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UNITI!D STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION IX 

75 Hawthorne Street 
San Jl'rancisca, CA 941 06·3901 

a,j:~R 1 S t999 

Mr. W cit Pettit 
Executive Director 
State Watet Resources Co:c.trol Beard 
P.O. Box 100 
Sacra.t:aentC', CA 94912-0100 

Dear Mr. Pettit: 

~002 

1'h.acl: you for submitt±og rbe amendmems to :he Water Quality Control Plan for the 
Santa Ari.a River Bas:in containlng total :maximum daily loads (TMDLs) and associated 
implementation provisions wbich address sediments, total nitrogen, and total phosphorus for 
Newport Bay and San Diego Creek. The submission to EPA js dated March 17, 1999. The 
TMDLs md implement<uion provisions were adopted by the St!lte through the following 
Region21 Board and State Board resolutions: Santa Ana :Regional Board Resolutions 98-09, 98-
69, 98-100 and 98-101; and State Water Resourc~s Control Board Resolutions 98-37, 98-38, 98-
117, and 98-118. We have completed our review of these T.MDLs and hereby approve them in 
acccrd!Ulce with Qean Water Act Section303(d)(l) and federal regulations at 40 CFR 130.7(d). 
With thls approval decisioll, the State-udopted Th·IDLs for sediments and nutrients for Newport 
Bay and S11T.1 Diego Creek supersede the ThiDLs for these pollutants and wa.tens established by 
U.S. EPA on ApriJ 15, 1998. The TMDLs adopted by the State are in agremrnt with L:,e 
T:MDLs estt.blished by EPA 

Ba.sed on our review, we have concluded that the State-adopted TMDLs adequately 
address :be pollutants of concern and, upon inlplexnentatio:n, will result ill attainment of water 
quality standards. These TMDLs inciude wn.steload allocations and load allocations, take intc, 
considera~ion seasonal variations and critical conditiOllS, and provide an adequate margin of 
safety. The State has provided adequate opportunities for public r~view and Culllnlent on the 
TMDL'l,·a:o.d has demonstrated how public oomments were considered in the final decisions. 

We also herehy approve the 1nclusion of the TMDLs and !:tSsociated implementation 
IIIcasures in the Ba5in Plan pursu:;mt to Clean Water Act Section 303(e) and 40 CPR 130.6\c) a.ud 
(e). Tite TMDLs and associated impleme:atation measures arc included in the Basin Plan. and :he 
amen.O:nt!nts c:o the Basin Plan are consistent with all other parts of the Basin Plan. 
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The irnplementatiort plm i.s consist.ent with EPA's national peli~) concerning 
implernenta~ion cf nonpoim source load allocatioM (''New Policies fnr Establi.shing and 
Implementing Total Maximum Dui.ly Loads (ThiDLs)" memorandum from Robert Percia....,epe to 
Regional Admi:ni1;trators and Regional Water Dhision. Directors, August 8, 1997). Tile 
i.m:;:Jlementation plan described in the .c;ubmirtal provides reasonable assurance that the TMDLs 
will be illlplemented cmd that the allocations will be achieved. 

The attached re"iew d.iscu.o;ses the basis for this approval decision in ~eater detail. If you 
have questioiJs concerning this approval, please call David Smith at (415) 744-2012 concemmg 
the sediment TMDLs or Joe Ka.rkoski at (916)654-3049 =onc~ning rhe nutrient TiviDLs. 

enclosure 

Sincerely, 

~o'7rr 
Alexis Strau.~5 
Acting Director 
Water Division 
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Staft' Report Supporting Approval of TMDLs: 
San Diego Cn:~ewport Bay Sediment, Total Nitrogen, and Total Phosphorus 

