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CHAPTER 500 STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT   TECHNICAL COMMITTEE  
   MEETING #7 MINUTES 
 

RE:  Chapter 500 Stakeholder Engagement, Technical Committee Meeting #6 

DATE:  Monday December 16, 2024 

TIME:  9:30AM-1:00PM  

LOCATION: 90 Blossom Lane, Augusta, ME and Remotely via Microsoft Teams 

INVITEES: Kerem Gungor, Cody Obropta, Jeff Dennis, Tracy Krueger, and David Waddell (Maine DEP) 

Bina Skordas (FB Environmental Associates) 

Chapter 500 Technical Committee & Steering Committee  

 
 

Summary: 
The meeting focused on reviewing the progress of updating Maine's stormwater management rules under Chapter 500. 
Key topics included a detailed project timeline, stakeholder feedback, and proposed new standards aimed at promoting 
low-impact development (LID), addressing climate resiliency, and streamlining compliance. Stakeholders discussed 
adjustments to definitions, new basic and general standards, and implementation of region -specific requirements. 
Questions and comments addressed clarity on standards, challenges with aging infrastructure, and ensuring 
streamlined processes for waivers and exceptions. Action items include finalizing a comprehensive stakeholder 
engagement report, circulating a long memo for feedback, and continuing technical work. The goal  is to adopt the new 
rules by summer 2026. 
 
Meeting Agenda:   

TOPIC 
1. Project Progress Update and Timeline Review 
2. Review of Stakeholder Feedback   
3. Implementation of New Rules   
4. Discussion  

a. Stakeholder Input  
b. Action Items & Next Steps  

 
Project Progress Update and Timeline Review  

• 12-month long process, meetings held every month except for January and May, 7 Steering Committee 
meetings, 7 Technical Committee meetings, 16 subcommittee meetings, +70 hours of meeting time  

o 100s of hours updating Maine’s stormwater management rules  
• Technical Committee Meeting #7 

o Discussed updates and remaining outstanding items in Long Memo  
o Discussed a DEP testing and evaluation of an example project under new Chapter 500 Proposal  
o Discussed updated draft chloride point system by Jeff Dennis. Needs more work to finalize it  

 
Review of Stakeholder Feedback  

• See Table 1 in Appendix  
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• Feedback is written by topic. Definitions have been a big part of feedback (defining maintenance and urban 
impaired streams).  

o Meetings, Definitions, Impaired Streams, General and Basic Standards, Subdivisions and 
Redevelopment, Runoff and Groundwater Recharge, BMPs and Design Standards, Permitting, Data and 
Metrics, Sensitive and Threatened, Environmental Justice  

• Making Ch. 500 rules more legible, simplified, and clear for compliance  
• Runoff and Groundwater Recharge received a lot of feedback.  
• Other Major Topics not addressed in list: No comments at the moment  

 
Implementation of New Rules  

• Overarching goals: Promote LID (Basic Standards), address climate adaptation and resiliency (runoff volume 
reduction standard), streamline rules (improve day-to-day implementation, new PBR)  

o Required applicants to use up-to-date precipitation data and 18% multiplier to account for changes 
over time due to climate change  

o If applicants comply with new basic standards, they will be eligible for new PBR  
• Current and New Chapter 500 waterbodies (Figure 1 in Appendix). New set of regions and watersheds identified 

as sensitive and threatened will be incorporated into Ch. 500 
• Standards apply to activities disturbing one or more acre (Figure 2 in Appendix).  

o Question about post-construction standards  
• Question: Kristie asked about recertification for disturbance of one or more acre of land. This relates to 

impervious surface that kicks-in 5-year recertification requirements. Not understanding why post-construction 
items are applying when the rules were applying to construction previously. DEP is redefining the basic 
standards because of wetland and natural drainage way requirements.  

o Rob Wood: Ch.500 rules address both pre and post construction, we are changing what falls under 
basic and general standards. Might want to consider different headings to better display what they are.   

• New Basic Standards:  
o Wetland Protection: no disturbance area, impervious area setbacks, exception for wetland crossings  

▪ Part of outstanding LID strategy  
o Natural Drainage Network Protection: no disturbance setbacks for Natural Drainage Ways (NDW), post-

development NDW catchment size, redistribution of stormwater at the property boundary, 
maintenance of channel continuity and catchment area at road crossings  

▪ Part of outstanding LID strategy  
o Stormwater Conveyance Hydraulic Capacity: under current Ch.500 in flooding standard which only 

applies to site law projects. So, moving this standard to basic standards for both stormwater and site 
law projects  

o Comments:  
▪ Doug: New Basic Standard could be Resource Protection Standard and General Standard 

could be Stormwater Management Standard 
▪ Engineer: Standard 1 and Standard 2 as new names? Rather than there being connotation 

associated with it.  
▪ Ivy: Combine ideas, Standard 1: Resource Protection, Standard 2: Stormwater Management. 

Tabulating the standards, defining them in both ways, and understanding how they’re evolving 
the standards.  

