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HERKIMER-ONEIDA COUNTIES INTERMUNICIPAL STORMWATER WORKING GROUP

Phase II SPDES General Permit for Stormwater Discharges from Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4s)

ANNUAL SELF-ASSESSMENT
The SPDES General Permit for Stormwater Discharges from Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4s) [GP-0-08-002], requires permittees to conduct an annual evaluation of its Stormwater Management Program (SWMP), its program compliance, the appropriateness of its identified BMPs, and its progress toward achieving its identified measurable goals.  The permit requires the collection and reporting of certain information about the development and implementation of the SWMP.  This document is designed and intended to assist MS4s in the evaluation of such information and to facilitate the evaluation of your SWMP by allowing the examination of trends over time.  This document is not intended to replicate other documents such as the Annual Report and Notice of Intent but should, instead, be used in combination with these other documents.
This document provides a foundation for the assessment of four (4) levels of program effectiveness as applied to each Minimum Control Measure (MCM).  Level 1 involves an assessment of compliance with basic permit requirements.  Level 2 includes an assessment of the effectiveness of specific, activity-based efforts.  Level 3 involves an assessment of behavioral changes including changes in attitudes, knowledge, awareness and individual conduct.  Level 4 includes an assessment of changes to stormwater quality and quantity including load reductions, discharge quality and/or improvements to receiving waterbodies.  

	1. Regulated MS4 Name:
	Village of Clinton

	2. SPDES Permit Number: NYR20A
	129

	3. County:
	Oneida

	4. For Reporting Year ending March 9,
	2009

	5. Person(s) Responsible for Completing the Assessment:
	Robert Goering, Mayor

	6. Date of Self-Assessment:
	3/09/2009



► LEVEL 1 - Basic Permit Requirements
1. On the table below, indicate whether your MS4 has:
	
	Yes
	No

	▪ Developed a Public Education and Outreach Program
	
	x

	▪ Identified Pollutants of Concern (POC’s).
	x
	

	▪ Identified Waterbodies of Concern.
	x
	

	▪ Identified geographic areas of concern.
	x
	

	▪ Identified specific target audiences.
	
	x

	▪ Described to the general public and target audiences, the impacts of SW discharges on waterbodies.
	
	x

	▪ Described to the general public and target audiences, the POC and their sources.
	
	x

	▪ Described to the general public and target audiences, steps contributors of POCs can take to reduce pollutants.
	
	x

	▪ Described to the general public and target audiences, steps contributors of non-SW discharges can take to reduce pollutants.
	
	x

	▪ Developed, recorded and/or modified measurable goals associated with this Minimum Control Measure.
	x
	

	▪ Selected public involvement and participation activities to ensure the reduction of POCs in stormwater discharges.
	x
	


► LEVEL 2 - Specific Activities and Techniques
1.  Indicate which of the following techniques and activities were utilized in your Public Education and Outreach program during this reporting year and provide your estimated ranking of the overall effectiveness of the activity - if undertaken.  Use the information and quantifiable data contained in your Annual Report to help determine the effectiveness of each activity.
	Education and Outreach Techniques
	Was this Technique Utilized this Reporting Year?
	QUANTIFIABLE DATA

Insert relevant data from Annual Reporting Requirements or other data that quantifies trends.
	WEAKNESSES

Identify 3 Weaknesses Relating to this activity that require improvement within the next 1-5 years
	Indicate the Overall Effectiveness of this Technique

Poor  >  >  >  > Excellent

	
	Yes
	No
	Last Year
	This Year
	
	n/a
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Stormwater Webpage
	x
	
	
	196,000 hits
38,000 visits
	1. Not a dedicated Stormwater Webpage
	
	
	
	
	x
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Printed Material
	x
	
	
	Approximately 3
	1. Provided by Soli and Water District
	
	
	
	x
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Direct Mailings
	
	x
	
	
	1. Too expensive
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	List Serve Distribution
	
	X
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Newspaper Ads or Articles
	
	x
	
	
	1.
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Document Library/Kiosks
	x
	
	
	
	1. In Mayor’s Office, not readily accessible
	
	
	
	X
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Special Events
	
	x
	
	
	1.
	X
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Public Presentations
	x
	
	
	1
	1. Village Annual Meeting
	
	
	
	x
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Training
	
	x
	
	
	1.
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Classroom Education
	
	x
	
	
	1.
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Other (Specify): 
	
	x
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	


► LEVEL 3 - Behavioral Changes
1. Compared to previous years, has there been an increase in the number of requests for stormwater information?   Yes X         No   FORMCHECKBOX 

