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The Story of Noah (2011)
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Storm Water Regulations

Why Re torm Water?
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Expected Benefits of Reqgulation

I Enhanced commercial and recreational fishing

I Enhanced opportunities for swimming, boating
and non -contact recreation

I Reduced flood damage

1 Drinking water benefits



Expected Benefits of Reqgulation

U Navigational benefits

U Reduced illness from consuming contaminated
seafood and swimming in contaminated water

U Enhanced aesthetic value



However éat W h &

U 25% unemployment in construction industry
UCitiesO budgets stripped

A Local tax revenues down
A State theft and extortion of redevelopment
A Cities are backing off of bonds



However éat W h &

U Stagnant economy

A No new jobs
A No new building
A No funding sou

orted last Friday that New home
fie door shut on U.S. recovery )

So whe



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

t California is one of the worst places to do
business in the US

U Total cost of regulation in CA is $493 billion

U Al most firve t1I mes t he st
budget

U0 Al most a third of t he st
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Cost of Regulations in California
(2009 study by the Governor's office)

U Results in an employment loss of 3.8 million
jobs(1/10 "of t he st ateds popu

U Equates to $38,400 per household
U Equates to $13,000 per resident



FEconoml cs as.i

Please at least tell me the
water quality regulations are
Improving our water quality!



20061 Municipal Permit Hearings

nl't 1 s evident that you are dr a
not doing enough¢éeéo

- 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)

Soewheprmre@gsaa i he prob



San Diego County Municipal Permits
Six Minimum Control Measures

0 Public education and outreach

0 Public involvement and participation

1 lllicit discharge detection and elimination

0 Construction site runoff control

0 Post -construction runoff control

0 Pollution prevention/good housekeeping
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San Diego County Municipal Permits
Six Minimum Control Measures

Public education and outreach
Public involvement and participation
lllicit discharge detection and elimination

Construction site runoff control

Pollution prevention/good housekeeping



San Diego County Municipal Permit
Regulatory Realities

0
0

0

0

Primary focus

- new development, redevelopment

Pressure to comply with unrealistic deadlines

Limited resources must be spent on numerous
and frequent inspections, assessments, reports,

U R MBEsSEs

Wh at

S

JURMPs, WURMPS,
MONITORING!

AMaxi mum EXxtent
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San Diego County Municipal Permit
Regulatory Realities

U Strict interpretation of Porter -Cologne Act
ACurb and gutter become fdwat er
A Requires onsite treatment options only

A Effectively eliminates better regional solutions



2007 Municipal Permit

(the more things change, the more they stay the same)

U Focus still on new development/redevelopment

U0 Hydromodification Management added

A onsite solutions are THE focus

creek rehabilitation? (in lieu of onsite solutions)
direct discharge to largest rivers d/s of dams exempt
urban infill projects exempt SOMETIMES

continuous simulation models (HSPF, SWMM, HMS)

more detail in HMP presentation yesterday
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2007 Municipal Permit
(the tragic irony)

U Focus of permit and HMP (onsite exclusively)

U Creek rehabilitation option in HMP Is too
restrictive

A restrictive rules, limited applications

A restrictive materials (not always viable)

A more expensive than onsite option

AfAhoffsiteo opportunities not ¢



2007 Municipal Permit
(the tragic irony)

Development/redevelopment timetable is too long
Istream systems at greatest
new development/redevelopment

Existing stream rehabilitation projects have been
identified and prioritized, yet remain unfunded
(e.g., WMPs)
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Effects of Ecosystem Trajectory on Restoration Values

RESTORATION

RECOVERY
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Sycamore-Oak Riparian Woodland

Agua Hedionda Creek
Degradation From
Increased Discharge Energy

Oak Riparian Woodland with incised channel

LIVE OAK LIVE OAK




