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I. Scenario Development 
a. Residential Categories – The basis for Residential Categories is impervious 

footprint.  The intent is to keep model simple and consistent with other 
planning and technical categories. 

i. Low Density 
ii. Medium Density 
iii. High Density 

 
b. Participants in Water Quality Implementation 

i. Public Agencies (County, Municipal) 
ii. Developers 
iii. Home Owner Associations 
iv. Home Builders 
v. Regulatory Agencies 
vi. NGO 

 
 
II. Residential Principles 

The following list addresses areas that are recommended to be evaluated in 
more detail through the development of the Watershed Action Plan and WQMP 
Template Development. 

a. Competing Regulatory Agency / Outside Requirements 
b. Synergy / Conflicts Resolution with Overall Project / Area Solutions 
c. Sustainability Principles Incorporation into Solutions (Infiltration, Water 

Supply, Sizing Criteria, Recharge Opportunities) 
d. Site Planning / Density 
e. Regional vs. Local Solutions (Project Scale Issues) 
f. Maintenance / Life Cycle Cost Evaluation 
g. Construction / Initial Cost Evaluation 
h. Design Principles & Design Integration (Self Retaining Storm Water, 

Landscape, Arterial & Streets) 
i. WQMP / Code  Approach 
j. Groundwater Recharge 
k. Regional and Local Solutions through Agency Planning with Water Masters 

(Potential Legal and Physical Constraints in Developing Solutions) 
l. Hydromodification 
m. Aesthetics 
n. Multiuse of Sites (Parks, Trails, Habitat) 
o. Water Conservation / Drought Friendly Landscape 
p. Building Structure Materials 
q. Vector Management 
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III. Residential Approaches for Consideration  Under WQMP 

Template Development 

 
 
IV. Recommendations for Future Planning Principles 

a. CEQA 
i. Increase Project Level Evaluation (Specific / General Plan Level) 

 
b. General Plan / Specific Plan (High Level) 

i. Design Guideline Enhancement 
ii. More Detailed Project Findings 
iii. Update General Plans 
iv. Higher Level of Detail in Specific Plan Sections 

 
c. Conditions of Approval / Tract Maps / WQMPs 

i. Increase Detail Requirements 
 

Approach Low Density Medium Density High Density 
Landscaping Good Potential Good Potential Good Potential 

Driveway / 
Hardscape 

Good Potential Good Potential Good Potential 

Building Gutters Good Potential Good Potential Good Potential 
Rain Barrels / 

Cisterns 
Low Potential 

(Cost Implications) 
Low Potential 

(Cost Implications) 
Medium Potential 
(Cost Implications) 

Green Roofs Low Potential 
(Difficult with  Local 

Weather Constraints) 

Low Potential 
(Difficult with  Local 

Weather Constraints) 

Low Potential 
(Difficult with  Local 

Weather Constraints) 
Harvesting & Re-

Use 
Low Potential Low Potential Medium Potential 

Aesthetic Appeal Integral As Part of 
Solutions 

Integral As Part of 
Solutions 

Integral As Part of 
Solutions 

Overall Solutions 
Integration 

Integral As Part of 
Solutions 

Integral As Part of 
Solutions 

Integral As Part of 
Solutions 
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 Attendee Firm / Organization Email Address 
 Matt Yeager San Bernardino County myeager@dpw.sbcounty.gov 
 Mark Grey BIA Southern California mgrey@biasc.org 
 Jesus Plasencia City of Chino  
 Betty Donavanik City of Chino Hills bdonavanik@chinohills.org 
 Richard Ayala City of Ontario rayala@ci.ontario.ca.us 
 Stephen Wilson City of Ontario swilson@ci.ontario.ca.us 
 Julie Carver City of Rialto jcarver@rialtoca.gov 
 Gina Gibson City of Rialto ggibson@rialtonca.gov 
 Saul Martinez City of Upland s.martinez@ci.upland.ca.us 
 Bill Flores HDR Engineering Bill.flores@hdrinc.com 
 Omar Dandashi Lewis  Omar.dandashi@lewisop.com 
 Steve Bein RBF sbein@rbf.com 
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I. Scenario Development 
a. Retail / Commercial /Industrial Categories – The basis for Commercial 

Categories is impervious footprint and similarities in use.  The intent is to 
keep model simple and consistent with other planning and technical 
categories. Site layout often driven by marketing and circulation 
requirements. 

