Second Draft of Section 2 and Section 8
Section 2:
1. Why would districts have different definitions?  All definitions used for ERP processes should be in Volume 1 for consistency. Possibility to separate those definitions that are based on District?  
2. Recommend adding definitions for Discharge Structure, Nutrient, Pollutant, 
3. Aquitard -  “Confining unit” means a strata or layer of clay, hardpan, organic mucks, or other material that restrict the movement of water below that strata or layer. 
4. As-builts -  As-builts are a term of art meaning final drawings of the built condition certified by a professional, while record drawings are not necessarily the same although they could be used to reflect the constructed condition. There is no reference to record drawings in Ch. 62-330, FAC, and no other reference in this section.
5. Average Annual Nutrient Load - Define event mean concentration vs event mean nutrient concentration
6. BMP for Stormwater Treatment -  Will each District be responsible for maintaining a BMP Library?   What are the evaluation parameters?  What is basis of economic consideration?  Cost/lb removal?  Perpetual maintenance cost should be included as well to fully understand the economic impact of the BMP. Who conducts the testing?  Will it be independent testing?  Manufacturer certification?
7. Control Elevation – should “control device” be “control structure”?
8. Creation – Is this definition necessary?
9. Detention – what if the release is to a second system or upstream?
10. Directly Connected Impervious Area – How is ‘sufficient’ defined? Is it found in section 9.x?
11. Drainage Basin – the definition (old #31) is inconsistent with HUC definition – is this needed if using the HUC 12? How does this compare to the WMD drainage basins?
12. Floodplain – Should the definition reference ‘as established by FEMA’?
13. Impaired Water – “Impaired waters include…” – this suggests there are others? Should this be “are” or “consist of”?  “other evidence’’ is subjective..
14. Project Area – Add: Existing features that remain unchanged beyond what may be considered routine maintenance or temporary project impacts, are not included.
15. Redevelopment – What is ‘intense’ land use? Should the statement about “has not been previously permitted” be in the definition, or the rule? For example redevelopment - previously permitted and redevelopment - not previously permitted.
16. Registered Professional – recommend adding a definition of certified inspector-
17. Riprap – why is it limited to coastal applications? Riprap can be used an energy dissipator for pipe outfalls, or for a breakwater.
18. Soil Survey - "Soil surveys" are produced by others for many reasons.  If wanting to define USGS Soil Maps or NRCS soil survey consider adding agency. Are site specific soil surveys not allowed?
19. Stormwater – this definition would seem to more closely align with “Runoff”
20. Stormwater Management System includes ‘treat’ – does this conflict with the definition of Stormwater Treatment System?
21. Submerged grassbeds – should Mean High Water Line be defined?
22. System - This is confusing.  The definition of "project" says see "system" and this "system" definitions says "project" in lieu of "system".  Does "project area" then mean "system area"?  
23. Vertical Seawall – “A seawall with sloping riprap….shall not be considered….” – Does this statement need to be included? What would a seawall with sloping riprap be defined as (or does it need to be defined?)
24. Waters in the State vs Waters of the State – could lead to misinterpretation as to which definition applies.
25. Water Management District – how will this work with HUC?  Do the HUC boundaries match WMD boundaries?
26. Water Quality Standards - These state standards do not seem to apply when section 8 gives an entirely separate set of water quality criteria.
27. Wetlands – what constitutes “normal circumstances”? What do Florida wetlands generally include?
28. Zone of Discharge – does the deletion have any relationship to direct discharge assumptions?

Section 8: 
1. is it just the HUC 12 subwatershed containing the OFW/ impaired water or is it also including the HUC 12 subwatersheds upstream of that particular OFW/ impaired water? Seems there is room for interpretation where other watersheds upstream of the OFW/impaired water might be considered to fall under the criteria? How far ‘upstream’ is DEP intending to impose the criteria?
2. 8.2.3 - Will FDOT be required to meet treatment for pollutants such as DO or fecal coliform, as the roadway projects don’t contribute to these? Can FDOT get approval to only treat nutrients?
3. 8.3.2 – are the minimum performance standards appropriate for all sites (is ‘site’ defined in Chapter 2?)  The greater of the two criteria is concerning for FDOT, where projects may not be able to meet the greater of the two without treatment trains. Treatment trains for FDOT projects become difficult to impossible, such as in highly urbanized areas with shallow water table.       
4. 8.3.2 -“Except as provided below” is confusing – the criteria are immediately below the statement. Should it be referencing the Sections after 8.3.2?  
5. 8.3.2 -  TN is the critical nutrient to remove.  Do we even need to evaluate TP?  If you meet TN, then you will automatically meet TP.
6. 8.3.3 – is 95% possible in areas of high groundwater table and dry retention isn’t an option?
7. 8.3.4 – if you meet (a), are you presumed to meet (b)? Otherwise, how do you prove a net improvement of all pollutants especially if your project doesn't generate a pollutant such as fecal coliform?     Is it appropriate to consider the natural/ undeveloped condition? And how are the loads for the natural condition ‘demonstrated’?
8. 8.3.5 – Why is approval necessary? If an applicant meets the requirements for their project, then why would the Agency not allow them to exercise the alternative?
9. 8.3.5 and 8.3.6 – was there a specific reason for reducing the acreage limits?
10. 8.3.6 – “reduced impervious” – would “no greater than existing pervious” be more clear? Would allow for less or equal?
11. 8.4.6 – Oil and Grease Control – Define Outlet Structure/ Discharge Structure.   Is a skimmer the only design element where the hydraulic capacity of the structure should not be impacted? 
12. 8.5.2- should it be “groundwater” instead of “ground water”?

13. A picture to illustrate the question about the “and upstream” part of the language.  The red line around lake okeechobee below is the HUC 12 subwatershed containing the impaired water body.  It all drains to the lake which is why it is called a watershed. When would you have one that is not “upstream”?  The yellow lines are also HUC 12 subwatersheds but don’t “contain” the impaired water body.  Trying to understand, hopefully these are not included.

[image: ]

image1.png
Lake
Oksochobed HUC (8 Digit) Subbasin: 03090201 v

1 HUC 12 Digit Subwatershed 030902010200

Zoomto





