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Recommendations
1. Consider alternative nomenclature:  Best or Beneficial Management Practices
2. Identify the Salt and Nitrate BMP continuum, from industry, communities and permittees just beginning the process to industries, communities and processes with well documented BMP plans with supporting technical information.

a. Describe the continuum with benefits and examples 

b. Recommend actions based on groups stage in the continuum 

3. Develop a Management Practice Tool Box
a. 2 models to consider

i.  ASCE/EPA –International Stormwater BMP Database (technical) http://www.bmpdatabase.org/
ii.  CUWCC for conservation - Foundational and programmatic (policy/indirect) http://www.cuwcc.org/bmps.aspx
b. Toolbox to contain the BMPs and technology that industries and communities have selected them for processes and methods
c. Contains direct impact BMPs (eg.treatment) and indirect impact BMPs (eg. public outreach)
d. Applicable practices, what they reduce or control and what they do not (limitations)

e. Efficiency or effectiveness should be considered 

f. Net environmental benefit should be considered

g. Related Monitoring and reporting requirements

h. Documents are available to be linked

i. Food and Agriculture management practices (need link)

ii. Etc 
iii. Etc

i. Make information accessible potentially available on the web
4. Develop a CV-SALTS process and framework for screening and review
a. Process and steps for screening and review and referral to regulatory review
b. Information needed for screening a BMP (beneficial)
c. Information for review (evidence of proper selection)
d. Information for Regulatory compliance (Permit required data) 

e. Information for verification of reductions or improvements
f. Performance Monitoring factors and metrics
g. Regulatory monitoring

5.  Identify BMP Plan Models that have submitted review information as they are completed
a. Wine Institute land application

b. Food processing land application

c. Dairy General Order 

d. Wetlands

e. Wastewater salt minimization

f. Others
6. BMP Evaluation
a. Who and How (Expanding Item4 above)
b. Screening Process

i. Trigger to screen

ii. Data and information required for screening

iii. Accept or Appeal

c. Review Process

i. Triggers to review

ii. Data and information needed to review

iii. Accept or appeal

iv. Document

7. Regulatory approval 

a. Regulatory process

b. Data and information required for regulatory review and approval

c. Monitoring and reporting

d. Adaptive management

Facility Community BMP Selection Process

1. Identify processes that use water 

2. Review the constituents 

3. What is the limiting constituent for each case or process
4. What practices work for the constituent to the level needed and what are the limitations
5. Is it implementable?

6. What additions would be needed to meet water quality standards (objectives for beneficial uses)
7. Document practices and implementation

8. Performance and water quality monitoring

Develop a Framework for BMPS
Participants discussed the need for a framework to classify and characterize BMPs a preliminary outline is proposed for discussion.
Type

A. Policy/Legislation
B. Regulatory or 
C. Non-Regulatory or Agreement

D. Program (industry or other basis)

E. Independent Action
Practice or Management Alternative Categories
1. Salt and Nitrate sources reduction, limiting salt entering the region/facility/industry

2. Segregation of salts and nitrates from process or in use
3. Salt and Nitrate Treatment – end of process
4. New or Developing BMP
Applicability Classes 
a. Universally applicable where encountered

b. Commonly applicable to range of processes and industries
c. Selectively applicable significant limitations to usage

d. Limited application to source, industry or process

e. Undocumented applicability limited information or evidence
f.  Alternative practices or methods/demonstration or pilots
Monitoring and Reporting Group (risk based)
i. Confirm Evidence – startup, annual or 5 year and compliance
ii. Complex or dependent on a variety of factors -/+ quarterly and trigger circumstances

iii. Development or demonstration – Intensive during development and startup, QA/QC and Peer review