i. Retail / Office / Mixed Use / Institutional 
ii. Industrial 

 
b. Participants in Water Quality Implementation 

i. Public Agencies (County, Municipal) 
ii. Developers 
iii. Home Owner Associations 
iv. Home Builders 
v. Regulatory Agencies 
vi. NGO 

 
 
II. Commercial Principles 

The following list addresses areas that are recommended to be evaluated in 
more detail through the development of the Watershed Action Plan and WQMP 
Template Development. 

a. Competing Regulatory Agency / Outside Requirements 
b. Synergy / Conflicts Resolution with Overall Project / Area Solutions 
c. Sustainability Principles Incorporation into Solutions (Infiltration, Water 

Supply, Sizing Criteria, Recharge Opportunities) 
d. Site Planning / Layout  
e. Regional vs. Local Solutions (Difficult with separation of private and public 

maintenance) 
f. Maintenance / Life Cycle Cost Evaluation 
g. Construction / Initial Cost Evaluation 
h. Design Principles & Design Integration (Self Retaining Storm Water, 

Landscape, Arterial & Streets) 
i. WQMP / Code  Approach 
j. Groundwater Recharge 
k. Simplicity of Solutions 
l. Multiuse of Sites (Parks, Trails, Habitat) 
m. Water Conservation / Drought Friendly Landscape 
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III. Residential Approaches for Consideration  Under WQMP 

Template Development 
 

 

IV. Recommendations for Future Planning Principles 
a. CEQA 

i. Increase Project Level Evaluation (Specific / General Plan Level) 
 

b. General Plan / Specific Plan (High Level) 
i. Design Guideline Enhancement 
ii. More Detailed Project Findings 
iii. Update General Plans 
iv. Zone Code 
v. Develop WQMP Concepts with Preliminary Drainage Concepts 

 
c. Conditions of Approval / Parcel Maps / WQMPs 

i. Increase Detail Requirements 
 

Approach Retail / Office / 
Mixed Use / 
Institutional 

Industrial 

Landscaping Good Potential Good Potential 
Access Roads / 

Hardscape 
Good Potential Good Potential 

Building Gutters Good Potential Good Potential 
Rain Barrels / 

Cisterns 
Low Potential 

(Cost Implications) 
Low Potential 

(Cost Implications) 
Green Roofs Low Potential 

(Difficult with  Local 
Weather Constraints) 

Low Potential 
(Difficult with  Local 

Weather Constraints) 
Harvesting & Re-

Use 
Low Potential Low Potential 

Aesthetic Appeal Integral As Part of 
Solutions 

Integral As Part of 
Solutions 

Overall Solutions 
Integration 

Integral As Part of 
Solutions 

Integral As Part of 
Solutions 
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 Attendee Firm / Organization Email Address 
 Matt Yeager San Bernardino County myeager@dpw.sbcounty.gov 
 Mark Grey BIA Southern California mgrey@biasc.org 
 Betty Donavanik City of Chino Hills bdonavanik@chinohills.org 
 Stephen Wilson City of Ontario swilson@ci.ontario.ca.us 
 Erie Wong City of Highland  
 Rosemary Hoerning City of Redlands  
 Julie Carver City of Rialto jcarver@rialtoca.gov 
 Bill Flores HDR Engineering Bill.flores@hdrinc.com 
 Omar Dandashi Lewis  Omar.dandashi@lewisop.com 
 John Dvorak Lewis John.dvorak@lewisop.com 
 Rick Mannars Lewis Rick.mannars@lewisop.com 
 Mike Minna Lewis Mike.minna@lewisop.com 
 Timothy Reeves Lewis Timothy.reeves@lewisop.com 
 Bob Feller Lewis Bob.feller@lewisop.com 
 Dave Markson Lewis Dave.markson@lewisop.com 
 Ginny Fawcett Lewis Ginny.fawcett@lewisop.com 
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SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY MS4 PERMIT WATERSHED ACTION PLAN 
WATERSHED EFFORTS AND LINKAGES 

MEETING NOTES 
 

December 15, 2010 
 
 

