Center’s Mist Room, 650 Shell Blvd., Foster City

Time Session Target Audience Speaker
10:30 -
11:00 Registration and Pick Up Lunch (Provided)
¢ Municipal and county Athena Honore, UP3 Project
11:00-11:05 | Welcome staff, including IPM Manager
11:05-11:10 | Pesticides and water quality introduction coordinators, those who
apply pesticides in Luis Agurto Jr., Pestec IPM
11:10-11:45 | Principles and Practices of Structural IPM structures (ants, Services (EcoWise and Green
rodents, etc.), and Shield certified company)
maintenance staff
11:45-11:50 | SHORT BREAK to stretch, Lunch provided
e City and county IPM Fred Jarvis , EOA/San Mateo
11:50-12:30 | Clean Water Requirements for Pesticides and coordinators and those Countywide Water Pollution
MRP Reporting who prepare the Prevention Program
e Pesticides and storm water/creeks pesticide section of
e MRP requirements stormwater annual
e Q&A reports
12:30-12:40 | BREAK
¢ Municipal and county Mike Wong, City of Palo Alto
12:40-1:40 Panel: Roads to Successful IPM Programs staff who will hire and/or
e Role of facilities manager in IPM oversee structural IPM Julie Weiss, City of Palo Alto
e Monitoring your contractor/benefits of an contractors
IPM Program e Municipal facilities Luis Agurto Jr., Pestec IPM
e Pest prevention BMPs in structures; managers Services
employee education; how landscape
practices affect structures Richard Estrada, Atco Pest
e Q&A company)
e Municipal and county Tanya Drlik, Contra Costa
1:40 - 2:30 The Ins and Outs of Contracting for Structural staff who will hire and/or | County IPM Coordinator
IPM Pest Control oversee structural IPM
e |IPM Certification Programs—~brief overview contractors Bart Brandenburg, IPM
e How to add IPM language to an e Municipal facilities Consultant
RFP/Contract—model language, process, managers
forms, building walk-through, interview, ¢ Purchasing agents
EcoWise Contracting Toolkit
e Intro to EcoWise IPM Process—this can be
used as contract language, especially if the
contractor is not IPM certified
2:30 ADJOURN

C:\program files\qualcomm\eudora pro\mailetc\attach\2011 Structural IPM Training SanMateodraftagendarev.doc




San Mateo Countywide Water
Pollution Prevention Program

Structural IPM Workshop
Attendees - November 9, 2011

San Francisco

Estuary Partnership

Last Name |First Name [Municipality Email Address Phone Attended
Adams Don City of Daly City X
Arnott Greg County of San Mateo |garnott@co.sanmateo.ca.us 650-363-1870

Arzaga Andrew City of South San Francisco

Baston Linda City of Brisbane 415-939-8627 X
Behrens Gary County of San Mateo |gbegrebs@co.sanmateo.ca.us 650-363-1875

Brunelli Brian City of South San Francisco X
Burton Daniel City of Redwood City |dburton@redwoodcity.org 650-780-7268 X
Cohn Dustin City of Pacifica X
De La Fuente [lvan City of San Mateo delafuente@cityofsanmateo.org 650-522-7363

Delaney James City of Burlingame X
Delfin Geraldo "JR" City of Foster City 650-787-8036 X
Dran Lou City of San Carlos lduran@cityofsancarlos.org 650-863-6782 X
Drastrup Dorte City of Foster City ddrastrup@fostercity.org 650-286-3553 X
Espinoza Fancisco City of Redwood City |fespinoza@redwoodcity.org 650-780-7441 X
Estrada Richard Atco Pest Control X
Fescenda Ron City of Pacifica fescendar@ci.pacifica.ca.us 650-738-3762 X
Forster Robert City of San Mateo rforster@cityofsanmateo.org 650-522-7364 X
Francis Gary Town of Hillsborough [Gfrancis@Hillsborough.net 650-375-7506 X
Friars Joe City of Brisbane X
Gostisha Sheila County of San Mateo |sgostisha@co.sanmateo.ca.us 650-573-2592 X
Gotelli Louis Town of Colma louis.gotelli@colma.ca.gov 650-757-8888

Gotthardt Garrett City of Foster City X
Hernandez Manuel City of Foster City mhernandez@fostercity.org 650-286-3386 X
Herzberg Sam County of San Mateo |[sherzberg@co.sanmateo.ca.us 650-363-1823 X
Holtz Richard City of Burlingame Rholtz@burlingame.org X
Justimbaste Eva City of Burlingame eva.justimbaste @veoliawaterna.com |650-342-3727 X
Kerr Kristin EOA kakerr@eoainc.com 510-832-2852 X
Macias T Town of Portola Valley [tmacias@portolavalley.net 650-333-9632 X
Madonich Jeff City of San Bruno jmadonich@sanbruno.ca.qgov 650-616-7194 X
Mailan Paul City of Burlingame X
Matonis Valerie City of Redwood City |vmatonis@redwoodcity.org 650-780-7280 X
Mayer Kelly County of San Mateo |kmayer@co.sanmateo.ca.us 650-363-4700 X
McClymond Don City of Brisbane dmcclymond@ci.brisbane.ca.us 415-508-2130

Medina Marty City of San Bruno mmedina@sanbruno.ca.gov 650-616-7065

Moll Karl City of Daly City X
Ng Vivian City of San Mateo ng@cityofsanmateo.org

Neily Paul City of Millbrae despinoza@ci.millbrae.ca.us 650-259-2342 X
Ranson Greg City of Daly City X
Reyes Rico City of South San Francisco

Sadiq Nazmeen City of Foster City X
Scott Kevin County of San Mateo |kpscott@co.sanmateo.ca.us 650-355-8289 X
Shoblo Dolan City of Brisbane X
St. Clair Shelli City of San Mateo sstclair@cityofsanmateo.org 650-522-7342 X
St. Martin Jean City of San Carlos X
Thomas Carl City of Menlo Park X
Trewin John County of San Mateo |jtrewin@co.sanmateo.ca.us 650-851-1210 X
Tyler Steve Town of Atherton styler@ci.atherton.ca.us 650-752-0541 X
Walsh Rene City of San Bruno rwalsh@sanbruno.ca.gov 650-616-7193 X
Weber Scott Town of Portola Valley [sweber@portolavalley.net 650-851-1700 X
Weiss Julie City of Palo Alto X
Wong Mike City of Palo Alto X
Yuen lone City of Redwood City |ivuen@co.sanmateo.ca.us 650-363-4700 X
Zander Kurt City of Foster City X
Zuker Albert County of San Mateo |azuker@co.sanmateo.ca.us 650-740-7847 X
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Water Pollution

Structural IPM Training Workshop
November 9, 2011

P:ev?n"u.qn Program San Francisco Estuary Partnership and
i i San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program
SUMMARY OF WORKSHOP EVALUATIONS
Total Number of Evaluations: 31 (57% response) Total Number of Attendees: 54*

*Number includes speakers/staff.

What did you think of the following presentations?

Pesticides and Water Quality —
Athena Honore

16-Very helpful 15-Somewhat helpful 0-Not helpful 0-No answer
Principles and Practices of Structural IPM —
Luis Agurto Jr.

22-Very helpful 9-Somewhat helpful 0-Not helpful 0-No answer

Clean Water Requirements for Pesticides and MRP Reporting —
Fred Jarvis

Panel: Roads to Successful IPM Programs —
Mike Wong, Julie Weiss, Luis Agurto, Jr., and Richard Estrada

Ins and Outs of Contracting for Structural Pest Control —
Bart Brandenburg and Tanya Drlik

16-Very helpful 13-Somewhat helpful 0-Not helpful 2-No answer
22-Very helpful 9-Somewhat helpful 0-Not helpful 0-No answer
15-Very helpful 10-Somewhat helpful 2-Not helpful 4-No answer

Did this workshop meet your expectations?
Yes: 25

No: 1

No Answer: 5

Suggestions for future workshop topics

Present to private pest controllers.

More information about costs of using IPM.

Video of actual IPM customers and areas before and after treatment.
Practical examples of alternative weed abatement (landscape).
Gopher control.

Provide hands on class.

http://www.flowstobay.org/documents/municipalities/municipal-maintenance/Structural IPM Workshop/Evaluation Summary.doc

Page 1




Samples of or pictures of pests

IPM around schools/playgrounds, yellow jackets on trails/picnic areas, managing invasives in
grasslands.

Information on how recycled water affects water quality and surrounding areas.

General Comments

Very good information.

Really educational and informative.

Enjoyed and learned a lot.

Very helpful workshop.

Excellent speakers and program.

Exceeded my expectations.

This workshop was most valuable — we all need our building maintenance staff to be up to speed.
Thanks (3).

Need larger facility (3).

Need microphone (2).

Look forward to IPM workshop for landscape.

Obtain CEUs from Department of Pesticides Regulation for these trainings.

Like this length of workshop.

Information could be coupled with county ag’s IPM licensee requirements/information.
Include speakers’ information as a handout.

Add an additional break if lunchtime occurs during presentations.

Room too warm at times.

Food and coffee good.

Stick to schedule.

http://www.flowstobay.org/documents/municipalities/municipal-maintenance/Structural IPM Workshop/Evaluation Summary.doc
Page 2



Trash Work Group Meetin

Attendance — FY 2011/12

Name Agency PHONE E-Mail Sep 29 Dec 6 | Jan25 | Mar 28 June 27
Steve Tyler City of Atherton styler@ci.atherton.ca.us X

Randy Ferrando City of Belmont rferrando@belmont.gov X X X X
Tim Murray City of Belmont (650) 222-6460 tmurray@belmont.gov X X X X X
Leticia Alvarez City of Belmont lalvarez@belmont.gov X

Alberto d’'Jovza City of Belmont

Matt Fabry SMCWPPP Program Coordinator (650) 599-1410 mfabry@co.sanmateo.ca.us X

Dale Allen City of Brisbane (415) 508-2130 dallen@ci.brisbane.ca.us X X

Shelley Romriell City of Brisbane X X
Keegan Black City of Brisbane X

Vincent Falzon City of Burlingame (650) 558-7679 vfalzon@burlingame.org X X X X
Peter Gaines City of Burlingame (650) 558-7672 pgaines@burlingame.org

John Baack City of Burlingame JBaack@burlingame.org

Kiley Kinnon City of Burlingame (650) 342-3727 kiley.kinnon@veoliawaterna.com X

Stephen Daldrup City of Burlingame Stephen.dalrup@ veoliawaterna.com X X X
Rob Mallick City of Burlingame (650) 558-7673 rmallick@burlingame.org X
Eva Justimbaste City of Burlingame (650) 342-3727 eva.justimbaste@veoliawaterna.com X
Louis Gotelli City of Colma (650) 333-0295 louis.gotelli@colma.ca.gov X X X X X
Phil Scramaglia City of Colma phil@csgengr.com

Jesse Myott City of Daly City (650) 991-8054 jmyott@dalycity.org X X X X X
John Fuller City of Daly City (650) 991-8039 jfuller@dalycity.org X X
Michelle Daher City of East Palo Alto (650) 853-3197 mdaher@cityofepa.org X X X X
Jay Farr City of East Palo (650) 853-3105 jfarr@cityofepa.org

Norm Dorais City of Foster City (650) 286-3279 ndorais@fostercity.org X
Larry Carnahan City of Half Moon Bay (650) 636-3753 larryc@hmbcity.com X X X X X
Mo Sharma City of Half Moon Bay mosharma@hmbcity.com

Gary Francis Town of Hillsborough gfrancis@hillsborough.net X X

Dave Bishop Town of Hillsborough dbishop@hillsborough.net X

Catherine Chan Town of Hillsborough (650) 579-3353 cchan@hillsborough.net X X

Rebecca Fotu City of Menlo Park rfotu@menlopark.org X X X
Craig Centis City of Millbrae (650) 259-2369 ccentis@ci.millbrae.ca.us X

Mike Killigrew City of Millbrae mkilligrew@ci.millbrae.ca.us X

Raymund Donguines City of Pacifica (650) 738-3767 donguinesr@ci.pacifica.ca.us X
Elizabeth Claycomb City of Pacifica Claycombe@ci.pacifica.ca.us

Ron Fascenda City of Pacifica (650) 738-3762 Fascendar@ci.pacifica.ca.us X X
Bernie Mau City of Pacifica steele@ci.pacifica.ca.us X X
Howard Young Town of Portola Valley hyoung@portolavalley.net

Leslie Lambert Town of Portola Valley llambert@portolavalley.net

Ray Bartolo City of Redwood City rbartolo@redwoodcity.org X

Marilyn Harang City of Redwood City (650) 780-7477 MHarang@redwoodcity.org

Gino Quinn City of San Bruno (650) 616-7160 gquinn@sanbruno.ca.gov X X

Robert Howard

City of San Bruno

(650) 616-7160

rhoward@sanbruno.ca.gov

F:\SM2X\sm21\sm21.01\FY 2011-12 Annual Report\Appendices\Appendix A\documents\SMCWPPP Trash Committee Attendee List FY 11-12.doc




Name Agency PHONE E-Mail Sep 29 Dec 6 | Jan25 | Mar 28 June 27
Paul Baker City of San Carlos (650) 802-4140 pbaker@cityofsancarlos.org X X X X
Ray Chan City of San Carlos rchan@cityofsancarlos.org
Bera Bickel City of San Mateo (650) 522-7343 dbickel@cityofsanmateo.org X X
Shelli St. Clair City of San Mateo (650) 522-7342 sstclair@cityofsanmateo.org X X X X
Rob Lecel City of So. San Francisco (650) 829-3882 rob.lecel@ssf.net X X X
Cassie Prudhel City of So. San Francisco (650) 829-3840 cassie.prudhel@ssf.net X X
Shoshana Wolff City of So. San (650) 829-3880 shoshana.wolff@ssf.net X
Gratien Etchebehere Town of Woodside (650) 851-6790 getchebehere@woodsidetown.org X
Kim Eunejune Town of Woodside ekim@woodsidetown.org
Stephen Fischer County of San Mateo - DPW (650) 599-7281 SFischer@co.sanmateo.ca.us X
Julie Casagrande County of San Mateo - DPW (650) 599-1457 jcasagrande@co.sanmateo.ca.us X X X X X
Diana Shu County of San Mateo dshu@co.sanmateo.ca.us
Lillian Clark County of San Mateo Iclark@co.sanmateo.ca.us X

) - County of San Mateo- -
Tim Swillinger Environmental Health (650) 372-6245 tswillinger@co.sanmateo.ca.us X X
James Counts gli\gtcricl\t/losqulto and Vector Control (650) 642-4846 james@smcmad.org X
Chindi Peavey g!\gtcricl\t/losquno and Vector Control (650) 344-8592 cpeavey@smcmad.org X
Dong Nguyen Town of Woodside (650) 851-6790 dnguyen@woodsidetown.org X X X
Monica Devincenzi SBWMA/RethinkWaste (650) 802-3509 Iclark@co.sanmateo.ca.us X
Chris Sommers EOA, Inc. 918)9832'2852 csommers@eoainc.com X X X X X
Fred Jarvis EOA, Inc. g(Sﬂ)1832-2852 fejarvis@eoainc.com X
John Fusco EOA, Inc. §(5]1'g)0832_2852 jrfusco@eoainc.com X X X
No. Attending 18 18 27 22 24

F:\SM2X\sm21\sm21.01\FY 2011-12 Annual Report\Appendices\Appendix A\documents\SMCWPPP Trash Committee Attendee List FY 11-12.doc
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SAN MATEO COUNTYWIDE

Water Pollution
Prevention Program

Appendix B

— New Development Subcommittee — Attendance List— FY 2011-12
— New Development Workshop — October 6, 2011
e Announcement flyer
e Agenda
e Attendance list
e Summary of workshop evaluations
— LID Training Workshop — November 17, 2011
e Announcement flyer
e Agenda
e Summary of workshop evaluations
— Infiltration/Harvesting and Use Feasibility Screening Worksheet
— Infiltration Feasibility Worksheet
— Rainwater Harvesting and Use Feasibility Worksheet
— Impervious Surface Data Collection Worksheet
— Summary of C.3. Stormwater Requirements Form and Stormwater Review Process Flow Chart
— C.3 and C.6 Data Collection Form
— Stormwater Requirements Checklist
— C.3 and C.6 Project Closeout Form
— Special Projects Worksheet
— Potential Special Projects Reporting Form
— C.3 Stormwater Technical Guidance: Cover and Table of Contents— December 5, 2011
— Flyer: New Stormwater Control Requirements Effective 12/1/12
— Template for Preparing Narrative Discussion of LID Feasibility or Infeasibility
— Government Certification for Non-LID Treatment Measures
— Construction Best Management Practices (BMPs)
— CalBIG Meeting Announcement: Stormwater Management and Inspections— August 10, 2011
— Construction Site Stormwater Compliance: One-Day Training for Municipal Inspectors Workshop—
February 7 and February 8, 2012
e Announcement flyer
e Agenda
e Attendance list
e Summary of workshop evaluations
—  Flyer: Requirements for Architectural Copper

SMCWPPP Annual Report FY 2011-2012
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SAN MATED COUNTYWIDE

Water Pollution

Prevention Program

Clean Water, Healthy Community.
www.flowstobay.org

New Development Subcommittee
FY 2011/12 Meeting Attendance

Meetings Attended

Representing Name Phone Number
AUg | Nov | Dec | Feb | Apr | Jun
Atherton Duncan Jones 650/752-0532
David Huynh 650/752-0555 v v v v v
Belmont Gilbert Yau 650/595-7467 v v v
Philip Esquboa v
Dalia Manaois 650/595-7468 v v
Brisbane Ken Johnson 415/508-2120 v v v
Burlingame Eva Justimbaste 650/342-3727 v v v
Stephen Daldrup 650/342-3727 v v v
Colma Michael Laughlin 650/757-8896 v v v v v
Muneer Ahmed 650/757-8894 v v v v v v
Daly City Jeanne Naughton 650/991-8035 v v v v v v
East Palo Alto Michelle Daher 650/853-3197 v v v v
EOA Laura Prickett 510/832-2852x 123 | v v v 4 4 v
Foster City Julia Molinex 650/286-3279 v
Half Moon Bay Muneer Ahmed 650/757-8894 v v v v v v
Hillsborough Catherine Chan 650/579-3353 v v v
Menlo Park Shaun Mao 650/330-6753 v v v v v
Virginia Parks 650/330-6752
Millbrae Khee Lim 650/259-2347
Tanya Benedik
Pacifica Elizabeth Claycomb 650/738-7361 v v 4
Christina Horrisberger 650/738-7444 v
Portola Valley Leslie Lambert 650/851-1700 x12
Chey Anne Brown 650/851-1700 v 4 v
Redwood City 650/780-7219 v 4
Kevin Fehr 650/780-5923 v
Jimmy Tan 650/780-7397 v
Tanisha Werner 650/780-7366 v v
Patti Schrobenboer 650/780-7368 v v
San Bruno Laura Russell 650/616-7038 v v v v v
Marty Medina 650/616-7048 v
San Carlos Gavin Moynahan 650/802-4267 v v v v v v
San Mateo Martin Quan 650/522-7330
Ken Pacini 650/522-7333 v v v
County of Camille Leung 650/363-1826 v v v v v v
San Mateo Diana Shu
Countywide Matt Fabry
Program
South S.F. Cassie Prudhel 650/829-3840 4 v v
Daniel Fulford
Rob Lecel 650/829-3882
Woodside Gratien Etchebehere 650/851-6790
Water Board Sue Ma




~ SAN MATEO COUNTYWIDE

> Water PollutionPrevention Program

Clean Water. Healthy Community. www.flowstobay.org
Register now for the 2011 New Development Workshop!

Get Ready for Low Impact Development:
How to Implement the New “LID” Requirements

Mission Blue Center

, This workshop Is for: 475 Mission Blue Drive, Brisbane
unicipal Planners
v' Municipal Engineers
v' Architects and Landscape ThurSday’ OCtOber 6’ 2011
Architects? 8:00 am* - 3:30 pm
v" Developers & Consultants?
LID is coming - get ready! *8:00 a.m. start time for “Basic Training” (for staff with little prior

stormwater experience).
9:00 a.m. start time for main workshop!

This is a free workshop. Breakfast and lunch will be served.

Workshop Highlights:

= Explanation of new LID requirements that go into
effect on December 1, 2011.

= Hands-on practice to:

o Determine when the LID requirements apply
to projects.

o Evaluate feasibility of infiltration or rainwater
harvesting (required starting December 1!)

