Summary of key themes in public comments
Gaps

· Receiving waters not addressed

· Lakes, large rivers/mouths, wetlands, urban embayments
· Many commenters affirm small stream/nearshore initial focus

· Land uses not addressed

· Highways/transportation, forestry, big range of residential
· BMPs not addressed

· Planning

· O&M, including inspections

· LID in commercial areas

· Source control at big box store parking lots and roofs

· Stressors not addressed

· Toxics accumulation

· Flow as primary indicator of impacts on streams 

· Connection/linkages between the three types of monitoring 
· Include modeling to expand limited data collection

· Loading and characterization of stormwater (some commenters support lower priority)

· Need enough characterization data to calculate stormwater loads, reasonably address compliance

· Is there a relationship between modeling and loading/characterization: a desire to know how much is coming from where, and showing improvement over time?  Can these questions be linked with permanent sites?

· Better indicators for stormwater

· Like beneficial use/macroinvertebrates/biological end-points, but question whether stormwater impacts can be teased from other influences (salmon too removed) and need more clarity on statements like “population health” 
· Chemical and Physical parameters for S& T monitoring vs. biological endpoints, when the Framework states success as ecosystem integrity.
· Add research category

· Summarize and use compilation/analysis/incorporation of current data/knowledge and existing programs in establishing the sampling design, move forward with what we know now.

· Adaptive management: Need explicit connection to decision making processes and managers.  Need better linkage to actions to be adaptive. Skeptical about local governments supporting monitoring without changes in penalties (303d lists) and also need to recognize other factors in decision-making besides environmental data.  Coordination and information exchange needs better explanation, including with public.
Fix

· Table 1

· blanks and potential flaws in linkages

· inconsistent entries (beneficial uses vs impacts)

· specific comments on changes to cells

· add transportation/highways and forestry as land uses
· split residential into at least urban-rural

· homogenous land covers do not exist and that there will be many confounding elements
· Hypotheses

· Concerns about approach, at minimum need to clarify the use/definition of “Hypothesis”

· Some of these hypotheses have already been answered 
· Cull the list, focus on stated priorities, think about realistic implementation

· Drop salmon and forage fish

· Drop livestock hypothesis
· Drop industrial source control hypothesis
· Drop VMT hypothesis
· Design source control approach by stressor

· Many other detailed comments on individual hypotheses
· Monitor effectiveness and source control at the sub-basin scale
· Table 2 – mix of outcomes, approaches, activities is confusing

· Specific technical sampling details in Appendices E and F.

· Random approach to Status and Trends – whether it should be classified/stratified/some non-random/etc.
· Refine/improve the effectiveness designs.
· Change scale of LID monitoring – subbasin, not site or technique focus
· Lots of work needs to be done on the experimental designs, including developing QAPPs, agreeing on parameters, sampling sites, methods, data analysis methods, relationship to local monitoring efforts, etc.

· Include inspection and other compliance information in better developed source ID approach
Other

· Lots of implementation plan comments

· Concern about schedule for finishing, and the potential need for additional review or additional revisions to the scientific framework