PARTICIPANTS   REPRESENTATIVE  
Nancy Gardiner  Brown & Caldwell 
Ben Pak  Chino Basin Watermaster 
Don Allinder  City of Chino 
Paul Montoya  City of Chino Hills 
Dan Chadinier  City of Fontana 
Matt Wirz  City of Grand Terrace 
Melissa Morgan  City of Highland 
Dennis Barton  City of Highland 
Fred Cardenas  City of Rialto 
Julie Carver  City of Rialto 
Nadeem Steel  City of Rialto 
Paul Zolfaghori  City of Rialto 
Jarrod Gibbon  City of San Bernardino 
Christy Suppes  County of Orange 
LeAnne Hamilton  Inland Empire Utilities Agency 
Marsha Westropp  Orange County Water District 
Gian Villarreal  RBF 
Steve Bein  RBF 
Bill Rice  Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Janet Dietzman  San Bernardino County Flood Control 
Matt Yeager  San Bernardino County Flood Control 
Melissa Walker  San Bernardino County Flood Control 
Bobby Gustafson  San Bernardino Municipal Water District 
Jennifer Shepardson  San Bernardino Municipal Water District 
Cynthia Gabaldon  URS 
Jeff Beehler  Santa Ana Watershed Project Authority 
Larry McKenney  Santa Ana Watershed Project Authority 
Mark Norton  Santa Ana Watershed Project Authority 
Rick Whetsel  Santa Ana Watershed Project Authority 
Sara Villa  Santa Ana Watershed Project Authority 
 
 
Call to Order & Introductions 
The San Bernardino County MS4 Permit Watershed Action Plan Meeting was called to order at 1:34 p.m. by 
Mark Norton at  the  Santa Ana Watershed Project Authority  (SAWPA)  located at 11615  Sterling Avenue, 
Riverside, CA 92503.  Brief introductions were made by each of the attendees. 
 
Overview of Watershed Action Plan (WAP) – Matt Yeager, SBCFCD 
Mr. Yeager gave a brief overview explaining the purpose of the Watershed Action Plan (WAP).  He noted 
that they are trying to do several workshops in a very short period of time to look at various aspects of how 
this WAP is going to impact other programs in the watershed, and how they need to implement it within 
their own programs.  On January 29, 2010, San Bernardino County Permittees were issued a requirement to 
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develop a WAP.  Mr. Yeager provided a handout of the WAP objectives to be in compliance with the 
permits.  He noted that the focus of today’s workshop is going to be on the Land Development aspects of 
the permit.  Things that would need to be done are: 1) to review and revise the Water Quality Management 
Plan (WQMP), which is the main document that the project proponents have to use; and 2) to add Low 
Impact Development (LID).  LID is a site planning strategy (a water balance approach); its benefit is to 
reduce pollutant loads to receiving waters.   
 
Mr. Yeager stated that the WAP’s central component is an Online Watershed Map (geodatabase).  San 
Bernardino County Flood Control started a map in 2006 to locate the flood control drainage system, and 
they are adding links to other documents to look at potential basins, parks, and channels that can be 
retrofitted or restored.  The WAP will be an online map accessible by the general public, but there will be 
different levels of access and will be maintained as an online feature.   
 
Mr. Yeager stated that the relationship between the WAP and the WQMP is that all of those things that we 
have to protect in the watershed will be part of the WAP and can feed through the WQMP by using the 
watershed‐based map tool to help enhance the design.  This map also will help to make decisions on 
projects.   
 
Demonstration of Web‐based Watershed Geodatabase Tool ‐ RBF 
Steve Bein from RBF provided a demonstration of the Stormwater Facility GIS Mapping Tool, which runs on 
a browser environment and does not require any GIS software.  The product is called Silverlight and is 
located online and won’t be active until mid‐January.  The project started in 2006 and the responsibility was 
to manage all the Stormwater facility and to identify channels that are engineered hardened and 
maintained to the non‐engineered hardened and maintained.  Mr. Bein demonstrated some of the 
functionalities of the tool.  He noted that if you select a facility, it gives you the detail information and gives 
you the option to insert polygons and comments.  It has the print functionality, and he will add a Help 
button.  He noted that as‐built plans also are available along with studies and reports related to the WAP.   
There will be the capability to zoom in directly to your location by typing in the city or number.  All the data 
layers are maintained on this site and will be linked to the County.  The goal is to be able to have the project 
proponents identify the facility where it drains to, and identify the environmental constraints and sites 
downstream for restoration and rehabilitation. It also will ultimately provide WQMP template functionality.   
It was asked what type of layers will be available in infiltration.  Mr. Bein noted that it will include soil 
layers, sub‐surface layers, and depth groundwater.  It was asked if there will be a user guide.  Mr. Yeager 
said yes there will be a guide available.  Mr. Bein mentioned that a little bit of training will be required.  He 
noted that he will take any comments or suggestions.  A brief discussion ensued. 
 
