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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
_CALI£0RNIA-REGIONAL-WATERQUAUT¥-CQNTROL BOARD 

CENTRAL COAST REGION 
895 Aerovista Place, Suite 1 01 

San Luis Obispo, California 93401-7906 

RESOLUTION NO. R3-2002-0051 
(REVISED FEBRUARY 7, 2003) 

(REVISED MAY 16, 2003) 
AMENDING THE WATER QUAUTY CONTROL PLAN 

FOR THE CENTRAL COAST BASIN 
TO INCLUDE 

ATTAGIIMmft 
May 16,2003 

MORRO BAY TOTAL MAXIMUM DAILY LOAD AND IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 
FOR SEDIMENT INCLUDING 

CHORRO CREEK, LOS OSOS CREEK AND THE MORRO BAY ESTUARY 

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Coast Region hereby imds: 

1. The. California Regional Wake Quality Control Board. Central Coast Region (Regional Board). 
adopted the Water Quality Control Plan for the Central Coastal Basin (Basin Plan), on March 14, 
1975. The Basin-Plan includes beneficial usc designations, water quality objectives, implementation 
plans for point sotuce and nonpoint source discharges, and statewide plans and policies. 

2. The ~onal Board periodically revises and amends tbe Basin Plan. The Regional Board has 
determined the Basin Plan requires further revision and amendment to incorporate a Total Maximum. 
Daily Load (TMDL) and Implementation Plan for Sediment including Chorro Creek. Los Osos Creek 
and the Morro Bay Estuary. 

3. The Regional Board p.10poses to amend the Basin Plan by inserting amendments into Chapter Four, 
Section IX Total Maximum Daily Loads~ 

4. Sc::ction 303(d) of the Clean Water Act requires States to identify and to prepare a list of water bodies 
that do not meet water quality objectives and then to establish load and waste load allocations. or a 
TMDL, for each water body, which will ensuze attainment of water quality objectives, and then to 
incorpruate those allocations into their Basin Plans. 

5. Chono Creek, Los Osos CMCk. and the Mono Bay Estuary were identified as impaired by sediment 
on the 1998 Clean WatJ:r Act Section 303(d) list of impaired wuter bodies. "Ibereforc. the Regional 
Board is Jequlred to adopt a TMDL for those water bodies and incorporate the TMDL and associated 
Implementation Plan into the Basin Plan (40 CFR 130.6(cX1), 130.7, Water Code section 13242). 

6. Chorro Creek, Los Osos Creek, and the Memo Bay Estuary are located entirely within San Luis 
Obispo Cowty. 

7. The TMDL contains a Problem Statement. Source Analysis,_ Numeric Targets. Total Maximwn Load. 
Load Allocations, an lmplementatioo PJ.an. and a Mmiitoring Plan. 

8. The Problem identified in the TMDL is summarized as follows: Over time all estuaries eventually fill 
with sediment due to the natural processes of erosion and sedimentation. However, the cooeem with 



Resolution No. R3-2002-0051 
Attachment A 

-2- May 16,2003 

Morro Bay is that these natural processes have been accelerated due to anthropogenic 'watershed 
disturbances. Studies conducted by various 8ll1:b.ors over the past 25 years have concluded that the rate 
of sedimentation to Morro Bay has rapidly increased. These studies have also documented and 
quantified the loss of Morro Bay's acreage. volume, and tidal ·prism. as well as an increase in 
sedimentation in Chorro and Los Osos Creeks. These results imply that encroachment from the 
margins and aggradation of the shallowest areas within the Bay are the processes causing the decrease 
in volume. The narrative objective for sediment in the Basin Plan has been exceeded resulting in 
adveTse impacts to several beneficial uses of these waterbodies including. Fish and WildJife (RARE, 
MIGR. SPWN, WILD), Estuarine and Marine Habitat (EST, MAR, BIOL), Water Contact and Non­
Contact Recreation, and Navigation (RECI, REC2, NA V). 