T A 0 Review project submittals.

This rain garden/bioretention area on “ . - Cy

Donnelly %treet in Burlingame meets the » “Basic Training” for attendees with little or no
new definition of low impact development. experience with stormwater requirements for

development projects (8:00 am start time).

Register Now!

Staff from municipalities in San Mateo County may register immediately. Developers,
builders and consultants working within the county may register beginning September 22, if
space is available. Please complete the attached form to let us know you will attend. Please
contact Melissa Morgan (510.832.2852, ext. 101, or melissa@eoainc.com) with any questions
or for more information. We look forward to seeing you at the workshop!

The San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program is a partnership of the City/County Association of
Governments (C/CAG), Atherton, Belmont, Burlingame, Colma, Daly City, East Palo Alto, Foster City, Half Moon Bay,
Hillsborough, Menlo Park, Millbrae, Pacifica, Portola Valley, Redwood City, San Bruno, San Carlos, City of San Mateo, County
of San Mateo, South San Francisco and Woodside.

" Developers, builders and consultants working within the county may register beginning September 22, if space is available.


distributed


2011 New Development Workshop:

Registration Form and Directions

Ma\?QUE_S'E-b,( i g & e | o——mm 475 Mission Blue Drive
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Directions from 101
Northbound

e Exit Bayshore Blvd. /
Cow Palace.

e Merge onto Bayshore
Blvd.

e Turn LEFT onto
Guadalupe Canyon
Pkwy.

e Turn LEFT onto Mission
Blue Drive.

i:.
ana'ahc'“sma

© Tanager P
13 FRISEN

Directions from 101
Southbound
w. ¢ Exit Third Street toward
Valtey Dr Cow Palace.
oy, e Take Brishane ramp
and merge onto
Qi Bayshore Blvd. South
e Turn LEFT onto
Guadalupe Canyon
Pkwy.
e Turn LEFT onto Mission
Blue Drive.

EMAIL TO: Melissa Morgan, melissa@eoainc.com or FAXTO: (510) 832-2856

Staff from municipalities in San Mateo County may register immediately. Developers, builders
and consultants working within the county may register beginning September 22, if space is
available.

Please email or fax this RSVP to Melissa Morgan at EOA, Inc., email: melissa@eoainc.com, fax: (510)
832-2856, by Thursday, September 29, 2011. For additional information, contact Melissa at (510) 832-
2852 ext. 101.

Municipality/Affiliation: |

Name/Title:

Address:

Phone: Email:

Please pass this flyer along to appropriate staff within your organization, and developers or builders
working in your jurisdiction — and don’t forget to sign up yourself!

You will be sent a confirmation, including an agenda and directions, one week prior to the workshop.
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Clean Water. Healthy Community.

2011 New Development Workshop

Get Ready for Low Impact Development:

How to Implement the New “LID” Requirements

Mission Blue Conference Center
475 Mission Blue Drive, Brisbane
Thursday, October 6, 2011

Agenda
Early Registration for Basic Training (and Refreshments) 8:00 - 8:15
Basic Training on Stormwater Post-Construction Controls 8:15-9:00

Learn (or refresh your memory) about long-standing stormwater
requirements and key concepts

Laura Prickett — EOA, Inc.

Registration and Refreshments (for registrants not attending Basic Training) 9:00 — 9:20

Introductory Remarks 9:20 - 9:30
Matt Fabry — San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program

How to Conduct C.3 Stormwater Review for a Proposed Project
Presentation 9:30 — 10:00
Exercise: Identify the C.3 Requirements for Example Project 10:00 — 10:30

Camille Leung — San Mateo County
Laura Prickett — EOA, Inc

Introduction of Vendors/BREAK 10:30 — 10:45
Vendors will be at booths to display LID-related products.

New Low Impact Development (LID) Requirements
Presentation 10:45-11:30
Laura Prickett — EOA, Inc.
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How to Determine LID Feasibility and Infeasibility
Presentation
Lisa Austin — Geosyntec

LUNCH - provided on site

Vendors will be at booths to display LID-related products.

Exercise: Using the New LID Feasibility Worksheets
Laura Prickett, EOA, Inc.
Lisa Austin — Geosyntec

Break

Vendors will be at booths to display LID-related products.

Case Study: Pervious Paving Installation
Ryan Marlinghaus, Earth Care Landscaping

Closing Remarks

11:30 - 12:15
12:15-1:15
1:15-2:30
2:30 — 2:45
2:45 - 3:15
3:15-3:30

Matt Fabry — San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program



SMCWPPP 2011 LID WORKSHOP S
SIGN-IN SHEET

X Last Name First Name Municipality
X |Adams Erica County of San Mateo
*" |Addiego Frank - |City of San Bruno
NS Y Ahmed Muneer Town of Colma
X Ajello Linda City of South San Francisco
X 8 |Albini Bryan County of San Mateo
X  |Alvare: Leticia City of Belmont
X |Austin Lisa Geosyntec
K Barber Catherine City of Millbrae
X Beaudin Gerry City of South San Francisco
Benedik Tanya City of Millbrae
X |[Breault Randy City of Brisbane
< |Burlison Summer County of San Mateo
. Carlos Hector County of San Mateo
P [Chuck Dennis City of South San Francisco
. Claycomb Elizabeth City of Pacifica
DM Corpus Dalia City of Belmont
L7 |Daher Michelle City of East Palo Alto
% Dahu Nader City of San Bruno
Z##  |Delos Santos Edrie Town of Colma
U DiDonato Damon City of Belmont
\/ ~ |Etchebehere Gratien Town of Woodside
Vv’ Farbstein Kathryn City of Pacifica
\/ _jForsell Darcy City of San Mateo
\/ Gross Billy City of South San Francisco
~n \  [Haniger Patrick City of East Palo Alto
\ Horrisberger Christina City of Pacifica
—|Hurin Ruben City of Burlingame
Huynh David Town of Atherton
£e  [lohnson Ken City of Brisbane
2941 IKalkin Susy City of South San Francisco
n_ 7 |Kinnon Kiley City of Burlingame
\Y! iLaughlin Michael Town of Colma
AT |Lecel Rob City of South San Francisco
'ﬂw{/ Lee Richard County of San Mateo
CAAL  |Leung Camille County of San Mateo
W~ L Wayland City of East Palo Alto
AL |Lyon Blake City of Redwood City
$¥#  |Mao Shaun City of Menlo Park
v Marlinghaus Ryan Earth Care Landscaping
Medina Marty City of San Bruno
Mehra Sailesh City of Redwood City
) Moloney Julie City of Foster City
SIM\- - [Moynahan Gavin City of San Carlos
Munar Kelvin City of South San Francisco
’ /‘\”‘\\ Naughton Jeanne City of Daly City
_ﬁﬁ\\] Neuebaumer Matt City of San Bruno




Nolfi Mark City of Belmont
Olalla Claudia City of Redwood City
scamou Matt City of Menlo Park
Ouse Andrea City of Beimont
Pacini Ken City of San Mateo ]
Prudhel Cassie City of South San Francisco ]
Rainone Frank City of East Palo Alto
Russell Laura City of San Bruno
%}}P’Schaller Michael County of San Mateo ]
% Schrotenboer Patti City of Redwood City
@ Scribner Nathan City of Menlo Park ]
,~—— |Sharma 1Mo City of Half Moon Bay
"B  Ishu [ |Diana County of San Mateo
4@—’7)’ Truong Sophie City of Half Moon Bay
TIY |ward Tonya City of Half Moon Bay
/%/ Wemmer Andrew City of South San Francisco
TTng |Werner Tanisha City of Redwood City
X Twillis \ [Paul City Redwood City
A |Wolff \|Shoshana City of South San Francisco
Yau Gilbert City of Belmont
| Zack Dan City of Redwood City
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2011 New Development Workshop: October 6, 2011

Workshop

Summary of Workshop Evaluations

Total Number of Evaluations: 31 ( 54% Response) Total Number of Attendees: 57

1) Was the material presented relevant to your job?

NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
0 1 9 3 17

2) Were the presentations clear and easy to follow?
NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
1 1 10 15 3
Some were great. | liked going through the worksheets. The county presentation needs
work.

3) Was the pace of the presentations appropriate?
NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
2 1 9 13 5
Too much downtime. Like to cut back on breaks. Breaks too long.

4) Were the presenters knowledgeable about the material?
NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
0 0 1 12 17

5) Were the presenters wee-prepared?
NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
0 2 6 10 13

6) Did the presenters invite questions and participation?
NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
0 0 1 7 22




7) Were the handouts informative and useful?

NO YES
1 2 3 4 8)
1 2 3 15 10

8) Overall, how useful was this workshop?

NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
1 1 8 14 5

9) What was most valuable about today’s training?
LID worksheets.
Review current requirements, and challenges taking place.
LID Infeasibility exercises.
Going through worksheets.
Pervious pavement applicability; LID worksheet application.
Question from audience were practical and good.
LID Requirements; LID Feasibility/Infeasibility, case studies.
Case studies.
Using the worksheets to try to figure out what to do with projects.
Walking through forms.
Glossary. Examples (Case studies).
Feasibility/Infeasibility Implementation.
Voicing concerns about the issues related to infill and high density development.
N/A
Discussing and going over new C.3 requirements and worksheets.
It helped reinforce the picture of upcoming requirements.
First half, as | am in planning.

10) What was the least valuable about today’s training?
Too many forms. Confusing.
It was all helpful.
All good.
A bit too fast paced.
San Mateo County process review.
The C.3 review. Presentations were disorganized, permeable paver guy.
Pervious pavement presentations.
4 to 3 case studies too many.
Had to speed through some information due to time constraints.
All of it.
Not enough information on the examples.
The PowerPoint slides were hard to follow. The final session on pervious concrete didn’t
seem to be on point. I’d prefer to see the session strictly a regulatory update.
LID Feasibility.




11) Please offer suggestions for what could be improved.
We need to rethink how this information is developed. We are exempting detached single-
family homes, which is arguably the most detrimental land use pattern and adding a
significant amount of forms, regulations, and requirements on infill & high density which is
what we should be streamlining & promoting.
Shorter conference period.
The forms need to be much more user friendly...They take relatively simple requirements (to
identify) and complicate them.
More time for case study application.
Go through new worksheet.
Room was comfortable, but too much echo. Made it a little hard to understand speaker, even
with sound system.
Presentation LID Post Construction maintenance and inspection.
Presentations can be more concise. Put the paver presentation at the beginning. Finish all in
the morning. Don’t make partial day, or work through lunch! It was too long.
See screen better.
Maybe the training can be divided into those who help people fill out the forms to those who
have to analyze the forms. AM/PM
Too many handouts. Couldn’t quickly find the one I needed. Nothing was placed in context.
I still don’t understand when LID applies or what a LID treatment reduction credit means.
Examples are a great way to reinforce a concept. However, there were too many in the
afternoon portion. May just one example would have allowed a thorough discussion.
Provide the PowerPoint slides at a scale that could be read! Reduce the amount of text
where possible. Organize the case study materials better so it will be more clear which form
goes with each cases study and provide a big picture chart (if possible) of why we have the
different forms. I’m new to this so it may be more clear as | study this more.
Cater portions of day to specific groups so planners/engineers don’t have to sit through the
non-applicable portions.

12) Please offer suggestions for future training topics.

Go through new worksheets.

Check contrast on slides, many were too light.

Hydromodification Management.

Consider scaling the requirements to transect the more urban fewer requirements.

Slides were terrible, too much text, font was too small. It was often unreadable.
13) General comments.

No mayo on the sandwiches.

Good.

Fantastic. Thank you.

Overall useful, nice facilities.

Overall it was a good training. I learned about what I don’t know and where to find the
information. Thanks!

Next time suggest a more centralized location in the county. Look at The Oak Room in San
Mateo City Library. They may not be open until 10AM but you could do a mid-day
workshop that might be better in terms of staff schedules and commuting.

Some materials are too small to read.



Instead of or in addition to handing out hard copies of PowerPoints and forms, provide a CD
with all forms electronically. Host the meeting in a more transit accessible location.
If this is what environmentalists are pushing for, the earth is doomed.

Thanks!
A software program to walk applicant thru would be really helpful. Thanks.
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Revised with 8:45 a.m.
start time.
Agenda attached!

Register now for this special training event!

How to Complete the New Low Impact
Development (LID) Feasibility Worksheets:

A step-by-step practice session to evaluate LID Feasibility

Mission Blue Center
. . 475 Mission Blue Drive, Brisbane
This training is for:

¥ Municipal Planners Thursday, November 17, 2011

v' Municipal Engineers . * .
v Development review staff 8:45 am* —12:00 noon

* Please arrive at 9:30 if you do not need
an overview of LID feasibility requirements.

This is a free training session. A light breakfast will be served.

Why Attend this Training?

Starting December 1, 2011, your municipality needs to implement new LID requirements!
If you missed the October 6 New Development Workshop, arrive at 9:00 am for the following topic:
v" Overview of important LID feasibility requirements (this was covered on October 6).

Whether you attended on October 6 or not, the following should be useful:
v" Overview of the Final LID Feasibility Screening Worksheet, with an explanation of how it
differs from the draft worksheet presented on October 6.
v" Overview of worksheets to be used if screening results show more evaluation is needed:
— Final Rainwater Harvesting Feasibility Worksheet
— Final Infiltration Feasibility Worksheet

v' Practice filling out the Final LID Feasibility Screening Worksheet.

Email or fax this RSVP to Melissa Morgan, melissa@eoainc.com, fax: (510) 832-2856, by Thursday,
November 10, 2011. For additional information, contact Melissa at (510) 832-2852 ext. 101.

Municipality/Affiliation:

Name(s) of Registrant(s):

Phone: Email:

Please pass this flyer along to appropriate staff within your organization.
You will be sent a confirmation, including an agenda and directions, one week prior to the workshop.



Directions to Mission Blue Center:
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475 Mission Blue Drive
Brisbane

Directions from 101
Northbound

Exit Bayshore Blvd. /
Cow Palace.

Merge onto Bayshore
Blvd.

Turn LEFT onto
Guadalupe Canyon
Pkwy.

Turn LEFT onto Mission
Blue Drive.

Directions from 101
Southbound

Exit Third Street toward
Cow Palace.

Take Brisbane ramp
and merge onto
Bayshore Blvd. South
Turn LEFT onto
Guadalupe Canyon
Pkwy.

Turn LEFT onto Mission
Blue Drive.
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How to Complete the New Low Impact
Development (LID) Feasibility Worksheets:

A step-by-step practice session to evaluate LID Feasibility

Mission Blue Conference Center
475 Mission Blue Drive, Brisbane
Thursday, November 17, 2011
8:45 a.m. —12:00 noon

Agenda

Registration 8:45 - 9:05

Introductory Remarks 9:05 -9:10
Matt Fabry — San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program

Overview: Why and How Do We Evaluate Feasibility
of Infiltrating and Harvesting/Using Stormwater? 9:10 - 9:45

Laura Prickett — EOA, Inc.

Overview of the Final LID Feasibility Worksheets 9:45-10:15
e Screening Worksheet: Infiltration & Rainwater Harvesting/Use Feasibility
e Rainwater Harvesting and Use Feasibility Worksheet
¢ Infiltration Feasibility Worksheet
Laura Prickett — EOA, Inc.

BREAK 10:15-10:25

Exercise 1. Fill out the Screening Worksheet (Commercial Project) 10:25-11:10
Laura Prickett — EOA, Inc.

Exercise 2: Fill out the Screening Worksheet (Residential Project) 11:10 - 11:55
Laura Prickett — EOA, Inc.

Closing Remarks 11:55-12:00
Matt Fabry — San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program



2011 SMCWPPP LID Feasibility Workshop Registration

November 17th

Summary of Workshop Evaluations

Total Number of Evaluations: 18 (% Response) Total Number of Attendees: 22

1) Was the material presented relevant to your job?

NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
3 15
2) Were the presentations clear and easy to follow?
NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
1 5 12
3) Was the pace of the presentations appropriate?
NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
5 13
4) Were the presenters knowledgeable about the material?
NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
3 15
5) Were the presenters well-prepared?
NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
3 15
6) Did the presenters invite questions and participation?
NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
3 15
7) Were the handouts informative and useful?
NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
3 14
8) Overall, how useful was this workshop?
Not Useful Very Useful
1 2 3 4 5
1 4 12

F:ASm1x\SM13 New Development\ND Outreach\Nov 17 LID Feasibility Training\Evaluation\Summary of

LID Workshop Evaluations.doc




9) What was most valuable about today’s training?

Worksheets were good.

Case studies

Case study exercise

Case studies

The exercises

Worksheets

Feasibility Evaluation

Worksheep example

Good overview from a planning perspective
The case studies and worksheets were very helpful
Much more focused than last training
Follow along exercise were helpful
Exercises and discussions

10) What was the least valuable about today’s training?

N/A.
N/A

None
None

11) Please offer suggestions for what could be improved.

Do a case study that qualifies.
Good as it is
Microphone

12) Please offer suggestions for future training topics.
Y day trainings are perfect!
13) General comments.

As a planner, | did not stay for the exercises

Filled out from a Planner’s perspective. In our city, the engineers do the plan check on the
worksheets, so I’m here only for the overview. Very good for that.

As a Planning Director, | do not directly get involved in these calculations or specific
methods. However, good presentation of material and very understandable.

Sounds like it makes more sense to come up with regional solutions rather than site specific
solutions.

If reduction of pollutants into the Bay is the goal...this strategy for rainwater harvesting and
infiltration can only happen if it is mandated.

Good job Laura!

Great job Laura!

Great workshop, thank you!

Great workshop

F:ASm1x\SM13 New Development\ND Outreach\Nov 17 LID Feasibility Training\Evaluation\Summary of
LID Workshop Evaluations.doc
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SAN MATEOD COUNTYWIDE
Water Pollution

Prevention Program . . . o .
Clean Water. Healthy Community. Infiltration/Harvesting and Use Feasibility Screening Worksheet

www.flowstobay.org

Apply these screening criteria for €.3 Regulated Projects*required to implement Provision C.3 stormwater
treatment requirements. See the Glossary (Attachment 1) for definitions of terms marked with an asterisk (*).Contact
municipal staff to determine whether the project meets Special Project* criteria. If the project meets Special Project
criteria, it will receive LID treatment reduction credits.

1. Applicant Info
Site Address: .CA APN:
Applicant Name: Phone No.:

Mailing Address:

2. Feasibility Screening for Infiltration

Do site soils either (a) have a saturated hydraulic conductivity* (Ksat) that will NOT allow infiltration of 80% of
the annual runoff (that is, the Ksat is LESS than 1.6 inches/hour), or, if the Ksat rate is not available, (b) consist of
Type C or D soils?*

] Yes (continue) [0 No - complete the Infiltration Feasibility Worksheet. If infiltration of the C.3.d
amount of runoff is found to be feasible, there is no need to complete the rest of this
screening worksheet.

3. Recycled Water Use

Check the box if the project is installing and using a recycled water plumbing system for non-potable water use.

[0 The project is installing a recycled water plumbing system, and the installation of a second non-potable water
system for harvested rainwater is impractical, and considered infeasible due to cost considerations. Skip to Section 6.

4, Calculate the Potential Rainwater Capture Area* for Screening of Harvesting and Use

Complete this section for the entire project area. If completing this form shows that rainwater harvesting and use is
infeasible for the entire project, and the project includes one or more buildings that each have an individual roof area
of 10,000 sq. ft. or more, then complete Sections 4 and 5 of this form for each of these buildings. For special projects
that receive < 100% LID treatment reduction, skip Sections 4 through 6 of this form and use the Rainwater
Harvesting and Use Feasibility Worksheet to determine feasibility of harvest and use.

4.1 Table 1 for (check one): [] The whole project [ Area of 1 building roof (10,000 sq.ft. min.)

Table 1: Calculation of the Potential Rainwater Capture Area*
The Potential Rainwater Capture Area may consist of either the entire project area or one building with a roof area of 10,000 sq. ft. or more.

1 2 3 4
Pre-Project Proposed Impervious Surface? (1S), in Post-project
Impervious surface? sq. ft. landscaping
i i ), if
(sq.ft.), if applicable Replaced® 1S Created* IS é;glicgiblle
a. Enter the totals for the area to be evaluated:
b. Sum of replaced and created impervious surface: N/A N/A
c. Area of existing impervious surface that will NOT
N/A N/A

be replaced by the project.