Aprll14, 1999 

Background 

Ill 004 

Pursuant to the requ.ir~ments of a consent decr::e (Defend the Bay, Inc. v. Marcus, N.D. Cal. No. 
C 97-3997 ~1MC), U.S. EPA established TMDLs for sediment, total mtrtl~en, and total phosphorus for 
N~wport Bay and SElJl Diego Creek. CA en April15. 1998. These TMDLs were based on work. d.oM by 
stnff at tho Santa Anu Reg.i.OD.t\1 Water QJ.ality C011ttol Board (SARWQCB), with son~ assistance by 
U.S. EPA staff. The SARWQCB i.\aopted TMDLs llnd associ,ated implemeutntion provisions tor 
sedimeut anci nutrients as amendments to the Water Qt,ality Control PI;;.n for the Santa. Ana River Basin 
(Basin Pl.a:n) on Aprill7, 15198, and the StOLte Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) adopted the 
TMDLs on M11.y 13. 1998. 

In C~lifon'lia. the State Office of Administrative Law (OAL) is required to review Basin Plan 
rurendrne.uts for compliance with State admi.Distrative and procedural requi=ermnts. In respome to 
cozmr..ents from OAL. the SARWQCB and SWRCB approved minor clarifying anx:ndments to the Basin 
P:!anlanguage de:scnomg .implcm::lltati.on provisiOT1s for the TMDLs. OAL :tpprov=d the revised Busin 
Pl::..n ame:ndments on February 2, 1999 (for sed.in:alt) und Febru11[)' 10, 1999 (for nutrients), and the State 
submitted Basin Plan li~n.dments contair..ing final TMDLs and implementation provisions for U.S. EPA 
approvnl in a letter dated Marcill7, 1998. In responsa to a request from EPA staff, SWRCB staff 
provi.deO. lladitional supporting doCWlleJttatlOn in a subllittal dated March 18, 1999. 

The T.:vt:DLs adopted hy the State are essentially identical to the TMD.Ls established by U.S. 
EPA. This review refe.:rcnces the .EPA TMDLs adopted April 1S, 1998 because those TMDL documents 
adequately deicrl.be tbe analysis supporting tbe conclusion that the TMDLs rnc:et the r=quiremeT.~ts of 
Clean Water Act Section 303(d) and applicable federal regulations ~t 40 CFR 130.2 and 130.7. In 
adclition, fb.is r~iew of the State 'D.IDL submission referen::es ~ loc11tions in the State :>&Ihmissiot1 
wh~re requ.ireQ T.tvlDL clcm::nr.s are provid..~ With one exception. t:o new information was available to 
or considered by the State in its TMDL edoption pro;;ess in uddition to the infolllldtion considered by 
EPA in :stablishing th~: EPA TMDL!!. The cxccpticm is that tl1e State had information necessM"y to 
set speci5c total nitrog(}ll wa.steload allocatiODS and lo~d Wloc~tions for individual )\rpOES permittees 
&nd for nurseries. S~ific wasteload and load allocations for these individual sources were not inclu.cled 
in the EF A ThiDLs because the infonmnion necessary to do so wa& not available to EPA at tile time EPA 
-=stablish~::d the TMDLs. Table 1 in tbe njtrogen and phospl1orus TMDL checklist below shows that the 
individual wasteload and load allocations in the State TMDL Sl.llll to the grouped allocations in11e EPA 
TMDL. The minor modifications to the oa.sill Plan a.meudmeuts ill response to COimiJeDts from OAL 
addressed tll.e .implen:lent-.rtion provisions and not the TMDLs the:msclves. Therefore, it is reasonable for 
EPA to dOCUII:Jent the locations of required TMDL elements and rrl'erence the earlier EPA TMDLS to 
~upport findings that the Statc•s-.:..bmittcd TMDL:; m:ct federal requirements. Separate ch~klis:s arc 
provided for the s~~t TMDLs, O!l one h~nd. and the n\ltrient TMDLs, 0::1 the oth.cr, bccau~c tbc State: 
provided separate submittals of these TMDLs. 