Mr. Yeager noted that they have been meeting with different groups and explaining the tool, and there are 
a lot of watershed efforts.  It was noted that the funding will definitely be an issue.  A brief discussion 
ensued on who’s going to handle the tool by updating and monitoring it. 
 
Review of Stormwater Quality Standards Task Force Linkages – Matt Yeager/Larry McKenney 
Mr. McKenney gave a brief overview of the Stormwater Quality Standards Task Force.  He noted that the 
Task Force has to do with body contact recreation standards, and is presumed in REC 1.  Mr. McKenney 
stated that the linkage for the Stormwater Quality Standards is trying to do something with the right 
information and looking at the water quality standards in the entire watershed.  He noted that it is very 
regional dealing with the three Counties, and that they already have the Regional Board engaged and the 
effort is based on good resources and they know that we are not just trying not to comply.  Mr. Beehler 
asked if we would have channel morphology data.  Mr. Yeager noted that they have the drawings for the 
built, but they are going to have some assessment morphology for the non‐improved channels. However, 
he is not sure how detailed they are going to be.  Mr. Yeager stated that they could identify the location of 
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the UAAs for regional treatment, and will meet with Orange County at the beginning of the year to see 
what data they have or plan on using.   
 
Review of Middle Santa Ana River TMDL Linkages – Matt Yeager/Rick Whetsel 
Mr. Whetsel gave a brief overview of the Middle Santa Ana River being all  in the Chino Basin for studying 
the bacterial  indicator for water quality.   He  listed a few  items that the Task Force has been working on, 
such as the Urban Source Evaluation Plan (USEP) and the Comprehensive Bacterial Reduction Plan (CBRP).  
The WAP is a big linkage in how to get closer to comply in the standards for treatment in water quality. 
 
Review of Big Bear Lake TMDL Linkages – Matt Yeager/Rick Whetsel 
Mr. Whetsel gave a brief overview of the Big Bear Lake Task Force and noted that they have been collecting 
data and analysis for the nutrient water quality data.  Big Bear Municipal Water District is doing all of the in‐
lake  work.    The  linkage  would  expand  the  data  to  the  lake  downstream  where  there  is  a  lot  of 
infrastructure. 
 
Review of OWOW Plan Linkages – Matt Yeager/Jeff Beehler 
Mr. Beehler gave a brief overview of the One Water One Watershed (OWOW) Plan.  He noted that one of 
the  challenges  is  to work  together  and  understand  the  layers  of  the  Basin.    He  noted  that  it  is  really 
important  for  us  to  know where  the water  comes  from  and where  it  is  going,  so  this  linkage  is  very 
important  to us.   Mr. McKenney noted  that  the  fundamental  linkage  for OWOW  is  that  the method  for 
resolving water supply  is through the water quality permits.   The strength of this tool being developed  is 
that we will  be  able  to  go  to  the  Regional  Board  and  demonstrate  the water  quality  benefit.     A  brief 
discussion ensued.    Mr. Beehler noted that Prop 1E is coming up and there will be another Call for Projects 
in the spring, and they want to develop a mechanism to work with them to incorporate their projects into 
our plan and go after funding.  The OWOW Steering Committee is scheduled on January 20, 2011. 
 
Other Business 
There was no other business to discuss.  
 
Adjourn 
There being no further business for review, the meeting adjourned at 3:37 p.m. 
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I. Watershed Principles and Policies 
Development of the Watershed Principles and Policies is critically linked to 
agency local and regional policy implementation. 

a. Definition of Watershed Principles (Please see presentation for additional 
information) 

i. Use of design BMPs to mimic a site pre-development hydrology 
(maximize permeable areas, conserve natural resources, minimize 
directly connected impervious areas) 

ii. Establishment of development design guidelines for areas 
particularly susceptible to erosion and sediment loss 

iii. Proposal of appropriate control measures for pollutants of concern 
iv. Focal approach towards initially Ahwahnee Principles, update of 

General Plans, utilizing CEQA as opportunity for LID concepts, and 
review of municipal codes. 
 

