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•MS4 Permit–116 cities
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•Construction Site Permit –1 acre
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w Cities recognized stormwater as a legitimate issue

Concern for local water resources
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SW PPP had obe niq e…
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W e delivered a “Road M ap to Compliance”
W rittenmaterials
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Training workshops
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Formostcities,existingprograms
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For most cities, existing programs 
covered many of the Permit requirements
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M PCA had to issue a revised 
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Change “minimize” to “reduce”
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Public notice and comment for 
all M S4 SW PPPs

Nondegradation
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w M andated by the Clean W ater Act & M innesota 

State rules
R e i e f a e a e a
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rm Rules written for wastewater plants

“Other half” of TM DLs

Keepwatersofftheimpairedlist
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o Keep waters off the impaired list

M aintain pollutant loads at 1988 levels

“Reasonable& practical”standard“Reasonable & practical” standard
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30 cities
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Fastest growing & largest

3 parameters
Ph h
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rm Phosphorus

Total Suspended Solids
Volume –Streams & W etlands

LoadingAssessment
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o Loading Assessment

Determine amount and location of change
1988 to current, current to 2020 or ultimate

NondegReportNondeg Report
M easures to address change
Explanation of what is reasonable & practical

Review andcomment–localwaterauthorities
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Review and comment –local water authorities
M PCA review and approval
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LM C sought negotiationsLMC sought negotiations
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Cities had multiple problems with both concepts 
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LM C filed a Contested Case Hearing Petition
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Potential legal fees of $350,000

Serious negotiations began
in Summer 2005

Permit was finalized and 
a e i a ch
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W ea e egi ig ee a a e
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w W e are beginning to see mandated 

stormwater reductions in TM DL 
implemen a ionplan
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rm implementation plans

Lower M innesota River TM DL: Low 
xy –
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o Dissolved Oxygen –30%  Phosphorus 

reduction

Shingle Creek TM DL –71%  Chloride 
reduction
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a e he i ic e a e i
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w W atershed District rules and permits

Volume reduction standards

Standardsinotherstates
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rm Standards in other states

W isconsin –80%  reduction of TSS

OversightbyUSEPA Region5
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o Oversight by USEPA Region 5

Focus on construction sites

Overlap between M S4 and Construction Site 
Permits

3rd party lawsuits
& he
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M CEA & others

M PCA, cities, & others are possible targets
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w New nondegradation rule

Process just beginning
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rm New construction site permit

Underway at the M PCA staff

New workgrouptoaddress
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o New work group to address 

Construction Permit compliance
and administration

Under the M innesota Stormwater Steering Committee

TM DLs
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M i e aCiie S a e C aii
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w M innesota Cities Stormwater Coalition

Rely on new development and redevelopment
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rm New design standards and performance 

measures
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Similar to NURP and rate control…

But more so!m !

Volume control and more stringent standards

W illapplytopublicandprivateprojects
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W ill apply to public and private projects

Statewide or individual cities?
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Alternativetothetraditionalstakeholderprocess
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Alternative to the traditional stakeholder process

Don’t just wait for the M PCA to write and issue

Establish a staff-to-staff working relationship
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abl a a - - a r ngr la n p

Partner in developing and writing materials

M PCA & M CEA
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Partners can still play “hardball”

W ork as a coalition

These programs are not going away –They will just 
get more rigorous and demanding
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Never underestimate how stormwater will intrude 
into operations
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