! Base this response on the site-specific soil report, if available. If this is not available, consult soil hydraulic conductivity maps in Attachment 3.

2 Enter the total of all impervious surfaces, including the building footprint, driveway(s), patio(s), impervious deck(s), unroofed porch(es), uncovered parking
lot (including top deck of parking structure), impervious trails, miscellaneous paving or structures, and off-lot impervious surface (new, contiguous impervious
surface created from road projects, including sidewalks and/or bike lanes built as part of new street). Impervious surfaces do NOT include vegetated roofs or
pervious pavement that stores and infiltrates rainfall at a rate equal to immediately surrounding, unpaved landscaped areas, or that stores and infiltrates the
C.3.d amount of runoff*.

® “Replaced” means that the project will install impervious surface where existing impervious surface is removed.

4 “Created” means the project will install new impervious surface where there is currently no impervious surface.

* For definitions, see Glossary (Attachment 1).
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Screening Worksheet: Infiltration/Harvesting and Use Feasibility

4.2 Answer this question ONLY if you are completing this section for the entire project area. If existing impervious
surface will be replaced by the project, does the area to be replaced equal at least 50%, but less than 100%, of the
existing area of impervious surface? (Refer to Table 1, Row “a”. Is the area in Column 2 > 50%, but < 100%, of
Column 1?)

[ Yes, C.3. stormwater treatment requirements apply to areas of impervious surface that will remain in place as
well as the area created and/or replaced. This is known as the 50% rule.

[ No, C.3. requirements apply only to the impervious area created and/or replaced.

4.3  Enter the square footage of the Potential Rainwater Capture Area*. If you are evaluating only the roof area of a
building, or you answered “no” to Question 4.2, this amount is from Row “b” in Table 1. If you answered “yes”
to Question 4.2, this amount is the sum of Rows “b” and “c” in Table 1.:

square feet.

4.4  Convert the measurement of the Potential Rainwater Capture Area* from square feet to acres (divide the
amount in Item 4.3 by 43,560):

acres.

5. Feasibility Screening for Rainwater Harvesting and Use

5.1  Use of harvested rainwater for landscape irrigation:

Is the onsite landscaping LESS than 3.2 times the size of the Potential Rainwater Capture Area* (Item 4.3)?
(Note that the landscape area(s) would have to be contiguous and within the same Drainage Management Area to
use harvested rainwater for irrigation via gravity flow.)

] Yes (continue) [ No - direct runoff from impervious areas to self-retaining areas* OR refer to
Table 11 and the curves in Appendix F of the LID Feasibility Report to evaluate
feasibility of harvesting and using the C.3.d amount of runoff for irrigation.

5.2  Use of harvested rainwater for toilet flushing or non-potable industrial use:

a. Residential Projects: Proposed number of dwelling units:
Calculate the dwelling units per impervious acre by dividing the number of dwelling units by the acres of
the Potential Rainwater Capture Area* in Iltem 4.4. Enter the result here:

)
Is the number of dwelling units per impervious acre LESS than 124 (assuming 2.7 occupants/unit)?

] Yes (continue) [ No - complete the Harvest/Use Feasibility Worksheet.

b. Commercial/Industrial Projects: Proposed interior floor area: (sq. ft.)

Calculate the proposed interior floor area (sq.ft.) per acre of impervious surface by dividing the interior floor
area (sq.ft.) by the acres of the pPotential Rainwater Capture Area*in Item 4.4. Enter the result here:

Does square footage of the interior floor space per impervious acre equal LESS than 84,000?)
[1 Yes (continue) [1 No - complete the Harvest/Use Feasibility Worksheet

c. School Projects: Proposed interior floor area: (sg. ft.)

Calculate the proposed interior floor area per acre of impervious surface by dividing the interior floor area
(sq.ft.) by the acres of the Potential Rainwater Capture Area*in ltem 4.4 . Enter the result here:

Does square footage of the interior floor space per impervious acre equal LESS than 27,000?)

* For definitions, see Glossary (Attachment 1).
San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program Page 2 of 3 REVISED Final Version December 1, 2011



Screening Worksheet: Infiltration/Harvesting and Use Feasibility

[J Yes (continue) [0 No - complete the Harvest/Use Feasibility Worksheet

d. Mixed Commercial and Residential Use Projects

o Evaluate the residential toilet flushing demand based on the dwelling units per impervious acre for the
residential portion of the project, following the instructions in Item 5.2.a, except you will use a prorated
acreage of impervious surface, based on the percentage of the project dedicated to residential use.

e Evaluate the commercial toilet flushing demand per impervious acre for the commercial portion of the
project, following the instructions in Item 5.2.b, except you will use a prorated acreage of impervious
surface, based on the percentage of the project dedicated to commercial use.

e. Industrial Projects: Estimated non-potable water demand (gal/day):

Is the non-potable demand LESS than 2,900 gal/day per acre of the Potential Rainwater Capture Area?

[ Yes (continue) [ No - refer to the curves in Appendix F of the LID Feasibility Report to evaluate
feasibility of harvesting and using the C.3.d amount of runoff for industrial use.

6. Use of Biotreatment

If only the “Yes” boxes were checked for all questions in Sections 2 and 5, or the project will have a recycled water
system for non-potable use (Section 3), then the applicant may use appropriately designed bioretention facilities for
compliance with C.3 treatment requirements. The applicant is encouraged to maximize infiltration of stormwater if
site conditions allow.

7. Results of Screening Analysis

Based on this screening analysis, the following steps will be taken for the project (If biotreatment is allowed, check
the biotreatment option only. If further analysis is needed, check all that apply):

[0 Implement biotreatment measures (such as an appropriately designed bioretention area).
[0 Conduct further analysis of infiltration feasibility by completing the Infiltration Feasibility Worksheet.

[0 Conduct further analysis of rainwater harvesting and use by (check one):
1 Completing the Rainwater Harvesting and Use Feasibility Worksheet for:

[ The entire project
[0 Individual building(s), if applicable, describe:

[] Evaluating the feasibility of harvesting and using the C.3.d amount of runoff for irrigation, based
on Table 11 and the curves in Appendix F of the LID Feasibility Report

] Evaluating the feasibility of harvesting and using the C.3.d amount of runoff for non-potable
industrial use, based on the curves in Appendix F of the LID Feasibility Report.

* For definitions, see Glossary (Attachment 1).
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A . . T INSERT CITY SPECIFIC INFO HERE
T— Infiltration Feasibility Worksheet ADDRESS

SAN MATED COUNTYWIDE

Water Pollution Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit (MRP) PHONE
Prevention Program g rmwater Controls for Development Projects EAX

Complete this worksheet for C.3 Regulated Projects* for which the soil hydraulic conductivity (Ksat) exceeds 1.6. Use this checklist
to determine the feasibility of treating the C.3.d amount of runoff* with infiltration. Where it is infeasible to treat the C.3.d amount of
runoff* with infiltration or rainwater harvesting and use, stormwater may be treated with biotreatment* measures. See Glossary
(Attachment 1) for definitions of terms marked with an asterisk (*).

1. Enter Project Data.

1.1 Project Name:

1.2 Project Address:

1.3 Applicant/Agent Name:

1.4 Applicant/Agent Address:

Applicant / Agent
1.5 Applicant/Agent Email: Phone:

2. Evaluate infiltration feasibility.

Check “Yes” or “No” to indicate whether the following conditions apply to the project. If “Yes” is checked for any question, then
infiltration is infeasible, and you can continue to Item 3.1 without answering any further questions in Section 2. If all of the answers in
Section 2 are “No,” then infiltration is feasible, and you may design infiltration facilities* for the area from which runoff must be

treated. Items 2.1 through 2.3 address the feasibility of using infiltration facilities*, as well as the potential need to line bioretention
areas.

Yes No

2.1 would infiltration facilities at this site conflict with the location of existing or proposed underground
utilities or easements, or would the siting of infiltration facilities at this site result in their placement on [ []
top of underground utilities, or otherwise oriented to underground utilities, such that they would
discharge to the utility trench, restrict access, or cause stability concerns? (If yes, attach evidence
documenting this condition.)

2.2 |s there a documented concern that there is a potential on the site for soil or groundwater pollutants to ] ]

be mobilized? (If yes, attach documentation of mobilization concerns.)

2.3 Are geotechnical hazards present, such as steep slopes, areas with landslide potential, soils subject to
liquefaction, or would an infiltration facility need to be built less than 10 feet from a building foundation
or other improvements subject to undermining by saturated soils? (If yes, attach documentation of [] []
geotechnical hazard.)

Respond to Questions 2.4 through 2.8 only if the project proposes to use an infiltration device*.

2.4 Do local water district or other agency's policies or guidelines regarding the locations where infiltration
may occur, the separation from seasonal high groundwater, or setbacks from potential sources of
pollution prevent infiltration devices from being implemented at this site? (If yes, attach evidence ] ]
documenting this condition.)

2.5 Would construction of an infiltration device require that it be located less than 100 feet away from a n n
septic tank, underground storage tank with hazardous materials, or other potential underground source
of pollution? (If yes, attach evidence documenting this claim.)

* See Glossary (Attachment 1) for definitions.
San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program 1 FINAL Version November 9, 2011



Infiltration Feasibility Worksheet

Yes No

2.6 |s there a seasonal high groundwater table or mounded groundwater that would be within 10 feet of the
base of an infiltration device* constructed on the site? (If yes, attach documentation of high ] ]
groundwater.)

2.7
Are there land uses that pose a high threat to water quality — including but not limited to industrial and
light industrial activities, high vehicular traffic (i.e., 25,000 or greater average daily traffic on a main ] []
roadway or 15,000 or more average daily traffic on any intersecting roadway), automotive repair shops,
car washes, fleet storage areas, or nurseries? (If yes, attach evidence documenting this claim.)

2.8 Isthere a groundwater production well within 100 feet of the location where an infiltration device would
be constructed? (If yes, attach map showing the well.) ] ]

3. Results of Feasibility Determination
Infeasible Feasible

3.1 Based on the results of the Section 2 feasibility analysis, infiltration is (check one): [] []

- If "FEASIBLE" is indicated for Item 3.1, then the amount of stormwater requiring treatment must be treated with infiltration (or
rainwater harvest and use, if feasible). Infiltration facilities* may be designed for the area from which runoff must be treated.

- If “INFEASIBLE” is checked for item 3.1, then the applicant may use appropriately designed biotreatment facilities for compliance
with C.3 treatment requirements. The applicant is encouraged to maximize infiltration of stormwater if site conditions allow.

Name of Applicant (Print)

Name of Applicant (Sign) Date

* See Glossary (Attachment 1) for definitions.
San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program 2 FINAL Version November 9, 2011



% Rainwater Harvesting and Use Feasibility Worksheet INSERT AGENCY INFO

SAN MATEO COUNTYWIDE Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit (MRP) ADDRESS

Water Pollution )
Prevention Program  Stormwater Controls for Development Projects PHONE, FAX
WEBSITE

Complete this worksheet for all C.3 Regulated Projects* for which the project density exceeds the screening density* in the
Infiltration/Harvesting and Use Feasibility Screening Worksheet. Use this worksheet to determine the feasibility of treating the C.3.d amount
of runoff* with rainwater harvesting and use for indoor, non-potable water uses. Where it is infeasible to treat the C.3d amount of runoff
with either harvesting and use or infiltration, stormwater may be treated with biotreatment* measures. See Glossary (Attachment 1) for
definitions of terms marked with an asterisk (*).

Complete this worksheet for the entire project area. If completing this form shows that rainwater harvesting and use is infeasible for the entire
project, and the project includes one or more buildings that each have an individual roof area of 10,000 sq. ft. or more, then complete
Sections 4 and 5 of this form for each of these buildings (in this case, complete only the sections of the form that make sense for the roof
area evaluation).

1. Enter Project Data.

1.1 Project Name:

1.2 Project Address:

1.3 Applicant/Agent Name:

1.4 Applicant/Agent Address:

(For projects with a potential non-potable water use other than toilet flushing, skip to Question 5.1)

1.5 Project Type: If residential or mixed use, enter # of dwelling units:

1.6 Enter square footage of non-residential interior floor area.:

1.7 Total area being evaluated (entire project or individual roof with an area > 10,000 sq.ft.) sq.ft.
1.8 Ifitis a Special Project*, indicate the percentage of LID treatment* reduction: percent

(Item 1.8 applies only to entire project evaluations, not individual roof area evaluations.)

1.9 Total area being evaluated adjusted for Special Project LID treatment reduction credit: 0 sq.ft.

(This is the total area being evaluated that requires LID treatment.)

2. Calculate Area of Self-Treating Areas, Self-Retaining Areas, and Areas Contributing to Self-Retaining Areas.

2.1 Enter square footage of any self-treating areas™ in the area that is being evaluated: sq.ft.
2.2 Enter square footage of any self-retaining areas* in the area that is being evaluated: sq.ft.
2.3 Enter the square footage of areas contributing runoff to self-retaining area*: sq.ft.
2.4 TOTAL of ltems 2.1, 2.2, and 2.3: - sq.ft.

3. Subtract credit for self-treating/self-retaining areas from area requiring treatment.
Subtract the TOTAL in Item 2.4 from the adjusted area being evaluated (Iltem 1.9). This is the

] . sq.ft.
potential rainwater capture area*. -
3.2 Convert the potential rainwater capture area (ltem 3.1) from square feet to acres. 0.00 acres
4. Determine feasibility of use for toilet flushing based on demand
4.1 Project's dwelling units per acre of potential rainwater capture area (Divide the number in 1.5 by the dwelling
number in 3.3). units/acre
) o ) ) . ) Int. non-res.
4.2 Non-residential interior floor area per acre of potential rain capture area (Divide the number in 1.6 by floor
the number in 3.3). arealacre

Note: formulas in Items 4.1 and 4.2 are set up, respectively, for a residential or a non-residential project. Do not
use these pre-set formulas for mixed use projects. For mixed use projects, evaluate the residential toilet flushing
demand based on the dwelling units per acre for the residential portion of the project (use a prorated acreage,
based on the percentage of the project dedicated to residential use). Then evaluate the commercial toilet flushing
demand per acre for the commercial portion of the project (use a prorated acreage, based on the percentage of the
project dedicated to commercial use).

* See definitions in Glossary (Attachment 1)
San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program 1 REVISED Final Version November 15, 2011



Rainwater Harvesting and Use Feasibility Worksheet

Refer to the applicable countywide table in Attachment 2. Identify the number of dwelling units per
4.3 impervious acre needed in your Rain Gauge Area to provide the toilet flushing demand required for

rainwater harvest feasibility. dwelllng
units/acre

Refer to the applicable countywide table in Attachment 2. Identify the square feet of non-residential int. non-

4.4 interior floor area per impervious acre needed in your Rain Gauge Area to provide the toilet flushing res. floor
demand required for rainwater harvest feasibility. area/acre

Check “Yes” or “No” to indicate whether the following conditions apply. If “Yes” is checked for any question, then rainwater harvesting and
use is infeasible. As soon as you answer "Yes", you can skip to Item 6.1. If “No” is checked for all items, then rainwater harvesting and use
is feasible and you must harvest and use the C.3.d amount of stormwater, unless you infiltrate the C.3.d amount of stormwater*.

4.5 s the project's number of dwelling units per acre of potential rainwater capture area (listed in Item 4.1) [ Yes [] No
LESS than the number identified in Item 4.3?

4.6 Is the project's square footage of non-residential interior floor area per acre of potential rainwater [] Yes 1 No
capture area (listed in Item 4.2) LESS than the number identified in Item 4.4?

5. Determine feasibility of rainwater harvesting and use based on factors other than demand.

Does the requirement for rainwater harvesting and use at the project conflict with local, state,
D Yes [:| No

51 . -
or federal ordinances or building codes?

Would the technical requirements cause the harvesting system to exceed 2% of the Total Project Cost,
5.2 or has the applicant documented economic hardship in relation to maintenance costs? (If so, attach an L] ves [T No
explanation.)

5.3 Do constraints, such as a slope above 10% or lack of available space at the site, make it infeasible to [ v [ w
locate on the site a cistern of adequate size to harvest and use the C.3.d amount of water? (If so, attach es °
an explanation.)

5.4 Are there geotechnical/stability concerns related to the surface (roof or ground) where a cistern would [T ves (] o
be located that make the use of rainwater harvesting infeasible? (If so, attach an explanation.)
5.5 Does the location of utilities, a septic system and/or heritage trees* limit the placement of a cistern on [] Yes [] No

the site to the extent that rainwater harvesting is infeasible? (If so, attach an explanation.)

Note 1: It is assumed that projects with significant amounts of landscaping will either treat runoff with landscape dispersal (self-treating and
self-retaining areas) or will evaluate the feasibility of havesting and using rainwater for irrigation using the curves in Appendix F of the LID
Feasibility Report.

6. Results of Feasibility Determination Infeasible Feasible
Based on the results of the feasibility analysis in Item 4.4 and Section 5, rainwater harvesting/use is ] ]

6.1 (check one):

- If "FEASIBLE" is indicated for Item 6.1 the amount of stormwater requiring treatment must be treated with harvesting/use, unless it is
infiltrated into the soil.

- If "INFEASIBLE" is checked for Item 6.1, then the applicant may use appropriately designed bioretention*" facilities for compliance
with C.3 treatment requirements. If Ksat > 1.6 in./hr., and infiltration is unimpeded by subsurface conditions, then the bioretention facilities
are predicted to infiltrate 80% or more average annual runoff. If Ksat < 1.6, maximize infiltration of stormwater by using bioretention if site
conditions allow, and remaining runoff will be discharged to storm drains via facility underdrains. If site conditions preclude infiltration, a
lined bioretention area or flow-through planter may be used.

Applicant (Print)

Applicant (Sign) Date
! Bioretention facilities designed to maximize infiltration with a raised underdrain may also be called bioinfiltration facilities*.

* See definitions in Glossary (Attachment 1)
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SAN MATEO COUNTYWIDE
Water Pollution
Prevention Program

Clean Water. Healthy Community.

STAFF ONLY
Date of Building
Permit:

Permit #:

NPDES PERMIT IMPERVIOUS SURFACE DATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET
COMPLETE THIS WORKSHEET FOR EACH NEW OR REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT WHERE 5,000 SQUARE FEET OR MORE OF IMPERVIOUS SURFACE

WILL HAVE BEEN CREATED, ADDED AND/OR REPLACED.

What Projects Are Applicable?

What is an Impervious Surface?

All project applicants proposing to create and/or replace 5,000 sqg. ft. or more of impervious surface on the
project site must fill out this form and submit it to the Planning Division. Interior remodeling projects and routine
maintenance or repair projects, such as re-roofing and re-paving, are NOT required to complete this form.

For More Information

An impervious surface is a surface covering or pavement of a developed parcel of land that prevents the land’s
natural ability to absorb and infiltrate rainfall/stormwater. Impervious surfaces include rooftops, walkways, patios,
driveways, parking lots, storage areas, impervious concrete and asphalt.

For more information regarding selection of best management practices for stormwater pollution prevention,
stormwater treatment, or hydromodification management contact:

Project Name: APN# - -
Project Description:
Applicant’s Name: Phone:
Project Location:
(address)
1. Project Type (Check all that apply):
[ Residential [] Commercial [ Industrial [ Public [ Mixed Use

[ Restaurant [ Uncovered Parking

2. Project size:

a. Total area of project site (parcel)

[ Auto-service Facility

[] Retail Gasoline Outlet

sq. ft.

b. Area of land disturbance during construction

sq. ft. (include clearing, grading, excavating).

Pre-Project Impervious
Surface (1S), in sq.ft.

Proposed Impervious surface (IS),
in sq. ft'
Replaced IS’ Created 1S°

c. Non-parking impervious surface area (includes
land covered by buildings, sheds, patios/ covers,
streets, sidewalks, paved walkway)

d. Areas of uncovered parking

e. Off-lot impervious surface (streets, sidewalks,
and/or bike lanes built as part of new street)

N/A

TOTAL: 2c through 2e

! Pervious pavement underlain with pervious soil or pervious storage material, such as a gravel layer sufficient to hold at least the volume of
rainfall runoff specified in Provision C.3.d of the MRP, is not an impervious surface. See MRP at www.flowstobay.org/ms _municipalities.php.
2 “Replaced” means that the project will install impervious surface where existing impervious surface is removed.

“Created” means the project will install new impervious surface where there is currently no impervious surface.

Page 1 of 2
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f. Area of pre-project landscaping: sq.ft. Area of post-project landscaping: sq.ft.