9. The TMDL c~ sources of sediment by land use categories. erosion categories, and 
subwatersheds. Contributing land uses include rangeland, brushland, woodland, cropland, and urban. 
due to grazing. row crop and land development activities (e.g., roads, homes). Erosion categories 
include sheet and rill, streambanks, roads, and gullies. Sheet and rill contribute the most sediment by 
erosion category. The CboJTO and Los Osos Creeks subwatershcds deliver an average of 
approximately 70,000 tons per year of sediment into the estuary. The Chorro Creek watershed is 
estimated to contribute 86 percent of the total sediment produced in the Morro Bay wateished. These 
subwatershcds contain the vast majority of the upland ateas of the Morro Bay watershed-areas of 
steepest slope and highest rainfall intensity and are the most significant source of sediment loading to 
Morro Bay. V~y all sediment loading comes from non-point sources, although there is minor 
contribution from other land uses subject to regulation under NPDES stormwa:ter permits, Waste 
Discharge Requirements, and clean up and abatement order. 

10. The numeric targets and TMDL is summarized as follows: Because the sediment objectives in the 
Basin Plan are narrative, rather than numeric, this TMDL establishes numeric targets as indicators of 
water quality that are supportive ofbeneficial uses. The numeric targets serve to interpret the narrative 
water quality objectives and provide a measure with which to detennine if the objectives and the 
TMDL are being met. This TMDL uses multiple numeric targets. For Cborro and Los Osos Creeks 
these targets are assigned to Residual Pool Volume. and Median Diameter of Sediment Particles in 
Spawning Gtavels. In Morro Bay Estuary a numeric target is established for Tidal Prism Volume. 
The combination of theSe parameters is considered an effective approach in lieu of directly measuring 
sediment loading to Morro Bay from Chorro and Los Osos Creeks. Furthermore, direct measurement 
ofloads would not cbamctmi2:e the effect of those loads on beneficial uses. The parameters selected do 
cbaractcrize effect by targeting specific habitat requirements for aquatic organisms. The selection of 
these targets does not pm:lude efforts to directly measure loading. however the natural variability 
inherent in annual sediment loads in this region is large enough to suggest 1hat clear trends could not 
readily be identified from results of loading data collected in the near term. 

I L The Regioi1al Board Staff assigned sediment load allocations to subwatcrsheds of the Mono Bay 
Watershcd. and acbievement of these numeric targels will indicate when load allocations are m~ 

12. The Implementation Plan relics on the State Waw Resource Control Board's Plan for C8Jifomia's 
Noupoint Sow-ce Pollution Control Program. (Resolution 99-114. adopted December 14, 1999) and on 
existing or anticipated regulatory activities wh~ responsible dischargers are identified. The Nonpoint 
Source Plan guides the Regional Board in its control of non point souree pollution by implementing the 
"'bree-Tleled Approadl." Self-detennined actions will be relied on to achieve tho water quality goals 
being established in this TMDL as long as proposed actions are implemented and interim targets set 
forth in this TMDL are being adlieved. The specific self-determined proj«ts for the first three years 
of TMDL implementation are set forth in detail in the list of Tractable Implementation Actions. At 
this time the Implementation Plan relies principally on the activities of the Morro Bay National 
Estumy Program and the Coastal Sao Luis Resource Conservation District and other public and 
private groups, that are not dischargers responsible for causing erosion, to implement tbe self-
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determined projects identified as items 1 through 11 in the Jist of Trackable Implementation Actions in 
the Amendment. This portion of the implementation program currently relies on voluntary 
compliance and so. is not regulatory. It in future years, evaluation of progress indicates regulatory 
mechanisms arc needed to implement actions that will result in attainment of the numeric targets, this 
will be achieved on a case-by-case basis using existing authority or, if necessary, by amending the 
TMDL implementation program through a Basin Plan amendment. 

13. The ThiDL Implementation Plan calls for monitoring the four numeric targets specified in finding 10. 
above, as well as tracking progress in implementation of voluntary and required implementation 
actions. Responsibility for tracking and reporting status and effectiveness of voluntary implementation 
.actions, and some monitoring of numeric targets, rests with the Morro Bay National Estuary Program. 
The Regional Board will consult with the MBNEP regarding monitoring numeric targets and progress 
on implementation actions. If voluntary implementation action projects are not implemented, or if 
numeric targets _are not achieved, Regional Board staff may identify responsible dischargers and 
recommend regulatory mechanisms. Also, as more information is obtained concerning sources, 
locations and rates of sedimentation, TMDL numeric targets and implementation projects may be 
amended or modified. 