1 
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TMDL Checldist 

State: Califomia 
Pollutant(s): Sedlment 
Date Received By EPA-March 18, 1999 

Watcrbodies; San Diego Creek/Newport Bay 
Pate of State Submission: March 17, 1999 
EPA ReYiewer· David Smith 

Renew CriteriH Appro..-ed Cmnments 

1. Submittal Letter: St!itc submitt!L. !~ter ind~caleH final X Le.tter dated. March 17, 1999 
TM])L(s) for specific water(s)tpolluta.nt(s) wo:re adopted 
by state aud submittw to EPA l'or approval under 303( d). 

. :2. Wuter Quality Standards Attllinownt: TMDL md X SARWQCB Resol\.llion 98-69 explnln.s that 
e.asoc.:i.litt:d albcations are set a~ levels adequate to res·.nt in lhe TMDL provides reasooabl~ l!llsurance 
e.ttainmen t ~)f applicable water quality standards. lli~l water quality staudru-ds ~~mer. 

3. Kumcric: TBrgct(!';"l: Submissiou describes f:!P,plicutle X Attachment to SARWQCB Resolution 98-
water quality ~ti:IIldard.s, including beneficial lllles, 69 includes Bru-in Phm language describing 
app"ica.bl11. n~ic :mdlor narr&Uve crlteria. Numeric TMDL NUJJWic I:.Argel!l l!l'e exptained on 
W'oitcr qui:!lity target(s) fo: !MDL identiii.ed, and adequate pp. A3-A5. SIX SARWQCB sts.ff reports 
b~~.:~:is for targec(s) as Lltarprelation of water quality dated Septerrher 12, 1997, Occober 17, 
st!Uldards u provided. 1997, undAJ:.'ril17, 1998 &n.dEPA TMDL 

(pp. 15-18) For di~cussion of relati011ship 
between targets and applicable water 
quality standards 

4. Source Amllyi!Ui; Point, r;.on;:J::linL and backgrottld X See SAR.WQCB r.Laffr~;ports d:ired 
sources cr poUuta:J.ts of con.cem are dest.:ribed, in~luding Sf:'_;,tembe.r 12, 199'7, October l7, 1997, and 
Lhl:! magnitude ancllocatiCll of sOll:'ces. Submitl::il April17. 1998 and EPA TMDL (:pp. 19· 
demon ~tr21les all sisnil1cant sources have been ccn.~ide:red. 21). 

5. Allocations: Submittal identifies appropriate wastelooG X AUachtnent to SARWQC'B Resol~tion 98-
all•::cal\ons ft'lr point sources aud load allocations for 69 includes Basin Plan lan."llag-e describing 
ncr.1point sources. 1f no poin\ source~ l:l:'e pr~ent, the TMDLs and component w~Lal~)ad and 
w$teload IL!.lat.-at;on~ are zet"O. If no nonpoinl sources :£""e load allocations pp. A4-M. See 
prese.n t, load a1\ocillions are zero. S.~WQCB slliff rt!ports da!td September 

12, 1997, Octobar 17,1997, andApr.ll7, 
1998 and EPA TMD'L (pp. 21·2~) tr.Jr 
discussion of billiit' for wa:;~elo11d :md lead 
allocations. 

6. Link Bf:tWe(!Jl Numeric Target(s) WJd l'ullu.tilut(s) of X Se.o SARWQCB staff reporti d:il.~:~d 
Conc~rn: SubmiLLa: dt!seribes rt:lationshlp between September 12. 1997. October 1'7, 1997, and 
nuL".Mric target(s) om,d identified pollutant soa-ces. For each April17, 1998 and EPA TMDL (,pp. 2.2-23) 
pollJ;UUll, descri~ umllytical basis for con.cl:l;&ion th&t sun for discussion of basi.> for linkage between 
of wasteload aU.ocati~s, lce.d allocadons, an.CI ~pl of n:..unmc targecs and pollUtant sources. 
~a.fi::ty does not l!:xceed th~ loading capacl.ty of tb.c recei-r..ni 
waLer(s). 