b. Implications for Groundwater Basin Management (Please see 
presentation for additional information) 

i. Overview – over 500 basins in California, 35% from ground water 
sources, locally the contribution is 33% of water supply, state focus 
become extensive. 

ii. Focus today is to maintain storm water runoff capture in local basin 
rather than prior conventional approach of allowing runoff to be 
sent to the ocean. 

iii. Additional waters beyond basin limits will need to be purchased 
and recharged into the basin.  Expansion programs are under way 
for expansion of facilities to have basins become more self-
sufficient. 
 

c. Implications for Land Use Planning (Please see presentation for additional 
information) 

i. Land Use Elements, Conservation Elements, Housing Elements are 
requirements for General Plan updates 

ii. Storm water recharge has declined significantly due to 
urbanization. 

iii. Key to land planning is starting integration of new development 
and existing re-development planning at earlier time to address the 
overall watershed. 
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II. Examples of Plans and Ordinances Incorporating Watershed 

Principles 
a. OWOW Watershed Targets (Please see handout) 

i. Development of Guiding Principles understanding the integration 
of water supply with sustainable solutions to use rainfall as a 
resource while providing recreational opportunities. 

ii. Development of Strategies to increase storage, reduce demand, 
value water differently and create watershed governance. 

iii. Development of Targets to recycle waste water, store water, 
address riparian corridor gaps, meet water quality standards and 
increase resource efficient land use. 

iv. Develop Evaluation Criteria throughout watershed for water supply, 
restoration of flood management benefits, water quality, and 
reduction of green house gas emissions. 
 

b. Chino Basin Recharge Master Plan (Please see presentation for additional 
information) 

i. Basin Management – hydraulic controls, recycled water, imported 
water, max storm water capture, water quality anomalies, 
conservation. 

ii. Recharge Master Plan – Modification of existing basins and add of 
additional basins to integrate the entire basin together. Land use 
agencies are integral part of basin management through 
partnerships.  Investment into basin is critical as well. 

iii. Storage Approach – wet water recharge, in lieu recharge. 
iv. Water import costs are anticipated to increase significantly in the 

next 20 years. Desalination is continuing in basin as ongoing 
management. 

 
c. Other Local or Regional Examples 

i. Key to success of additional plans is the partnership with 
stakeholders, setting goals, and many additional resources. 

 
d. Additional References (Please see handout) 
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III. Recommendations for Incorporating Watershed Principles in 

Permittee Planning Documents and Processes 
a. CEQA 

i. Improve focus on water quality from initial environmental review.  
ii. Integration of CEQA as a better management tool for planning tool 

rather than the potential as a regulatory tool. 
 

b. General Plans / Specific Plans 
i. Use of Recharge Master Plan as part of General Plan updates 
ii. Water quality solution needs to be included at an earlier timeframe 

of project inception.  
iii. Evaluate city municipal codes to better integrate public works / 

engineering with planning.  
iv. Evaluate integration of water overall with supply, re-use, recycled 

uses, flow and erosion. 
v. General Plan provides key planning for projects integration into the 

Specific Plans and overall local planning.  Local implementation in 
conjunction with regional watershed efforts integral to overall 
development planning efforts. 

vi. LID is a planning strategy  
vii. Evaluate regional and sub regional opportunities 
viii. Streamline of project process critical to assist next steps in 

development. 
 

c. Conditions of Approval / Tract Maps / WQMPs 
i. Include water quality earlier in the process at planning inception. 
ii. Use of water in development of maps. 
iii. Evaluate site development for collective approach to water quality 

and water supply, etc... 
iv. WQMP standard template should include focus towards legacy 

pollution that may impact infiltration. 
 

d. Removing Barriers to Implementation 
i. Improve plan checking process 
ii. Offsite opportunity implementation process 
iii. Develop timing requirements for the In Lieu Program (Local or 

Regional) 
iv. Communication with Policy Makers within agencies for local 

implementation 
v. Expansion of Model Local Implementation Plan scope of work 
vi. Evaluate linkages to other programs 
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e. Recommendations 
i. Set up a workgroup on development of In Lieu Program with 

Regional Board and Water Masters 
ii. Additional strategies with Water Masters for recharge.  Currently 

working with Regional Board. 
iii. Define Harvest & Re-Use approaches. 
iv. Better capitalize on the investments made by the storm drain and 

water recharge infrastructure improvements. 
 

f. Barriers 
i. Ongoing maintenance costs of In Lieu Program (life cycle costs) 
ii. Caution on use of flood control basin primary use and objectives. 