2. Are you receiving more general inquires and/or complaints related to stormwater?       Yes  X       No   FORMCHECKBOX 

3. Has there been any noticeable improvement in the behavior of residents (e.g. applying less fertilizer, picking up pet waste, etc)?   Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
      No  X
4. Has there been any noticeable improvement in the behavior of business owners (e.g. clean-up around dumpsters, reduction of SW discharges, anti-littering programs, etc.)?  Yes  X  No   FORMCHECKBOX 

5. Provide any other information that may indicate a positive change in behavior, attitude, knowledge and/or awareness of the SW program as a result of your Public Education and Outreach efforts:
	(Other) :


► LEVEL 4 - Water Quality and Quantity Changes
1. Have there been any documented reductions in the amount of stormwater discharged as a direct result of Public Education activities?  Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
     No  X 

2. Have there been any documented improvements in the quality of receiving waterbodies as a direct result of Public Education activities?  Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
     No X        

3. If monitoring or sampling has been done, has there been any documented improvement to water quality?  Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
     No   FORMCHECKBOX 
       Not Applicable  X
► SUMMARY:

1. How many “No” responses are included in your Level 1 assessment of this MCM?

Any “No” responses indicate that you may not be adequately meeting the basic permit requirements.  Every effort should be made to meet these requirements by the next annual assessment or by any deadline as may be indicated in the permit.


2. How many of the MCM activities and/or techniques have received a ranking of “1” or “2” in your Level 2 assessment?

In those cases where an activity is ranked as “1” or “2”, the items identified as “Weaknesses” should be considered a priority and should be implemented to improve the overall effectiveness of the activity by the next annual assessment. 

3. How many “No” responses are included in your Level 3 assessment of this MCM?  


Any “No” responses indicate that the effectiveness of your efforts may not be resulting in behavioral changes of your audiences. Every effort should be made to re-evaluate activities being undertaken and identify new and/or modified activities and techniques that help you reach your goals.


4. How many “No” responses are included in your Level 4 assessment of this MCM?  

Any “No” responses indicate that the effectiveness of your efforts may not be resulting in water quality or quantity changes. It should be recognized however, that the cumulative effects of your stormwater program efforts may not be easily identifiable within a short period of time.
5. Overall, how effective do you think your Public Outreach and Education Program is in helping you to achieve your Stormwater Management Program goals?

	Poor          >   >   >   >   >   >   >   >   >          Excellent

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	
	X
	
	
	



► LEVEL 1 - Basic Permit Requirements
1. On the table below, indicate whether your MS4 has:

	
	Yes
	No

	▪ Identified key individuals and groups who are interested or affected by the SWMP.
	X
	

	▪ Identified types of input you will seek from key individuals and groups.
	
	X

	▪ Determined how such input will be used.
	X
	

	▪ Described public involvement and participation activities you will take to provide program access to those who want it.
	X
	

	▪ Complied with Open Meetings Law and public notice requirements when implementing your SWMP.
	X
	

	▪ Identified your local stormwater public contact.
	X
	

	▪ Published the contacts name and telephone number in outreach material.
	X
	

	▪ Presented the Annual Report to the public.
	X
	

	▪ Given the public the opportunity to ask questions about or comment on the Annual Report.
	X
	

	▪ Developed, recorded and/or modified measurable goals associated with this Minimum Control Measure.
	X
	

	▪ Selected public involvement and participation activities to ensure the reduction of POCs in stormwater discharges.
	
	X


► LEVEL 2 - Specific Activities and Techniques
1.  Indicate which of the following techniques and activities were utilized in your Public Involvement and Participation program during this reporting year and provide your estimated ranking of the overall effectiveness of the activity - if undertaken.  Use the information and quantifiable data contained in your Annual Report to help determine the effectiveness of each activity.

	Public Participation and Involvement Activities / Techniques
	Was this Technique Utilized this Reporting Year?
	QUANTIFIABLE DATA

Insert relevant data from Annual Reporting Requirements or other data that quantifies trends.
	WEAKNESSES

Identify 3 Weaknesses Relating to this activity that require improvement within the next 1-5 years
	Indicate the Overall Effectiveness of this Technique

Poor  >  >  >  > Excellent

	
	Yes
	No
	Last Year
	This Year
	
	n/a
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Clean-up Event or “Adopt a Stream” program
	X
	
	
	1
	1.
	
