
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

MEMORANDUM 

FROM: Michael B. Cook, Director 
Office of Wastewater Enforcement and Compliance 

Frederick F. Stiehl 
Enforcement Counsel for Water 

TO: Water Management Division Directors 

Regions I-X 

Regional Counsels 
Regions I-X 

Attached is the Storm Water Enforcement Strategy for FY 1994-1995. This strategy 
incorporates comments received from Regions an d States on two draft versions as well as input by 
an EPN States Storm Water Workgroup. The Workgroup meeting in February included 
representatives from Headquarters, three Regions, and two States. 

The strategy focuses on getting regulated entities "into the system" by identifying and 

taking action against Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) entities and facilities that 

have not filed a permit application. While the approach to dealing with the MS4 universe is 

relatively straightforward, the large remaining number of regulated facilities requires that we utilize 

different approaches than we have in the past to deal with noncompliance. Some approaches 

utilize "sweeps" which concentrate activity in a watershed or geographic location. Such activities 

may be mailings, telephone canvassing or inspections and then publication of these activities 

order to give visibility to the program. Regions will also want to review any active judicial ? 

to determine whether a facility is subject to the storm water regulations, coordinated with 

municipalities regarding facilities within its jurisdiction, and inquire as to the status of a facility 

permit application during routine NPDES inspections. Citizen complaints and contact with 

sediment/erosion control programs will also be an important source of information for conservation 

sites. 



Three points from the strategy are worth highlighting: 1) Section 308 letters may be used 

to request the submittal of a NOI/permit application from more than nine addressees nationwide; 
2) a storm water discharge need not be observed in order to determine inclusion in the program 
(but evidence of a conveyance for a discharge must exist), and; 3) failure to apply for a permit is a 
violation of Section 308, as this section requires reports or other information to carry out Section 

402 

Although this strategy was developed for use by EPA Regions, states may want to adopt a 

similar approach to enforcement. Several Regions have begun compliance enforcement activities 
and we need to share information about Regional as well as State activities. The National Storm 

Water Coordinators' Meeting, scheduled for February 2-4, 1994 in Washington, DC, will be an 
excellent opportunity to exchange ideas and experiences about the compliance enforcement issues 
of the program. 

Finally, we want to thank Gerry Levy of Region I for his participation as leader of the 
Storm Water Workgroup. If you have any questions regarding the strategy, contact David Lyons 

at (202)-260-8310 or John Lyon at (202)-260-8177. 

Attachment 

cc: Compliance Branch Chiefs, Regions I-X 
Permits Branch Chiefs, Regions I-X 
Water Branch Chief& ORC, Regions I-X 
Storm Water Coordinators, Regions I-X 
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