2 
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7. Msq~in of Sllfety: Sub!lli~~ioo describes explidt 1Cdlcr X See SARWQCB staff reports dated 
imp'!.ieit :margin of .>afery far each palluta:ct September 12, 1997, October 17, 1997, ~d 

Aprill7, 1998 ElDd EPA T.lv!DL (.op. 25-
27) fer.- di~t!US.'ion of mij]"gin of ~afety 

I 
pro"i.ded implicitly through conservativ('! 
anal;tical assumption$. 

8. ScaaonaJ VariatiolJS fthd Critie11l Conditiorui: X See s ... o\RWQCB staff repcrts df.lted 
Submission desctibes me~o:i :or accountillg f~X season.a: September 12, 1997, Oct.Jbcr 17, 1997, and 
v&iations and oitical conditicm in lhe TMDL(s) Aprill7, l99E DdEPA TMDL (pp. ~7· 

28) l'or ilis::ussioo o~ con~ider11tion of 
Se&S.:J.,sl variation~ cmd c.:riti~ conditions. 

9. Public P~rticlpatlon: Submission dOCl.mlellts p!'ovlslcn 

I 
X S.ARWQCB Resalutian 98-69 summartze:s 

or public notice 1:111d r:ubli:: COIT'.ment :::rpori:1Jnity; and publb particip'ltion process, in.::ludlllg 
explain~ how public comments were cor..sid.ered in tte fm!L public notice. opportunit.ies for written 
TM.DL(s). comments, "wo public workshops an 

Oc-lober 12. 1997 and December 5, 1997, 
and a public heartng on .Apri.:. 17, 1998. 

I Re.!!pon~~ lCl ?Ublic COmiD.eii.IS and 
I ~ testimony are discussed in SARWQCB 

I 
staff report[; dated October 17, 1997 3Ild 
Aprl117, !998. on October 9, 1998, the 
SARWQCB l:eld a hemn: concerning tlle 

I: 
rrnnor modification~ to IJ"le B&.8ir. Plnn 

) :mltmdmE:!tLl contain.in~ lhe TMDL in 
response to OAL commeil'.s. No pubic 
cornm.mla were received on these minor 
modil.lcstion~. 

10. Tlrlm.ical ~naly11i11: Subllliss1on provJ.des ;,pproptiate .X SARWQCB Sta.r:· Rcp<,;rls d!!.l.ed Septel:D.ber 
level ofted:lr.icil analy.:ill ~\lppQrting TMDL elements. 12,1997, October 17,1997, l:illdApri.lli', 

1998 and EPA TMPL 'Provide adequat~ 
tecl:ulical analysis in su:mmn ofTMDL 
t:lemc:mt~,;. 

Note: 
The following criteria do not apply to all T.MDL:s, but 
mWit be applied in the $itwltji)N notQd. 

11. Monlturln:; 'P1an for ThiDLs Under Pbllsed X Attachment ro SARWQCB Resolution 98-
Approach (where phw;ed approach i:~ u . .'lc:d): 69 includes Basin Plan hmguag~ dt:..~cril:>ing 
TMDLs developed under pha.ito.d approat.:h identify the monitoring and reVJ.ew plan and 
impleme.nt.:,:ion actioos. monitar'.ng phm and schedule r"cr schedule for the~e TMDu (pp. A7-A8). 
considering revisio.n.s to T.r-.IDL. Specific rno:ritoring requin:rncnts. c:W.tc: 

submission s&ledules, r:md review 
sche1ule~ Sie cleSCribcd 

... 'l 

3 
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U: RetllluDllhle -~l!!lllrllaa:ll (for w11ten. uJTeded b! both l X See EPA TMDL, p. 25 I or dis,:ussion of 
pomt and nonpmnt sources): '\\'h~:.n. pOrn t source(s) ba;.-i.; fer c.onc:l\lSilm tha.r. Llu:!re are 
rec~ve l!SS sl.ri.r.gent wasteload allocations because ! re.!:I.SOOi.\ble ~surances that load a:locatic::u: 
noopoint BC•Lrt:t: ::-ed"JL':tions &t: e::x.peclt:.d il..'lci reflected in I wi11 be i:np!emented. Tht: Atla=hmentlc 
load alloC<Jttons, .l!llplem.e.nt~tian f.'li\:0. p:ovides re&SCT. able ~ SARWQCB R.esO:.uti.oil. 98-69 i:1clUc:ks 
ass'J.r1lll<::s taat nOll point implementation action3 are Basin Plan langu&ge descr:bing 
~uffici~J.l to rest~lt m e.ttainmerH of load alloc9.tlo.tls ir1 i:L lmplew.eutation ptovi.sion$ in derail, 