	
	
	
	
	X

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Stormwater “Hotline”
	
	X
	
	
	1. Village Office and DPW take all calls.
	X
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Community / Public Meetings 
	x
	
	
	1
	1. Limited attendance at Public Meetings
	
	
	
	
	x
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Stakeholder Meetings
	
	x
	
	
	1.
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Storm Drain Stenciling
	x
	
	?
	?
	1.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Advisory Committee or Watershed Group
	
	x
	
	
	1.
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Volunteer Monitoring Program
	x
	
	
	
	1. Ad Hoc
	
	
	
	x
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Tree Program or Plantings
	x
	
	
	10
	1.
	
	
	
	
	x
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comments from Public on SWMP
	x
	
	
	0
	1. None received
	
	
	
	x
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Other (Specify):
	
	
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Other (Specify):
	
	
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	


► LEVEL 3 - Behavioral Changes
1. Compared to previous years of the SW Program, has there been an increase in the number of participants in public meetings, special events or other public participation activities?   Yes  X          No   FORMCHECKBOX 

2. Are you receiving more questions, comments or interest related to review of the Annual Report?       Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
          No X
3. Have you received an increase in the number of requests from the public or other agencies to review Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plans associated with construction activity?     Yes X          No   FORMCHECKBOX 

4. Provide any other information that may indicate a positive change in behavior, attitude, knowledge and/or awareness of the SW program as a result of your Public Involvement and Participation program:

	(Other) :


► LEVEL 4 - Water Quality and Quantity Changes
1. Have there been any documented reductions in the amount of stormwater discharged as a direct result of Public Participation activities?  Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
     No X      

2. Have there been any documented improvements in the quality of receiving waterbodies as a direct result of Public Participation activities?  Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
     No  X        

3. If monitoring or sampling has been done, has there been any documented improvement to water quality?  Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
     No   FORMCHECKBOX 
       Not Applicable X
► SUMMARY:

1. How many “No” responses are included in your Level 1 assessment of this MCM?  


Any “No” responses indicate that you may not be adequately meeting the basic permit requirements.  Every effort should be made to meet these requirements by the next annual assessment or by any deadline as may be indicated in the permit.


2. How many of the MCM activities and/or techniques have received a ranking of “1” or “2” in your Level 2 assessment?

In those cases where an activity is ranked as “1” or “2”, the items identified as “Weaknesses” should be considered a priority and should be implemented to improve the overall effectiveness of the activity by the next annual assessment.

3. How many “No” responses are included in your Level 3 assessment of this MCM?  


Any “No” responses indicate that the effectiveness of your efforts may not be resulting in behavioral changes of your audiences. Every effort should be made to re-evaluate activities being undertaken and identify new and/or modified activities and techniques that help you reach your goals.


4. How many “No” responses are included in your Level 4 assessment of this MCM?  

Any “No” responses indicate that the effectiveness of your efforts may not be resulting in water quality or quantity changes. It should be recognized however, that the cumulative effects of your stormwater program efforts may not be easily identifiable within a short period of time.
5. Overall, how effective do you think your Public Involvement and Participation Program is in helping you to achieve your Stormwater Management Program goals?

	Poor          >   >   >   >   >   >   >   >   >          Excellent

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	
	
	X
	
	



► LEVEL 1 - Basic Permit Requirements
1. On the table below, indicate whether your MS4 has:

	
	Yes
	No

	▪ Developed an Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination Program.
	X
	

	▪ Developed a map showing the location of all outfalls.
	X
	

	▪ Developed a map identifying the names and locations of all surface waters receiving discharges from the outfalls.
	
	X

	▪ Developed a map of the storm sewersheds.
	
	X

	▪ Developed a map showing the storm sewer system (e.g. lines, catchbasins, manholes, etc)
	X
	

	▪ Field verified outfall locations.
	
	X

	▪ Conducted an Outfall Reconnaissance Inventory of each outfall at least once every five years.
	
	X

	▪ Mapped new outfalls as they are constructed or discovered.
	X
	

	▪ Adopted an ordinance/law to prohibit illicit discharges to the storm sewer system.
	X
	

	▪ Obtained certification from an attorney that the ordinance is equivalent to the NYS Model IDDE law.
	
	X

	▪ Informed employees of the hazards associated with illegal discharges and improper disposal of waste.
	X
	

	▪ Informed businesses of the hazards associated with illegal discharges and improper disposal of waste.
	