14. The Regional Board Staff conducted TMDL outreach by coordinating with forwns and events of the 
Morro Bay National Estuary Program and Farm Bw-eau, as well as dhect outreach to an Estuary 
Program technical committee (Implementation Committee) and a TMDL steering committee of 
stakeholders for review and comment. Public review and comment were solicited after oompletion of 
the TMDL report and during the public meeting of this Regional Board on May 31, 2002. 

15. The Morro Bay National Estuary Program's Comprehensive Conservation and Management Plan for 
Mono Bay Estuary advocates Total Maximwn Daily Loads for siltation, as a means to protect Morro 
Bay Estuary. 

16. The Regional Board submitted the TMDL and a corresponding proposed Basin Plan amendment to an 
external sc::ientific review panel. On September 17, 2001, the review panel submitted its response to 
the Regional Board, which stated that in general, the TMDL and proposed Basin Plan amendment 
~ a sound and scientifically justifiable program for decreasing the rate of sediment filling 
Morro Bay and improving stream cbanncl conditions as habi1at for fish. In addition, the review panel 
identified several specific 8reas of concem. The Regional Board nMsed the proposed Basin Plan 
amendment in response to the comments submitted by the review panel. 

17. WtJb:r Code section 13141 mandates that prior to implementation of any agricultuTal water quality 
control program. 8D estimate of the total cost of such a program, together with an identification of 
potential sources of financing. shall be indicated in any regional water quality control plan. The 
TMDL and ImplcmeDtation Plan, in Chapter 8.7, contain an estimate of the cost of preventing erosion 
and sedimenm:tion via implementation of Best Management Pmcticcs. The cost of implementing the 
Best Management Practices in the TMDL Implementation Plan will be incurred by the implementms 
and offset with grants, loans, in-kind donations, and matching funds as much as possible. 

18. This Basin Plan amendment must be submitted for review and approval by the State Water Resources 
Control Board, the State Office of Administrative Law (O.AL), and the USEPA. The Basin Plan 
amendment will become effective upon approval by 1he State Board OAL and USEPA. 

19. This amendment meets 1be "Necessity" standard of the Administrative ~Act, Government 
Code §11353(b). 

20. The Regional Board bas determined that the TMDL for sediment for Chono Creek, Los Osos. Creek 
and Mono Bay Estuary. is set at levels necessary to attain and maintain the applicable narrative water 
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quality objectives (there are no applicable numeric objectives) with seasonal variations and margin of 
safety that takes into account any lack of knowledge concerning the relationship between eftluent 
limitations and water quality (40 CFR 130.7(c)(l)). The TMDL also takes into account critical 
conditions for stream flow, loading and water quality parameters. 

21. The basin planning proceSs has been certified as functionally equivalent to the California 
Environmental Quality Act requirements for preparing environmental documents (Public Resources 
Code, Section 21000 et seq.) and as such, the required environmental documentation has been 
prepared Drafts of the Notice of Filing, staff report. environmental checldist, and alternatives 
analysis proposed amendment have been prepared and distributed to interested persons and agencies 
for review and comment in accordance with Title 23 California Code ofRegul~ons section 3777. All 
public comments were considered. No significant environmental impacts will rCsult from approval of 
this Basin Plan amendment. 

22. The proposed amendments to the Water Basin Plan were developed in accordance with California 
Water Code Section 13240 et seq. 

23. Notice of public bearing was given by advertising in newspapers of general circulation within the 
Region and by mailing a copy of the notice to all pemon.s requesting such notice and applicable 
government agencies. 

24. The amendment to the Basin Plan will result in no potential adverse effect, either individually or 
cumulatively, on wildlife and so is exempt from fee payments to the Department of Fish and Game 
under tbe California Fish and Game Code. 

25. On May 31, 2002 in San Luis Obispo, California, the Regional Board held a public bearing and heard 
and considered all public comments and evidence in the record and adopted Resolution R3-2002-
00Sl. 

26. In preparing to present this Basin Plan Amendment to the State Board, State Board technical and legal 
· staff reviewed the resolution and identified several concerns that caused Regional Board Staff to 

propose revisions to the resolution. 

27. On February 7, 2003, in San Luis Obispo. the Regional Board considered public comments on the 
revisions and re-adopted resolution no. R:3-2002-0051. 

