9.30.26   meeting memo
FAQ’s are based on answers to the previous memo questions and discussions with Keith.  I am hoping this is what we want or close to it. 
Knowing that our efforts will not achieve “perfect” management of EPSC and, especially, stormwater control, these proposals represent a compromise with what is practicable, both administratively and politically. Not 0 to 60, but a step forward. 
Why is this an improvement over the current regs?
· Addition of Section 6.17  (RZR)  introduces important considerations into regulations  about protecting water quality and preventing runoff damage. These are necessary to address increased density and increasing storm severity,  and will put these considerations on the radar for developers and the DRB.
· Provides baseline project size below which concern for EPSC and stormwater  is “not needed,” to exempt very small new projects that are unlikely to have much impact.  Not retroactive to existing development.  
· Provides regulatory authority, transparency and consistency to ZAO and DRB for requiring EPSC and stormwater measures, as they are currently doing to some extent through  “internal policies.”
· Clarifies that all DRB-required site plans must be professionally-designed  and meet the EPSC and stormwater requirements – eliminates DRB waivers for  site plans. 
· Improves applicant-designed site plans by requiring that the strategies for EPSC and stormwater must be shown on the site plan.  Still allows applicants to avoid expense of professionally engineered plans for up to 10,000 sf of new impervious, with assistance from P&Z for “semi-professional” plan.  
· Captures projects smaller than state baseline thresholds, and requires even state-permitted projects to meet our requirements. Capturing these projects helps prevent cumulative impacts from small projects.