	X

	▪ Informed the general public of the hazards associated with illegal discharges and improper disposal of waste.
	X
	

	▪ Developed, recorded and/or modified measurable goals associated with this Minimum Control Measure.
	X
	

	▪ Selected appropriate BMPs to ensure the reduction of POCs in stormwater discharges.
	
	X


► LEVEL 2 - Specific Activities and Techniques
1.  Indicate which of the following techniques and activities were utilized in your IDDE program during this reporting year and provide your estimated ranking of the overall effectiveness of the activity - if undertaken.  Use the information and quantifiable data contained in your Annual Report to help determine the effectiveness of each activity.

	IDDE Activities / Techniques
	Was this Technique Utilized this Reporting Year?
	QUANTIFIABLE DATA

Insert relevant data from Annual Reporting Requirements or other data that quantifies trends.
	WEAKNESSES

Identify 3 Weaknesses Relating to this activity that require improvement within the next 1-5 years
	Indicate the Overall Effectiveness of this Technique

Poor  >  >  >  > Excellent

	
	Yes
	No
	Last Year
	This Year
	
	n/a
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Outfall - Dry Wther Screening
	
	X
	
	
	1.
	X
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Streambank, or Shoreline Survey
	
	X
	
	
	1.
	X
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	System Inspections
	X
	
	
	
	1.Performed by DPW routinely.
	
	
	
	
	X
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Targeted Discharge/Track down
	
	x
	
	
	1.
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Dye Testing
	x
	
	
	2
	1. As needed.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Employee IDDE Training and Education
	X
	
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	
	X
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Other (specify):


	
	
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Other (specify):


	
	
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	


► LEVEL 3 - Behavioral Changes
1. Compared to previous years of the SW Program, has there been a decrease in the number of illicit discharges requiring elimination?   Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
          No  X
2. Has there been any noticeable improvement in the behavior of residents (e.g. less littering/dumping, correction of illegal connections)?   Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
          No  X
3. Has there been any noticeable improvement in the behavior of business owners (e.g. correction of illegal connections, improved handling and disposal of hazardous waste, etc.)?        Yes  X  No   FORMCHECKBOX 

4. Have municipal employees changed standard operating procedures to address potential illicit discharges?  Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
  No  X Included in routine maintenance.
5. Provide any other information that may indicate a positive change in behavior, attitude, knowledge and/or awareness of the SW program as a result of your IDDE program:

	(Other) :


► LEVEL 4 - Water Quality and Quantity Changes
1. Have there been any documented reductions in the amount of stormwater discharged as a direct result of IDDE activities?  Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
     No  X  

2. Have there been any documented improvements in the quality of receiving waterbodies as a direct result of IDDE activities?  Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
     No  X        

3. If monitoring or sampling has been done, has there been any documented improvement to water quality?  Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
     No   FORMCHECKBOX 
       Not Applicable  X
► SUMMARY:

1. How many “No” responses are included in your Level 1 assessment of this MCM?  


Any “No” responses indicate that you may not be adequately meeting the basic permit requirements.  Every effort should be made to meet these requirements by the next annual assessment or by any deadline as may be indicated in the permit.


2. How many of the MCM activities and/or techniques have received a ranking of “1” or “2” in your Level 2 assessment?

In those cases where an activity is ranked as “1” or “2”, the items identified as “Weaknesses” should be considered a priority and should be implemented to improve the overall effectiveness of the activity by the next annual assessment.

3. How many “No” responses are included in your Level 3 assessment of this MCM?  

Any “No” responses indicate that the effectiveness of your efforts may not be resulting in behavioral changes of your audiences. Every effort should be made to re-evaluate activities being undertaken and identify new and/or modified activities and techniques that help you reach your goals.

4. How many “No” responses are included in your Level 4 assessment of this MCM?  

Any “No” responses indicate that the effectiveness of your efforts may not be resulting in water quality or quantity changes. It should be recognized however, that the cumulative effects of your stormwater program efforts may not be easily identifiable within a short period of time.
5. Overall, how effective do you think your IDDE Program is in helping you to achieve your Stormwater Management Program goals?

	Poor          >   >   >   >   >   >   >   >   >          Excellent

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	
	
	
	X
	



► LEVEL 1 - Basic Permit Requirements
1. On the table below, indicate whether your MS4 has:

	
	Yes
	No

	▪ Developed a program that provides equivalent protection to the SW Permit for Construction Activities.
	