3. Determine Requirements for Stormwater Treatment and Hydromodification Management (HM)

a. Check box if total proposed impervious surface is equal to or greater than:
[110,000 sq. ft.: Stormwater treatment required (sizing requirements in Provision C.3.d of the MRP)

[143,560 sq. ft.: If the following two statements apply to the project, then hydromodification
management (HM) is required:

[] Check box if the project replaces existing impervious surface (such as a
building, parking lot, roadway, etc.), the total impervious area is increased
from the pre-project condition.

[] Check box if project is located in an area subject to the HM standard (see HM
Control Area map at www.flowstobay.org/bs _new_development.php), OR, if
further analysis is required, an engineer or qualified environmental
professional has determined that runoff from the project flows only through a
hardened channel or enclosed pipe along its entire length before emptying
into a waterway in the exempt area. (Attach signed statement by qualified
professional.)

b. Check box if combined area of uncovered parking lot, plus any impervious surface for auto-service
facility, retail gasoline outlet, and/or restaurant, is equal to or greater than:

[15,000 sq. ft.: If project is approved on or after 12/1/11, stormwater treatment is required.

c. Check box if the project will REPLACE more than 50% of the existing impervious surface.

[ Project will replace > 50% of the existing impervious surface. The project is required to treat stormwater
runoff from the on-site existing impervious surface that is NOT modified, in addition to the impervious
surface that created and/or replaced by the project.

This section to be completed by Agency Staff

Reviewed:
Community Development Department Public Works Department
Planning Division: Engineering:

Building Division:
Return form to:
Data entry performed by:
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A

SAN MATED COUNTYWIDE
Water Pollution

Prevention Program INSERT CITY SPECIFIC INFO HERE
. ADDRESS
Summary of Stormwater Requirements PHONE
Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit (MRP)
Order No. R2-2009-0074: Order No. R2-2011-0083 FAX
NPDES No. CAS612008 WEB (for those who allow download etc)

Notice to Project Applicant: Municipal staff will use this summary sheet to identify the stormwater-related forms that are required
for your project. The attached flow chart indicates how the forms are used.

A. Project Information

A.1 Project Name:

A.2 Project Address:

A.3 Project APN(s):

B. Applicable Forms

Required for

the project Form Applicability
n Stormwater Requirements o For all projects regardless of size (Non-C.3
Checklist Regulated Projects complete only sections A-D)

¢ Includes a section with screening questions to
determine infeasibility of infiltration or rainwater
harvesting and use (this section applies only to
C.3 Regulated Projects).

O C.3 and C.6 Data Collection Form e For projects that create and/or replace 5,000
square feet or more of impervious surface.
O Infiltration Feasibility Worksheet e For C.3 Regulated Projects with onsite soils

suitable for infiltration.

o Fill out this form only if indicated by the results
of feasibility screening questions in the
Stormwater Requirements Checklist.

n Rainwater Harvesting and Use e For C.3 Regulated Projects with non-potable
Feasibility Worksheet water demand greater than screening
thresholds in the Stormwater Requirements
Checklist.

o Fill out this form only if indicated by the results
of feasibility screening questions in the
Stormwater Requirements Checklist.

O Special Projects Worksheet e For transit oriented, high density, and/or infill
projects that may meet the MRP criteria for
Special Projects

n Flow Duration Control Review e To be completed by municipal staff for projects
Worksheet subject to Hydromodification Management
(HM) requirements.

O Project Close-Out Form e To be completed by municipal staff for
projects regulated by Provision C.3 of the
MRP (C.3 Regulated Projects)

1 FINAL Approved June 12, 2012



—~

SAN MATEO COUNTYWIDE
Water Pollution
Prevention Program

Stormwater Review Process

For projects that create and/or replace 5,000 or more
square feet of impervious surfacel

Skip the rest of Section E
(Feasibility/Infeasibility) and go to
Section F of the Stormwater
Requirements Checklist.

Yes

On the Stormwater
Requirements
Checklist, Indicate
Feasibility for
harvesting and use.

Is it feasible to
infiltrate the

C.3.d amount
of runoff?

Complete C.3 and C.6
Data Form.

\4

Begin completing the

Stormwater
Requirements Checklist.

Is the project a Special
Project, or potentially a
Special Project?

Yes

Complete the Special
Projects Worksheet and
follow instructions.

Complete the Infiltration
Feasibility Worksheet.

Do the site soils have
saturated hydraulic
conductivity of 1.6 or

greater, or are the soils

Type Cor D?

v

Is it feasible to
harvest and use
the C.3.d
amount of
runoff?

On the Stormwater Checklist, answer the
rainwater harvesting feasibility question. Special
Projects that receive < 100% LID treatment
reduction credit, use the Rainwater Harvesting
and use Feasibilitylworksheet.

H Applicable Special Projects

Do feasibility/infeasibility

Complete the Rainwater
Harvesting and Use Worksheet.

questions on the Stormwater
Checklist indicate that it MAY
be feasible to harvest and use
the C.3.d amount of runoff?

Yes

On the Stormwater Checklist, indicate

\4

infeasibility for harvest and use.

Finish completing the

\ 4

Stormwater Checklist.

Is the Project a
Hydromodification
Management Project?

Complete the C.3 Project

Is the project allowed to
use non-LID treatment
for 100% of the C.3.d
amount of runoff?

To prepare discussion of
the feasibility/infeasibility
of 100% LID treatment, go
to Feasibility/Infeasibility

Section of Stormwater

Requirements Checklist.

On the Stormwater Requirements
Checklist, go to the
Feasibility/Infeasibility section.

When applicant submits HM
Submittals, use the Flow Duration
Control Review Worksheet to
review the submittal

A

Closeout Form

\4

Use the O&M Verification Inspection form to conduct required
inspection of completed treatment and hydromodification controls.

! Projects that create/replace less than 5,000 sq. ft. of impervious surface fill out only the Stormwater Requirements Checklist, and will skip the questions on the checklist regarding Special Projects, feasibility/infeasibility, stormwater treatment, and hydromodification management.
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SAN MATED COUNTYWIDE INSERT CITY SPECIFIC INFO HERE
Prevention Program ADDRESS
. PHONE
C.3 and C.6 Data Collection Form FAX

Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit (MRP)
Order No. R2-2009-0074; Order No. R2-2011-0083
NPDES No. CAS612008

WEB (for those who allow download, etc.)

Complete this form for all projects that propose to create and/or replace 5,000 sg. ft. or more of impervious surface.
(For “C.3 Regulated Projects,” data will be reported in the municipality’s stormwater Annual Report).

A. Project Data

A.1 Project Name:

A.2 Project Address (include
Cross streets):

A.3 Project APN: A.4 Project Watershed:

A5 Applicant Name:
A.6 Applicant Address:

A.7 Applicant Phone: . Applicant Email Address:

A.8 Development type: [] Residential [] Commercial [ Industrial [] Mixed-Use [] Streets, Roads, etc.
(check all that apply) ] ‘Redevelopment’ as defined by MRP: creating, adding and/or replacing exterior existing
impervious surface on a site where past development has occurred.’

[] ‘Special land use cate%ories’ as defined by MRP: (1) auto service facilities?, (2) retail gasoline
outlets, (3) restaurants®, and (4) uncovered parking area (stand-alone or part of a larger

project).
A.9 Project Description®
(Also note any past or future
phases of the project ):
A.10 Total Area of Site: acres
Total Area of land disturbed during construction (include clearing, grading, excavating and stockpile area): acres

B. Is the project a “C.3 Regulated Project” per MRP Provision C.3.b?
B.1 Enter the amount of impervious surface” created and/or replaced by the project (if the total amount is 5,000 sq.ft. or more):

Table of Impervious and Pervious Surfaces

a b c d
Pre-Project Existing Post-project
Impervious Impervious New Impervious| landscaping
) Surface Surface to be Surface to be (sq.ft.), if
Type of Impervious Surface (sq.ft.) Replaced® (sq.ft.) | Created®(sq.ft.)| applicable
Roof area(s) — excluding any portion of the roof that
is vegetated (“green roof”)
Impervious4 sidewalks, patios, paths, driveways
Impervious”* uncovered parking® N/A
Streets (public)
Streets (private)
Totals:
Area of Existing Impervious Surface NOT replaced N/A
Total New Impervious Surface (sum of totals for columns b and c):

Roadway projects that replace existing impervious surfaces are subject to C.3 requirements only if one or more lanes of travel are added.

See Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) codes here.

Project description examples: 5-story office building, industrial warehouse, residential with five 4-story buildings for 200 condominiums, etc.
Per the MRP, pavement that meets the following definition of pervious pavement is NOT an impervious surface. Pervious pavement is defined
as pavement that stores and infiltrates rainfall at a rate equal to immediately surrounding unpaved, landscaped areas, or that stores and
infiltrates the rainfall runoff volume described in Provision C.3.d.

Uncovered parking includes the top level of a parking structure.

“Replace” means to install new impervious surface where existing impervious surface is removed. “Create” means to install new impervious
surface where there is currently no impervious surface.

A W N P
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B. Isthe project a“C.3 Regulated Project” per MRP Provision C.3.b? (continued)
Yes No N/A

B.2 Inltem B.1, does the Total New Impervious Surface equal 10,000 sq.ft. or more? If YES, skip to O O O
Item B.5 and check “Yes.” If NO, continue to ltem B.3.

B.3 Does the Item B.1 Total New Impervious Surface equal 5,000 sq.ft. or more, but less than 10,000
sq.ft? If YES, continue to Item B.4. If NO, skip to Item B.5 and check “No.”

B.4 Is the project a “Special Land Use Category” per Item A.8? For uncovered parking, check YES only O
if there is 5,000 sq.ft or more of uncovered parking. If NO, go to Iltem B.5 and check “No.” If YES,
go to Item B.5 and check “Yes.”
B.5 Isthe project a C.3 Regulated Project? If YES, continue to Item B.6. If NO, skip to Item C. O O O

B.6 Does the total amount of Replaced impervious surface equal 50 percent or more of the Pre-Project O O O
Impervious Surface? If YES, site design, source control and treatment requirements apply to the
whole site; if NO, these requirements apply only to the impervious surface created and/or replaced.

C. Projects that are NOT C.3 Regulated Projects

If you answered NO to Item B.5, or the project creates/replaces less than 5,000 sqg. ft. of impervious surface, then the project is
NOT a C.3 Regulated Project, and stormwater treatment is not required, BUT the municipality may determine that source
controls and site design measures are required. Refer to the Stormwater Requirements Checklist.

D. Projects that ARE C.3 Regulated Projects

If you answered YES to Item B.5, then the project is a C.3 Regulated Project. The project must include appropriate site design
measures and source controls AND hydraulically-sized stormwater treatment measures. Hydromodification management may
also be required; refer to the Stormwater Requirements Checklist to make this determination. If final discretionary approval is
granted on or after DECEMBER 1, 2011, Low Impact Development (LID) requirements apply, except for “Special Projects.”
See the Stormwater Requirements Checklist.

E. Identify C.6 Construction-Phase Stormwater Requirements

Yes No
E.l Does the project disturb 1.0 acre (43,560 sq.ft.) or more of land? (See Item A.10) O O
= |f Yes, obtain coverage under the state’s Construction General Permit at
https://smarts.waterboards.ca.gov/smarts/faces/SwSmartsLogin.jsp. Submit
to the municipality a copy of your Notice of Intent and Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) before a grading or building permit is issued.
E.2 Is the site as a “High Priority Site” that disturbs less than 1.0 acre (43,560 O O

sq.ft.) of land? (Municipal staff will make this determination.)

= “High Priority Sites” are sites that require a grading permit, are adjacent to
a creek, or are otherwise high priority for stormwater protection during
construction (see MRP Provision C.6.e.ii(2)).

NOTE TO APPLICANT: All projects require appropriate stormwater best management practices (BMPs) during construction. Refer to
the Stormwater Requirements Checklist to identify appropriate construction BMPs.

NOTE TO MUNICIPAL STAFF: If the answer is “Yes” to either question in Section E, refer this project to construction site inspection
staff to be added to their list of projects that require stormwater inspections at least monthly during the wet season (October 1 through
April 30).

F. NOTES (for municipal staff use only):

Section A Notes:

Section B Notes:

Section C Notes:

Section D Notes:

Section E Notes:

2 Approved June 12, 2012



A

SAN MATED COUNTYWIDE
Water Pollution

Prevention Program INSERT CITY SPECIFIC INFO HERE
Stormwater Requirements Checklist ADDRESS
Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit (MRP) PHONE
Order No. R2-2009-0074 ; Order No. R2-2011-0083 FAX

NPDES No. CAS612008

Complete this form for all projects regardless of size. The purpose of this form is to identify requirements for stormwater controls.

A. Project Information

A.1 Project Name:

A.2 Project Address:

A.3 Project APN:

WEB (for those who allow download etc)

A.4 Is the project a C.3 Regulated Project? (Refer to the C.3 and C.6 Data Collection Form for [J Yes [ No
projects that create and/or replace 5,000 square feet or more of impervious surface. Smaller
projects check No.)

» For non-Regulated Projects, Sections B, C, and D apply. For Regulated Projects, all sections of this checklist apply.

B. Select Appropriate Site Design Measures (Required for C.3 Regulated Projects; all other projects are encouraged to implement site
design measures, which may be required at municipality discretion. Starting December 1, 2012, projects that create and/or replace 2,500
— 10,000 sq.ft. of impervious surface, and stand-alone single family homes that create/replace 2,500 sq.ft. or more of impervious surface,

must include one of Site Design Measures a through f.X Consult with municipal staff about requirements for your project.)

B.1 Is the site design measure included in the project plans?

Yes

zZ
o

Plan
Sheet No.

. Direct roof runoff into cisterns or rain barrels and use rainwater for irrigation

or other non-potable use.

. Direct roof runoff onto vegetated areas.

. Direct runoff from sidewalks, walkways, and/or patios onto vegetated areas.

. Direct runoff from driveways and/or uncovered parking lots onto vegetated

areas.

. Construct sidewalks, walkways, and/or patios with permeable surfaces.

Construct bike lanes, driveways, and/or uncovered parking lots with
permeable surfaces.

g. Minimize land disturbance and impervious surface (especially parking lots).

h. Maximize permeability by clustering development and preserving open

space.

Use micro-detention, including distributed landscape-based detention.

Protect sensitive areas, including wetland and riparian areas, and minimize
changes to the natural topography.

. Self-treating area (see Section 4.2 of the C.3 Technical Guidance)

Self-retaining area (see Section 4.3 of the C.3 Technical Guidance)

oooo|o0o oo oooo)o

oooo|o0o oo oooo)o

m. Plant or preserve interceptor trees (Section 4.1, C.3 Technical Guidance)

! See MRP Provision C.3.a.i(6) for non-C.3 Regulated Projects, C.3.c.i(2)(a) for Regulated Projects, C.3.i for projects that create/replace 2,500

to 10,000 sq.ft. of impervious surface and stand-alone single family homes that create/replace 2,500 sq.ft. or more of impervious surface.

1 FINAL Approved June 12, 2012



Stormwater Requirements Checklist

C. Select appropriate source controls (Applies to C.3 Regulated Projects; encouraged for other projects. Consult municipal staff.z)

Features that

Are these . Is source control
features in | F€Auire source Source control measures measure included
: control (Refer to Local Source Control List for detailed requirements) . :
project? in project plans?
measures
Plan
Yes | No Yes | No | Sheet No.
O [ | Storm Drain Mark on-site inlets with the words “No Dumping! Flows to Bay” or equivalent. O d
| ] | Floor Drains Plumb interior floor drains to sanitary sewer® [or prohibit]. O O
O | [ | Parking garage | Plumb interior parking garage floor drains to sanitary sewer.’ O O
| [J | Landscaping = Retain existing vegetation as practicable. O O
= Select diverse species appropriate to the site. Include plants that are pest-
and/or disease-resistant, drought-tolerant, and/or attract beneficial insects.
= Minimize use of pesticides and quick-release fertilizers.
= Use efficient irrigation system; design to minimize runoff.
O [] [PooliSpa/Fountain | Provide connection to the sanitary sewer to facilitate draining.3 AN
O [J | Food Service Provide sink or other area for equipment cleaning, which is: Ol Od
Equipment = Connected to a grease interceptor prior to sanitary sewer discharge. 8
(non- = Large enough for the largest mat or piece of equipment to be cleaned.
residential) = Indoors or in an outdoor roofed area designed to prevent stormwater run-on
and run-off, and signed to require equipment washing in this area.
O [ | Refuse Areas = Provide a roofed and enclosed area for dumpsters, recycling containers, etc., Ol Od
designed to prevent stormwater run-on and runoff.
= Connect any drains in or beneath dumpsters, compactors, and tallow bin
areas serving food service facilities to the sanitary sewer.®
O [J | outdoor Process| Perform process activities either indoors or in roofed outdoor area, designed to O d
Activities * prevent stormwater run-on and runoff, and to drain to the sanitary sewer.®
| ] | outdoor = Cover the area or design to avoid pollutant contact with stormwater runoff. O O
Equipment/ = Locate area only on paved and contained areas.
Materials = Roof storage areas that will contain non-hazardous liquids, drain to sanitary
Storage sewer®, and contain by berms or similar.
O [ | Vehicle/ = Roofed, pave and berm wash area to prevent stormwater run-on and runoff, O d
Equipment plumb to the sanitary sewer?, and sign as a designated wash area.
Cleaning = Commercial car wash facilities shall discharge to the sanitary sewer.®
| [ | Vehicle/ = Designate repair/maintenance area indoors, or an outdoors area designed to O O
Equipment prevent stormwater run-on and runoff and provide secondary containment.
Repair and Do not install drains in the secondary containment areas.
Maintenance = No floor drains unless pretreated prior to discharge to the sanitary sewer. 3
= Connect containers or sinks used for parts cleaning to the sanitary sewer. 3
O | O | Fuel = Fueling areas shall have impermeable surface that is a) minimally graded to O O
Dispensing prevent ponding and b) separated from the rest of the site by a grade break.
Areas = Canopy shall extend at least 10 ft in each direction from each pump and drain
away from fueling area.
| [J | Loading Docks | = Cover and/or grade to minimize run-on to and runoff from the loading area. O O
= Position downspouts to direct stormwater away from the loading area.
= Drain water from loading dock areas to the sanitary sewer.?
= Install door skirts between the trailers and the building.
] [] | Fire Sprinklers | Design for discharge of fire sprinkler test water to landscape or sanitary sewer.’ | O
] [1 | Miscellaneous = Drain condensate of air conditioning units to landscaping. Large air O O
Drain or Wash conditioning units may connect to the sanitary sewer.®
Water = Roof drains shall drain to unpaved area where practicable.
= Drain boiler drain lines, roof top equipment, all washwater to sanitary sewer 3,
O [J | Architectural = Drain rinse water to landscaping, discharge to sanitary sewers, or collect and Ol Od
Copper dispose properly offsite. See flyer “Requirements for Architectural Copper.”

2 See MRP Provision C.3.a.i(7) for non-C.3 Regulated Projects and Provision C.3.c.i(1) for C.3 Regulated Projects.
3 Any connection to the sanitary sewer system is subject to sanitary district approval.
Businesses that may have outdoor process activities/equipment include machine shops, auto repair, industries with pretreatment facilities.
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Stormwater Requirements Checklist
D. Implement construction Best Management Practices (BMPs) (Applies to all projects).

Yes Best Management Practice (BMP)

Attach the San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program’s construction BMP plan sheet to
project plans and require contractor to implement the applicable BMPs on the plan sheet.

Temporary erosion controls to stabilize all denuded areas until permanent erosion controls are established.

Delineate with field markers clearing limits, easements, setbacks, sensitive or critical areas, buffer zones,
trees, and drainage courses.

o| oo o
Oo| oo OF

Provide notes, specifications, or attachments describing the following:

= Construction, operation and maintenance of erosion and sediment controls, include inspection frequency;

= Methods and schedule for grading, excavation, filling, clearing of vegetation, and storage and disposal of
excavated or cleared material;

= Specifications for vegetative cover & mulch, include methods and schedules for planting and fertilization;

= Provisions for temporary and/or permanent irrigation.

Perform clearing and earth moving activities only during dry weather.

Use sediment controls or filtration to remove sediment when dewatering and obtain all necessary permits.

Protect all storm drain inlets in vicinity of site using sediment controls such as berms, fiber rolls, or filters.

