Comprehensive Workgroup Meeting 6-17-04

Welcome and Introductions of Newest Member:

Mike McMillan, McAnich, Corp.

Update on Runoff Control Team Effort

Wayne Peterson, NRCS provided an update on the Runoff Control Team activities.  The workgroup met on June 4 to discuss the acceleration of activities.  The need for interim standards and specifications was discussed.  A separate committee has been organized to make recommendations on which state manual to use as interim standards and specifications for erosion and sediment control and post construction.

Upcoming Events

IAMU along with NRCS, and URBAN are organizing regional workshops that will focus on SWPPP development and inspections at construction sites.  These events will be held in August, September and October this year.

IAMU, URBAN, and NRCS have been planning the Stormwater Expo that will be held at IAMU on October 5, 2004.

Lorman Company is planning a workshop on November 9 in Cedar Rapids that will focus on stormwater regulatory updates.

Follow-up on SWPPP Discussion Last Meeting

Group discussion on Phase II SW regulations, what is the city vs IDNR responsibility.  Joe Griffin indicated that the Phase II cities may choose to have their own enforcement mechanism that will include local ordinances.  Non-Phase II cities can rely on IDNR district office staff to enforce.  There may be overlapping issues with city and IDNR enforcement that need to be clarified.  

Ubbo Agena suggested that a future topic for this group should be to discuss city and IDNR enforcement interaction.

A question on the number of cities in Iowa that have stormwater ordinances was raised.

Meeting Focus on Statewide Stormwater Standards

Ubbo discussed bacteria standards and if there are city violations and the city does not respond it may cause problems for the city in the future.  Nutrients also discussed.

Steve Jones gave a brief overview on standards.  He discussed “beneficial use”, most streams in Iowa have general use designation.  There is a set of class A,B, C level streams.  POTW’s have permits with required discharge limits for certain parameters.  Designated use of water could drive treatment standards.  Right now we don’t have urban stream standards.  TMDL’s were also briefly defined.  Current federal law for Phase I and II cities is Maximum Extent Practicable (MEP).  Steve’s personal opinion on standards is that once you have a treatment system to meet numeric standard then you in essence have a permit similar to a POTW.  Steve also asked what would become of a numeric standard when dealing with TMDLs.

Ubbo mentioned three types of standards:

Numeric Standards:  Water quality or discharge standard

Performance Standards:  An example might be to require the capture of the first 1” of rainfall

Practice Standards:  An example adopt SUDAS standards

Ubbo discussed the process to adopt numeric standards that in the end would have to be approved by EPA and may be more strict than the state proposed standards that the state would have to implement.  There is currentLy outside pressure on IDNR to classify urban streams into ABC or expanded designations. 17% of streams now A, B, or C, most general use.

Ken Dekeyser with Cedar Rapids gave a brief presentation on Cedar Rapids water quality standard that was adopted in 2001.   Their standard is to detain 1 inch of rainfall over a 24 hour period.  They researched these numbers during development of this requirement.  The 1 inch is based on a 6 month to 1 year storm type and 24 hours allows enough time for solids to settle out.  They also allow bioretention and wetlands for water quality improvements of stormwater.  Ken also discussed the methods used to design stormwater features and the issues they faced with their standard and the size of features with respect to storm types.  

Steve Jones commented on the pollutant loads based on frequency and intensity of storms.  There is a need to still to address the 10-25 year storm.  He also discussed the design criteria for fill and draw systems.  

Wally Mook mentioned Bettendorf’s direction towards regional stormwater facilities.  During construction use for a sediment basin and then convert to flood control.  They would plant basins with native vegetation.  

Chuck Thomas indicated that the developers would prefer practice and performance-based standards rather than numeric standards.

Steve Jones mentioned the need to address post and during construction standards.

Wayne Peterson discussed that stormwater management for water quality should occur on a lot-by-lot basis.  Manage for the first flush.  Regional basins are not good for improving water quality.

Steve Jones mentioned the need for the developer to work with the city on stormwater issues and post construction responsibilities and 100% built out issues.

Doug Adamson indicated the importance of local ordinances and on the state level there is a need for statewide standards for stormwater.

Allen Bradley asked about monitoring requirements if there were numeric standards.  Mark Masteller asked about the relationship between numeric standards and TMDLs.

Steve Jones discussed the SUDAS effort where the BMPs would be defined with application and expected performance.  Practice standards if adopted by city then they would work with developers to figure out what is best.  What happens to nonPhase I and II cities?  If require adoption of SUDAS then who would this apply to?   

Some discussion on hydraulic standards.  BMP based standards and updates.  SUDAS continually updating.  If someone wants to use other BMPs must meet hydraulic standard.  Have statewide standards and a certification program based on last meetings recommendations.

Ubbo comments on TMDLs.  Look at stream and all discharges.  How much load can stream take and relate to standard and look at how much reduction in contaminants and then look at controlling those contaminants.  IDNR wouldn’t require you to have to reduce by a certain amount.  The city would have to implement a program through ordinances and IDNR would review after 4-5 years.  Examples might be to limit fertilizer use.  A numeric approach to standards requires a lot of effort including monitoring.

Allen Bradley mentioned that even if performance (or practice) criteria

are recommended, the committee may need to consider and comment on

whether there is role for monitoring of the actual performance of

stormwater measures (on a limited basis) as a part of the assessment and

continual refinement of stormwater standards within the state.

Wayne Peterson mentioned the need for retrofit direction for stormwater management for water quality.  There may be a need for a different set of standards for retrofits.  

Ubbo mentioned that new and existing development issues need to be addressed.  There could be a time limit that would require retroactive time to come into compliance.  

Overall Group Recommendation Regarding Statewide Stormwater Standards:

· Numeric standards were not the preferred course of action.

· The group seems to prefer practice and performance-based standards and perhaps a combination of the two.