I 

reasonable period of time. Reasouabte: a&sta'll.Ilcts I'nriY be indueling point and r10npoint source control 
pr;;~vided i.hrou.gh use of regulatory, l:o.o.-r:~atory, or 

i 
actions, respruslbte parties, compliance 

incent'.ve based implementr.tion mecb.ru:J.s.!llS J.s 
!I 

:i..'ltes, reportingrequirei'I"..er..ts, moniwrng I 
apprc:pi.a.r.e. 

I! 
requtremen.ta, and rit.Oefra:nes for rl:'view of 
:he TMDl...-. 1111d implementation. provi~lor. 
(:pp. A3·A8). S~ al:;o, SARWQC:S stdf 

' repor\.8 ciaLed September 12, 1997, October 
17, 1997, andAprill7, 1998 for acid!::louRJ 
discw$ion of impleme.ntation. provisicms 
a.."'id their rl!la~i~i!'.~hlp to the TMDL. 

Imph:meutation Plan Re-view Criteria l"ursuant to 40 
CFR 130.6 and 303(e) 

13. Clear Tmplcmentadon Plan: Subm:.ttal Gescrroe~ X Tht Attat:hm;mlLo SARWQCB .Resol:.1t.ion 
plflllileG implt:mt:ntalion acticns 7, where appropriate. 93·69 inc1ude~ Basin Plan lDr.guage 
specilic process ~md schedule fx •1etermiJling future d::..~c.Tihing imple::nen:ation provisions in 
impl!:!r:;enlat.ian actions • Plan i3 s-Jffi.Ci.ent to iTnFli!Qlent all de:ail, including r;:oin~ and noopoint so-Jrce 
'-'Vastel.ond IUld load allocations in reasonahlt: p~1iod o~ control actions, respocslble p~ties, 
time. TMDL(s) !lnd implemenL11l:ion. m=..on.:res arc compli<U:ce d.'ltes, reporting requiremcn ts, 
1r.C.at':'otnted into the: wa~er quality management plan. monitoring requirements, and timcfra..'"Tle> 
Wat~ quality mao.agement plan revisions 8I'e consistent for review uf the TMDLr. and 
wilh other existing r,rovision.s of the w11ter qlulity U'l'lpltmmtalion provision (pp . .A3-A8). 
r:nanagern.::nt pl11I1. See slso, SARWQCB ~taffreports dated 

Septmther 12, 1597, Octob~ 17, 1997, and 
April17, 1998 for 11ddi.licnal discusslon of 
iTnFl~anlalion provisioos aod their 
relationship to the TMDL. EPA'.: in1tial 
review of these implertn!:ntalit1n provisions 
and findings couceming th t;ir adequacy is 
Included With the EPA TMD'l. ::~p. 30-31. 
The minor m:di.ficatiool! to the Basin Plru:: 
a~cl.lllWlt ill tesponsc: to OAL's 
comme:llts clar.lfy bU! <lO not affect lhe 
content of these itnplemcntalion. provisions. 
The Eru:in Plan amelldxncot is COl'lei~!.ect 
with other elements of the B~'in Plan. The 
e.mendmen~ cicarly .indicates deletitms of 
ob&ol~Me Basin Plan lrmgu.age and 
con fanning language added to ens'lae 'he 
TMDLs fllld itoplemenLO:Uion provisions are 
consistent >Nith the rest o.r l:ht: Ba..~m Plan. 

