No Change in

No Action > MUN Beneficial
Use Designation
Case study water bodies will still have
an Existing MUN beneficial use
designation
Use Flow Chart 1
and Table 1 for 14
water body
segments
downstream of Sac. .
Water Body POTW discharges,/ Use SDW Policy
Categorization ——» Resolution
]
& 88-63 to de-
Framework

designate MUN

Using the proposed Water Body

Categorization Flow Chart 1, all unlisted Ag

dominated receiving water bodies
downstream of the 4 Sacramento POTWs
(fourteen segments in total) are either a

C1 (Constructed Ag Drain) or M1 (Modified
Ag Drain) water body. Using the Proposed

MUN Beneficial Use Designation Process
Table 1, these water body segments are
eligible for MUN de-designation by
meeting exception 2b in the Sources of
Drinking Water Policy (Resolution 88-63).

Development of Site
Specific Objectives
(SS0s)

No Change in
MUN Beneficial
Use Designation

— 3

Existing MUN beneficial use designation

Case study water bodies will still have an

Sacramento POTW Case Study

Maintain Primary and
Secondary MCLs for MUN

Current MUN-related WQOs will
continue to be applied, including
objectives from the primary and
secondary MCL tables.

> Remove MUN WQOs

No MUN-related Water Quality
Objectives will exist for these 14 water
body segments. No changes will be
made to WQQOs for other applicable
beneficial uses.

»<_ Develop Individual SSOs

Develop individual Site Specific WQOs for
MUN-related constituents of concern for
the Sacramento POTWs:

Nitrate, electrical conductivity, arsenic,
THMs, aluminum, iron, manganese

A

[ No New

No New
Monitoring/

\ 4

Implementation
Program

Continue to utilize existing
programs.

[ List POTW receiving
» waters in Basin Plan
\ with NO MUN

List each Sacramento Case
Study receiving water body
segment (14 in total) in
Chapter 2 (Existing and
Potential Beneficial Uses) of
the Basin Plan with a
specification of no MUN
beneficial use designation. Use
existing NPDES program to
implement objectives of other
applicable beneficial uses.

p

| Amend Basin Plan with

|
1

Resolution 88-63 \\‘

Surveillance (M/S)

Continue to utilize existing
monitoring programs.

Use existing ILRP
and NPDES M/S

\ 4

Use ILRP and NPDES
programs, but also

Monitoring
Requirement

Resolution 88-63
requires
monitoring of the
discharge from
systems using
exception 2b to
“assure
compliance with
all relevant water
quality objectives
as required by the
Regional Board”

allow other regional
or solo programs
(Hybrid Approach)

\ 4

Develop new
regional
monitoring
program

\ 4

M/S Considerations:

Do the monitoring programs need to be modified for certain

constituents, sites and/or frequencies?

Are evaluations thorough enough to consider cumulative impacts

and evaluate degradation?

Who will be in charge of coming up with the monitoring program?

Who will evaluate the results?
What are the triggers for follow-up action?

Will there be an adaptive approach (e.g. less or more monitoring

based on results over time)

M/S through

d specific SSOs
\

List each Sacramento Case Study
receiving water body with
corresponding SSOs by constituent in
Chapter 3 (Water Quality Objectives) of
the Basin Plan. Use existing NPDES
program to implement objectives.

g NPDES permit

process
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