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      February 3, 2012  

 
Mr. Bill Moore  
Washington Department of Ecology  
Water Quality Program  
PO Box 47696  
Olympia, WA  98504-7696  
 
RE: Draft Municipal Stormwater General Permits Phase II Western Washington, LID  
 
Dear Mr. Moore and Ecology Staff:  
 
The following comments are submitted on behalf of the League of Women Voters of Washington (LWVWA), our 
statewide organization of over 1800 members. There is widespread public interest in low impact development 
(LID) as a tool to reduce the hydrologic and water quality impacts associated with development.  Some of our local 
leagues have also submitted comments on these Municipal Stormwater Permits.    
 
LWVWA adopted positions supporting “strict enforcement of laws affecting water quality and quantity 
management in Washington state.  Enforcement requires emphasis upon cooperation and coordination among the 
many agencies as well as funding levels adequate to accomplish effective controls.” 
 
LWVWA appreciates Ecology’s sponsorship of statewide workshops and public hearings, and the opportunity to 
submit formal comments. The workshops were fundamental for the ability of the public to better understand the 
importance of stormwater from urban areas, and how these Municipal Stormwater Permits will hopefully yield 
positive reductions in impacts that have been profound to the health of Puget Sound, regional freshwater resources, 
and local streams and wetlands that define our region.  
 
We support the inclusion of the new low impact development (LID) requirements, expanded requirements to study 
impacts and effectiveness of stormwater programs, and expansion of permit coverage in key areas (e.g. Elimination 
of the “l acre exemption” for Phase II jurisdictions).   We do have concerns with specific elements of the permit, 
particularly with the LID standards.  These were briefly addressed at the public hearing in Renton.   In these written 
comments, we address these with additional comments.  We ask that you consider these concerns in the final 
version of the permit and that you include us as recipients to your response to public comments summary.  
 
Low Impact Development Standards and Update of Local Codes  
 
We support the requirements in S5(C)5(b), which call for an update of local codes.  This is timely with the 
guidance provided by the recently updated Puget Sound Partnership Low Impact Development Guidance Manual.   
Updates to these codes may lead to needed reductions in environmental impacts. However, this can only be 
accomplished if the standards are detailed in the Appendix 1- Minimum Technical Requirements for New 
Development and Redevelopment. Some of the most crucial LID techniques—those that address protection of 
vegetation on site and reduction of impervious surfaces—are considered  absolutely necessary, in tandem with 
engineered LID facilities, to reducing runoff impacts.  Requirements for these critical elements of low impact 
development are largely missing from the permit, or are vague and potentially permissive.  Without a core 
foundation of protecting vegetation and reducing new impervious area in the permit, the remaining LID techniques 
(e.g. pervious concrete, rain garden, etc.) are unlikely to succeed.  
 
We believe that Appendix 1 contains overly broad “feasibility” and “competing needs” language.  Including these 
broad exceptions will undermine compliance with Minimum Requirement 5 of Appendix 1.  
 



Watershed Planning  
 
We also support watershed/basin planning requirements in S5(C)5(c) of the Phase I permit. The proposal that calls 
for “full build out analysis” of future growth in these basins and achieving protection of “beneficial uses” is good.  
However, a more specific performance standard including a vegetation goal should be added. Ecology’s review of 
plans should also include the authority to approve or reject such plans.  
 
The draft permits do not address whether LID practices are required in watersheds that drain to large bodies of 
water that are “flow exempt”.  The purpose of the current exemption relates to flooding and erosion, but does not 
consider pollution control.  We support inclusion of new development in these flow exempt areas being subject to 
LID standards and practices. 
 
Monitoring  
 
The new monitoring requirements contained in Section S8 are the result of the three year planning effort of the 
Stormwater Work Group and we support their recommendations.   However, we are concerned that the total 
funding that will be generated under Monitoring Option #1 is inadequate to accomplish the type of monitoring 
necessary to evaluate the success of the stormwater programs.  
 
Retrofitting of Existing Development  
 
New development is addressed by incorporating LID techniques. The retro-fitting of existing developments should 
also be included in these stormwater permits.   
 
1 Acre Exemption  
 
The decision by Ecology to include projects under 1 acre have significant impacts on our receiving waters and the 
requirement that Phase II jurisdiction evaluate and minimize impacts in these areas has our support.  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide our comments on these important issues that affect the restoration of our 
state waters.   
 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
Ann Aagaard,  Shoreline and Wetlands Chair  
League of Women Voters of Washington 
 
 
Kim Abel, Co-President 
League of Women Voters of Washington 
 
 
Linnea Hirst, Co-President 
League of Women Voters of Washington 


	Low Impact Development Standards and Update of Local Codes
	Watershed Planning
	Monitoring
	Retrofitting of Existing Development
	1 Acre Exemption