28. On Malcb 17,2003, State Board returned the Administrative Record to the Regional Board with a 
memo stating that Regional Board adoption procedures did not comply with section 3777 of Tide 
23 California Code of Regulations, which requires consideration of reasonable altema:tives to the 
proposed amendment that would achieve the stated goal. 

29. On May 16, 2003, in Watsonville, California, the Regional Board held a public meeting and~ 
hoard this item to correct the omission stated above. The Regional Board provided 45-days public 
notice of this meeting and filing of an envirOnmental document. The Regional Board beard and 
considered all public comments and evidence in 1he record. 

TBEREII'ORE, BE IT RESOLVED, 

1. The Basin Plan is hereby amended by addiDg to Chapter Four, Section IX Total Maximum Daily 
Loads by reference the TMOL and Implementation Plan entitled Mono Bay Total Maximum DailY 
Load ·ror Sediment Cmcluding Cborro Creek. Los Qsos Creek and the Monp Bay Estuary). dated April 
24, 2002. Because 1his document is approximately 100 pages long. it i$ too cwnbersome to be 

1\000133 



Resolution No. R3-2002-0051 
Attachment A 

May16, 2003 

reproduced in its entirety in the Basin Plan. While the entire document is incorporated by ~ce. 
key elements, as presented in Exhibit A to this resolution, wiU be reproduced in tbe Basin Plan. 

2. The Regional Board requests that the State Water Resources Control Board approve the Basin Plan 
amendment in accordance with the requirements of sections 13245 and 13246 of the Galifomia Wamr 
Code, and that upon approval, the State Board is requested to transmit the amendment to the 
California Office of Administrative Law and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency for approval. 

3. The environmental document prepared by Regional Board staff pursuant to Public Resource Code 
Section 21080.5 is hereby certified. 

4. The Regional Board's Executive Officer iS authorized to sign a Certificate of Fee Exemption, since no 
adverse effect on wildlife results from adoption of this Basin Plan amendment. 

~. The Regional Board shall file a CEQA Notice of Decision with the Secretary for Resources, foUowing 
approv_al of the revised Basin Plan by the State Board. California Office of Administrative Law, and 
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. A Certificate of Fee Exemption will be included with the 
Notice of Decision. 

6. If during approval process the State Board or 0AL determines that minor, non-substantive corrections 
to the language of the amendment are needed for clarity or consistency, the EMcutive Officer may 
make such changes, and shall inform the Board of any such changes. 

I, Roger W. Briggs, Executive Officer, do hereby certify the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of the 
resolution adopted by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Coastal Region, on May 

16,2003. ~rif» 

Executive Officer 
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RESOLUTION NO. R3-2002-0051 

ATTACHMENT-PROPOSED BASIN PLAN AMENDMENTS 

Revise the September 8, 1994 Basin Plan, Chapter Four, as follows: 

Add the following to chapter 4 under IX TOTAL MAXIMUM DAILY LOADS: 

May 16,2003 

IX.A MORRO BAY TOTAL MAXIMUM DAn. Y LOAD FOR SEDIMENT (INCLUDING CHORRO 
CREEK, LOS OSOS CREEK AND THE MORRO BAY ESTUARY) 

This TMDL was adopted by 1he Regional Water Quality Control Board on (insert date). 
This TMDL was approved by: 

The State Water Resources Conerol Board on {jnsen date). 
The California Office of Administrative Law on [insert date] (effectiYI: date). 
The U.S. &viromnental Protection Agency on finsert da1el 

TMDL ELEMENTS 

Element 
Problem 
Statement I 

Over time, all estuaries eventually fill with sediment due to tne natural processes of erosion and 
sedimentation. in Morro Bay these narural processes have been accelerated due to anthropogenic 
watershed disturbances, resulting in impairment ofBenefi.tial U se.s, principally biological resources. but 