Partnerships with Water Masters and Flood Control District are 
critical for the balance of the use. 

iii. Water rights policies and beneficial uses for storm water impacts for 
watershed areas that need preservation of habitat and other 
resources. 
 

g. Additional Concepts 
i. Higher watershed basin as part of the In Lieu Program 

 
IV. Recommendations for Coordinating Implementation of WAP 

Phase II Elements LIP 
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I. Scenario Development 
a. Park Categories – The basis for Park Categories is impervious footprint and 

activity focus.  The intent is to keep model simple and consistent with 
other planning and technical categories. 

i. Natural Parks (Wilderness Parks, Nature Trails, Wetlands) 
ii. Developed Parks (Neighborhood Parks, Community Parks, Golf 

Courses, Active / Sports Parks, Regional Parks, Trails) 
 

b. Public Facility Categories – The basis for Public Facilities Categories is 
impervious footprint and site layout based on use functionality.  The intent 
is to keep model simple and consistent with other planning and technical 
categories. 

i. Industrial (Corporation Yard, Fire Facilities, Police Facilities (with 
maintenance)) 

ii. Administrative (Civic Plaza, Community / Senior Center, Police 
Facilities (without maintenance)) 

iii. Utilities (Well Sites, Treatment Plants) 
 

c. Participants in Water Quality Implementation 
i. Public Agencies (County, Municipal) 
ii. Developers (Parks) 
iii. Home Owner Associations (Parks) 
iv. Regulatory Agencies 
v. NGO 

 
II. Parks & Public Facilities Principles 

The following list addresses areas that are recommended to be evaluated in 
more detail through the development of the Watershed Action Plan and WQMP 
Template Development. 
 
Parks 

a. Use of Parks for regional & retrofit opportunities. 
b. Evaluate opportunities for overlapping use of recreational facilities with 

flood control facilities. 
c. Parks classifications are affected by use, size, and maintenance 

requirements. 
d. Parks may need to evaluated as components in addition to the parks as a 

whole. 
e. Parks ability to function as a water quality element dependent on 

assessment of primary park benefit. 
f. Introduction of planning principles recommended at park concept 

development. 
Public Facilities 

a. Classification affected by use. 
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b. Facilities and water quality approach recommended to be evaluated as 
a whole, not by component. 

c. Commercial / Industrial Principles apply to Public Facilities 
d. Further clarification required for opportunities for retrofit with thresholds for 

definition in the context of “Re-Development”. 
e. Encouragement for parking lot retrofit recommended with focus to areas 

where infiltration is prevalent. 
f. Introduction of planning principles recommended at facility concept 

development. 
 

III. Parks Approaches for Consideration  Under WQMP Template 
Development* 
 

Approach Natural Developed 
Turf No Potential 

 (Due to Natural 
Vegetation) 

Good Potential 
(Turf vs Artificial Turf) 

Hardscape 
 

Good Potential Good Potential 

Landscape Low Potential 
(Maximum use of 

Natural Vegetation) 

Good Potential 

Parking Lots 
 

Good Potential Good Potential 

Structures 
 

Good Potential Good Potential 

Harvesting & Re-
Use 

Low Potential Low Potential 

Aesthetic Appeal Integral As Part of 
Solutions 

Integral As Part of 
Solutions 

   
* Public Facilities Approaches to match Commercial / Industrial Approaches 
 
IV. Recommendations for Future Planning Principles 

a. CEQA 
i. Amend Checklist Locally or at a Statewide Level. 

 
b. General Plan / Specific Plan (High Level) 

i. Early Planning 
ii. Criteria Development 
iii. Encourage Design Integration 
iv. Policy Statement Revisions 



Watershed Action Plan 
Workshop Series 
Parks & Public Facilities Workshop Notes 
San Bernardino Program – January 19, 2011 
 

 

J
a

n
u

a
r

y
 1

9
, 

2
0

1
1

 

v. Master Plan Technical Memorandum Integration  (Particularly with 
Storm Drain) 
 

c. Conditions of Approval / Tract Maps / WQMPs 
i. Increase Higher Level of Detail Analysis for Tentative Tract Maps 

(Not possible for Parcel Maps due to lesser or no development 
planning at that stage) 

 
 
