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Support
Passive Num
Support low Limit (50-150
NTU NTU) or Conditions for Concerns with Option
Doc Fully Support Fully Support Numerical Benchmark  Option 2 to take 1 or BMP
State ID* Option2 13 NTU Limit Limit _ Limit effect Option Other Comments B
No. Option 2 should
Administration be based on Effluent limit for pH is not needed, better to require specific
of any numeric Do not support disturbed area, BMPs for concrete truck washout. Much additional local control
limits reported any numeric prefer no is required in FL MS4 districts, and also through Environmental
to State is compliance numeric limits, Resource Permitting Program implemented through the State's
costly; issues  limit, but but benchmark five water management districts. Cost to State for implementing
up to 5,000 benchmarks limits may be any type of reportable numeric limits is high, and prosecution of
CGP permits  may be possible for Opt sites for turbidity not measured by EPA approved methods
FL 1207 No. No. ‘annually _possible 2sites ~ Nocomment \virtually impossible. -
Concern about
usage of Comments actually from Honolulu located on Oahu. Wants to
chemicals; lack know the contribution of sediment from other sources
Opposed, but  of land in HI; and compared to construction activity; Noted that, except for a few
Numeric limits any ATS design of the 17 sites used for NTU limit, very little is known;
using passive should consider 2 yr, 24 hrrain event  Concerned about huge size of detention ponds being proposed
systems would worst case varies extremely in and probability of pond failures due to the tremendous
HI 1304 No ~ Opposed  Opposed _be preferable  conditions throughout the state  variability in rain events and the state soil properties.
Prefer limit
above
Prefer <50 Yes, believe  background. Rough terrain often
NTU above  ATS can work Passive might requires ponds located Comments were submitted by the Cours de Alene branch of ID
BG with training, work. Rule essentially in stream DEQ (an area with "extreme" topo features). In rough terrain,
downstream  but cited first must contain bed; many additional  sediment basin failures have been spectacular and many
(25 NTU over hand far more design features needed design criteria must be addressed locally. Other erosion control
10 consec. experiences  procedures and to work. Do not BMPs work better. The rough terrain and rapid runoff also
days); WQ with chitosan  training for safe emphasize ponds; do  create problems for ATS operations; Need training for ATS
should be overuse and  operation of not work well in Cours  operators; Overuse or mismanagement of polymer is not
ID 1269 No. ~ objective  toxicity = ATS ‘No comment de Alene. _deliberate, but does happens with toxic results.
Allow alternatives to KS notes that in preamble rule implementation is to take five
ponds for some sites at years, wants this expressed in final rule, because that time will
State/local discretion.  be needed to reissue CGPs. Wants peak discharge flow to be
No. No Opt 2, but for No vegetated buffers.  determined by local regulators and not part of ELG, Concern
Recommends ponds with >15  If ponds required for expressed about impact of low turbidity on stream channel
passive acres drainage, <15 acres drainage, stability. Commented that vegetated strips outside silt fences
technology with add +1000 cu ft then no +1000 cu ft not always practical, especially in urban settings. Many specific
no numeric basin size with  basin size and no reservations were expressed regarding administration of
KS 1085 No. No. No. limits L=4xW L=4 xW. Option 2.

C:\Documents and Setftag®j®ngsworthi\Local Settings\Temporary Internet Files\OLK4 1\Summary of State Comments xls