I also recreational uses, including: RARE, MIGR, SPWN, WILD, EST, MAR, BIOL, RECl, REC2, NAV. 
This lmpainnenl indicates an exceedance ofihe Basin Plan narrative objective for sediment, which states 

f that: "the suspended sediment load and suspended sediment discharge rate of surface waters shall not be 
• altered in such a manner as to cause nuisance or adverselv affect beneficial uses." 
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1 Rcsidull Pool Volume ICfas to die poll:ioD of a pool in a Sln:aa1 that is availabk: bfilb to <KX:UIIY· Pool habitat is lhc prinlary hlbital for 
stcclbca4 in-· OvenrialeriD& hlbitBt ~ iadudc dccpcr pools, UDdc:rc:ut bslb.lidc: cblaacls, and cspccially lup, 
•mc:mw.w loeb, which provilksbella' ror fiab apiast dlehl&b 11ows ofwmt.er. v• s~ws a dftc:l ~of the. ilnpact ofscdimalt on 
pOOl wbaao. Jr. is tbc 1'lldo oftbc IIDDIIIIt ofpoal wlume filled Ia with fine, mobile sedbnellt, 10 101&1 scour pool volume. Qa1111YiDs pools aae 
!hose barinc 1 pwfiellt less lhln S%, a minimum depda nric:e die rifBe.aat dc:plb, a flirly CVCD sprociDg betMen 1ribldlrics, IIICi an= loc:lted 011 
SlraiiDs fiftb order or smaller. 

1 1bese lo&diog tlloc:lliom ft SO'-' of tbe estimlied cunmt sedimelll: loldiq to Moml bay. 
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Implementation The sectiment load to Morro Bay, Los Osos Creek and Chorro Creek derives from noqpoint sources 
(NPS) and point sources. A3 such, implcmcn.tation will rely on the State's Plan for NPS pollution control 
(CWC t 13369) IIJld continued implementation of existing regulatory controls as appropriate for point 
sources, including storm water putSIWit to NPDES sutface. water disdllrgc regulations and Waste 
Discharge Requirements {Porter Cologne). 

At this time, implementation emphasizes the activities of the Mono Bay NatiDIW Estuary Program. 
Collstal San Luis Resources Conservation District, and other public and private groups tbal are not 
cum:ot1y identified as dischargers respons~ble for sediment lOIIding, to implement self-detl:nnincd 
activities: (see Table: Trackable Implementation AWons). Other actions, currently required because of 
another program, will be evaluated to malce sure progress is raking place: (see Table: Traclcable 
Implementation Actions identifying Responsible Discbargcrs). Regional Board StafrwiU meet annually 
with the implementing parties identified in the list of Tractable Implementation Actions to provide 
technical assislaru:e and to evaluate and track progress {see lmplememmoo Schedule for detaib). If at the 
end of year three. implementing parties fail to complete these self-determined lldivities or resulting 
management practices fail to reduce sediment loads, then Regional Board sWf may conduct inspections 
and investigations to identify individual responsible discharges (e.g., landowners or public agencies). 
Regional Board staifmay n~lyon Section 13267 of the California Water Code or OCher tppropriate 
authorities for investigation and identification of individual respoasible dischargc:rs. ltegional Board staff 
will also rely oD Section 13267 of the California Wmz Code to require reporting and/or rnooitoring to 
determine the level of implementation of identified activities to reduce erosioo and scdimcllt H 
nti:CS&IIIy, the Regional Baud may rely on cnfurcemcnt authority, pursuant to Califomia Wauz Code 
SectioD 13304, to require dischargers to clean-up and abate sediment disc:barges and/or prevent the threat 
of cti.schargcs on a case-by <:ase basis. Additionally, lmplemen1aticm Actions (in the Table of 
Implemcmatioa Actious) may be required as conditions of compliance with storm W1ltCl" permits and 
Waste Discharge Requirements. 

' If at the end of the third year, sclf-dctcnnincd actions have-not been completed, stair will develop a 
rcgulatcny·a.pproach (J'IIthcr tban a self-determined approach) and prcscm a revised implementation plan to 
the Regional Board as a Basin Plan Amendment. 

Direct mcasurcmcnt of sediment loading is not proposed for this ThmL. Numeric Targets, which 
characterize the effect of loading are to be measured in lieu ofloadinp. The so-year sdtcdule for 
achieving the TMDL ad:aowlcdges 1hat implementation actions 1lken iD the near term life cxpecu:d to 
take years to produce a rcspoasc as measured through Numeric Target monitoring. Allocations will 
achieve the 1lrgCtS because over the long term, these aJJoc:ated sediment loads are expected to result in 
cbaages in sedimcllt distributions in die chennd and the c:scwuy 11m meet water quality objedivcs. 

Numeric tJqets and other parametm will be monitored to cosure that numeric targets are met. The 
Regional Board will rely on t:ldsdng orplaDncd e1forts for1his monitoring (e.g.. Morro BayNatiooal 
Estuary Pn:lgmn, Ceatrlll Coast Ambient MDDitoring Program). 