 Attendee Firm / Organization Email Address 
 Scott Murphy City of Ontario smurphy@ci.ontario.ca.us 
 Daniel Apt RBF Consulting dapt@rbf.com 
 Nadeem Syed City of Rialto nsyed@rialtoca.gov 
 Steve Bein RBF Consulting sbein@rbf.com 
 Andrea Saavedra City of Highland assaavedra@cityofhighland.org 
 Melissa Morgan City of Highland mmorgan@cityofhighland.org 
 Julie Carver City of Rialto jcarver@rialtoca.gov 
 Dan Ilkay County of San Bernardino dilkay@dpw.sbcounty.gov 
 Stephen Wilson City of Ontario swilson@ci.ontario.ca.us 
 Jesus Plasencia City of Chino jplascncia@cityofchino.org 
 Omar Dandashi Lewis  Omar.dandashi@lewisop.com 
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a. Scenario Development 
a. Street Categories – The intent is to keep model simple and consistent with 

other planning and technical categories. 
i. Streets with no parkways and medians 
ii. Streets with Parkways 
iii. Streets with Parkways and Medians 

 
b. Streets Principles 

The following list addresses areas that are recommended to be evaluated in 
more detail through the development of the Watershed Action Plan and WQMP 
Template Development. 

 
a. Use of Parks for regional & retrofit opportunities. 
b. Evaluate opportunities for overlapping use of recreational facilities 

with flood control facilities. 
c. There needs to a balance with flood control facilities and 

protecting life and property and being able to capture rainfall for 
re-use or harvesting to comply with permit.   

d. Need a mechanism for early discussion with developers regarding 
those must do items for water quality/ water conservation prior to 
submission of plans. Should no longer be an afterthought once site is 
designed. 

e. A policy should be in place for those sites where infiltration (LID 
principles) is infeasible to allow the participation in In-Lieu programs 
through regional treatment opportunities. 

f. Need to take into account that many developers prefer to receive 
a policy (ex: General Plan) or guidance document that give them 
some idea as to where the agency plans on handling water quality/ 
water conservation rules and regulations. 

g. Evaluate potential to promote return to rural street sections for new 
arterials and streets. 

h. Consider utilization of reverse parkway drains to parkways and 
medians for existing arterials. 

i. Use of more sub-regional to regional systems will assist city wide or 
countywide street network. 

j. Create more street tree programs for locations that have no 
treatment with Filterra type systems. 

k. Potentially reduce street widths in locations where no parkways 
exist, balancing circulation needs. 

l. Develop a standard tool kit that an agency can apply in different 
existing street scenarios. 
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c. Recommendations for Future Planning Principles 

a. CEQA 
i. Increase Project Level Evaluation (Specific / General Plan Level) 

 
b. General Plan / Specific Plan (High Level) 

i. Consider alternative designs to conventional streets 

ii. Develop a policy on how alternative designed facilities will be 
maintained including funding 

iii. Change in development code will require the education principals 
applied to decision makers & electeds in all jurisdictions as well as 
County that this is not only important but is required & will directly 
effect them. 

iv. Consider Implementation policy to modify street tree programs to 
include systems which include aid in improvement of storm water 
quality 

v. Reduced street widths need to also balance parking needs 
 

 
 
 Attendee Firm / Organization Email Address 
 Lawrence Mainez City of Highland lmainez@cityofhighland.org  
 Jim Godfredsen City of Highland jgodfredsen@cityofhighland.org 
 Bruce Meikle City of Highland bmeikle@cityofhighland.org 
 Steve Bein RBF Consulting sbein@rbf.com 
 Walter Allison City of Rialto wallison@rialtoca.gov 
 Paul Montoya City of Chino Hills pmontoya@chinohills.org 
 Mindy Davis County of San Bernardino Mindy.Davis@dpw.sbcounty.gov 
 N. Imani City of Chino nimani@cityofchino.org 
 Don Allinder City of Chino dallinder@cityofchino.org 
 Jarrod Gibbon City of San Bernardino gibbon-jg@sbcity.org 
 Lennie Rae Cooke  For SANBAG LRCooke@vandermostconsulting.com  
 Andrea Saavedra City of Highland asaavedra@cityofhighland.org   
 Melissa Morgan City of Highland mmorgan@cityofhighland.org   
 Dennis Barton City of Highland dbarton@cityofhighland.org   
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