4 
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11\IDL CheckHst 

State: Celifomia 
Pollutant(s): Total Nitrogen!Tot.'ll Phosphorus 
Date Received By EPA:l\lan:h 18, 1999 

Revtew Cr1t41ritt 

. 1. Submittal Letter: Stme submittal letter bdic::tte.~ final 
TMDL(s) for s?'Cific water(3)1pollut!tllt(s) wer6 adoptt:d 
'oy state llll.d submitted to EPA fer appr::>vai. unc:lC:r 303(d). 

2. Water Quality Standard!! Atbllnment: TMDL lilld 
!15soclated allocatioos are set at 1e'Vt:ls !ideqU!I.l~ Lo r~l in 
att&ioment of applicable watE<r quality stnnd:ads. 

3. Numeric Target(s): Subrnis~ion describes applicable 
water quality standards, including b!:meficit~.l1..!8et., 
appllcab~e numeric :m.d/or narrali VI$ cr\tt:ria. Num.enc 
wa~ q\lnL:y target(s) for TMDL idemii'ied, aPd adequale 
basiS fot target(S) I':IS Tnterprei.J.Lltm of Whi.l:lr quality 
smndard; iS :P=OVided. 

4. SuW'ce AnalysiJ~: Poi11t, nonpoinL, and b;;.ckgrouod 
SO\l!'CCS of pol:Utants of concern are dt!SL:ribf:ld, includintl 
the I!l!lgnilude and location of set.~r:::=s. Sl.lbmHtal 
~oostrares all ~ignific3nt ~o\Iices haw h.een considered. 

S. AllocatiObS: Submittal Ulenti.fles appropriacc: wa;;~l.oad 
allcc11tion ~ for point 30l.IXCC! !lnd load nl.locations for 
nonpoir.L sources. If no point sources are present, 
wastelotd allocations z.re zero. If no nar.poln.t scurces are 
pn:~en ~. 10M! nlloc!ltions are zero. 

... Link. Bt~tween Numeric Targ"t(s) and Pollutant(.!i) uC 
Concern: SUbmittal describes relauo.nsJlip between 
numaric targe.t(s) and identilied. -polluumL ~ources. Pot ~ach 
pollutant, d~l:rf'r.es analytical basis fo.r conclu!Si.oo full: sum 
of wastel.oCld allocs.dons, loa.cl allocar.ions. and margin of 
:;afely does DOL exce.:.d the.lo!l.din,e ,.11paoity of i.he receiving 
water(s). 

5 

Waterbodies: Sart Diego Cretk/Newport Bay 
D~lte of State Submission: l\tarch 17, 1999 
EPA Reviewer: Joe Karkoski 

': A ppro\·ed CommenD; 

i! X Letter dated Ma:rc:h 17. t 999 

X 3ARWQCB Re.'!olutim 98-9 exrlain.s that 

~ the :'MDL provides rc~onablc assurruJ.ce 
1.ha.l waLilT gualily sL'mdards will be met. 

X Attacbment to SARWQCB Re.>olu!ion 98-9 
includes Basin P:an language describing 
TMDL. Numeric targets are explained :n 
table 5-9a. See SARWQCB staff re;.-"!Crts 
dated August 29. 1997,1anuary23. 1998, 
andAprill7, 199S and EPA T.MDLfor 
discussion of re.laUOI.lSbip oerweex: targets 
and applicabL~ water qunllty standards. 

X See SARWQC:S sta!Ireports dated Augus~ 
29, 1997, January 23, 1998, and April 17, 
1995 and EPA TMDL. 

X Alta.chmi!Tl.llo SARWQCB Reso.i.utioo ))8-9 
includes Basin PliiJl l;mguage describing the 
TMDLs and ::omponenL wa.stelolld and load 
allccations (tables: 5-9b,S-9c,.5-9d) See 
SARWQCB staff reports daled August 29, 
1997, J arnary 23, 199~. and Arril 17, 19% 
an<.l EPA TMOL for clifC1,1$Uon of basjs r'or 
wasteload M.d loa.d allOC!itions .. 
SARWQCB lllloce.ti.ons provide more 
detsil, but are con~illt~L wil.h EPA 
all:Y.;ations (st!tl Table 1 below). 

X See SARWQCB St!!.ff reports dated August 
19, 1997, January 23, 1998. !UlG Aprill7, 
:s:98 a:1d EPA TMDL for discussion of 
bllllis for lin kag~ bee. ween nWlll:lic targets 
ana pollUt..o,nt sourc:::es. 
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7. Margin uf Safety: Submission describes explicit an die:: ~ X See SAR. WQCB staff r!!pcrts ciatee August 
implici.t margin of 'a.fely for eac.h pollutant. I 29, 1997, January 23, 199S, and Apli..l17, 

il 1998 and EPA 'T'MDi.. for discussion of 
margin or ~afety provicied implicitly 

I 
through canservativ~ analytical 
assumptions. 

8. Seasonal Variations and Crltleal Cohdillow: X See SARWQCB i!tll.ff rapor's da~ed August 
Subrrission describes method k>r 11CCOuntl:li for seascnal 29.1997, January23, 1993, andAptlll7. 
vari.a!icns and critical conclitions in the T\.fDL(s) 1998 and EPA TMDT.. for discus.slCI:. cf 

consideration of seasonal v~~rlationa l:llltl 
critical canclitions. 

9. Public P:.articipntion: Submiss~o.n docum.enu provi!li.on X SARWQCB Resolutio.n 98-9 SU!lllll.IIIizes 
of publi.cnoti:e and public COIDJIJ.ellt opparrunity; snd public pa:rtieipa.tion proce&:, includln~ 
oxplains how public c:oiilllJClts were considered in the final public notice, nppartullities for \Vritten 
TMDL(s). comments, two public worksbops on 

September 12, 1997 and December 5, 1997, 
an.d a public bearing on Aprill7, 1998. 
Respon:1es ro public COIDI:!CntS and 
test.i.J:oony are di~C:.l.lQt::d in SARWQCB 
Haff report:; dated J muary 23, 1998 :md 
Apri117, 1998. Ou Octcbcr 9, 1993, lbe 
SARWQCB held a hearing ccr.C4-'TTlin: the 
minor modific:atio::lS to me Basin PI ~a~ 
amencll:u=lt conta.iuing the TMDL in 
response t.o OAL cammeuts. No pubic 
coTTlJtWl.ls were receive<! on the~ .. rmnor 
modification~. 

10. 'fe.:hnlcal.A.nalyslsr SUbmisskn prm~des appl'OF!'la!e X SARWQCB staff reports dated A1..!i"u5t i9, 
level of :ecbnic11l W1alysis S1.1ppar~g TMDL elt:ments. 1997, Jar.!ll!ry 23, 1998, aod April 17, J998 

end EPA TMDL provide adequate tt:ehnical 
anaiySig in supporl ofTMDLele:::neors. 

Note: 
The foUowiq criteria do not apply to llll 'l'.MDLs, but 
mu.'it ba applled in the situations noted. 

11. Monitorior Plan For TMDLs Und.er Pluaed X Attachment ro S.'\RWQCB Resolution 98-9 
Approach (where phased. RpprOIIch is used): include::l BOllin Plan language describing tl:e 
TMDLs developed tm.der phl:lSed approoch identify mocitoring and review plan and sched•.1le 
irnpJ .. mer .. \atLon. actions, momtotini piau and schedule for for these TMDLs. Specific monilor..ns 
conSidering revisioos to TMDL. requiremtmL,, dat~ submission sch~ul!~s. 

and reView scheduies are d~t-n"bc:;d. 
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12. Reasonable AS!IUI'anccs (for waters atfw:ted by both X T.he Attacl.unent to SARWQCB ResolutlOJl 
l"-'int and con point .sources): Where point SOlll'U:!(5) 98-9 includes Basin Plan Iangua~e 
receive less ~!ringent war.teload allocations because desa-ibing i.mplam.emation pruvi:.ions in 
nonpaillt sourcz reduc:.ions are expected an.c1 reflet:LI:'.d in detrul, Lnclud.ing Faint and -r:onpoint source 
load allocat.:ons, implememtl!.tion plan provides reascniible control acti.ons. respcnsible parties, 
asrurM.ce~ th:1t nonpoint implementation. acticr1:0 ar~ compuE.nce dates, reportini requi:c!llents, 
sufficica.t to n:sult in att.ainment of load sll.ocs.ticn~ in 11 mOJlltaring requirem~niJi, and tin:.eframes 
reasOJlable period of time. Reasonable assuran~ may be for review or !he TMDLs and 
provided through U&e ofr!!gula.t.ory. non-regulatory, or implementation prO\'ision. See also 
incentive based in:plement.al,jon mecb.anisms ~ SARWQC.B s~aft' report.~ dated August 29, 
apprcpria\e. 1997, January 23, 1998, !IIIU Aprill7, 1998 

for· !ldrli.tional discussiOZI •.)f irnp!enwuatioa 
provisions ar..d their relation~>llip to th~ 
'T'MDL. 

Implemc!ntliUon l'Jan .Rel'iew Criteria Pursuah1 to 40 
CFR 1.30.6 and 39J(e) 

13. Clear IDipJeiJWJlUit.iOD Plan: Submittal describes X The Attaci:JIJJ:nt to SARWQCB Rc:solutian 
pla..,ned .impl.eme:otarion actions or, where &pptopriatc, 98-9 includes Basin Plar.. I~L,gua:e 
specific process !llld schedule for det.ermining future descnbing tmplem;uts.tion provision.s in 
implementaticn actions . Pltm is suffl~ent ;o ii:nplcmcml all detail. incl.udini: p;,i.c.t end n<npoinl source 
wasteload ll.Ttd load allocations in rU!looable period of control action a, responsib~e parties, 
lime. TMDL(s) I:IIld implemen.tatl:n me!\i\ll'es are compliance dates, repartlllg requirelTltl[lts, 
incorporated into the water. q~.~ality m.ac.agement plii71. rnonitorin,s requirCJJ:lOllts, and timeci"limes 
Water quality mll.11f:1.8i~:mEml plan tevisions arc: consistent for review of the TMDL! and 
with ::;the.r existing provisions of the water quality implementation prcvisloo. See also, 
man&gement r:lrm. SARWQCB staff reports dated August 29, 

1997, January23, 1998, and Apnl t7. 1998 
and EPA TMDL for SC!ditional discussion 
of implementatiO!l provisi.:.o'!ls rmd lhelr 
relaticnship to the 'T'M:>L. Tb.e Basin Plm 
llllll![ldmenlls coo&stenr \'\lith :xher 
el~ts oftll.eBa&in Plllll. The 
amti!llclmlmt ;!early ill.clicdtes cielehons of 
obsolete BnslJl Plan language and 
ccnfcrrning lanauag~ added ro ensure the 
TMDL~ and implementation provisions are 
consi~ten~ with the rest of the B~in Plan. 
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Table l : Review of Newport Bay Nutri.ent TMDLs 

Comparison of EPA TivlDL allocations (Table 1, EPA TMDL) and Regional Board TMDL 
allocations (Table 5-9b, SARWQCB Resolution 98-9) for Total Nitrogen 

Category EPA(April- RB (April· EPA (October- RB (October· 
September) September) March) March) 

Hines 38,613 14,227 
Nurseries 
BorcHers 12,261 4,518 
~ursery 

BlModeno 1,320 2,697 
Gardens 
Unpermitted 4,392 1,618 
Nw-series 
Nurserr_ Total 62,586 62,586 23,060 23,060 

IR.WD. WWSP 0 4,181 
Silverado ETC 25,671 9,459 
Other 25,671 25,671 13,640 13,640 

NPDFS 
Di.schargen 
Urban Runoff 16,628 16.628 55,442 55,442 
A gricultut·el 11,481 11,481 38,283 38,283 
Sow·ces 
Undefmed 37,495 37,495 13.939 13,939 
Sources 
TMDL 153,861 153,861 144,364 144,364 
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