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Implements the Water Quality Monitoring Program (R8-2005-0063)
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A long time ago
In a galaxy far, far away....






STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

RESOLUTION NO. 68-16

STATEMENT OF POLICY WITH RESPECT TO
MAINTAINING HIGH QUALITY OF WATERS IN CALIFORNIA

WHEREAS the California Leglslature has declared that it 1s the
policy of the State that the granting of permits and licenses
for unappropriated water and the disposal of wastes into the
waters of the State shall be so regulated as to achleve highest
water quality consistent with maximum benefit to the people of
the State and shall be controlled so as to promote the peace,
health, safety and welfare of the people of the State; and

WHEREAS water quality control policies have been and are being
adopted for waters of the State; and

WHEREAS the quality of some waters of the State 1s higher than
that established by the adopted policies and it is the intent
and purpose of this Board that such higher quality shall be
maintained to the maximum extent possible consistent with the
declaration of the Legislature;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED:

1., Whenever the existing quality of water is better than the
quality established in policies as of the date on which
such policles become effective, such existing high quality
will be maintained until it has been demonstrated to the
State that any change wlll be consistent with maximum bene-
fit to the people of the State, will not unreasonably affect
present and anticipated beneficial use of such water and
willl not result in water quality less than that prescribed
in the policies,

Any activity which produces or may produce a waste or in-
creased volume or concentration of waste and which dis-
charges or proposes to discharge to existing high quality
waters will be required to meet waste discharge requirements
which will result in the best practicable treatment or con-
trol of the discharge necessary to assure that (a) a pollu-
tion or nuisance will not occur and (b) the highest water
quality consistent with maximum benefit to the people of
the State will be maintained,

In implementing this policy, the Secretary of the Interior
will be kept advised and will be provided with such infor-
mation as he will need to discharge his responsibilities
under the Federal Water Pollution Control Act.

Resolution 68-16:

The Antidegradation

Predates:

1) 1969
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The Rancho Caballero Case (1972)

* Receiving Water Quality = 900 mg/L
o Effluent Quality= /-° 112/

in Plan Objective = 700 mg/




BASIN MONITORING PROGRAM
ANNUAL REPORT OF SANTA ANA RIVER WATER QUALITY
SECTION 3 — ANALYSIS OF MONITORING DATA

Figure 3-1. Total Dissolved Solids (TDS) Below Prado Dam
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Notes.

TOS Non-Weighted = TOS samples from RWQCB, USGS, HCMP, OCWD

TODS Weighted = Monthly flow weighted TOS calculated from EC. Data prior to October 2003 from Watermaster,
October 2003 to December 2004 from Weinc, 200510 2014 from SAWPA
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The Recycled Water Issue (1991-94)

* Basin Plan Objectives = 400 - 500 mg/L
Effluent Quality = ©20 — 950 119/

iving Water Quality =
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Reduction Zone Nitrate-N 10-15mg/L
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Chino-1 Desalter Wells 3.0-4.0mg/L 20 -35mg/L
Chino-2 Desalter Wells 40-50mg/L 35-50 mg/L
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AMBIENT WATER QUALITY (1996 TO 2015)
Interpretative Tools Summary
Orange County & Irvine GMZs

for the Period 1996 to 2015

'f Recomputation of Ambient Water Quality
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BASIN MONITORING PROGRAM
ANNUAL REPORT OF SANTA ANA RIVER WATER QUALITY
SECTION 3 — ANALYSIS OF MONITORING DATA

Figure 3-1. Total Dissolved Solids (TDS) Below Prado Dam
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Figure 2
Discharge and TDS Concentration of the Santa Ana River below Prado Dam
June-September
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Figure 17
Influence of IEUA Discharge on the TDS Concentration of the Santa Ana River below Prado Dam

@ TDS Concentration of the SAR below Prado Dam with IEUA discharge adjusted to 2004 discharge rates

@ TDS Concentration of the SAR below Prado Dam
——Linear Trend of the TDS Concentration of the SAR below Prado Dam with IEUA discharge adjusted to 2004 discharge rates
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Implements the Water Quality Monitoring Program (R8-2005-0063)
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The Waste Load Allocation Model
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Key Factors Considered in the WLAM:

1) Precipitation 6) Percolation

2) Land Use 7) Water Transfers

3) Runoff 8) Discharges

4) Evaporation 9) Rising Groundwater
5) Aeration 10) Nitrogen Loss

Can the discharge(s) be permitted and,
if so, what effluent limits should apply?



Figure 8e-TDS_RA
Estimated Annual Streambed Recharge and Volume-Weighted TDS Concentration
of the Santa Ana River to the Riverside-A Management Zone

Scenario 8e - Intermediate Discharge for 2020
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Figure 8f-TIN_CS
Estimated Annual Streambed Recharge and Volume-Weighted TIN Concentration
of the Santa Ana River to the Chino-South Management Zone
Scenario 8f - High Discharge for 2020
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Major Accomplishments:

1) Eleven Annual Reports of SAR Water Quality
2) Four Ambient Groundwater Updates

3) Two WLAM Updates

4) Dozens of NPDES Permit Renewals

5) Four Basin Plan Amendments
6) Prevented New 303(d) Listings
7) ZERO Litigation




Near Term Priorities

1) Complete WLAM Update (2018)

2) Develop a Draft Drought & Conservation Policy
3) Next AWQU = 2019

4) Index Task Force’s On-Line Resource Library

5) Consider Expanding Task Force Membership



Long-Term Goals

1) Clarify Water Quality Assessment Procedures
2) Validate/Update TDS Objectives @ Prado Dam
3) Investigate Other Sources of TDS @ Prado Dam

4) Recycled Water Policy Updates
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New Challenges

1) EPA’s New Conductivity Guidance
2) State Board's New Biocriteria Policy
3) 303(d) Assessment in 2020-22

4) Minimum Flow Requirements?

5) Mass-based Effluent Limits?
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