	X

	▪ Developed a program that addresses SW runoff from construction activities that disturb > one acre.
	X
	

	▪ Adopted an ordinance/law to require a SWPPP that include erosion and sediment controls.
	X
	

	▪ Adopted an ordinance/law that’s equivalent to NYS’s Sample Law for SW Management & Erosion/Sed Control
	X
	

	▪ Obtained certification from an attorney that the ordinance is equivalent to the NYS Sample Law.
	
	X

	▪ Developed a program that contains requirements for construction site operators to implement erosion & sed control.
	X
	

	▪ Developed a program that allows for sanctions to ensure compliance.
	X
	

	▪ Developed a program that requires construction site operators to control wastes at the site.
	
	X

	▪ Developed a program that describes procedures for SWPP review.
	X
	

	▪ Ensured that individuals performing reviews are adequately trained.
	X
	

	▪ Utilized the “SWPPP Acceptance Form” when necessary.
	
	X

	▪ Developed a program that describes procedures for receipt and follow-up of complaints
	X
	

	▪ Developed a program that describes procedures for site inspections and enforcement.
	X
	

	▪ Developed, recorded and/or modified measurable goals associated with this Minimum Control Measure.
	X
	

	▪ Selected appropriate BMPs to ensure the reduction of POCs in stormwater discharges.
	
	X


► LEVEL 2 - Specific Activities and Techniques
1.  Indicate which of the following techniques and activities were utilized in your Construction Site - Stormwater Runoff Control program during this reporting year and provide your estimated ranking of the overall effectiveness of the activity - if undertaken.  Use the information and quantifiable data contained in your Annual Report to help determine the effectiveness of each activity.

	Construction Site SW Runoff Activities / Techniques
	Was this Technique Utilized this Reporting Year?
	QUANTIFIABLE DATA

Insert relevant data from Annual Reporting Requirements or other data that quantifies trends.
	WEAKNESSES

Identify 3 Weaknesses Relating to this activity that require improvement within the next 1-5 years
	Indicate the Overall Effectiveness of this Technique

Poor  >  >  >  > Excellent

	
	Yes
	No
	Last Year
	This Year
	
	n/a
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	SWPPP Review of Eros & Sediment Control Practices
	X
	
	
	1
	1. Village is 222 years old and very little opportunity for construction that disturbs more than an acre.
	
	
	
	
	X
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Receipt and Consideration of Public Comment re: SWPPPs
	
	x
	
	
	1.
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Construction Site Inspection 
	x
	
	
	2
	1.
	
	
	
	
	x
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Enforcement Actions
	
	x
	
	
	1.
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Contractor Training
	
	x
	
	
	1.
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Employee Training
	x
	
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	x
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Monitoring of Receiving Waterbodies
	
	x
	
	
	1.
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Other (specify):


	
	
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Other (Specify): 
	
	
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	


► LEVEL 3 - Behavioral Changes
1. Compared to previous years of the SW Program, has there been an increase in the number of developments requiring SWPPP review with regard to sediment and erosion control?   Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
          No  X
2. Have there been fewer violations with regard to SW construction inspections and permitting?   Yes  X          No   FORMCHECKBOX 

3. Has there been any noticeable improvement in the behavior of developers (e.g. improved permit compliance, better site design, modifications to site design, etc)?   Yes  X          No   FORMCHECKBOX 

4. Provide any other information that may indicate a positive change in behavior, attitude, knowledge and/or awareness of the SW program as a result of your Construction Stormwater Runoff program:

	(Other) :


► LEVEL 4 - Water Quality and Quantity Changes
1. Has there been any noticeable decrease in the amount of erosion and sedimentation runoff from construction sites?   Yes  X          No   FORMCHECKBOX 

2. Has there been any noticeable improvement in the visual quality of erosion and sedimentation runoff from construction sites (e.g. less cloudy)?      Yes  X     No   FORMCHECKBOX 

3. Has there been any noticeable improvement in the visual quality of the waterbodies receiving SW discharges from construction sites?     Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
     No  X
► SUMMARY:

1. How many “No” responses are included in your Level 1 assessment of this MCM?  


Any “No” responses indicate that you may not be adequately meeting the basic permit requirements.  Every effort should be made to meet these requirements by the next annual assessment or by any deadline as may be indicated in the permit.


