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Core Model Example Results 
for Waterbodies in San Diego 
County
Orange = Likely Constrained 
Blue = Likely Unconstrained

Landscape constraints on 
biological integrity - webinar: 
https://vimeo.com/223191714

GIS files from: ftp://ftp.sccwrp.org/pub/download/TMP/RaphaelMazor/Shapefiles.zip
With updated model data from Raphael Mazor dated Dec 2017
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The proposed process has three steps:
Step 1 - gathering of available Permit-required monitoring data and may also include science-based non-Permit data and public input (e.g., meeting standards established for the Permit monitoring program). 
A condition already subject to an approved TMDL, Investigative Order, or Resolution is automatically designated a PWQC (skipping the Step 2 evaluation). Other conditions are assessed using the criteria shown in Step 2, and all four criteria must be met for a condition to be identified as a priority (all are in the existing process):
 
Does condition exceed water quality objectives in receiving waters? 
Is the condition an impairment of beneficial uses (e.g. 303(d) List)? 
3. Do MS4 conveyances contribute to the condition in the receiving water? 
4. Is there adequate monitoring data of acceptable quality? 
 
Identified PWQCs are evaluated as shown in Step 3 to determine whether they should be elevated to a HPWQC. The condition must meet all seven of the screening criteria in Step 3 to be designated a HPWQC:
 
1. Does the supporting data set scientifically and adequately characterize temporal and spatial variability? 
2. Are there accepted standards/criteria established for the condition? 
3. Are MS4 urban runoff/stormwater discharges a predominant source of the condition? 
4. Is the condition controllable by Participating Agencies? 
5. Does the condition impair an existing beneficial use as defined in the Basin Plan? 
6. Are there water quality improvement strategies to control the condition available to the Participating Agencies? 
7. Would the condition not be addressed by strategies identified for other highest priority water quality conditions? 
 
This revised HPWQC selection process allows for the identification of a new HPWQC when a previously identified highest priority is eliminated (i.e., goal attained) through successful WQIP implementation of strategies.
For the SDR watershed, a summary of the results using the updated process and recent data in the RMAR’s re-evaluation of priorities is provided in Table 1. Many priorities are unchanged using the new process, and bacteria remains a HPWQC for Pacific Ocean Shoreline at San Diego River Outlet, Lower San Diego River, and Forester Creek. Trash was identified as a new PWQC in wet weather, and some PWQCs previously only identified for dry weather were also identified for wet weather in this assessment. In the re-evaluation, PWQCs previously identified in the WQIP remained priorities if no new data were available to allow current assessment. These PWQCs included total dissolved solids (TDS) in Forester Creek, nitrogen in Murray Reservoir, and phosphorus and total nitrogen as N in El Capitan Lake during dry weather. Additional information on application and results of this priority evaluation process for the SDR watershed is provided in the draft RMAR Attachment 8G- Priority Re-Evaluation Assessment Summary, which is provided as Attachment B to this memo. 
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