
ZfO
Chambers, Laura M.

Page 1 of 1

RECEIVED
From: Jaymes, Brian [bjaymes@ccpa.net] ! # M M 2 J PM h # 2

Sent: Monday, November16,2009 1:42 PM m n m r w ^ , , , ^ _ _ _ ,

To: EP.RegComments "%#m#A!P'
Subject: 25 PA.Code CH. 102 Erosion and Sediment Control and Stormwater lOlanaglment

Attached are comments on the above reference proposed rulemaking

Brian K Jaymes
Cumberland County Conservation District
Erosion Control Technician
310 Allen Road, Suite 301
Carlisle, PA 17013
Phone 717-240-5358
Fax 717-240-7813

The information in this message may be privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure. If the
reader of this message is neither the intended recipient, nor an employee or agent responsible for
delivering this message to the intended recipient, then you are hereby notified that any dissemination,
distribution, unauthorized use, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by replying to this message and
deleting it from your computer. Thank you, Cumberland County, PA.

11/16/2009



Cumberland County Conservation District
310 Allen Road, Suite 301
Carlisle, PA 17013

Title 25 Chapter 102 Erosion and Sediment Control Proposed Regulations

Comments

1. 102.4(b) (5) More clarity is needed to determine if every project requires a

separate plan and Narrative. The District feels that small, simple projects can

place all necessary information on plan drawings.

2. 102.4 (b)(8) Can Districts charge a review fee for this scenario?

3. 102.6 Permit application and Fees.

The District feels a tiered approach to fees for General and Individual NPDES

applications. Example 1-5 acres and greater than 5 acres.

PER should keep as is.

4. 102.6 (c) (2) Provide more clarity on review time. Is it 60 days for each

resubmission. How many times can it be reviewed?

5. 102.15 Permit by Rule (PER)

(b) Exclusions

(ii) A. Sinkhole development. More clarity is needed here. What is acceptable

procedures and evaluations. Also the criteria to be used should be defined,

(iii) (4) needs more clarity As written it is open to opinion.

(c) Permit conditions-

Pre-submission meeting.

The District feels that a preliminary E & S and PCS WM should be brought to the

meeting.

6. 102.22 Site stabilization

(b) (2) Temporary Stabilization.

The District feels that 3 days is excessive for stabilization measures. 7-14 days

would be more reasonable.