• New General Standards: 
o Runoff Volume Reduction Standard: compensation for infiltration loss, reduced post-development 

runoff volume, approximate pre-development hydrology 
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▪ UIS-100% 
▪ STRW, site law, cannot meet basic standards – 75% 

o Stressor Guided Stormwater Treatment Standard: nitrogen and phosphorous stressors (minimum 
average annual reductions using SCMs, coastal and noncoastal applications), chloride stressor 
(proposed point system)  

o Nature-based stormwater control measures will be required under new general standards  
o Comments:  

▪ Dionne: Does DEP plan on getting the blessing from John for new infiltration standard? 
(Answered, yes)  

▪ Anonymous: What is the nexus between this and nutrient standards? This designation would 
not trigger going through a different pathway. (Jeff: looking at what is happening in streams, 
quantitative nutrient standards will not apply to Chapter 500)  

▪ Is there a definition of what is coastal? How far would that extend? (Answer: that is a tricky one. 
Taking a simple approach) 

• New Flooding Standard 
o Remains unchanged, except for source of precipitation data and optional detention waiver for UIS 

watersheds  
o Use NOAA Atlas 14 with an 18% for climate change until NOAA Atlas 15 is released  
o Applies to Site Law Projects  

• New Development in a Non-Lake Watershed (Figure 3) 
o Not playing around with thresholds for impervious. Performance curves have been discussed in depth 

in previous meetings, used in New England area so we are adopting what is out there  
o Step 1 – New Basic Standards  

▪ All projects must meet New Basic Standards 
▪ Stormwater law projects qualify for a PBR if they are not required to meet: the new general 

standards or the phosphorous standard  
o Step 2 – Urban Impaired Stream 

▪ Projects in urban impaired stream watersheds that exceed size thresholds must also meet new 
General Standards  

o Step 3 – S&T Regions or Watersheds  
▪ Projects in these regions or watersheds that exceed size thresholds must also meet new 

general standards 
o Step 4- Site Law Projects  

▪ Not in UIS or ST must also meet new general standards  
• 75% of Runoff Volume Reduction Standard  
• Stressor Guided Stormwater Treatment  

o DEP identified stressors: nitrogen, phosphorous, chloride 
o Sized using performance curves  

• New Development and Redevelopment in a Non-Lake Watershed (Figure 4) 
o For redevelopment, there are going to be select credits, and lower bar for redevelopment projects or 

portions of a project  
• Other Standards  

o Phosphorous  
▪ Remaining in place  

o Flooding  
▪ Remaining in place  

o UIS  
▪ Remaining in place 
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o Discharge to Wetlands Standard  
▪ Changing maximum storage depth requirement  

• Example Project Reviews  
o DEP Engineering Team 

▪ Evaluated the originally proposed LID standards using example projects. Used to craft new 
basic standards  

▪ Has been working on example projects to demonstrate how ch.500 will be implemented  
▪ Will continue into January 2025 

o New chapter 500 framework has been established. Engineering team’s work will flesh out finer 
technical details  

o Comments:  
▪ Devil is in the details about it being arduous. Some people might not get permits and they’ll be 

upset about it.  
▪ Sometimes developers from elsewhere think they are lax or not lax depending on where 

they’ve worked previously  
 
Discussion and Next Steps 
Stakeholder Input  

• Municipal Representative: Being pulled in multiple directions. 2 ways: make sure new requirements are clear, 
and clear process for granting waivers and exceptions  

• Anonymous: Like helping people getting to yes and not no when it comes to development / developers  
• Karem: For challenging sites, need to expand stormwater manual for people to use  
• Nathan: Aging infrastructure and ability to adapt. Karem said he has a few reservations about aging 

infrastructure in Chapter 500. Stormwater management law is clear that you cannot touch grandfathered 
portions of the site, so it is beyond the purview of the rules.  

o Especially in the downstream sections of some of our more impaired waters, there's a lot more 

storm water, lot more storm flow and stream flow moving through those culverts.  So, we had to 

move them to 52 closes to 100 years old. You just to avoid flooding; it is associated with historic 

development. So sometimes those things need to be considered. Portland's trying to figure out 

how we can take some of that into a so that we're not allowing, you know, an existing condition 

to be exacerbated with people. 

o Committee and stakeholders further discussed redevelopment of sites and of aging infrastructure  
• Cynthia: Will be helpful to see definitions. Hard to have good knowledge of where it’s going without a 

framework, foundation for each word. Examples are also extremely helpful.  
• Ryan: Long memo is going well so far  
• Rick: Clear concise definitions and examples will be helpful from a design standpoint  

 
Action Items & Next Steps  

• FBE will be creating a complete stakeholder engagement report 
o Dozens of pages very comprehensive  
o Implement executive summary  

• Long memo will be circulated around for feedback 
• In the process of evaluating new standards as it pertains to development projects  
• Asking for stakeholder input via our email for written comments 
• Schedule and timeline: engage steering committee on process report, rule drafting, rulemaking, technical work 

(performance curve development for vegetative buffers, stormwater manual (contractor selection, establish 
work group)  
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o Aiming for summer 2026 for adoption of new rules  
o Stakeholders discussed the stormwater manual’s relationship with chapter 500.  

• Conclusion of official stakeholder process. DEP will engage with stakeholders on an as need basis  
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APPENDIX 
 
Table 1. Overview of Stakeholder Feedback 
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Figure 1. Waterbodies included in the previous and new Chapter 500 rules. 

 

Figure 2. Standards apply to activities disturbing one or more acres.  
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Figure 3. New Development in a Non-Lake Watershed  

 

Figure 4. New Development and Redevelopment in a Non-Lake Watershed 