MargiD. of Safety An implic:it margin of safety bas bcetl incorporated iDtc this TMDL through tho use of COilSCfllatiVC 

~ tbrougbout the liDUI"CC 8Jialysis IIJid charactai1.atio ofbaH!ficial USfl impacts. the margin of 
safety 1s teqUired due to uneertain:ty in calculations of sediment loading and of tbe c.tl'Ccts oftbis loading 
on beae:ficlal uses of the Morro BaY BstuatY. Chorro CRCic aiui Los Osos Creek. 
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Traclcable Implementation Actions 

Plto.mct NAME AC'I10N 

I BoUDter lt.aadlll Acqtrisitiod Daigrlmd CODStnlet 
... .i. !UH'Cliect 

l Los Osos Creek WetJ.ad ~and COl!lSINct Los 
RestoratiOII Pre,leet OIOS .Crock wetland 

J:llll!lln:tion iH'o.tcd 
3 Wacenlad CrewOmieaiiUil lllmiiQp a c:mticulm·lw 

wWJD'IWidc IIBiDiDJ. fbr. 
yeaN'OUnd ~ofetvilian 
. ~C.:O.W 

• ~· ofl:rodoa CoatrOI · ~ aUst:ofuouiD 
Projects II.CCd of erosiCIIl COIIWI 

.~ . 

5 Project Clearwater . ·~~-......... . ~ sbariq: to.U.Wl 

' A&rlcutti~rm wa•rQuntr 'Dimllop md imp~· 
Procram vobizdary; ~ md 

~4raclixl 
··~. 

7 Laod Aequisitimlsaad ~·or odanrise'pfi:ICI:Ct 
~Eulmelltl . .. ill.' CClOplll1llion whh 

' • Wsuar: la!ul OWJ:ICft 

I Firo.~eatcl'laa ··~and imptcmcm• 
. Fire . I iJI.ft 

' ~·et.Sidilllnt Coadlillo~ of1be 
BuluAbeveCitc!m ........ .· IDIIiau:at buiDS llbow 

. Clom:l bllrnofl' 
10 Road Malataue~~ .IIICnilio the use of 

·ll\l:nllpmCDtmtealll'eljJr 
mad awhmg~a~a lid 
cotllllruotioD 

11 Sediaetrt Trapa '-l~Kdm-l'll'apl 
.. 

PROJECT NAME ACOON 

u l'ri8len Hbllt hJutbillbtita lb:modildjoo ofPriiDemMIOe. 
aud Eroidon ColdtGI 

13 Stonawata- ...... Cutnil IIM:Iude speciJk iolld 
aaRuds RdimoPt COIIJR)IIIICiaUl:CS ill 

COuaty SfOD:nWI:tez 
I'QII . il'fGICilt plBa. prior to 
earoUD:1e11t ill StwaM&et 
Pea'IIIR; tcact impleia\of'u' tJoa _.... . 

ru liU ,DMI:'1I 

1\w:k ki4'Jemen:tatloa of 
BMPI .In Sfol·allllill!:r ?m. 

15 WmrQulitr .,.._lifiDIIIt .lftlplaa:ielit W..l>ill:lilrF 
Plula .. Clorre Crellt lt.oqairemcatsto ...... 
.Ruches ChOrro Creek~ 
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~ IMPLIMiittiNG 
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2Q05 
FlU 1000-Spria:e . CSLR.CD IIMl MBNEP 
10M 

Wkltllr 2001-hll .c:cc 
2001 

.. 
' ·' 

Sprih&2.00l-Fd .. MBNEP· .. :· : .· ,; 
200l;Oo-goiQg . '" :;'·· 

.1001....,...:2004; CSLll(;:l) .. c_, ...... 
:zocn .. 200l; oo- Para Ban:al 
goiDa: 

" 
.. . ~-

2000-lOH>; 00:" MBJ'oial" . '. > ' ... ·;< .. <' .... -.. , c •••• -~' 

2001..-2006; Olio" CDF 
mila 
~ Almi·Nalicall 

CMrd 

2Q01-l006; co- Cotmty of SaD Luis Obilpo,. .... Public m4 Privil:o 
:IADdowDID; Cd1bmia 
1)ilplmDeat of -· 

