Making Decisions: Situations and Questions
Orcutt Creek and Boron (AGR) – Replacing Placeholder LOE’s and making decisions
Situation: There are 3 LOE's;  a placeholder from 2006 with no sample counts and two separate LOE's for boron.

The new (2008) LOE's actually contain all the data that was used in the 2006 assessment – and no additional data since then.
The Plan:  Use new LOE’s and do not include the old (2006) LOE in decision.
R3 Procedure: 1) In assessor comments (on the 2008 LOE’s) state that the 2008 LOE's include all data and information assessed as part of the 2006 assessment. 
2) Set Listing Cycle to 2008 and open the 2006 decision for that waterbody/pollutant

3) Associate the new revised 2008 LOE with the previous decision (by checking the box next to the LOE in the first column on your left).
4) Change text in the “weight of Evidence” field to describe the change (as in the assessor comments field)

Question for State Board: Since there is no additional data (since the 2006 assessment) do we make a separate decision for 2008 or does the newly revised 2006 decision just move forward to become the 2008 decision?

Orcutt Creek and Fecal Coliform (REC-1) - Replacing old LOE's when the underlying information (data) has since changed.

Situation: The 2006 LOE states 31 of 50 samples exceed objectives. However, this included field duplicates (which should not have been included in the assessment).  The 2008 LOE accurately counts 25 of 45 samples exceed objectives and completely includes all data assessed in the 2006 LOE.
The Plan:  Explain why 2006 LOE is faulty and remove it from the record. Only use 2008 LOE’s.
R3 Procedure: 1) Open decisions screen and type in waterbody name

 2) In assessor comments (on the 2008 LOE’s) state that the 2008 LOE's include all data and information assessed as part of the 2006 assessment and that the 2006 LOE erroneously included replicate data that has since been excluded in the sample counts. State how the sample counts changed (from 31 of 50 to 25 of 45).
3) Set Listing Cycle to Current and open the 2006 decision for that waterbody/pollutant

4) Associate the new revised 2008 LOE with the 2006 decision (by checking the box next to the LOE in the first column on your left).

5) Disassociate the 2006 LOE from the 2006 decision (by checking the box under “do not group” for the LOE you want to exclude).

6) Change text in the “weight of Evidence” field to describe the change (as in the assessor comments field).
Question for State Board: Same question as above.

Orcutt Creek and Fecal Coliform (REC-1) - Replacing old LOE's when the when new LOE contains data used in 2006 assessment and new data.
Situation: The 2008 LOE contains 1999 CCAMP data (the sole source of data used as basis for previous listing decision) 2005 CCAMP data.  So the new LOE includes all info in the old LOE.

The Plan:  Use new LOE’s and do not include the old (2006) LOE in decision.

R3 Procedure: 1) In assessor comments (on the 2008 LOE’s) state that the 2008 LOE's include all data and information assessed as part of the 2006 assessment as well as additional data collected in 2005 (and used in the 2008 assessment).
2) Open Decisions, enter waterbody name

3) Set Listing Cycle to “Current” and hit the refresh button
4) Associate the new 2008 LOE with the 2008 decision (by checking the box next to the LOE in the first column on your left).

5) Disassociate the 2006 LOE from the 2006 decision (by checking the box under “do not group” for the LOE you want to exclude).

6) Change text in the “weight of Evidence” field to describe the change (as in the assessor comments field).
Question for State Board: Should I always disassociate an overlapping LOE (and LOE that contains duplicate data)?  Or, should I leave it associated but explain that it is not included in the final sample count because it is included in the 2008 LOE?
Big Creek (Big Sur Coast) – (Mutiple BU’s) Combining multiple pH LOE’s (each containing the same data) were created for multiple Beneficial Uses.  

Situation: Three separate projects collected pH data in Big Creek and R3 staff use this data to create LOE’s for the following Beneficial Uses: MUN, COLD, WARM, REC-1 and REC-2.  Criteria are not the same for all BU’s

The Plan:  Create a single decision for pH in Big Creek.

R3 Procedure: Need help with this one.

Question for State Board: How do I combine the same data – compared to various criteria to make a single decision?

