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» Florida statute 403.067 establis
Restoration Actin 1999

» Surface Water Quality Standards Rule 62-302, F.A.C.

» Impaired Waters Rule (IWR) 62-303, F.A.C.
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ASSESSMENT TMDL BMAP

Verify - Develop Develop
Impaired Restoration Projects to
Waters Goals Achieve Goals
Every 2
y + 1-10 years + 1-5 yea
years

There are Pros and Cons to be considered
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» Provides a fc
» Allows stakeholders to contro
» Avoid TMDL-related regulatory requirements (RAP

)
» Acknowledges proactive efforts

"\ \_

» Stakeholders receive credit for pollutant reductig

4
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» Provides fime for good targets to be develop
» Enhances public relations
» Innovative Technologies



a list of projects and/or activitie
« commitment to corrective actions
« an implementation schedule

« funding commitments

* requires EPA approval
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e Establishment of water quality criteria that
resources is a necessary element of the Reasonable A
Plan

e Utilizes the Best Science



e A primary obje
a Reasonable Assurance Plan is tc

define the nutrient loading targets /

that are needed to restore and
protect a waterbody’s health



e Defir
generally follows one ¢
approaches
— Empirical Modeling
— Mechanistic Modeling
— Reference Period
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» Baseflow
» OSDS

» Point Sources

» Atmospheric Deposition

» Need to translate the % load reduction in terms of e
portion of the total nutrient loads that can be treated locally
as part of the RAP
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— Progress in existing projects
— Identification of new projects
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ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT

e Develop a series of "what ifs” and responses

NMC Action 1: Document annual bay segment
specific chlorophyll-a levels relative to
regulatory thresholds using the long-term
EFPCHC monitoring dataset.

NMC Action 2: A full report of the anomalous
event(s) or data which influenced the annual
bay segment chlorophyll-a exceedence will be
delivered to regulatory agencies after TENMC
review.

NMC Action 3: Consider re-evaluation of the bay
segment assimilative capacity based on
nonattainment of bay segment chlorophyll-a
gll_'ur:ﬂelgtnld while meeting federally-recognized

NMC Action 4: If federally-recognized TMDL not
achieved, compile nitrogen load data for
regulatory review and identify potential further
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» Technical suppc

» Data limitations often affect management
decisions

» Local leadership and control of the process is
valuable
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