
STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
RESOLUTION NO. 2002 -0037

APPROVING WITH PARTIAL REMAND AN AMENDMENT TO THE WATER QUALIT'Y
CONTROL PLAN FOR THE COLORADO RIVER BASIN REGION TO ESTABLISH

THE ALAMO RIVER SEDIMENTATION/SILTATION TOTAL MAXIMUM DAILY LOAD

WHEREAS:

The Colorado River Basin Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board) adopted a revised Water Quality
Control Plan for the Colorado River Basin Region (Basin Plan) on November 17, 1993, which was approved by the
State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) on February 17, 1994 and by the Office of Administrative Law (OAL)on August 3, 1994. .

On June 27, 2001, the Regional Board adopted Resolution No. 01-100 (Attachment) arnengit!g the Basin Plan by
incorporating a total maximum daily load (TMDL) for sedimentation/siltation in the Alamo'River. ,.

2.

The SWRCB finds that the Basin Plan amendment titled "An amendment to the Water-Quality Control Plan for the
Colorado River Basin Region to establish the Alamo River sedimentation/siltation total maximum daily load" is in
confonnance with the requirements for TMDL development specified in section 303(d) of the Federal Clean Water Act
(CW A). ~

3.

The SWRCB finds that the adoption of the site-specific water quality objective for total suspended solids in the
Alamo River did not meet the requjrements of the California Water Cbde section 13241 and the Administrative
Procedures Act, in that the language adopting the objective lacks clarity, and documentation to support the objective is
not included in the administrative record as submitted. -

4.

The Regional Board prepared documents and followed procedures satisfying environmental documentation
requirements in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act and other State laws and regulations.

5.

A Basin Plan amendment does not become effective until approled by the SWRCB, and until the amendment's
regulatory provisions are approved by OAL, and in the case of a surface water standards action, by the

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA).

6.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

The SWRCB:

Approves the amendment to the Basin Plan adopted under Regional Board Resolution No. 01-100 (Attachment) with
the exception of the paragraph establishing a site-specific water quality objective for total suspended solids in the
Alamo River, as indicated by double strike-through in the Attachment, which is remanded.

Authorizes the Executive Director to submit the amendment adopted under Regional Board Resolution No. 01-100, as

approved by the SWRCB, to OAL and USEPA for approval.
2,

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned, Clerk to the Board, does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution
duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the State Water Resources Control Board held on February 19,2002.



Attachment

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
COLORADO RIVER BASIN REGION

RESOLUTION NO. 01-100

A Resolution Amending the Water Quality Control Plan
for the Colorado River Basin

to Establish a Total Maximum Daily Load for Sediment/Siltation
for the Alamo River

WHEREAS, 

the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Colorado River Basin Region
(hereinafter Regional Board), finds that:

1 An updated Water Quality Control Plan for the Colorado River Basin (Basin Plan) was adopted by
the Regional Board on November 17, 1993, approved by the State Water Resources Control
Board (SWRCB) on February 17, 1994, and approved by the Office.of Administrative Law on
August 3, 1994. .

2. Warm freshwater habitat (WARM), wildlife habitat (WilD), preservation of rare, threatened, and

endangered species (RARE), water contact recreation (REC 1), non-contact recreation (REC II),
and freshwater replenishment (FRSH) are among the be:neficial use designations specified in the
Basin Plan for the Alamo River.

3.

The Basin Plan includes narrative water quality objectives for total suspended solids, sediment,
and turbidity for the Alamo River to protect the beneficial uses listed in Finding No.2, above.

4. Water quality objectives are not being met in thf Alamo River because direct and indirect
discharges of silt-laden agricultural tailwater into the river and drain maintenance operations are
adversely impacting the beneficial uses. The silt carries insoluble pesticides such as DDT and its
byproducts, which bioaccumulate in fish tissue.

5. