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     Workshop Evaluation Summary 
           
     86 Attendees 
     39 Responses per Question 

 
 

Annual Development (C.3) Workshop  
MRP 3.0 Requirements 

Zoom Meeting - Tuesday, January 31, 2023 
 

 

What Did You Think of the Following Presentations? 
 

1. Overview of Current and New C.3 Requirements for Parcel-Based 
Development Projects,” – Jill Bicknell, EOA, Inc. 
 
49 very useful      6 somewhat useful       0 not useful 

 
2. Development Review Process: Incorporating Stormwater 

Requirements,”) – Jill Bicknell, EOA, Inc  
 
48 very useful       9 somewhat useful       0 not useful 

3. Development Review Process,” –  Peter Schultze-Allen, EOA, Inc. 
 
39 very useful       13 somewhat useful       0 not useful 
 

4. Development Review Process: Stormwater Control Plan and SMCWPPP 
C.3 – C.6 Development Review Checklist Case Studies,” – James 
O’Connell, City of Redwood City 
 
50 very useful       7 somewhat useful       0 not useful 

 

5. Development Review Process: Stormwater Control Plan and SMCWPPP 
C.3-C.6 Development Review Checklist Case Studies,” – Jennifer Lee, City 
of Burlingame 
 
55 very useful       0 somewhat useful       0 not useful 

 

6. Green Stormwater Infrastructure – Jill Bicknell, EOA, Inc. 
 
45 very useful       6 somewhat useful       0 not useful 
 

7. Green Stormwater Infrastructure New Requirements for Transportation 
Projects – Peter Schultze-Allen, EOA, Inc. 
 
46 very useful       11 somewhat useful       0 not useful 
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8. Green Stormwater Infrastructure Case Studies – Sven Edlund, City of San 

Mateo 
 
34 very useful       9 somewhat useful       0 not useful 
 

9. Green Stormwater Infrastructure Case Studies – James O’Connell, City of 
Redwood City 
 
31 very useful       7 somewhat useful       0 not useful 
 

10.  Green Stormwater Infrastructure Case Studies – Reid Bogert, C/CAG 
 
37 very useful      6 somewhat useful         0 not useful 

 
Did this workshop meet your expectations?  

39 Yes      0 Somewhat 0 No  

 

Are you willing to make a short presentation at future trainings?  

22 Don’t Call me, I’ll Call You       11 I’ll think about it       3 Yes 

 

Do you have any general comments on the training?  

• None (13) 

• Good presentations. Good reminders on the new permit changes. 

• I thought the team did a really nice job pulling this together and all parts felt 

complementary and relevant. 

• Much more technical.  A good review of the issues that are unclear and reasonable 

interpretation and discussion how to address them. 

• Very good. Perhaps we can update some of the graphics that were reused from previous 

presentations so there is new content. 

• Longer lunch break! Otherwise very informative and clear. 

• Helpful review of MRP updates, the visuals were especially helpful in explaining the 

changes. 

• Very useful presentations.  I really liked Jill's presentation of what to look for in reviewing 

a C.3 project with the visual slides of the treatments measures and where located in the 

project DMA's. 

• I thought the training was great. Great relevant topics, informative and appreciate the 

number of presentations and different speakers to help break it up.  

• The training was good. It would be great to have a brief overview of why the C.3 

requirements need to be implemented. It would also be helpful to know how the "credits" 

work.  

• I appreciated that we left the basics of C.3 aside and focused on the changes from the 
MRP, public installations, alternative compliance, and regional-scale projects. 

• Very informative. 

• Great presentations and presenters (2. 

• I really liked the "case studies" and thought the MRP 3.0 slides were every informative.  
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• Great training, nice to hear about example projects. 

• Need longer lunch break :-) 

• Very informative and learned a lot. 

• Good slides; Would have liked a bit more info on the C.3-C.6 checklist. 

• Great variety of topics and presenters.  

• Really good and informative. 

• I appreciated the sample projects and also the high-level changes to the MRP with the 
latest update.  

• Would be nice to see more in field pictures of how things get installed and how not to 
install. 

• With the transition into MRP 3.0 in the works some of the training was a little too open 
ended and hard to follow. 

• Great training! Really appreciated all the real-world examples and case studies (and the 
fake one too- thanks Peter!). 

• I still have some confusion about the MRP project area as at one point it was said the 
50% rule only applies to the on-site land, but the off-site land is now considered the 
project.  

• Great! 
 

Do you have any ideas for topics for future trainings?  

• No (21). 

• Detailed example(s) of infeasibility analysis that are accepted by the water board. 

• Would be good to go into detail on operations and maintenance again at some point. 

Also new regulations on roads as the permit advances. 

• I think alternative compliance was a topic mentioned in every presentation - an issue 

getting more attention since many regulated projects can't fit GI into their frontage and 

are looking for options. 

• I think it would be cool to crowdsource a checklist of things to look for during plan. 

reviews. Ex: check ponding height, check location of cleanouts, check native plants. 

• Can someone share how they're successfully tracking alternative compliance?  We tend 

to avoid this due to the complications of having treatment somewhere other than the 

project site/frontage. 

• The impact of extreme flooding events and rainfall on GI and C3 regulated projects -

some new innovations or ideas that would help address extreme flooding events. 

• Asset management. 

• It would be nice to include more time on worksheets.  

• There was a question asked about in-person trainings. I'm not sure if it's feasible, but 

conducting in-person trainings via site visits of case studies around the area would be 

insightful. 

• Maybe we can talk about how C.3 affects single family homes. 

• Interested about how silva cell maintenance has been. 

• More updates as MRP 3.0 progresses. 

• More on alternative compliance. 

• A BMP presentation. 

• Installation observations. 

• C.4, C.5 and C.6. 

• A common comments presentation would be great, so all plan reviewers have a 

standard way of communicating with our clients.  

 