Trap sediment on-site, using BMPs such as sediment basins or traps, earthen dikes or berms, silt fences,
check dams, soil blankets or mats, covers for soil stock piles, etc.

Divert on-site runoff around exposed areas; divert off-site runoff around the site (e.g., swales and dikes).

Protect adjacent properties and undisturbed areas from construction impacts using vegetative buffer strips,
sediment barriers or filters, dikes, mulching, or other measures as appropriate.

Limit construction access routes and stabilize designated access points.

No cleaning, fueling, or maintaining vehicles on-site, except in a designated area where washwater is
contained and treated.

Store, handle, and dispose of construction materials/wastes properly to prevent contact with stormwater.

Contractor shall train and provide instruction to all employees/subcontractors re: construction BMPs.

Control and prevent the discharge of all potential pollutants, including pavement cutting wastes, paints,
concrete, petroleum products, chemicals, washwater or sediments, rinse water from architectural copper, and
non-stormwater discharges to storm drains and watercourses.

ooo oo oo onoim
ooo oo oo onoim

PROJECTS THAT ARE NOT C.3 REGULATED PROJECTS STOP HERE!

E. Feasibility/Infeasibility of Infiltration and Rainwater Harvesting/Use (Applies to C.3 Regulated Projects ONLY)

Except for some Special Projects, C.3 Regulated Projects must include low impact development (LID) treatment measures. LID
treatment measures are rainwater harvesting, infiltration, evapotranspiration, and biotreatment (i.e., landscape-based treatment with
special soils). Biotreatment is allowed ONLY if it is infeasible to treat the amount of runoff specified in Provision C.3.d with rainwater
harvesting, infiltration, and evapotranspiration.

Yes No N/A
E.1 Is this project a “Special Project”? (See Appendix J of the C.3 Technical Guidance for
criteria.)
> If No, continue to Item E.2. O O O

» If Yes, or if there is potential that the project MAY be a Special Project, complete the
Special Projects Worksheet.
E.2 Infiltration Potential. Based on site-specific soil reports, do site soils either:

a. Have a saturated hydraulic conductivity (Ksat) less than 1.6 inches/hour), or, if the
Ksat rate is not available,

b.  Consist of Type C or D soils? O O O
> If Yes, continue to E.3.

» If No, complete the Infiltration Feasibility Worksheet. If infiltration of the C.3.d
amount of runoff is found to be feasible, skip to E.8; if infiltration is found to be
infeasible, continue to E.3.

® If no site-specific soil report is available, refer to soil hydraulic conductivity maps in C.3 Technical Guidance Appendix I.
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Stormwater Requirements Checklist

E.3 Recycled Water. Check the box if the project is installing and using a recycled water plumbing system for non-potable

water use.

[ The project is installing a recycled water plumbing system, and the installation of a second non-potable water

system for harvested rainwater is impractical, and considered infeasible due to cost considerations.
» If you checked this box, there is no need for further evaluation of rainwater harvesting. Skip to E.9.

E.4  Potential Rainwater Capture Area

a. Refer to the Table of Impervious and Pervious Surfaces in the C.3 and C.6 Data
Collection Form, and enter the total square footage of impervious surface that will be
replaced and/or created by the project.

b. If Section B of the C.3 and C.6 Data Collection Form indicates that 50% or more of
the existing impervious surface will be replaced with new impervious surface, then
add any existing impervious surface that will remain in place to the amount in E.4.a.

c. Convert the amount in Iltem E.4.b from square feet to acres (divide by 43,560). If
E.4.b is not applicable, convert the amount in E.4.a from square feet to acres. This is
the project’s Potential Rainwater Capture Area, in acres.

E.5 Landscape Irrigation: Feasibility of Rainwater Harvesting and Use

a. Enter area of onsite landscaping.

b. Multiply the Potential Rainwater Capture Area (the amount in E.4.c) times 3.2.

c. Is the amount of onsite landscaping (E.5.a) LESS than 3.2 times the size of the [l Yes
Potential Rainwater Capture Area (E.5.b)°?

» If Yes, continue.

» If No, it may be possible to meet the treatment requirements by directing runoff
from impervious areas to self-retaining areas (see Section 4.3 of the C.3
Technical Guidance). If not, refer to Table 11 and the curves in Appendix F of
the LID Feasibility Report to evaluate feasibility of harvesting and using the C.3.d
amount of runoff for irrigation. Skip to E.7.

Sq. ft.

Sq. ft.

Acres

Acres

Acres

0 No

E.6 Indoor Non-Potable Uses: Feasibility of Rainwater Harvesting and Use (check the box for the applicable project

type, then fill in the requested information and answer the question):7

[] a. Residential Project

i. ~ Number of dwelling units (total post-project):

ii. Divide the amount in (i) by Potential Rainwater Capture Area (E.4.c):

iii. Is the amount in (i) LESS than 124? L1 Yes
[0 b. Commercial Project

i.  Floor area (total interior post-project square footage):

ii. Divide the amount in (i) by Potential Rainwater Capture Area (E.4.c):

iii. Is the amount in (i) LESS than 84,000? L1 Yes
[J c. School Project

i.  Floor area (total interior post-project square footage):

ii. Divide the amount in (i) by Potential Rainwater Capture Area (E.4.c):

iii. Is the amount in (i) LESS than 27,000? Ll Yes

Units
Du/ac

O No

Sq.ft.
Sq.ft./ac
O No

Sq.ft.
Sq.ft./ac
O No

® Landscape areas must be contiguous and within the same Drainage Management Area to irrigate with harvested rainwater via gravity flow.

" Rainwater harvested for indoor use is typically used for toilet/urinal flushing, industrial processes, or other non-potable uses.
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Stormwater Requirements Checklist

E.6 Indoor Non-Potable Uses: Feasibility of Rainwater Harvesting and Use (continued)

[ d. Industrial Project

i. Estimated demand for non-potable water (gallons/day): Gal.

ii. Divide the amount in (i) by Potential Rainwater Capture Area (E.4.c): Gal./ac

ii. s the amount in (i) LESS than 2,900? O Yes [0 No
[0 e. Mixed-Use Residential/Commercial Project8 Residential Commercial

i. Number of residential dwelling units and commercial floor
area: Units Sq.ft.

ii. Percentage of total interior post-project floor area serving
each activity: % %

iii. Prorated Potential Rainwater Capture Area per activity
(multiply amount in E.4.c by the percentages in [ii]): Acres Acres

iv. Prorated project demand per impervious area (divide the
amounts in [i] by the amounts in [iii]): Du/ac Sq.ft/ac

v. Is the amount in (iv) in the residential column less than 124, AND is the amount
in the commercial column less than 84,0007 [0 Yes [0 No

» If you checked “Yes” for the above question for the applicable project type, rainwater harvesting for indoor use is
considered infeasible, unless the project includes one or more buildings that each have an individual roof area of
10,000 sq. ft. or more, in which case further analysis is needed. Complete Sections E.5 and E.6 of this form for each
such building, then continue to E.7.

» If you checked “No” for the question applicable to the type of project, rainwater harvesting for indoor use may be
feasible. Complete the Rainwater Harvesting Feasibility Worksheet, and then continue to E.7.

E.7 Identify and Attach Additional Feasibility Analyses

If further analysis is conducted based on results in E.1, E.2, E.5, or E.6, indicate the analysis that is conducted and
attach the applicable form or other documentation (check all that apply):

[0 Special Projects Worksheet (if required in E.1)
[ Infiltration Feasibility Worksheet (if required in E.2)

[0 Rainwater Harvesting and Use Feasibility Worksheet (if required in E.5 or E.6), completed for:

[0 The entire project
[ Individual building(s), if applicable, describe:

[] Evaluation of the feasibility of harvesting and using the C.3.d amount of runoff for irrigation, based on
Table 11 and the curves in Appendix F of the LID Feasibility Report (if required in E.5).

[0 Evaluation of the feasibility of harvesting and using the C.3.d amount of runoff for non-potable
industrial use, based on the curves in Appendix F of the LID Feasibility Report (if required in E.6.d).

E.8 Finding of Infiltration Feasibility/Infeasibility
Infiltration of the C.3.d amount of runoff is infeasible if any of the following conditions apply (check all that apply):

[0 The “Yes” box was checked for Item E.2.

[J Completion of the Infiltration Feasibility Worksheet resulted in a finding that infiltration of the C.3.d amount of
runoff is infeasible.

» Based on the above evaluation, infiltration of the C.3.d amount of runoff is (check one):
] Infeasible [0 Feasible

8 For a mixed-use project involving activities other than residential and commercial activities, follow the steps for residential/commercial mixed-
use projects. Prorate the Potential Rainwater Capture Area for each activity based on the percentage of the project serving each activity.
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Stormwater Requirements Checklist

E.9 Finding of Rainwater Harvesting and Use Feasibility/Infeasibility

Harvesting and use of the C.3.d amount of runoff is infeasible if any of the following apply (check all that apply):
The project will have a recycled water system for non-potable use (E.3).
Only the “Yes” boxes were checked for Items E.5 and E.6.

Completion of the Rainwater Harvesting and Use Feasibility Worksheet resulted in a finding that harvesting and
use of the C.3.d amount of runoff is infeasible.

Evaluation of the feasibility of harvesting and using the C.3.d amount of runoff for irrigation, based on Table 11
and the curves in Appendix F of the LID Feasibility Report, resulted in a finding of infeasibility.

Evaluation of the feasibility of harvesting and using the C.3.d amount of runoff for non-potable industrial use,
based on the curves in Appendix F of the LID Feasibility Report, resulted in a finding of infeasibility.

» Based on the above evaluation, harvesting and using the C.3.d amount of runoff is (check one):
[ Infeasible [0 Feasible

O O OooOoaogd

E.10. Use of Biotreatment

If findings of infeasibility are made in both E.8 (Infiltration) and E.9 (Rainwater Harvesting and Use), then the
applicant may use appropriately designed bioretention facilities for compliance with C.3 treatment requirements.

»  Applicants using biotreatment are encouraged to maximize infiltration of stormwater if site conditions allow.

F. Stormwater Treatment Measures (Applies to C.3 Regulated Projects)
F.1 Check the applicable box and indicate the treatment measures to be included in the project.

Yes No

| [ | Isthe project a Special Project? If yes, consult with municipal staff about the need to prepare a discussion
of the feasibility and infeasibility of 100% LID treatment. Indicate the type of non-LID treatment to be used,
the hydraulic sizing method®, and percentage of the amount of runoff specified in Provision C.3.d that is
treated:
Non-LID Treatment Hydraulic sizing method™ % of C.3.d amount of runoff treated
[0 Media filter
[ Tree well filter

| [ | Isitinfeasible to treat the C.3.d amount of runoff using either infiltration or rainwater harvesting/use (see E.8

and E.9)? If yes, indicate the biotreatment measures to be used, and the hydraulic sizing method:

Biotreatment Measures Hydraulic sizing method®®

[ Bioretention area

[] Flow-through planter
[] Other (specify):

| [ | Isitfeasible to treat the C.3.d amount of runoff using either infiltration or rainwater harvesting/use (see E.8
and E.9)? If yes, indicate the non-biotreatment LID measures to be used, and hydraulic sizing method:

LID Treatment Measure (non-biotreatment) Hydraulic sizing method*®
[] Rainwater harvesting and use

] Bioinfiltration™

[ Infiltration trench

[] Other (specify):

F.2 Alternative Certification: Was the treatment system sizing and design reviewed by a qualified third-party professional
that is not a member of the project team or agency staff?

[ Yes [ No Name of Reviewer

° Indicate which of the following Provision C.3.d.i hydraulic sizing methods were used. Volume based approaches: 1(a) Urban Runoff Quality
Management approach, or 1(b) 80% capture approach (recommended volume-based approach). Flow-based approaches: 2(a) 10% of 50-year
peak flow approach, 2(b) Percentile rainfall intensity approach, or 2(c) 0.2-Inch-per-hour intensity approach (recommended flow-based approach).
If a combination flow and volume design basis was used, indicate which flow-based and volume-based criteria were used.

10 See Section 6.1 of the C.3 Technical Guidance for conditions in which bioretention areas provide bioinfiltration.
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Stormwater Requirements Checklist

G. Is the project a Hydromodification Management11 (HM) Project? (Complete this section for C.3 Regulated Projects)

G.1l

G.2

G.3

G.4

G.5

Name of applicant completing the form:

Does the project create and/or replace 1 acre (43,560 sq. ft.) or more of impervious surface? (Refer to Item B.1.)
[0 Yes. Continue to Item G.2.
[0 No. Skip to ltem G.5 and check “No.”

Is the total impervious area increased over the pre-project condition? (Refer to Item B.1.)
[0 Yes. Continue to Item G.3.
[0 No. The project is NOT required to incorporate HM measures. Skip to Item G.5 and check “No.”

Is the site located in an HM Control Area per the HM Control Areas map (Appendix H of the C.3 Technical Guidance)?
[J Yes. Skip to Item G.5 and check “Yes.”

[l No. Attach map, indicating project location. Skip to Item G.5 and check “No.”

[0  Further analysis required. Continue to Item G.4.

Has an engineer or qualified environmental professional determined that runoff from the project flows only through a
hardened channel or enclosed pipe along its entire length before emptying into a waterway in the exempt area?

[0 Yes. Attach signed statement by qualified professional. Go to Item G.5 and check “No.”

0 No. Goto ltem G.5 and check “Yes.”

Is the project a Hydromodification Management Project?
[0 Yes. The project is subject to HM requirements in Provision C.3.g of the Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit.
[0 No. The project is EXEMPT from HM requirements.

» If the project is subject to the HM requirements, incorporate in the project flow duration stormwater control measures
designed such that post-project stormwater discharge rates and durations match pre-project discharge rates and
durations. The Bay Area Hydrology Model (BAHM) has been developed to size flow duration controls. See
www.bayareahydrologymodel.org. Guidance is provided in Chapter 7 of the C.3 Technical Guidance.

Signature: Date:

Confirm Operations and Maintenance (O&M) Submittals (for municipal staff use only):

The following questions apply to C.3 Regulated Projects and Hydromodification Management Projects.

H.1
H.2
H.3

Yes No N/A

Was maintenance plan submitted? O O ]
Was maintenance plan approved? O O O
Was maintenance agreement submitted? (Date executed: ) O O O

» Attach the executed maintenance agreement as an appendix to this checklist.

Comments (for municipal staff use only):

 Hydromodification is the modification of a stream’s hydrograph, caused in general by increases in flows and durations that result when land
is developed (made more impervious). The effects of hydromodification include, but are not limited to, increased bed and bank erosion, loss of
habitat, increased sediment transport and deposition, and increased flooding. Hydromodification management control measures are designed
to reduce these effects.
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Stormwater Requirements Checklist

J. NOTES (for municipal staff use only):

Section A Notes:

Section B Notes:

Section C Notes:

Section D Notes:

Section E Notes:

Section F Notes:

Section G Notes:

Section H Notes:

Appendix: O&M Agreement

8 FINAL Approved June 12, 2012



- INSERT CITY SPECIFIC INFO HERE

— ADDRESS
SAN MATED COUNTYWIDE PHONE

Water Pollution
Prevention Program FAX

WEB (for those who allow download, etc.)

C.3 and C.6 Project Closeout Form (for municipal staff use only)

Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit (MRP)
Stormwater Controls for Development Projects

This form is for completion by municipal staff for all C.3 Regulated Projects prior to issuing a certificate of occupancy.

1. Project Name:

2. Project Address (include cross
streets, if applicable):

3. Project APN:

Yes No N/A

4.  Were the final Conditions of Approval met? O O

5.  Was the initial inspection of the completed treatment/HM measure(s) conducted? O O O
(Date of inspection: )

6. Was the maintenance plan submitted? | | |
(Date executed: )

7. Was project information provided to staff responsible for O&M verification inspections? O O O
(Date provided to inspection staff: )

Name of staff confirming project closeout:

Signature: Date:

Name of O&M staff receiving information:

Signature: Date:

FINAL Approved June 12, 2012
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SAN b-‘1~ATE0P°E"0UNTYWIDE
1t ti . .
Prevention Program Special Projects Worksheet

Complete this worksheet for projects that appear to meet the definition of “Special Project”, per Provision C.3.e.ii of the
Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit (MRP). The form assists in determining whether a project meets Special Project
criteria, and the percentage of low impact development (LID) treatment reduction credit. Special Projects that implement less
than 100% LID treatment must provide a narrative discussion of the feasibility or infeasibility of 100% LID treatment.

Project Name:

Project Address:

Applicant/Developer Name:

1. “Special Project” Determination:
Special Project Category “A”
Does the project have ALL of the following characteristics?
O Located in a municipality’s designated central business district, downtown core area or downtown

core zoning district, neighborhood business district or comparable pedestrian-oriented commercial
district, or historic preservation site and/or district1;

Creates and/or replaces 0.5 acres or less of impervious surface;

O

O Includes no surface parking, except for incidental parking for emergency vehicle access, ADA access,
and passenger or freight loading zones;

O Has at least 85% coverage of the entire site by permanent structures. The remaining 15% portion of
the site may be used for safety access, parking structure entrances, trash and recycling service, utility
access, pedestrian connections, public uses, landscaping and stormwater treatment.

[0 No (continue) O Yes— complete Section 2 of the Special Project Worksheet

Special Project Category “B”

Does the project have ALL of the following characteristics?

O Located in a municipality’s designated central business district, downtown core area or downtown
core zoning district, neighborhood business district or comparable pedestrian-oriented commercial
district, or historic preservation site and/or district';

O Creates and/or replaces an area of impervious surface that is greater than 0.5 acres, and no more
than 2.0 acres;

O Includes no surface parking, except for incidental parking for emergency access, ADA access, and
passenger or freight loading zones;

O Has at least 85% coverage of the entire site by permanent structures. The remaining 15% portion of
the site may be used for safety access, parking structure entrances, trash and recycling service, utility
access, pedestrian connections, public uses, landscaping and stormwater treatment;

O Minimum density of either 50 dwelling units per acre (for residential projects) or a Floor Area Ratio
(FAR) of 2:1 (for commercial or mixed use projects)

[0 No (continue) O Yes — complete Section 2 of the Special Project Worksheet

Special Project Category “C”
Does the project have ALL of the following characteristics?

O Atleast 50% of the project area is within 1/2 mile of an existing or planned transit hub® or 100% within
a planned Priority Development Area®;
O The project is characterized as a non-auto-related use’; and

O Minimum density of either 25 dwelling units per acre (for residential projects) or a Floor Area Ratio
(FAR) of 2:1 (for commercial or mixed use projects)

O No O Yes — complete Section 2 of the Special Project Worksheet

! And built as part of a municipality’s stated objective to preserve/enhance a pedestrian-oriented type of urban design.

2 «“Transit hub” is defined as a rail, light rail, or commuter rail station, ferry terminal, or bus transfer station served by three or more bus routes.
(A bus stop with no supporting services does not qualify.)

°A “planned Priority Development Area” is an infill development area formally designated by the Association of Bay Area Government’s /
Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s FOCUS regional planning program.

4 Category C specifically excludes stand-alone surface parking lots; car dealerships; auto and truck rental facilities with onsite surface storage;
fast-food restaurants, banks or pharmacies with drive-through lanes; gas stations; car washes; auto repair and service facilities; or other auto-
related project unrelated to the concept of transit oriented development.
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Special Projects Worksheet (continued)

2. LID Treatment Reduction Credit Calculation:
Category | Impervious Area Site Project Density/Criteria Allowable | Applied
Created/Replaced | Coverage Density Credit Credit
(acres) (%) or FAR (%) (%)
A N.A. N.A. 100%

Res = 50 DU/ac or FAR = 2:1 50%
Res = 75 DU/ac or FAR 2 3:1 75%
Res = 100 DU/ac or FAR 2= 4:1 100%

C Location credit (select one)®:
Within 74 mile of transit hub 50%
Within 2 mile of transit hub 25%
Within a planned PDA 25%
Density credit (select one):
Res = 30 DU/ac or FAR = 2:1 10%
Res = 60 DU/ac or FAR = 4:1 20%
Res = 100 DU/ac or FAR 2= 6:1 30%
Parking credit (select one):
= 10% at-grade surface parking6 10%
No surface parking 20%
TOTAL TOD CREDIT =
3. Narrative Discussion of the Feasibility/Infeasibility of 100% LID Treatment:

If project will implement less than 100% LID, refer to the Potential Special Projects Reporting Form to prepare a
discussion of the feasibility or infeasibility of 100% LID treatment, as required by MRP Provision C.3.e.vi(2).

Special Projects Worksheet Completed by:

Signature

Print or Type Name

Date

® To qualify for the location credit, at least 50% of the project’s site must be located within the ¥ mile or % mile radius of an existing or planned
transit hub, as defined on page 1, footnote 2. A planned transit hub is a station on the MTC’s Regional Transit Expansion Program list, per
MTC'’s Resolution 3434 (revised April 2006), which is a regional priority funding plan for future transit stations in the San Francisco Bay Area.
To qualify for the PDA location credit, 100% of the project site must be located within a PDA, as defined on page 1, footnote 3.
¢ The at-grade surface parking must be treated with LID treatment measures.
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Potential Special Projects Reporting Form

INSERT AGENCY NAME HERE

Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit (MRP)
Provision C.3.e.vi Compliance

All agencies must complete at least Section 1 of this form for submittal to the Regional Water Quality Control Board
(Water Board) by the permit due date of March 15. Agencies that have no projects to report in Sections 2 and 3 are
only required to submit Section 1 (Page 1) of this form. Agencies that enter project information in Sections 2 and 3
must submit the entire form.

1. Statement Regarding Potential Special Projects

All agencies must complete this section of the form; subsequent sections are to be completed only by agencies that
have received, and not yet approved®, development permit applications for projects that are identified as potential
“Special Projects” based on criteria provided in MRP Provision C.3.e.ii(2).

1.1

1.2

13

Contact Information.
Enter the name and contact information of the person to whom questions about this form should be directed.

Name: Phone No. :

Email Address :

Mailing Address:

Statement Regarding Potential Special Projects

Has the agency received , but not yet granted final discretionary approval of, a development permit application
for a project that has been identified as a potential Special Project based on criteria listed in MRP Provision
C.3.e.ii(2) for any of the three categories of Special Projects (Categories A, B or C)? Or has the agency
granted final discretionary approval on or after December 1, 2011, but before March 1, 2012, of a project
identified as a Special Project?

[0 YES. Enter information on all of these projects in Sections 2 and 3 of this form.

1 NO. After the authorized person signs below, submit to the Water Board only Page 1 of this form.

Certification Statement
The following statement must be signed by the duly authorized representative.

| certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments are prepared under my direction or
supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gathered and
evaluated the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who managed the
system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to
the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete*. | am aware that there are significant
penalties for submitting false information, including the possibiilty of fine and imprisonment for knowing
violations.

*Note that projects still in review are likely to change as a result of the review process, and that the information provided
is based on the version of the project plans on file with the agency on the date this report was submitted.

Signature : Date :

Print or Type Name: Title :

! If a project identified as a Special Project was approved on or after December 1, 2011, but before March 15, 2012, it should also be
documented in Sections 2 and 3.
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2. Tracking of Potential Special Projects

Provide all information indicated in the table. Do not leave blank cells in the table. If any of the indicated information is not available, please explain (for example, “Information is not yet available due to the preliminary phase of design.”)

Project Name Permittee Address Application | Status Description Site Total Density Density FAR Special Project LID List of LID List of Non-LID
& No. Submittal Acreage DU/Acre Category Treatment Stormwater Stormwater
Date Reduction Treatment Treatment
Credit Systems Systems
Available
Category A: Category A: Indicate each Indicate each type
Category B: Category B: type of LID of non-LID
Category C: Category C: treatment treatment system
Location: Location: system and the and the percentage
Density: Density: percentage of of total runoff
Parking: Parking: total runoff treated. Indicate
treated whether minimum
design criteria met
or certification
received (see
footnotes).

Project Name and No: Name of the Special Project and Project No. (if applicable)

Permittee: Name of the Permittee in whose jurisdiction the Special Project will be built.

Address: Address of the Special Project; if no street address, state the cross streets.

Submittal Date: Date that a planning application for the Special Project was submitted; if a planning application has not been submitted, include a projected application submittal date.
Status: Indicate whether final discretionary approval is still pending or has been granted, and provide the date or version of the project plans upon which reporting is based.
Description: Type of project (commercial, mixed-use, residential), number of floors, number of units, type of parking, and other relevant information.

Site Acreage: Total site area in acres.

Density in DU/Ac: Number of dwelling units per acre.

Density in FAR: Floor Area Ratio

Special Project Category: For each applicable Special Project Category, list the specific criteria applied to determine applicability. For each non-applicable Special Project Category, indicate n/a.

LID Treatment Reduction Credit Available: For each applicable Special Project Category, state the maximum total LID Treatment Reduction Credit available. For Category C Special Projects also list the

individual Location, Density, and Minimized Surface Parking Credits available.

List of LID Stormwater Treatment Systems: List all LID stormwater treatment systems proposed. For each type, indicate the percentage of the total amount of runoff identified in Provision C.3.d. for the Special

Project’s drainage area.

List of Non-LID Stormwater Treatment Systems: List all non-LID stormwater treatment systems proposed. For each type of non-LID treatment system, indicate: (1) the percentage of the total amount of runoff
identified in Provision C.3.d. for the Special Project's drainage area, and (2) whether the treatment system either meets minimum design criteria published by a government agency or received certification issued

by a government agency, and reference the applicable criteria or certification.
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3. Narrative Discussion of LID Feasibility or Infeasibility

For each potential Special Project listed in Section 2, provide a narrative discussion of the feasibility or infeasibility of
100% LID treatment, onsite and offsite, using the template provided below. Insert information specific to the project
where indicated with brackets and yellow shading [[== insert information here ==]].

[[== Insert Project Name ==]]
1. Feasibility/Infeasibility of Onsite Infiltration, Evapotranspiration, and Harvesting/Use

The Countywide Program’s [[== infiltration/harvesting and use feasibility screening worksheet and/or infiltration
worksheet and/or rainwater harvesting and use worksheet was/were ==]] completed for the project. The results of
this analysis showed that it was [[== feasible/infeasible ==]] to treat the C.3.d amount of runoff with [[==infiltration
and/or harvesting and use==]].

2. Feasibility/Infeasibility of Onsite LID Treatment

The project site was reviewed with regard to the feasibility and infeasibility of onsite LID treatment. The results of
this review showed that it was [[== feasible/infeasible ==]] to treat [[==___ percent [fill in percentage] ==]] of the
C.3.d amount of runoff with LID treatment. The findings of this review are presented below.

a. On-site Drainage Conditions. [[== Describe the site drainage, including the site slope, direction of flow,
and how the site was divided into drainage management areas that will each drain to a separate
stormwater treatment measure.==]]

b. Self-treating and Self-Retaining Areas and LID Treatment Measures. [[== Describe any drainage
management areas for which self-treating or self-retaining areas (such as pervious pavement, green roofs
or landscaped areas) or LID treatment measures are provided. If there are none, delete this paragraph.

::]]_
c. Maximizing Flow to LID Features and Facilities. [[== Explain how the routing of drainage has been

optimized to route as much drainage as possible to LID features and facilities (if any). If there are no LID
features or facilities, delete this paragraph. ==]]

d. Constraints to Providing On-site LID. The drainage management areas that are proposed to drain to
tree-box type high flow rate biofilters and/or vault-based high flow rate media filters include some areas
that are not covered by buildings. [[== Briefly describe all areas within these portions of the site that are
not covered by buildings.==]] In these areas, conditions and technical constraints are present that
preclude the use of LID features and facilities, as described below.

i. Impervious paved areas: [[== Describe the uses of all impervious paved areas in these areas, and
why the uses preclude the use of LID treatment.==]]

ii. Landscaped areas: [[== For any of the following bullet points that are applicable, briefly describe
how the conditions apply to the applicable landscaped areas. Delete any of the bullet points that are
not applicable.==]]

e |nadequate size to accommodate biotreatment facilities that meet sizing requirements for the
tributary area.

e Slopes too steep to terrace;

e Proximity to an unstable bank or slope;

e Environmental constraints (for example, landscaped area is within riparian corridor);
e High groundwater or shallow bedrock;

e Conflict with subsurface utilities;

e Cap over polluted soil or groundwater;

e Lack of head or routing path to move collected runoff to the landscaped area or from the
landscaped area to a disposal point;
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e Other conflicts, including required uses that preclude use for stormwater treatment (describe
in more detail).

3. Feasibility/Infeasibility of Off-Site LID Treatment. The possibility of providing off-site LID treatment was
found to be [[== feasible/infeasible ==]] for the following reasons.

i. [[== Describe whether the project proponent owns or otherwise controls land within the same
watershed of the project that can accommodate in perpetuity off-site bioretention facilities
adequately sized to treat the runoff volume of the primary project. ==]]

ii. [[==Indicate whether there is a regional LID stormwater mitigation program available to the project
for in-lieu C.3 compliance. ==]]
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SAN MATED COUNTYWIDE
Water Pollution
Prevention Program

deantmer sy cnnnis. New Stormwater Control Requirements Effective 12/1/12

www.flowstobay.org

For Projects that Create and/or Replace 2,500 to 10,000 sq.ft. of Impervious Surface

New stormwater requirements go into effect on December 1, 2012 for ¢
development projects that will create and/or replace at least 2,500 square feet of |
impervious, but less than 10,000 square feet of impervious surface, and stand-
alone single family homes that create and/or replace 2,500 square feet or more
of impervious surface. These requirements are in the San Francisco Bay Region
Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit (MRP)' and are described below.

7€1mojjr l.; directed to landscaping.
What Is an Impervious Surface?

An impervious surface is a surface covering or pavement of a developed parcel of land that prevents the
land’s natural ability to absorb and infiltrate rainfall. Impervious surfaces include, but are not limited to:
rooftops, walkways, patios, driveways, parking lots, storage areas, impervious concrete and asphalt, and any
other continuous watertight pavement or covering.

Does Pervious Paving Count as Impervious Surface?

Pervious paving, including pavers with permeable openings and seams, is not considered impervious if it is
underlain with pervious soil or pervious storage material, such as a gravel layer that is sized to hold the
volume of stormwater runoff specified in Provision C.3.d of the MRP (80 percent of the average annual
runoff). Guidance for calculating this amount of runoff is provided in Section 5.1 of the San Mateo
Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program’s (Countywide Program) C.3 Technical Guidance. A link
to this guidance is provided under “For More Information.”

What Are the New Requirements?

Beginning December 1, 2012, projects will need to incorporate one of the following site design measures if
the project creates and/or replace at least 2,500 square feet of impervious, but less than 10,000 square feet of
impervious surface, or it is a stand-alone single family home that creates and/or replaces 2,500 square feet or
more of impervious surface.

= Direct roof runoff into cisterns or rain barrels for use.

= Direct roof runoff onto vegetated areas.

= Direct runoff from sidewalks, walkways, and/or patios onto vegetated areas.
= Direct runoff from driveways/uncovered parking lots onto vegetated areas.

= Construct sidewalks, walkways, and/or patios with permeable surfaces.”

* Construct bike lanes, driveways, and/or uncovered parking lots with ==

=7 s e Dl
permeable surfaces 2 Permeable joint pavers are one
option for permeable surfaces.

Where Can I Find Site Design Guidance?

Chapter 4 of the Countywide Program’s C.3 Technical Guidance provides guidance regarding rainwater
harvesting and use, and directing runoff to vegetated areas (“self-retaining areas”). Sections 6.7 and 6.8 of
the C.3 Technical Guidance provide guidance on using permeable paving. Fact sheets with standard
specifications for these site designs are scheduled to be completed in the summer of 2012.

For More Information

To download the C.3 Technical Guidance, or find a stormwater compliance contact for your municipality, go
to www.flowstobay.org (click on “Business”, then “C.3 Stormwater Technical Guidance”. For a list of
municipal contacts who can provide information on stormwater compliance for development projects, click
on the “local permitting agency” link.

' The MRP may be downloaded at www.flowstobay.org (click on “Municipalities”). These requirements are in Provision C.3.i of the MRP.
? Permeable surfaces include pervious concrete, porous asphalt, permeable joint unit pavers, and granular materials.

San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program February 29, 2012



Template for Preparing Narrative Discussion of LID Feasibility or Infeasibility

A template is provided below, which may be used to prepare a narrative discussion of the feasibility or infeasibility of
100% LID treatment for each potential Special Project that an agency identifies in its half-yearly Special Projects
Reporting submittal. This submittal is due to the Regional Water Quality Control Board by March 15 and September
15 each year. Follow the tips listed below to complete your template:

e If you have more than one identified potential Special Project, copy the template and enter appropriate
information for each project.

e Prompts for entering information are highlighted in yellow and provided within double brackets. After you
have entered the project-specific information, delete the brackets and remove the highlighting.

o |If the phase of design is too preliminary to provide the LID treatment feasibility discussion, so state in the
Special Projects Reporting Table in the Annual Report (for the September 15 submittal) or in the Special
Projects Reporting Form (for the March 15 submittal).

[[== Insert Project Name ==]]
1. Feasibility/Infeasibility of Onsite Infiltration, Evapotranspiration, and Harvesting/Use

The Countywide Program’s [[== infiltration/harvesting and use feasibility screening worksheet and/or infiltration
worksheet and/or rainwater harvesting and use worksheet was/were ==]] completed for the project. The results of
this analysis showed that it was [[== feasible/infeasible ==]] to treat the C.3.d amount of runoff with [[==infiltration
and/or harvesting and use==]].

2. Feasibility/Infeasibility of Onsite LID Treatment

The project site was reviewed with regard to the feasibility and infeasibility of onsite LID treatment. The results of
this review showed that it was [[== feasible/infeasible ==]] to treat [[==____ percent [fill in percentage] ==]] of the
C.3.d amount of runoff with LID treatment. The findings of this review are presented below.

a. On-site Drainage Conditions. [[== Describe the site drainage, including the site slope, direction of flow,
and how the site was divided into drainage management areas that will each drain to a separate
stormwater treatment measure.==]]

b. Self-treating and Self-Retaining Areas and LID Treatment Measures. [[== Describe any drainage
management areas for which self-treating or self-retaining areas (such as pervious pavement, green roofs
or landscaped areas) or LID treatment measures are provided. If there are none, delete this paragraph.
::]]_

c. Maximizing Flow to LID Features and Facilities. [[== Explain how the routing of drainage has been
optimized to route as much drainage as possible to LID features and facilities (if any). If there are no LID
features or facilities, delete this paragraph. ==]]

d. Constraints to Providing On-site LID. The drainage management areas that are proposed to drain to
tree-box type high flow rate biofilters and/or vault-based high flow rate media filters include some areas
that are not covered by buildings. [[== Briefly describe all areas within these portions of the site that are
not covered by buildings.==]] In these areas, conditions and technical constraints are present that
preclude the use of LID features and facilities, as described below.

i. Impervious paved areas: [[== Describe the uses of all impervious paved areas in these areas, and
why the uses preclude the use of LID treatment.==]]

ii. Landscaped areas: [[== For any of the following bullet points that are applicable, briefly describe
how the conditions apply to the applicable landscaped areas. Delete any of the bullet points that are
not applicable.==]]

e Inadequate size to accommodate biotreatment facilities that meet sizing requirements for the
tributary area.

e Slopes too steep to terrace;
e Proximity to an unstable bank or slope;

e Environmental constraints (for example, landscaped area is within riparian corridor);

1 Final version February 22, 2012



e High groundwater or shallow bedrock;
e Conflict with subsurface utilities;
e Cap over polluted soil or groundwater;

e Lack of head or routing path to move collected runoff to the landscaped area or from the
landscaped area to a disposal point;

e Other conflicts, including required uses that preclude use for stormwater treatment (describe
in more detail).

3. Feasibility/Infeasibility of Off-Site LID Treatment. The possibility of providing off-site LID treatment was
found to be [[== feasible/infeasible ==]] for the following reasons.

i. [[== Describe whether the project proponent owns or otherwise controls land within the same
watershed of the project that can accommodate in perpetuity off-site bioretention facilities
adequately sized to treat the runoff volume of the primary project. ==]]

ii. [[==Indicate whether there is a regional LID stormwater mitigation program available to the project
for in-lieu C.3 compliance. ==]]

2 Final version February 22, 2012



Tablepreparedby CONTECHVendorfor BASMAA, with info from the TAPE programand?2 othergovernmentatertificatior
programsBASMAA recommendsisingsystemsapprovedoy TAPE for GULD BasicTreatment

High Rate Biofilter and Media Filter Approvals and Design Constraints

TAPE GULD for Basic

TARP Tier Il Approvalz

Sacramento
Stormwater Quality

Technology Vendor Technology Type Treatment® 3
Partnership
Design Operating Rate Design Operating Rate | Design Operating Rate
Hydraulic condictivity of
Filterra Americast High Rate BioFilter v " v n/a 50"/hr percolation rate
35.46"/hr
Stormwater . .
Management CONTECH Construction Media Filter 1 gpm/ft’ of filter surface | 2 gpm/ft’ filter surface | 2 gpm/sf filter surface
Stor:\FiIter Products, Inc. area area area
Media Filtration CONTECH Construction Media Filter 1 gpm/ft’ of filter surface | 2 gpm/ft’ filter surface n/a
System (MFS) Products, Inc. area area
2 .
FloGard Perk Filter | Kristar Enterprises, Inc. Media Filter 1.5 gpm/ft" of filter surface n/a n/a
area
Baysaver Technologies, . 2 of fi
BayFilter Cartridge v & Media Filter 0.5 gpm/ft” of filter surface n/a n/a
Inc. area
Enhanced Media | Baysaver Technologies, ) 2 of fi
nhanced Me y g Media Filter 0.7 gpm/ft” of filter surface n/a n/a

Cartridge

Inc.

area

1 - General Use Level Designation for Basic Treatment granted by the Washington State Department of Ecology. For program information and use
level designation statements see: http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/wgq/stormwater/newtech/basic.html

2 - Certification of performance granted by the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection based on field testing following the Technology
Assessment Reciprocity Partnership Protocol for Stormwater Best Management Practice Demonstrations. For certification statements see:
http://www.state.nj.us/dep/stormwater/treatment.html

3 - Approval by the Sacramento Stormwater Quality Partnership for stand alone treatment of stormwater. For program information and approved
products list see: http://www.beriverfriendly.net/newdevelopment/propstormwatertreatdevice/

TAPE = TechnicalAssessmerrotocol- Ecology,a certificationprogramoperatedy WashingtorStateDept. of Ecology
GULD = GeneralUselevel Designation
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4~—  Construction Best Management Practices (BMPs)

SAN MATEO COUNTYWIDE

Water Pollution
Prevention Program

Clean Water. Healthy Community.

Materials & Waste Management

Non-Hazardous Materials

0 Berm and cover stockpiles of sand, dirt or other construction material
with tarps when rain is forecast or if not actively being used within
14 days.

O Use (but don’t overuse) reclaimed water for dust control.

Hazardous Materials

O Label all hazardous materials and hazardous wastes (such as
pesticides, paints, thinners, solvents, fuel, oil, and antifreeze) in
accordance with city, county, state and federal regulations.

O Store hazardous materials and wastes in water tight containers, store
in appropriate secondary containment, and cover them at the end of
every work day or during wet weather or when rain is forecast.

O Follow manufacturer’s application instructions for hazardous
materials and be careful not to use more than necessary. Do not
apply chemicals outdoors when rain is forecast within 24 hours.

O Arrange for appropriate disposal of all hazardous wastes.

Waste Management

O Cover waste disposal containers securely with tarps at the end of
every work day and during wet weather.

O Check waste disposal containers frequently for leaks and to make
sure they are not overfilled. Never hose down a dumpster on the
construction site.

O Clean or replace portable toilets, and inspect them frequently for
leaks and spills.

O Dispose of all wastes and debris properly. Recycle materials and
wastes that can be recycled (such as asphalt, concrete, aggregate base
materials, wood, gyp board, pipe, etc.)

O Dispose of liquid residues from paints, thinners, solvents, glues, and
cleaning fluids as hazardous waste.

Construction Entrances and Perimeter

O Establish and maintain effective perimeter controls and stabilize all
construction entrances and exits to sufficiently control erosion and
sediment discharges from site and tracking off site.

O Sweep or vacuum any street tracking immediately and secure
sediment source to prevent further tracking. Never hose down streets
to clean up tracking.

as they apply to your project, all year long.

Equipment Management &
Spill Control

~
|

L

|

i

Maintenance and Parking

O Designate an area, fitted with appropriate BMPs, for
vehicle and equipment parking and storage.

O Perform major maintenance, repair jobs, and vehicle
and equipment washing off site.

