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Tha Permit does not make clear whather consiruction oa

filed with ihe Stals Board, or if the d et st wall on end of the comment patiod.
Either way, allowing e ﬁ@ggﬁﬁai Boards to rescing permit coverage, requite mﬁ}im haarings,
formal permit approvals, or g%s@ag% tor the storm watsr poliution prevention plan ("S8WPPPY
hased on e Bl-day commant period is likely o resull in mﬁsmm on delays.

oncs the Perrt application s

The District s very concemsd with this requlrementas i s& ars unnecassary. According o the
Facts Shea! prepered by Stele Board Siafl, tha recent cowr decisions upon which these
?f@%&%@ﬁ& gm based “are not drectly appl ﬁﬁ%&%ﬁ o ’é%w: State Watsr Board” ?m ﬁ givict
respect tutly requests that the Stals Board cong all of ﬁ’iﬁ implications that such unnecessary
provisions will have on the ablilly of public @ﬁ%@i}% sueh a& ihe District, to provide vitgd %@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ
{0 the public.

;j f?‘%e met’s pmifmmwmm sﬁ‘m.smﬂ m@ﬁm&r% s inappropriale

The construction and desiogn of schoo! district faciities s m%;;?@@z o the overgight of the Divislon
{3% the Siste Amchiles. (sl BEdu e § 17280 ot seq.) This oversight creates 2 sysiem
v the congruction of schon ities is genesally exampt from focal bullding and zon
@ﬁﬁm@m@ﬁ (al, Gov. Tode 53084, In g0 doing, the Legislahure ntentionelly Smited the shillty
of other public sntities o hinder school tacllity design ang consiruction.  There 8 an axceplion
for locat draingge requiraments, (Cal. Gov. Coda E3007) but where drainage mguirements,
such as the Pemnils posboonstruction and site-sesign BMP roquiements, ae 50
comprehsnsive they potentialy Impact the design @f a m{:ﬁgm they 1 conilicl with this
slatutory schame.

Because the Parmil's posboonsiruction site-desion mumm&&% oo bayond the reguistion of
eonstruction site storm water runoff, and into the readm of post construction ﬁiiﬁ dasion, they
may likewise conflicl with this slahulory schems. These féﬁu mmm also reprasent addiional
steps in tha sonstruction PrOCess that are kely o add tothe dme that i takes 1o get 2 Disinigd
facility construsted.  The State Board should not di grupt the exlsling school design regulstory
scheme with the Corstruction General Pe %i should g i the sgencies thal are
charmed with megulating the de e of school faciliies conlinug 1o
smy&@m&ﬁ% the regulalions thay have developed. I tha g?ﬁﬁﬁ Board fesls these conbrols are
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The @m% wiff require affluent moniforing within Ong ﬁ%@%iﬂ%ﬁ gay of an niisl ¥ b of
precipitation, and every inch thereafier, 1t will addi im&%&y m@m re permittess to drall ang subimit

an "Action im@ i Excesdance BEvalustion Report wﬁa?‘%ﬁw @fﬁ&%ﬁ% monitoing indicates that
discharges have caused or contributed fo “Action Level” exceadances for the same paramsier

for two consecutive storm everiis within the same émmge aras.
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These requirements represent additiormi sleps snd s:s:sa%*s that the ﬁséﬁ@i mgg@i our whe
enganing new facilily construclion, ﬁ@@@ﬁ% comments by Stale Board stalf highlight the
Distriet's concermns with thass reguiremes Duglng the &;}s’ﬁé 17, ;’Zé}%}? Public Workshop an the
Cotwlruction General %xm i Sints Board , and at loast one State Board meamber, indicated
that these reguirements ware maant 1o ?ﬁ%m@ﬁ? the State Board's currant lack of information on
waler quelity and the ;m@@@%& of conglruction aclivity, Siate Board staff addiionally indicated
thet the State Board was considering including thaese reguirements In the Permit because the
ftate Board currently lacks ine funding o survey walsr guaigiy Haalf.

The Distict does rol have to explaln the precerious %ﬁﬁﬁaﬁ@ s#ustion of schog digtricts
statewide. se of the Bmiled abililv thet school districts have to raise funds, the ﬁm&g
Board should net Impose comprehensive tesiing and monitoring programss on them withouw!
providing funding. Such requirements add to the cosis and delays associated m%%% the
sonsiruction of new schools and limit the ability of @ﬂ%ﬁm such as the Disticl o provide vilel
services i the public ,

The District appreciates your atiention © thase comments. The Ditcl ntends them o be
constructive part of the ongoing, opan dimiogue. — % public gnd the State Board, The
District wants fo play and active role in the deveiopment a‘? an officden and effeciive Parmil thal
fits %%‘3& »m of sohool ésﬁmﬁ*& 3&:&%@%&@ To that end;, ¥ vou should heave sny questions

position on the Permit] please do not hesiiate to contact me
disacily. 1 ‘
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