Presentation to

Connecticut LID ana
SGP Partners

SUmmany/ ef Partner nterviews

Viay 26, 2010

FUSS & O’NEILL




tation Overview

o Background
o [nferming and Engaging| Partners
o Jelephone Inteniews

o Eindings




Background and Purpose
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

May 12,2010

‘The Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) has initiated a project to explore
opportunities to add low impact development (LID) conceps and planninginto four stormwler generl e
(SGPs)-—construction, municipal separate storm sewer systems (MS4s), industrial, and commercial. The project
b0 ke recomsendation fof modifcations f th So Esoslr and Sodment Cortrf Guldelies s she
Stormwater Quality Manual to better incorporate LID principles. DEP intends for this to be a partner-driven
process. A stakeholder group is being formed that will participate in the review of current DEP policies and
standards and offer strategies to incorporate LID into DEP's programs.

We will hold a workshop at our 79 Elm Strcet Offices in the Phocnix Auditorium on May 26, 2010
from 9:15 to 11:45 a.m. t0 begin the process. You are invited and an agenda for the meeting is attached. This
meeting will be the first in a series of five meetings to be held over the course of the next eight months. Fuss &
O"Neill, contractor for the project, will be contacting you in advance of the May 26 partner workshop to begin the
discussion of LID and the SGP amendment process. Your ideas will also be used to guide actvities a the workshop.

Using American Reinvestment and Recovery Act funding, DEP entered into a contract with Fuss & O"Neill
Consultants, who assisted us with the most recent update 10 the Stormwater Quality Manal
study of general permits around the country, LID policy, and the potential f
information will be provided to you to form the basis for your decision making on this project. The Fuss & O"Neill
team will include Larry Coffman, who originated the LID method in Pringe George’s County, MD and authored
Low-Impact Development Design Strategies (2000), which was the very first LD manual.

A web page Ima mn cruuo on 1)1:1'\ web site at
19

The website represents anode of communication for this project and will efficiently put project materials at
u fingertips while avoiding unnecessary priniouts, mailings, et It will nclude project mterials such as
‘workshop agendas, workshop summaries, and technical reports.

Vhy are we making this partner driven? We recognize that whatever policy is established wil ultimaely.
be implemented at the ground level by Connecticut’s regulated sector and community organizations. Thus, the
approach we take to regulation must be practicable for everyone. DEP hopes everyone will be fully engaged in
implementation.

We very much look forward to working with you on this important project and look forward to sceing you
May 26.
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http://www.ct.gov/dep/cwp/view.asp?a=2719&q=459488&depNav_GID=1654

one Interviews

o |nterviewed! 17 pantners throughr Viay 19
o EUSs & O'Nelll placeadlcalls

o |nternviews were loesely hased on anfintenview
guestionnaire




Findings—Are You Famiiliar...?

o 13 of 17 said “yes.”
o 3 said “a little” or “somewhat.”

o 1 answered “no.”

- NO
..




)IS—EXperience with LID

Table 1
Interviewee Reports of Experience with LID

- | Responses Res DONSes
_

Both Project and Policy




Findings—How should LID be Incorporated?

Table 2
Interviewee’s Preference for Type of LID Standard

Type of LID Standard Number of Percentage of
Respons;.es1 Responses
Guidance 29%

No Regulation 29%
Incentive-Based Approach 12%
Regulation 35%
Performance Standard 24%

Not sure or no response 17%

Note:
1 Total number of responses do not sum to 17 as several respondents suggested use of a combination of approaches.




Findings—BMP of Choice?

Table 3

Interviewee’s Response to the Question
“Should LID be the BMP of Choice?”

Should LID be the BMP of Choice?

Number of
Responses

Percentage of
Responses

Yes no Qualification

24%

Yes with Qualification

48%

No Response

6%

Other Approach Suggested

17%

No

0%




Findings—Demonstration of LID?

Table 4
Interviewee’s Response to the Question
“How Should LID be Demonstrated?”

How Should LID be Demonstrated? Number of Percentage of
Responses Responses
Runoff Volume 24%
Graduated Permit Limits 6%

Pollutant Levels Based on Runoff 6%

Volume
Performance Criteria 17%
No Response or Not Sure 29%
Suggested “Flexibility” in Response 12%
Suggested “Simplicity” in Response 17%
Other Approach Suggested 17%




Findings—Ultility Districts?

Table 5
Interviewee’s Response to the Question
“Should we use Stormwater Utility Districts as a Regulatory Device?”

Should we use Utility Districts as a Number of Percentage of
Regulatory Device? Responses Responses
Yes 24%

Maybe, Not Sure, efc. 6%

No 6%

Politically Unlikely 17%
Unnecessary Government 29%




Findings—What Role would you ?

Table 6
Interviewee’s Response to the Question
“What Role would you like to Play?”

What Role would you like to Play? Number of Percent of
Affirmative Affirmative
Responses Responses
Develop and/or Review Policy and 15 88%
Standards
Engage a Constituency 12 71%
Education and Training of Others 14 82%
Qualified Local Program and Ultility Fi 40%
Districts
Participation as a Partner 15 88%