QO If refueling or vehicle maintenance must be done
onsite, work in a bermed area away from storm drains
and over a drip pan big enough to collect fluids.
Recycle or dispose of fluids as hazardous waste.

QO If vehicle or equipment cleaning must be done onsite,
clean with water only in a bermed area that will not
allow rinse water to run into gutters, streets, storm
drains, or surface waters.

O Do not clean vehicle or equipment onsite using soaps,
solvents, degreasers, steam cleaning equipment, etc.

Spill Prevention and Control

O Keep spill cleanup materials (rags, absorbents, etc.)
available at the construction site at all times.

O Inspect vehicles and equipment frequently for and
repair leaks promptly. Use drip pans to catch leaks
until repairs are made.

Clean up spills or leaks immediately and dispose of
cleanup materials properly.

O Do not hose down surfaces where fluids have spilled.
Use dry cleanup methods (absorbent materials, cat
litter, and/or rags).

Sweep up spilled dry materials immediately. Do not
try to wash them away with water, or bury them.

Clean up spills on dirt areas by digging up and
properly disposing of contaminated soil.

Report significant spills immediately. You are required
by law to report all significant releases of hazardous
materials, including oil. To report a spill: 1) Dial 911
or your local emergency response number, 2) Call the
Governor’s Office of Emergency Services Warning
Center, (800) 852-7550 (24 hours).

O

O

O

O

Earthwork &
Contaminated
Soils

Erosion Control

O Schedule grading and excavation work for
dry weather only.

U Stabilize all denuded areas, install and
maintain temporary erosion controls (such
as erosion control fabric or bonded fiber
matrix) until vegetation is established.

U Seed or plant vegetation for erosion
control on slopes or where construction is
not immediately planned.

Sediment Control

O Protect storm drain inlets, gutters, ditches,
and drainage courses with appropriate
BMPs, such as gravel bags, fiber rolls,
berms, etc.

O Prevent sediment from migrating offsite
by installing and maintaining sediment
controls, such as fiber rolls, silt fences, or
sediment basins.

O Keep excavated soil on the site where it
will not collect into the street.

O Transfer excavated materials to dump
trucks on the site, not in the street.

O Contaminated Soils

Q If any of the following conditions are
observed, test for contamination and
contact the Regional Water Quality
Control Board:

W Unusual soil conditions, discoloration,
or odor.

B Abandoned underground tanks.
B Abandoned wells
B Buried barrels, debris, or trash.

Paving/Asphalt Work

O Avoid paving and seal coating in wet
weather, or when rain is forecast before
fresh pavement will have time to cure.

O Cover storm drain inlets and manholes
when applying seal coat, tack coat, slurry
seal, fog seal, etc.

O Collect and recycle or appropriately
dispose of excess abrasive gravel or sand.
Do NOT sweep or wash it into gutters.

O Do not use water to wash down fresh
asphalt concrete pavement.

Sawcutting & Asphalt/Concrete Removal

O Completely cover or barricade storm
drain inlets when saw cutting. Use filter
fabric, catch basin inlet filters, or gravel
bags to keep slurry out of the storm drain
system.

O Shovel, abosorb, or vacuum saw-cut
slurry and dispose of all waste as soon
as you are finished in one location or at
the end of each work day (whichever is
sooner!).

O If sawcut slurry enters a catch basin, clean
it up immediately.

Construction projects are required to implement the stormwater best management practices (BMP) on this page,

Concrete, Grout & Mortar
Application

Q Store concrete, grout and mortar under
cover, on pallets and away from drainage
areas. These materials must never reach a
storm drain.

O Wash out concrete equipment/trucks
offsite or in a contained area, so there
is no discharge into the underlying soil
or onto surrounding areas. Let concrete
harden and dispose of as garbage.

O Collect the wash water from washing
exposed aggregate concrete and remove it
for appropriate disposal offsite.

Dewatering

Q Effectively manage all run-on, all
runoff within the site, and all runoff that
discharges from the site. Divert run-on
water from offsite away from all disturbed
areas or otherwise ensure compliance.

O When dewatering, notify and obtain
approval from the local municipality
before discharging water to a street gutter
or storm drain. Filtration or diversion
through a basin, tank, or sediment trap
may be required.

O In areas of known contamination, testing
is required prior to reuse or discharge of
groundwater. Consult with the Engineer to
determine whether testing is required and
how to interpret results. Contaminated
groundwater must be treated or hauled
off-site for proper disposal.

Storm drain polluters may be liable for fines of up to $10,000 per day!

Painting & Paint Removal

™

l'r : &
{ |

Painting cleanup

O Never clean brushes or rinse paint
containers into a street, gutter, storm
drain, or surface waters.

O For water-based paints, paint out brushes
to the extent possible. Rinse to the
sanitary sewer once you have gained
permission from the local wastewater
treatment authority. Never pour paint
down a drain.

O For oil-based paints, paint out brushes to
the extent possible and clean with thinner
or solvent in a proper container. Filter and
reuse thinners and solvents. Dispose of
residue and unusable thinner/solvents as
hazardous waste.

Paint removal

O Chemical paint stripping residue and
chips and dust from marine paints or
paints containing lead or tributyltin must
be disposed of as hazardous waste.

Q Paint chips and dust from non-hazardous
dry stripping and sand blasting may be
swept up or collected in plastic drop
cloths and disposed of as trash.

Landscape Materials

O Contain stockpiled landscaping materials
by storing them under tarps when they are
not actively being used.

U Stack erodible landscape material on
pallets. Cover or store these materials
when they are not actively being used or
applied.

0 Discontinue application of any erodible
landscape material within 2 days before a
forecast rain event or during wet weather.



- Stormwater Management and Inspections -
(See Below)

This month's CALBIG meeting will be on Wednesday, August 10th from 11:30
to 1pm at The Waterfront Café located in Redwood City at Pete’s Harbor. The

location is at 1 Uccelli Blvd Redwood City. Phone # is 650-298-9896.

For directions, see map below.
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Directions: Take US 101 to Whipple Ave Exit. Go east and follow the frontage road on the east

side of Us101 to Bair Island Rd. Turn left and follow it to the end.

Fee: A charge of $20 per attendee will be taken at the door. We accept cash or check. All checks

are to be made out to CALBIG.

Choice of meals: orders will be taken at the restaurant.

Fresh filet of sole Shrimp Louie salad

Fresh sole sautéed with white wine, butter,
Super cheeseburger

garlic and lemon juice ;
1/2 Ib of choice ground beef, cheese and

Pasta rustica French fries

Penne pasta-rigati with Italian sausages,
onions and bell peppers
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Clean Water, Healthy Community

Inspecting Stormwater Best Management Practices
(BMPs) at Construction Sites

The Waterfront Restaurant, Pete's Harbor
1 Uccelli Blvd, Redwood City

Wednesday, August 10, 2011

Agenda
Registration/Seating 11:30 - 11:45
Welcome 11:45
Michael Gorman, President, CalBIG
Introduction 11:45-11:50

= Follow-up on March 17 review of stormwater permit requirements

= Today's focus: BMPs

= Regional Water Board’s recent enforcement actions

= Opportunities for countywide information sharing and problem-solving

Matt Fabry, San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program

Construction Sites Stormwater BMP Expectations 11:50 -12:50

= Keys to proper BMP implementation and installation

o0 Plan and manage the site
Avoid rainfall contact with site inventory
Prevent unauthorized non-stormwater runoff
Keep trash and fugitive dust on site
Provide erosion control
o0 Provide sediment control

Ed Boscacci, BKF Engineers

o
(o}
(o}
o

Identify Needs for Further Training and Information 12:50 - 1:00
Matt Fabry, San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program

Closing 1:00
Michael Gorman, President, CalBIG

Please RSVP to Jeff Frishof at jfrishof@yahoo.com no later than Monday, August
7™". Because of the importance of this months meeting, we need an accurate head
count.

Thank you !

[al




OMING ATTRACTIONS @ "THE WATERFRONT RESTAURANT"
PETE'S HARBOR, REDWOOD CITY, 11:30 AM - 1:00 PM
SAVE THESE DATES!!

Wednesday; September 14, 2011
Keynote speaker: David Goodin, Hardy Frames, Inc.
Topic: Moment Frames that Utilize the (N) Generation Side Plate Moment Connection Technology

Wednesday; October 12, 2011
Keynote speaker: Dee Dee Graham, Louisiana-Pacific Corporation
Topic: “Flame Block” OSB and “Tech Shield” Radiant Barrier

Wednesday; November 9, 2011
Keynote speaker: Branch Mgr. San Francisco Region, Powers Fasteners
Topic: Anchors vs the California Building Codes for “Alternative Materials” i.e. acceptance criteria
for post-installed adhesive anchors in concrete elements (ACI 308)

Wednesday; December 14, 2011
Keynote speaker: Mandy Snow, S.R. Smith Company
Topic: Private and Public Pool Alarms, Barriers and Accessibility Requirements vs S.R. Smith
Company’s Product Line Solutions.

per we will take nominations for and online voting for our 2012
Officers and Board of Directors. Michael Gorman has termed out so

consider doing your part in support of our chapter by running for one of
three positions.
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Clean Water. Healthy Community.

Construction Site Stormwater Compliance:
One-Day Training for Municipal Inspectors

Tuesday, February 7, 2012
Quinlan Community Center

10185 North Stelling Road, Cupertino
» Do you inspect construction sites for 8:00 a.m. to 3:30 p.m.

stormwater compliance?

Attention:

* Do you need training on: OR
o Construction BMPs?

o Inspecting construction of Wednesday, February 8, 2012

permanent stormwater controls? Belmont Sports Complex

550 Island Parkway, Belmont
8:00 a.m. to 3:30 p.m.

This one-day training workshop is for municipal staff who inspect construction sites for compliance with
stormwater requirements. The workshop will address:

v Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit requirements for construction site inspections,

v Key requirements in the statewide Construction General Permit,

v' Construction BMPs: proper installation and maintenance, and examples (good and bad),
v Inspecting construction of permanent stormwater control measures.

Which Day to Attend?
— The February 7 workshop (in Cupertino) is primarily for staff from agencies in Santa Clara County.

— The February 8 workshop (in Belmont) is primarily for staff from agencies in San Mateo County.
— Staff from agencies in one county may attend the other county’s workshop on a space-available basis.

Registrations Due January 31, 2012!

Email or fax this RSVP to Lori Baumgartner, lorib@eoainc.com, fax: (408) 720-8812, by Tuesday, January 31, 2012.
For additional information, contact Lori at (408) 720-8811 ext. 2.

Name: Check one:
Agency: Tuesday, Feb 7 (Cupertino)
Ph :

one Wednesday, Feb 8 (Belmont)

Email:

There will be no charge to agency staff for the workshop. Refreshments & box lunch will be served.
Please pass this flyer along to appropriate staff within your organization.
You will be sent a confirmation, including an agenda and directions, one week prior to the workshop.
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Stormwater Workshop for Construction Site Inspectors

Inspecting Construction BMPs and Construction of Permanent Stormwater Controls

8:00 a.m.

8:30 a.m.

8:40 a.m.

9:00 a.m.

9:30 a.m.

10:30 a.m.

10:40 a.m.

11:00 a.m.

11:45 a.m.

12:15 p.m.

1:00 p.m.

2:00 p.m.

2:10 p.m.

3:00 p.m.

February 8
Belmont Sports Complex
Agenda

Registration and Breakfast

Introductory Remarks
Jeanne Naughton, New Development Subcommittee Chair

Construction Module

Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit (MRP) Requirements for
Inspection of Construction Sites
Laura Prickett, EOA, Inc.

Key Requirements of the Construction General Permit
Tanya Bilezikjian, RBF Consulting

Overview of Construction BMPs
Scott Taylor, RBF Consulting

Break

Examples of Enforcement Experiences
Rob Lecel, South San Francisco

Construction Site Compliance Exercise
Scott Taylor, RBF Consulting

How MRP Requirements Differ from State Permit Requirements
Laura Prickett, EOA, Inc.

Lunch
Post-Construction Module

Inspecting Construction of Stormwater Treatment and HM Measures
Scott Taylor, RBF Consulting

Break

Treatment Measure Inspection Exercise
Tanya Bilezikjian, RBF Consulting

Closing Remarks/Adjourn
Jeanne Naughton, New Development Subcommittee Chair



Stormwater Workshop for Construction Site Inspectors
February 7,2012 (Cupertino)

“Zo =

£ San
2 JAmador Gerardo City of Milpitas
3 Anderson Eric City of Mountain View
4 JArnold Scott City of San Jose
S JAslin Akrista West Valley Clean Water Program
6  ]Avalos Jaime City of San Jose
7  Avalos Jose City of San Jose
8  |Baggese David City of San Jose D%(
9  |Barragan Manuel City of Cupertino A ~ete » '*7"“ 1>
10 |Bermillo David City of San Jose
11  |Bjurman Brad City of San Jose
12 |Blancher Gordon City of Sunnyvale “
13 |Bocalan Michelle City of Los Altos 4o
14  |Bozorginia Mazier Town of Los Gatos /l)\ltb
15 |Brown Alan City of Sunnyvale Yz
16 |Bullock Nigel SCVWD L
17 |Caldera Sergio City of Milpitas
18 |Campbell Ben County of San Mateo
19 JCarroll Kelly West Valley Clean Water Program RGO
20 Jcastro Ray G. City of San Jose e |
21 |Chan Allan County of San Mateo 2 d
22 |Chang Andy City of Mountain View L]
[—
23 |Chen Jen Town of Hillsborough @ﬁ‘/ .
24 [Cheung Ron City of San Jose - Public Works A Gz
25 |Chitwood Ron County of Santa Clara ﬂ, g
26 JChung Johnson ‘Town of Los Altos Hills ("7( 6(/[ Vg
27 [Ciprian Jordan City of San Jose ] . T
28 Cruz Pete County of Santa Clara Roads & Airports ‘3 i ( .
S ’
29 |Damey Mark City of San Jose - Public Works W ~
30 {Donaldson Chris City of San Jose - Env. Services &M
31 |Donnelly Cheri City of Cupertino CLD
32 [Erkel Brent Andrew City of San Jose - |
33 |Eydam Albert County of Santa Clara Roads & Airports A4 LE.
34 |Fairman Aida City of Los Altos L e
35 |Frederick Mark Santa Clara County Parks IM
36 |Fung Wing City of Mountain View W.F
37 |Greef Jeff City of Cupertino < 77j
38 1Guevara Jerry County of Santa Clara %/



Stormwater Workshop for Construction Site Inspectors
February 7,2012 (Cupertino)

46 MWerr Uopn Alan City of Campbell

47 |Huynh David Town of Atherton /]
48 |Ingebrigtsen Tracy Stanford University - Utilities Division 7{65/(-’
49 |Jones Arion T. City of San Jose - Public Works C AL

50 |Khadiv Bardia City of Milpitas ZE%

51 )Krukar Paul City of San Jose - Public Works i i

52 JLennon Erin West Valley Clean Water Program ’(i/d .
53 |Lizotte Damond D. City of Los Altos ’ :

54 Mekala Sindhi City of Monte Sereno &/\A
55 |Melvin David County of Santa Clara Roads & Airports

56 {Mendoza Cathy City of San Jose Q%
57 |Moreno Frank City of San Jose S N
58 |Mostafavi Saeid Town of Colma /{,"?"k‘z’
59 |Mu Huimin City of San Jose A

60 |Murdock Terry City of Los Altos | v/,

61 [Naraval Herbert County of Santa Clara Roads & Airports ﬂ/ N
62 |Newton Matthew City of San Jose \é/v =7
63 [Nguyen Ted County of Santa Clara Roads & Airports T oA
64 |Nichols Allen City of San Jose - Public Works

65 |Ottenberg Kathy West Valley Clean Water Program

66 |Pagan Steven City of San Jose

C Jap —~—"JCityoRSandose -~~~ —
W David County of Santa Clara Roads & Airports d// Q,S\\'\/(/V
69 |Parsons Fletcher Town of Los Gatos Y
70 |Perez Ubaldo County of Santa Clara
71 |Props Jason County of Santa Clara Roads & Airports )
74  |Prudhel Cassie City of South San Francisco
75 |Rivera Martin SCVWD IR
76  |Rodriguez Ralph City of San Jose N7
77 JRose Patrick City of Santa Clara P ]
78 |Rowdy Pipkin County of Santa Clara Roads & Airports e
79  |Sabich Bobby City of Cupertino S
80 ]Sangha Gary City of San Jose - Public Works 5o
81 [Schaut Michael County of Santa Clara Roads & Airports WT(‘ S
82 JSchramm Jim County of Santa Clara Roads & Airports N 4
83 {Seanez David SCVWD /)Lw/)(
84 |Sedaghatpour Shara City of San Jose 2
85 |Smith Karla Stanford University kA
86 |Souza Steve Town of Los Gatos [S .
87 |Squarcia Larry City of Cupertino i
88 [Strea/} Gary City of Cupertino /y
&2
(o)

P —

e



Stormwater Workshop for Construction Site Inspectors
February 7, 2012 (Cupertino)

89 |Tacke Lauren City of Cupertino L4

90 JThompson Mitch County of Santa Clara I

91 [Tognetti Shawn City of Cupertino / W/_

92  JTucker Charles County of Santa Clara Roads & Airports V&WT

93 |TuNguyen Trang Town of Los Gatos TN7T

94 |Van Osdol John San Jose Municipal Water W ~ /

95 {Viray Jun City of San Jose v \_\\/

96 |Wier Elliot City of Santa Clara A5

97 |Williams Yvonne City of San Jose - Public Works '\/\ﬁé

98 [|Wilson Steve County of Santa Clara Roads & Airports SO )

99 [Winter Richard City of Cupertino 4 a )
100 JWolff Shoshana City of South San Francisco G
101 [Yamaichi George County of Santa Clara Roads & Airports M 1,

101 |Yamauchi Tawni West Valley Clean Water Program '7‘?/7

102 fYniguez Ray Town of Hillsborough &’
103 |Zacarias Jose City of San Jose ‘2
104 }Zarghampour Reza City of Mountain View e )
105 City of Saratoga

W5 City of Saratoga

Mz SCVWD

108 SCVWD

169 SCVWD
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February 8, 2012 (Belmont)

A-J

Stormwater Workshop for Construction Site Inspectors

L
1 |Alao Scott SCVWD SA
2 |Anderson Tim Town of Hillsborough GT% — (A& <
3 |Apilado Emil City of Los Altos P2 o
Azzari~_——_ |zack~  _— lSsanMatoCounip~DPWs ~__— N —
5 |Ballard Mike City of Sunnyvale A AD)
6  |Benedik Tanya City of Milbrae A1)
7 Bonner Jesse CSG Consultants i
8 Brown Brian City of Mountain View ."",\_X ) /\—V*E( &0
9  |Campbell Bruce SCVWD Vg P~ NES
10 |Daher Michelle City of East Palo Alto
11 [Daldrup Stephen Veolia Water NA d L eAdr —\es
12 |Delgado Peter City of Redwood City U
13 |Donguines Raymund City of Pacifica
14 |Evora Joel City of Redwood City -
15 |Francesconi Dino L. City of Belmont deen/ L[S
16  |Fujimoto Chris City of Palo Alto (o — 425
17 |Fulford Dan City of South San Francisco ACF@( -—-{QS‘
18 |Gross Terri SCVWD {learw Psan | Yes
19 |Haniger Patrick City of East Palo Alto Loy — | o
20 |Hathaway Mark City of San Mateo s
21 |Heap Gary City of San Mateo L
22 |Hill Matt San Mateo County - DPWs I add
23 |Imamura Scott SCVWD S
24 |Jackson Emmett San Mateo County - DPWs CH ¢
25 |Justimbaste Eva Veolia Water NA ;»1 ,):( (g,li‘
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Stormwater Workshop for Construction Site Inspectors

February 8, 2012 (Belmont)

26 |Kenyon Michelle City of San Mateo t47~—1 Ye&
27 |Lam Aaron City of San Mateo “TAL A, "
28 |Laporte Marty Stanford University ,jw NI Zf"?ﬁ?’
29 |Latu John City of East Palo Alto Jx ww [\C{ﬁ/ )
30 |Lecel Rob City of South San Francisco AoV e ’;:({‘l;
31 |Lind Larry City of Los Altos >
32  |Lowrie Bill City of Burlingame Agé f“—"-—~—— = ‘f@f?
33 |Lowrie Mik City of Burlingame T PP YO8
34 |Loy Mr. Whitney City of Menlo Park AT 4 - Yol
35 |Mabharaj Umesh City of San Bruno Ly '
al Hisha_—— ity of Bulingamme~,  — W
37 |Mao Shaun City of Menlo Park
s |[McCarty James City of East Palo Alto
39 |Medina Marty City of San Bruno
40 |Miranda Luca City of San Bruno
41 |Morales Rene L. City of Menlo Park
42 |Murphy John City of San Bruno
43 |Pacini Ken City of San Mateo
44 |Padilla Tino City of San Bruno
45 |Raj Jai City of San Mateo )
46 |Riddell Anthony City of Milbrae i
47 |Tallitsch John City of Belmont
48 |Tam Dickson City of Mountain View
49  |Tripiano Frank City of Sunnyvale
50 |Ung Mario City of San Mateo
51 [|Vann James City of San Mateo
52 |Vergara Anthony City of San Mateo f%[/—w “
53 | Wahidi Syed City of Campbell 4
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San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program
2012 Construction Site Stormwater Compliance:

February 8, 2012

Summary of Workshop Evaluations

Total Number of Evaluations: 64 (% Response) Total Number of Attendees: 56

1) Was the material presented relevant to your job?

NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
0 1 2 11 22

2) Were the presentations clear and easy to follow?
NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
1 1 3 9 22

3) Was the pace of the presentations appropriate?
NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
0 1 2 10 23

4) Were the presenters knowledgeable about the material?
NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
0 0 1 4 31

5) Were the presenters well-prepared?
NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
0 0 1 6 29

6) Did the presenters invite questions and participation?
NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
0 1 1 7 27

7) Were the handouts informative and useful?
NO YES
1 2 3 4 5
0 1 3 7 25

8) Overall, how useful was this workshop?
Not Useful Very Useful
1 2 3 4 5
0 1 5 5 25

F/SC22 (2011-12)\SC22-14(const)\Workshop Materials\SM_only\Evaluation_SMCWPPP.doc




9) What was most valuable about today’s training?

Update Requirements

All

MRP Requirements

Examples in the field. Knowledge of speakers.

BMP info

Helpful slides

Actual examples shown

Contrasting MRP vs. General Permit

Technical/Design info about BMP’s

Documentation guidance

The exercises

BMP applications/sample exercises

Differentiation b/n MRP/GCP

Bioretention samples

Adjacent slope stabilization

Learning new rules codes

Overview of construction BMP’s

Liked the 1070 SMA presentation

Filling out forms, modification or changes to requirements
Review

The reporting inspection forms

Discussing issues with other inspectors, to hear what’s going on in other areas
Scott was good speaker. This is 3" time to this training. | understand more now but
you need to figure out a more clear way to communicate & educate so people know
where they fit into all the training.

Introduction to WPP

Scott Taylor’s presentation

Inspection exercise

Learning what to look for on a job site.

Mock inspection.

Practible knowledge and examples.

RFB — Scott — Excellent presentations

RFB Scott

Const. site inspection report form

10) What was the least valuable about today’s training?

Sme of picture/exercise confusing

Pictures hard to figure out

Filling out forms

None

Everything was valuable

None

N/A

?

Talking to others

Key requirements of the construction general permits

F/SC22 (2011-12)\SC22-14(const)\Workshop Materials\SM_only\Evaluation_SMCWPPP.doc



Too much review

None

No overview framework the program from Fed & state level C-3 down to Muni
C-6 — what they are & what their differences are

Lack of ethics...”not good for business”

Municipalities should contact regulatory agencies.

N/A

RFB — Tanya- seemed less knowledgable. Lots of scrutiny of her presentation.
RFB Tanya

11) Please offer suggestions for what could be improved.

Label and organize exercise photos in handout with “hand-out” exercise
Colored handout pics

Better lunch

Additional case studies/practical apps.

Brightening of room and sound could be improved

Comfortable chairs

Financial aspect of the soft cost & implementation costs & construction
duration to the MRP for project sponsors.

More clear photos

None

See notes below

Clearer pictures

Better slides/pictures

The pictures were hard to see better projection ect.

Inspection related sheets to help with field work.

Clarify terms ie: linear 1,2,3..., turbitit, NTU? Who is responsible for what (ie;
enforcement).

More real life examples

Larger screen for presentations

N/A

Tanya Out.

Tanya

The class was great.

12) Please offer suggestions for future training topics.

More actual site pics for BMP violations

Same as above

Maybe get reps from proprietary products to show their products.
None.

See Notes Below.

Explain how the city is going to be responsible for violations from construction
Sites run by others.

Actually very good.

More Q&A after forms are filled out

You all are doing a find job. Keep up the good work. Thank you.
How to fill out all forms properly.

F/SC22 (2011-12)\SC22-14(const)\Workshop Materials\SM_only\Evaluation_SMCWPPP.doc



Explain up front what you are talking about instead of talking in terms of “you need
to...” and then at end explain why you are referring only to QSD & QSP.
N/A

13) General comments.

Should show example of completed forms fined in properly

Note: Especially for first time viewers. Not enough handouts (pics) for use as
exercise.

Cold in AM

More example for work/projects.

Thank you.

If this class if for only public employees then the presentation by Tanya B. on
construction general permit should be geared towards oversight of QSP/QSD
hired by contractor to protect the city. Not as if this is a training class to
become a QSPID. Too much information & confusing between city inspection
requirements & contractor requirements. | guess what | would like to have seen is a
class directed more towards city inspectors both for building and public
works/construction inspectors who are the first to be on a site finding BMP
issues. These are the people who will also help the contractor/nome owner in
selecting & inspecting installation of BMP’s.

Other speakers need to be more enthusiastic, avoid monotone, act interested &
speak louder. Within first 20 minutes | was confused bored & disinterested. It
wasn’t until just before lunch that the program outline was addressed & it still
failed to give an overview of the whole stormwater program.

Good training.

F/SC22 (2011-12)\SC22-14(const)\Workshop Materials\SM_only\Evaluation_SMCWPPP.doc
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Water Pollution _ _
Prevention Program Requirements for Architectural Copper

Clean Water. Healthy Community

Protect water quality during installation, cleaning, treating, and washing!

Copper from Buildings May Harm Aquatic Life

Copper can harm aquatic life in San Francisco Bay. Water that comes
into contact with architectural copper may contribute to impacts,
especially during installation, cleaning, treating, or washing. Patination
solutions that are used to obtain the desired shade of green or brown
typically contain acids. After treatment, when the copper is rinsed to
remove these acids, the rinse water is a source of pollutants.
Municipalities prohibit discharges to the storm drain of water used in the

installation, cleaning, treating and washing of architectural copper. Building with copper flashing,
gutter and drainpipe.

Use Best Management Practices (BMPs)

The following Best Management Practices (BMPs) must be implemented to prevent prohibited
discharges to storm drains.

During Installation

o If possible, purchase copper materials that have been pre-patinated at the factory.

e |f patination is done on-site, implement one or more of the following BMPs:

o Discharge the rinse water to landscaping. Ensure that the
rinse water does not flow to the street or storm drain.
Block off storm drain inlet if needed.

0 Collect rinse water in a tank and pump to the sanitary
sewer. Contact your local sanitary sewer agency before
discharging to the sanitary sewer.

o Collect the rinse water in a tank and haul off-site for
proper disposal.

e Consider coating the copper materials with an impervious SRR
coating that prevents further corrosion and runoff. This will Storm drain inletis blocked to prevent
also maintain the desired color for a longer time, requiring Prohibited discharge. The water must be

less maintenance pumped and disposed of properly.
During Maintenance
Implement the following BMPs during routine maintenance activities, such as power washing the roof,
re-patination or re-application of impervious coating:
e Block storm drain inlets as needed to prevent runoff from entering storm drains.

e Discharge the wash water to landscaping or to the sanitary sewer (with permission from the local
sanitary sewer agency). If this is not an option, haul the wash water off-site for proper disposal.

Protect the Bay/Ocean and yourself!

If you are responsible for a discharge to the storm drain of non-
stormwater generated by installing, cleaning, treating or washing
copper architectural features, you are in violation of the municipal
stormwater ordinance and may be subject to a fine.

Photo credit: Don Edwards National Wildlife Sanctuary

Contact Information
The San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program lists municipal stormwater contacts at
www.flowstobay.org (click on “Business”, then “New Development”, then “local permitting agency”).

FINAL February 29, 2012
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Appendix C

—  CIl Subcommittee — Attendance List— FY 2011-12
— CIl Stormwater Inspector Training Workshop — April 25, 2012
e Agenda
e Attendance List
e Summary of workshop evaluations
—  Water Utility Training Work Group — Attendance List— FY 2011-12

SMCWPPP Annual Report FY 2011-2012



Cll Subcommittee Attendance — FY 2011/12

Name Agency PHONE FAX E-Mail Sept. | Dec. | March | June
City of Atherton
Bozhena Palatnik City of Belmont 659 595- Bpalatnik@Belmont.gov N v N N
7463
Gilbert Yau City of Belmont
Leticia Alvarez City of Belmont
Randy Breoult City of Brisbane 415-508- rbreault@ci.brisbane.ca.us v
2131
Kiley Kinnon City of Burlingame 342-3727 |342-3712 | kiley.kinnon@veoliawaterna.com N
Eva Justimbaste City of Burlingame eva.justimbaste@veoliawaterna. N N
com
Stephen Daldrup City of Burlingame Stephen.daldrup@veoliawaterna J v
.com
Louis Gotelli City of Colma 757-8888 |757-8890 | Louis.Gotelli@colma.ca.us N N N v
Ward Donnelly City of Daly City 991-8208 [991-8220 | wdonnelly@dalycity.org N N N N
Michele Daher City of East Palo Alto | 853-3165 mdaher@cityofepa.org J y \ N
Salani Wendt swendt@cityofepa.org
John Doughty City of East Palo Alto jdoughty@cityofepa.org
Sharon Jones City of East Palo Alto sjones@cityofepa.org
Salani Wendt City of East Palo Alto swendt@cityofepa.org
Norm Dorais City of Foster City 286-3279 [349-7204 | ndorais@fostercity.org
Larry Carnahan City of Half Moon Bay | 650-726- larryc@hmbcity.com N J N
7177
Jen Chen Town of Hillsborough
Virginia Parks City of Menlo Park 330-6752 vkfparks@menlopark.org N v N v
330-6743
Roger Starz City of Menlo Park N
Catherine Allin City of Millbrae 259-2470 |259-2398 | callin@ci.millbrae.ca.us N N ~
Kevin Cesar City of Millbrae 222-0545 kcesar@ci.millbrae.ca.us
Lizzy Claycomb City of Pacifica jlo@ci.pacifica.ca.us
Jason Lo City of Pacifica 738-7456 loj@ci.pacifica.ca.us N N
738-3768
Raymund City of Pacifica donguinesr@ci.pacifica.ca.us N N N N
Donguines
Town of Portola
Valley
Marilyn Harang City of Redwood City | 780-7497 |780-7445 | mharang@redwoodcity.org
Gary Lepori City San Bruno 616-7020 glepori@SanBruno.ca.gov v N
Mike Dillon City San Carlos 802-4139 mdillon@cityofsancarlos.org N v
Shelli St. Clair City of San Mateo 522-7342 |522-7351 | sstclair@cityofsanmateo.org \ N N v
Debra Bickel City of San Mateo 522-7343 dbicket@cityofsanmateo.org N ~
Rob Lecel City of South San 829-3882 [829-3855 | rob.lecel@ssf.net ~ N ~
Francisco
Andy Wemmer City of South San 829-3883 Andrew.wemmer@ssf.net N
Francisco
Gratien Town of Woodside 650-851- getchebehere@woodsidetown.or
Etchebehere 6790 g
Dermot Casey County of San Mateo | 363-4957 |363-7337 | djcasey@co.sanmateo.ca.us N N v
Tim Swillinger County of San Mateo 372-6245 |627-8244 | tswillinger@co.sanmateo.ca.us
Mark Chow County of San Mateo | 599-1489 mchow@co.sanmateo.ca.us
Matt Fabry SMCWPPP 415508- |415467- | mfabry@smcgov.org N
Coordinator 2134 5547
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Name Agency PHONE FAX E-Mail Sept. | Dec. | March | June
Susan Hiestand SBSA 650 832- shiestand@sbsa.com ~ N ~
6279
Francis Rooney SBSA 650-594- frooney@sbsa.com v
8411
Cecil Felix Water Board 510 622- CFelix@waterboards.ca.gov
2343
Kristin Kerr EOA, Inc. 510-832- |[510-832- | kakerr@eoainc.com N N N
2852 2856
Fred Jarvis EOA, Inc. 510-832- [510-832- | Fejarvis@eoainc.com N N
2852 2856
No. Attending 16 17 14 17
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SAN MATEO COUNTYWIDE

Water Pollution
Prevention Program

Clean Water. Healthy Community.

Agenda

SMCWPPP CII Stormwater Inspector Training

April 25, 2012
South San Francisco Corporation Yard

Sign-in and Refreshments

1.

Welcome and Introduction

Ward Donnelly, City of Daly City, Commercial, Industrial, and Illicit Discharge

Control Subcommittee Chair

Regulatory Review
Kristin Kerr, EOA

County Environmental Health Business Inspection Work Flow
Dermot Casey, San Mateo County Environmental Health (SMCEH)

Retail Food Programs
Eva Justimbaste, City of Burlingame (Veolia Water)

Commercial Programs
e Hazardous Waste Facilities Dermot Casey, SMCEH

e Mobile Food Service Providers Joanne San Jose, SMCEH
e Mobile Washers/Oil Change Vendors Estuardo Montufar, SMCEH

Break

SMCWPPP Public Information and Participation Program (PIP)
Timothy Swillinger and Mary Bell, SMCEH

U.S. EPA Staff Perspective on Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs)
Jennifer Downey, U.S. EPA Region 9 Southern California Office

Regional Water Board Staff Perspective on PCBs
Mark Johnson, Regional Water Quality Control Board

Residential lllicit Discharge Panel Discussion

Lunch (provided)

10. Corporation Yard Inspection Exercise

11. Closing Remarks

Ward Donnelly, ClI Chair

Residential lllicit Discharge Inspections Catherine Allin, City of Millbrae
o lllicit Discharge Enforcement Ward Donnelly, City of Daly City
e Case Study - Shelli St. Clair, City of San Mateo

8:30 to 9:00

9:00 to 9:15

9:15t0 9:35

9:35 to 9:55

9:55t0 10:15

10:15 to 10:35

10:35 to 10:50

10:50 to 11:00

11:00 to 11:20

11:20 to 11:40

11:40 to 12:00

12:00 to 1:00

1:00 to 2:00

2:00to 2:15



Cll Subcommittee

Stormwater Inspector Training Workshop

April 25, 2012
Final Attendance List

Last Name | First Name Municipality Attended
1 Allin Catherine City of Millbrae X
2 Baldwin Bev San Mateo County Environmental Health X
3 Bartolo Ray City of Redwood City X
4 Bell Mary San Mateo County Environmental Health X
5 Bickel Debra City of San Mateo X
6 Block Andy City of Union City X
7 Casey Dermot San Mateo County Environmental Health X
8 Cerezo Liberty San Mateo County X
9 Cullen Darrell County of San Mateo X
10 | Daher Michelle City of East Palo Alto X
11 | Daldrup Steve City of Burlingame X
12 | Dillon Michael City of San Carlos X
13 | Donnelly Ward City of Daly City X
14 U.S. EPA Region 9 Southern California

Downey Jennifer Office X
15 | Ernest Frobie San Mateo County Environmental Health X
16 | Fascenda Ron City of Pacifica X
17 | Flood John City of Union City X
18 | Fong Peter South Bayside System Authority X
19 | Fulford Daniel City of South San Francisco X
20 County of San Mateo Environmental

Gardner Marietta Health X
21 | Gotelli Louis Town of Colma X
22 | Hiestand Susan South Bayside System Authority X
23 | Hobbs Johnny City of Union City X
24 | Hum Cristina San Mateo County X
25 | Jarin Joanne San Mateo County Environmental Health X
26 | Johnson Mark Regional Water Quality Control Board X
27 | Justimbaste Eva City of Burlingame X
28 | Tony Edmond San Mateo County Environmental Health X
29 | Kwong Harry City of Redwood City X
30 | Lam Gloria San Mateo County X
31 | Lecel Rob City of South San Francisco X
32 | Ledesma Patrick San Mateo County X
33 | Lindquist Laurent City of Menlo Park X
34 | Lo Jason City of Pacifica X
35 | Lopez Eddie City of Redwood City X
36 | Lowe Steve San Mateo County Environmental Health X
37 | Nguyen Lyna San Mateo County Environmental Health X
38 | Martin Chris City of Pacifica X
39 | Mau Bernie City of Pacifica X
40 | Mih Sabrina San Mateo County X
41 | Montufar Estuardo San Mateo County Environmental Health X
42 | Otero Jeraldine City of Menlo Park X
43 | Parks Virginia City of Menlo Park X
44 | Reed Robert County of San Mateo X
45 | Riddell Anthony City of Millbrae X
46 | Rooney Francis South Bayside System Authority X
47 | San Jose Joanne San Mateo County Environmental Health X




Last Name | First Name Municipality Attended
48 | Sekhon Al San Mateo County Environmental Health X
49 | St. Clair Shelli City of San Mateo X
50 | Swilling Timothy San Mateo County Environmental Health X
51 | Tallitsch John City of Belmont X
52 | Terrell Marjorie San Mateo County Environmental Health X
53 | Villarreal Elizabeth County of San Mateo X
54 | Wemmer Andy City of South San Francisco X
55 | Wolff Shoshana City of South San Francisco X
56 | Guier Brent San Mateo County X
57 | Erdozaincy Rose San Mateo County Environmental Health X
58 | Marcadejas Vanessa City of Menlo Park X
59 | Bilodeau Michelle San Mateo County Environmental Health X
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SAN MATED COUNTYWIDE
Water Pollution
Prevention Program
Clean Water. Healthy Community.
Evaluation Summary
SMCWPPP CIl Inspector Training Workshop
Wednesday, April 25, 2012
68 Attendees

44 Evaluations submitted (65% Evaluation Participation)

What Did You Think of the Following Presentations and Activities?
1. Regulatory Review —Kristin Kerr, EOA
35 very helpful 7 somewhat helpful 0 not helpful

Comments:

e Good refresher & useful information

e Clear and concise

e Can not hear

e Good overall review of MRP

e Very nice, efficient, useful introduction to the basics
¢ Good way to start the training

e Not dry!! Good overview of where program comes from and oversight responsibility.
e Good summary of MRP

e Informative!

e Late arrival

[ )

Provide 2 items in the handout (1) list of facilities that should have NOI, (2) Info site for list
of facilities that have filed an NOI.

2. County Environmental Health (CEH) Business Inspection Work Flow — Dermot
Casey, San Mateo County Environmental Health (SMCEH)

32 very helpful 9 somewhat helpful 2 not helpful

Comments:

Can not hear

Don’t use yellow print. Can not see.

Good to know more about

Good speaker @ ease in front of crowd

Dermot is a very great speaker. Presentation is thorough yet humorous.
Good speaker with good info.

Since | work for the county (very helpful choice)

Good recommendations

Great job, Dermot — Maybe a little less about EH work flow (or make more generic).
Always very helpful. Excellent.

Couldn’t hear from the back.

F:\Sm1x\Sm14.02 Regulatory Compliance and Planning\Training Work Group\April Workshop\evaluation summary_042512.doc
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Map on slide 2 was too small, use 1 slide with

3. Retail Food Programs — Eva Justimbaste, City of Burlingame (Veolia Water)
17 very helpful 20 somewhat helpful 4 not helpful

Comments:
Too long

Needs a PA system

I don’t work with FOG, but did have some good things to look out for.

Can'’t hear her that well.

Couldn’t hear the presentation (too soft spoken)

Not my responsibility, but good info. Needed a microphone, machine in back was LOUD!
Material very helpful, but needs to speak louder. Very knowledgeable.

Speaker needed to speak up.

Could not hear her in the back of the room.

Went way over timeline far as 15 minutes. Presentation needs more time.

Would be helpful if | could have heard Eva. Need a microphone for this large of a room.
Clear and to the point.

Not helpful only because I'm really familiar with this already.

Couldn’t hear from the back.

4. Commercial Programs: Vehicle Facilities, Mobile Food Service Providers and Mobile
Washers— SMCEH staff
25 very helpful 17 somewhat helpful 2 n