;CO<' rom .DI"'n; NaiDral 
aola& Reltoua'ce Consomtioa 

Sen1ce; DPG;hblicarl . ~LIIWIOMll:n 
SCIIEDillZ ~ _..;,.;;,,w..-.., 

2003 CallibmiaAtmy NariaDIJ 
Guiad 

Pdcir to Man:h Coauty ofS. Luis Obiapo 
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IMPLEMENTATION MILESfONE 

Clltm'D Out Lo10101Cnd Morro Bay 

RB and MBNEP Staff meet to review progrcu. 
RB and County Staff meet to review Inclusion of road erosion control 

MONITORING ACTIVIT\' 

CIJo"o I Lo1 (h()1 
Cruk Cruk 

Baseline Streambed 
Pamneters3

, Tumidity 

Mono Bay 

' measures in Stormwater M111a~ro!!ent Plan. --·--~-- __ 
As above 

RB and MBNEP Staft' meet to review proaress; 
RB rcquc:sta implementation tncking report from Implementing Parties 
If not provided; 
RB staff consider modifications to Trackablc Im lcmcntatlon Actions 

Baxlino Streambed 
Parameters, Turbidity 

4 -.~- RB and MBNEP Staff meet to review progress Baseline Streambed ---

i 

6 

' 
8 
9 

10 

II 

RB and MBNEP Staff meet to review I RB Staff calculate: 5-
progress year changes to Bay 

III'CIIandvolume 
RB and MBNEP Staff meet 10 review progress; 
RB requ~ Implementation tracldng report ftom Implementing Parties 
if not provided> 
RB staff consider modifications to Tracbble Implementation Actiom 
RB and MBNEP Staff meet to rcvlcw prograM 

.,.,. ·. 
RB and MBNEP Staff meet to review progress; 
RB request implementation tracking report 6-om Implementing Parties 
if not provided; 
RB staff consider modifications to Trackablclnm.lemcntationActi!lns 
RB and MBNEP Staff' meet to revlew ··· · ····-~·RlfSlil:lfcilculatc: 5-
progress; . year changes to Bay 
RB Staff calculate 10-year rolling average ·.area and volume 
of Streambed Sediment dara ' 
RB and MBNEP Staff meet to review progress; 

Paramcten. Tumidity 
Baselinll Slrclllllbcd 
Parametm, Turbidity 

·Baseline Sbamhcd 
PlriiiiCim, Turbidity 

I Basdine Streambed I 
Parameters, 1\uil:idity_ 

Bathymcll·y survey 

~ Bathymetry survey 

~~~---------------

-----~ I RB Staff calculiltc I ()..year romns ll"crage of Streambed ~~~~~01 dllta __.__ -----------------·-· 
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J Streambed Parameters, which are the Numeric Targets, include Residual Pool Volume, Median Diameter of Sediment Particles. Percent Fine Sediment, and Percent Coarse 
Sedimcnl 
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IMPLEMENTATION MILESTONE 

RB and MBNEP Staff meet to :n:view progress; 
RB Staff calculate IO.ycar rollins aYCrage of Streambed Sediment data; 
RB request implementation tracking report thnn lmplem&mting Parties 
if not provided; 
RB stiff oooslder modifications tn Trackable Implementation Actions 
RB and MBNEP Stall meet to review progrm; 
RB Staff calculates IO...year rollins aV«aggl of Streambed Sediment 

-11-

MONITORING ACTIVITY 

Streambed Parameters, . 
Turbidity 

Slteambcd Parameters, 
Turbidity 

t 14 t dllla h ahM I I ·--uu 

1:5 I RB and MBNBP 818ft' meet to .review 
progress; 
RB Staff calculate I 0-year rolling a\ler1ge 
af Straunbed Sediment data; 
RB request irnplemenlatioo kaeklng report 
ftom Implementing Parties If not provided; 
RB staff consider modifications to 
Tracbblc lmplenwitlltion Ac:tlous 

RB Staff cak:ulatc: :5-
yw changes to Bay 
area and volume 

16-49 R.psQ/ tU tWOlltl with J., S· and 10-JWar mifeltDnu. 
Numeric targets ublevcdt_load reduction uhlne:d 

Streambed Parameters 
Turtlidity 

Bathymetry survey 
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