2. How many of the MCM activities and/or techniques have received a ranking of “1” or “2” in your Level 2 assessment? 

In those cases where an activity is ranked as “1” or “2”, the items identified as “Weaknesses” should be considered a priority and should be implemented to improve the overall effectiveness of the activity by the next annual assessment.

3. How many “No” responses are included in your Level 3 assessment of this MCM?  

Any “No” responses indicate that the effectiveness of your efforts may not be resulting in behavioral changes of your audiences. Every effort should be made to re-evaluate activities being undertaken and identify new and/or modified activities and techniques that help you reach your goals.

4. How many “No” responses are included in your Level 4 assessment of this MCM?  

Any “No” responses indicate that the effectiveness of your efforts may not be resulting in water quality or quantity changes. It should be recognized however, that the cumulative effects of your stormwater program efforts may not be easily identifiable within a short period of time.
	Poor          >   >   >   >   >   >   >   >   >          Excellent

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	
	
	
	X
	


5. Overall, how effective do you think your Construction Site Stormwater Runoff Control Program is in helping you to achieve your Stormwater Management Program goals?


► LEVEL 1 - Basic Permit Requirements
1. On the table below, indicate whether your MS4 has:

	
	Yes
	No

	▪ Developed a program that provides equivalent protection to the SW Permit for Construction Activities.
	
	X

	▪ Developed a program that addresses SW runoff from construction activities that disturb > one acre.
	X
	

	▪ Adopted an ordinance/law that requires post-construction runoff controls that meet the State’s technical standards.
	X
	

	▪ Adopted an ordinance/law that’s equivalent to NYS’s Sample Law for SW Management & Erosion/Sed Control
	X
	

	▪ Obtained certification from an attorney that the ordinance is equivalent to the NYS Sample Law.
	
	X

	▪ Developed a program that includes structural and non-structural management practices.
	
	X

	▪ Developed a program that encourages “Green Infrastructure” practices at the site level.
	
	X

	▪ Developed a program that describes procedures for SWPP review.
	X
	

	▪ Ensured that individuals performing reviews are adequately trained.
	X
	

	▪ Utilized the “SWPPP Acceptance Form” when necessary.
	
	X

	▪ Established and maintained an inventory of post-construction SW practices within your jurisdiction.
	
	X

	▪ Ensured long-term operation, maintenance and inspection of management practices by trained staff.
	X
	

	▪ Provided adequate resources for a program to inspect sites and/or enforce penalties.
	X
	

	▪ Developed, recorded and/or modified measurable goals associated with this Minimum Control Measure.
	X
	

	▪ Selected appropriate post-construction BMPs to ensure the reduction of POCs in stormwater discharges.
	
	X


► LEVEL 2 - Specific Activities and Techniques
1.  Indicate which of the following techniques and activities were utilized in your Post-Construction Stormwater Management Control program during this reporting year and provide your estimated ranking of the overall effectiveness of the activity - if undertaken.  Use the information and quantifiable data contained in your Annual Report to help determine the effectiveness of each activity.

	Post-Construction SW Mngmnt Activities / Techniques
	Was this Technique Utilized this Reporting Year?
	QUANTIFIABLE DATA

Insert relevant data from Annual Reporting Requirements or other data that quantifies trends.
	WEAKNESSES

Identify 3 Weaknesses Relating to this activity that require improvement within the next 1-5 years
	Indicate the Overall Effectiveness of this Technique

Poor  >  >  >  > Excellent

	
	Yes
	No
	Last Year
	This Year
	
	n/a
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	SWPPP Review of Post-Construction SWM Practices
	
	X
	
	
	1.One construction site – not complete.
	X
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Inventory of Post-Construction Practices
	
	X
	
	
	1.
	X
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Post-Construction Site Inspection 
	
	X
	
	
	1.
	X
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Enforcement Actions
	
	X
	
	
	1.
	X
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Contractor Training
	
	X
	
	
	1.
	X
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Employee Training
	X
	
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	X
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Monitoring of Receiving Waterbodies
	
	X
	
	
	1.
	X
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Implementation of Low Impact Dev
	
	X
	
	
	1.
	X
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Other (specify):


	
	
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Other (specify):


	
	
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	


► LEVEL 3 - Behavioral Changes
1. Compared to previous years of the SW Program, has there been an increase in the number of developments requiring SWPPP review with regard to post-construction practices?   Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
          No   FORMCHECKBOX 
  N/A
2. Have there been fewer violations with regard to SW post-construction inspections and permitting?   Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
          No   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
3. Has there been any noticeable improvement in the behavior of developers (e.g. improved permit compliance, better site design, modifications to site design, etc)?   Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
          No   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
4. Provide any other information that may indicate a positive change in behavior, attitude, knowledge and/or awareness of the SW program as a result of your Construction Stormwater Runoff program:

	(Other) :


► LEVEL 4 - Water Quality and Quantity Changes
1. Has there been any noticeable decrease in the amount of stormwater runoff as a result of post-construction practices?   Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
          No  X
2. Has there been any noticeable improvement in the visual quality of runoff as a result of post-construction practices (e.g. less cloudy)?      Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
     No  X
3. Has there been any noticeable improvement in the visual quality of the waterbodies receiving SW discharges from post-construction facilities?     Yes  X     No   FORMCHECKBOX 

► SUMMARY:

1. How many “No” responses are included in your Level 1 assessment of this MCM?  


Any “No” responses indicate that you may not be adequately meeting the basic permit requirements.  Every effort should be made to meet these requirements by the next annual assessment or by any deadline as may be indicated in the permit.


2. How many of the MCM activities and/or techniques have received a ranking of “1” or “2” in your Level 2 assessment? 

In those cases where an activity is ranked as “1” or “2”, the items identified as “Weaknesses” should be considered a priority and should be implemented to improve the overall effectiveness of the activity by the next annual assessment.


3. How many “No” responses are included in your Level 3 assessment of this MCM?  

Any “No” responses indicate that the effectiveness of your efforts may not be resulting in behavioral changes of your audiences. Every effort should be made to re-evaluate activities being undertaken and identify new and/or modified activities and techniques that help you reach your goals.

4. How many “No” responses are included in your Level 4 assessment of this MCM?  

Any “No” responses indicate that the effectiveness of your efforts may not be resulting in water quality or quantity changes. It should be recognized however, that the cumulative effects of your stormwater program efforts may not be easily identifiable within a short period of time.
	Poor          >   >   >   >   >   >   >   >   >          Excellent

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	
	
	X

	
	


5. Overall, how effective do you think your Post-Construction Program is in helping you to achieve your Stormwater Management Program goals?


► LEVEL 1 - Basic Permit Requirements
1. On the table below, indicate whether your MS4 has:

	
	Yes
	No

	▪ Developed a program that addresses municipal operations and facilities that contribute POCs.
	X
	

	▪ Identified each municipal operation/facility that contributes (or potentially contributes) POCs.
	X
	

	▪ Assessed each municipal operation/facility at least once every 3 years.
	X
	

	▪ Determined sources of pollutants potentially generated by these operations/facilities.
	X
	

	▪ Determined and described management practices, policies and procedures to reduce or prevent potential discharges.
	X
	

	▪ Prioritized Pollution Prevention and Good Housekeeping efforts based on factors specified in Part VII.A.6.a.iv.
	
	X

	▪ Addressed the Pollution Prevention and Good Housekeeping priorities.
	X
	

	▪ Developed an employee Pollution Prevention and Good Housekeeping training program.
	X
	

	▪ Ensured that staff receives and utilizes training.
	X
	

	▪ Ensured that your contractors conducting Good Housekeeping activities on your behalf meet permit requirements
	
	X

	▪ Developed, recorded and/or modified measurable goals associated with this Minimum Control Measure.
	X
	

	▪ Selected appropriate post-construction BMPs to ensure the reduction of POCs in stormwater discharges.
	
	X


► LEVEL 2 - Specific Activities and Techniques
1.  Indicate which of the following techniques and activities were utilized in your Pollution Prevention and Good Housekeeping program during this reporting year and provide your estimated ranking of the overall effectiveness of the activity - if undertaken.  Use the information and quantifiable data contained in your Annual Report to help determine the effectiveness of each activity.

	Pollution Prevention and Good Housekeeping Activities / Techniques
	Was this Technique Utilized this Reporting Year?
	QUANTIFIABLE DATA

Insert relevant data from Annual Reporting Requirements or other data that quantifies trends.
	WEAKNESSES

Identify 3 Weaknesses Relating to this activity that require improvement within the next 1-5 years
	Indicate the Overall Effectiveness of this Technique

Poor  >  >  >  > Excellent

	
	Yes
	No
	Last Year
	This Year
	
	n/a
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Street Sweeping
	X
	
	WEEKLY WEATHER
PERMITTING
	WEEKLY WEATHER

PERMITTING
	1.
	
