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Municipal Stormwater Permits

Phase |
(Issued 1995,
reissued 2007, 2012, 2019)

King, Snohomish, Pierce & Clark
counties; Seattle & Tacoma

reissued 2012, 2019)

Eastern WA Phase Il
(Issued 2007, 19 cities and parts of 6 counties

reissued 2012, 2019)

All three permits
include Secondary
Permittees

47 Secondaries — Ports, Schools,
Irrigation Districts, etc.

Western WA Phase Il " .
> (Issued 2007, 81 cities and parts of 6 counties
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Today’s topics

» Why regional monitoring?

» How does the permit work?

» What are we learning? f}

» How are we sharing findings?

» Benefits of this approach! Q“MI

» Some lessons shared...

Stormwater Action Monitoring




What it took to change the paradigm

Stakeholder New permit Regional
recommendations requirements monitoring
and buy-in and staff program

Regulator’s
commitment




We have BIG questions

Recelving waters:

= o Are things getting better
or worse?

e Are we protecting key
resources?

Effectiveness:

e What is/isn’t working?
4 - e What works better or
is more cost-effective?



So many things we might monitor

Who gets to
decide?
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Stormwater Action Monitoring

Status and Effectiveness Source
trends studies identification
e Are receiving Are required Any regional
waters getting actions solutions to
better or working? common
worse? _, problems?

Don’t
Drip &Drive

... and research to better understand impacts and
develop new ways to treat and prevent problems



Keep the mess out of the permit

_ Payments fu[flll the permlt memtormg rEqwrements
m,,.— SAMand process*are descrlbedJn the~perm|t FactSheet
AII Western Washmgton MS4 permlttees are partlupatlng, _ ‘_ .
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Freedom from"

the shackles! ‘
v
\d

\
p \

» Diversity of topics

~

-

» Mix of short and long-term
projects

» No timeframes or ceilings

» Many longer, larger than
typical grant projects

» Multi-year studies can be
done in phases

» Interim findings -






We are answering our BIG questions!
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We are answering our BIG questions!

B Good
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- -

Within UGA Outside UGA
Biological Condition (B-1BI})
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Ecology is the service provider

SAM e |nvoice permittees annually

Coordinator e Execute contracts

. e Approve deliverables
duties PP

e Procure state spending authority
e Manage cash flow

e Provide quarterly budget reports

",
e Maintain webpage /g &
S s
e Communicate findings i Z %
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Sharing findings with stormwater managers
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RRETED PN et WILTE L T el oy LA o,
countias, and agencies throughout
the stata.

Much of tha activity oesas Impatus
and funding ta the Starmwatar
fAction Monitoring {5AM) program
compased of 93 entities {cities

The city’s return
on the investment
was huge—it
essentially cost
Battle Ground
$31,000 to get

the results of a
$500.000 project.

and countles throughout thea state,
2= well as tha ports of Saattia and
Tacoma) that are collactivaly pooling
thesr monay to maonitor stormwater
With pooled rasources, they can do
regionally relavant work and bigger
and konger studies than could be
accomplishad through a singla gramnt
program.

"Soma of the prajects In tha first
rownd mvestigatad diffarent types of
soll mixes and how they can inform
stormwatar treatment mathods,” says
Eally Uhazz, assodiate stormwatar
arginear for tha City of Battla
Grownd. "0na project relatad ta

ERILT o Al LT T, O ST T Lt
and fish.”

& projact nvestigating stormwater
traatrmant at this scale cowld casily
oost $400,000 cr BL00,000, making
t cost-prohlbitiva for a oty of Battie
iGrourd's slze to mplamant. Tha
poaled rasourcas allow both larga
ared small dtias and countlas—Phase |
and Phasa ||—to reap tha banafits
of thesa large-scaie projacts. “Evan
thowgh all of tha first-round projacts
wera In tha Pegat Sownd araa, the
racommandations and effects of
thasa projects are relevant, usefu
and falt throughout the state,”
says Uhazz, whosa dty was nitially
shaptical of SAMs afficacy bacause
of the projects’ incation. “Whathar
you're i Puget Socund or down hare
n Battla Ground, If thay coma up with
a good blocratention mix that traats
starm runoff. that's going to wark far
us down hare and for Puget Sound”

Thia finmncial Impact of tha SAM
praqram can ba profound: Battie
iEround contributed $7,72E a year for
fowr yaars, totaling abowt B31,000;
thia total fund was abaut 80 milllan
owar 10 waars. Tha oity’s ratwrn on
tha Invastment was thus huge—it
assantially cost Battle Ground
FI1L000 to gat the rasults of 2
500 000 project.

"It"s & raally Innovativa Idea that
Eoology proposed, to pool monay
ard try to fund projacts,” says Ukazz.
TYou cmn do projects on a scala that
cltles Indhvidually wauldn't b2 abla to
o —Rachal Sandstrom Maorrison ¢

SERPTEMBER/CCTOEER 2007

CITYVISION MAGAZINE ]
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We've learned a lot

» Keep details outside the permit
» Huge effort to launch =\

» Permittees are OK with ’h -
Ecology hosting SAM L

» Few findings in time to
inform the next permit

» Continually educate

hnew people A

» Communication takes tons of effort

» It was worth it

oy



You can have a program like SAPM

Stormwater Action Monitoring

Region gets

Stakeholders One entity answers to
make decisions takes charge BIG

questions!

Payment =
permit
compliance
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