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The Story of Noah (2011)  

 



Storm Water Regulations 

  

Why Regulate Storm Water? 



Regulations are 

necessaryé 

 

 



Expected Benefits of Regulation 

üEnhanced commercial and recreational fishing  

üEnhanced opportunities for swimming, boating 

and non -contact recreation  

üReduced flood damage  

üDrinking water benefits  

 



Expected Benefits of Regulation 

üNavigational benefits  

üReduced illness from consuming contaminated 

seafood and swimming in contaminated water  

üEnhanced aesthetic value  



Howeveréat what cost? 

ü 25% unemployment in construction industry  

üCitiesô budgets stripped  

Å Local tax revenues down  

Å State theft and extortion of redevelopment  

Å Cities are backing off of bonds  

 



Howeveréat what cost? 

ü Stagnant economy  

Å No new jobs  

Å No new building  

Å No funding sources  

 

LA Times reported last Friday that 'New home slump is 
keeping the door shut on U.S. recovery .'    

 

So where will the funds come from?  

 



Cost of Regulations in California  
(2009 study by the Governor's office) 

üCalifornia is one of the worst places to do 

business in the US  

üTotal cost of regulation in CA is $493 billion  

üAlmost five times the stateôs general fund 

budget  

üAlmost a third of the stateôs gross product 



Cost of Regulations in California  
(2009 study by the Governor's office) 

üResults in an employment loss of 3.8 million 

jobs (1/10 th  of the stateôs population) 

üEquates to $38,400 per household  

üEquates to $13,000 per resident  



Economics asideé 

Please at least tell me the  

water quality regulations are 

improving our water quality! 



2006 ï Municipal Permit Hearings 

ñIt is evident that you are dragging your feet and 

not doing enoughéò   

-  John Robertus , Former Executive Officer, 

RWQCB (Region 9)  

 (paraphrase of statement directed at cities after 

pointing out that water quality had degraded in the 

previous permit cycles)  

 

Soéwhereôs the problem? 



San Diego County Municipal Permits 

Six Minimum Control Measures 

üPublic education and outreach  

üPublic involvement and participation  

ü Illicit discharge detection and elimination  

üConstruction site runoff control  

üPost -construction runoff control  

üPollution prevention/good housekeeping  

 



San Diego County Municipal Permits 
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San Diego County Municipal Permit  

Regulatory Realities 

üPrimary focus -  new development, redevelopment  

üPressure to comply with unrealistic deadlines  

ü Limited resources must be spent on numerous 
and frequent inspections, assessments, reports, 
URMPs, JURMPs, WURMPs, and éOh, yeahé 

MONITORING!  

üWhat is ñMaximum Extent Practicable?ò 

 



San Diego County Municipal Permit  

Regulatory Realities 

üStrict interpretation of Porter -Cologne Act  

ÅCurb and gutter become ñwaters of the stateò 

Å Requires onsite treatment options only  

Å Effectively eliminates better regional solutions  



2007 Municipal Permit 
(the more things change, the more they stay the same) 

üFocus still on new development/redevelopment  

üHydromodification Management added  

Å onsite solutions are THE focus  

Å creek rehabilitation? (in lieu of onsite solutions)  

Å direct discharge to largest rivers d/s of dams exempt  

Å urban infill projects exempt SOMETIMES  

Å continuous simulation models (HSPF, SWMM, HMS)  

Å more detail in HMP presentation yesterday  

 

 



2007 Municipal Permit 
(the tragic irony) 

 

HMP in SD actually hinders stream rehabilitation! 

üFocus of permit and HMP (onsite exclusively)  

üCreek rehabilitation option in HMP is too 
restrictive  

Å restrictive rules, limited applications  

Å restrictive materials (not always viable)  

Å more expensive than onsite option  

Å ñoffsiteò opportunities not an option 

 



2007 Municipal Permit 
(the tragic irony) 

Development/redevelopment  timetable is too long 
ï stream systems at greatest risk wonôt wait for 
new development/redevelopment  

Meanwhileé 

Existing stream rehabilitation projects have been 
identified and prioritized, yet remain unfunded        
(e.g., WMPs)  

 



Effects of Ecosystem Trajectory on Restoration Values 



Agua Hedionda Creek 
Degradation From 

Increased Discharge Energy  