	
	
	
	
	X

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Catchbasin Inspection and Cleaning
	X
	
	AS REQUIRED
	AS REQUIRED
	1.
	
	
	
	
	
	X

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Road Salt Storage and Application 
	X
	
	
	
	1. Town stores salt and applies to village roads
	
	
	
	
	X
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Vehicle/Fleet Maintenance 
	X
	
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	
	
	X

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Hazardous Waste Storage and Handling 
	X
	
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	
	X
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Spill Response and Prevention 
	X
	
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	
	X
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Integrated Pest Management 
	X
	
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	X
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Turf Management Practices
	
	X
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	On-Site Septic Management
	
	X
	
	No septic systems in the village 
	1.
	X
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Employee Training
	X
	
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	X
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Other (specify):


	
	
	
	
	1.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	2.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	3.
	
	
	
	
	
	


► LEVEL 3 - Behavioral Changes
1. Have municipal officials changed standard operating procedures to address potential Pollutants of Concern?  Yes  X  No   FORMCHECKBOX 

2. Has there been an increase in the number of municipal employees being trained in Good Housekeeping practices?  Yes  X  No   FORMCHECKBOX 

3. Have municipal employees been more accepting and eager to implement Pollution Prevention and Good Housekeeping Practices?  Yes  X  No   FORMCHECKBOX 

4. Provide any other information that may indicate a positive change in behavior, attitude, knowledge and/or awareness of the SW program as a result of your Municipal Pollution Prevention and Good Housekeeping program:

	(Other) :


► LEVEL 4 - Water Quality and Quantity Changes
1. Has there been a decrease in the amount of potential loading and/or contaminants (pesticides, road salt, etc) being applied by the municipality?  


















Yes  X      No   FORMCHECKBOX 

2. As a result of street sweeping activities, has there been a decrease in the amount of material discharged to receiving waterbodies?   Yes  X          No   FORMCHECKBOX 

3. Has there been any noticeable improvement in the visual quality of stormwater entering receiving waterbodies (e.g. less cloudy)?      Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
     No  X
4. Has there been any noticeable improvement in the visual quality of the waterbodies receiving SW discharges from post-construction facilities?  


















Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
     No  X
5. If monitoring or sampling has been done, has there been any documented improvement to water quality?  Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
     No   FORMCHECKBOX 
       Not Applicable  X
► SUMMARY:

1. How many “No” responses are included in your Level 1 assessment of this MCM?  


Any “No” responses indicate that you may not be adequately meeting the basic permit requirements.  Every effort should be made to meet these requirements by the next annual assessment or by any deadline as may be indicated in the permit.


2. How many of the MCM activities and/or techniques have received a ranking of “1” or “2” in your Level 2 assessment? 


In those cases where an activity is ranked as “1” or “2”, the items identified as “Weaknesses” should be considered a priority and should be implemented to improve the overall effectiveness of the activity by the next annual assessment.

3. How many “No” responses are included in your Level 3 assessment of this MCM?  

Any “No” responses indicate that the effectiveness of your efforts may not be resulting in behavioral changes of your audiences. Every effort should be made to re-evaluate activities being undertaken and identify new and/or modified activities and techniques that help you reach your goals.

4. How many “No” responses are included in your Level 4 assessment of this MCM?  

Any “No” responses indicate that the effectiveness of your efforts may not be resulting in water quality or quantity changes. It should be recognized however, that the cumulative effects of your stormwater program efforts may not be easily identifiable within a short period of time.
	Poor          >   >   >   >   >   >   >   >   >          Excellent

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	
	
	X
	
	


5. Overall, how effective do you think your Municipal Pollution Prevention and Good Housekeeping program is in helping you to achieve your Stormwater Management Program goals?

MINIMUM MEASURE 3: ILLICIT DISCHARGE DETECTION AND ELIMINATION








MINIMUM MEASURE 2: PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT AND PARTICIPATION





MINIMUM MEASURE 1: PUBLIC EDUCATION AND OUTREACH








MS4 IDENTIFICATION








6








0





1





0





1





0





2





0





1





MINIMUM MEASURE 4: CONSTRUCTION SITE - STORMWATER RUNOFF CONTROL








0











MINIMUM MEASURE 5:  POST-CONSTRUCTION STORMWATER MANAGEMENT
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5





7
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0





0
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MINIMUM MEASURE 6:  POLLUTION PREVENTION AND GOOD HOUSEKEEPING
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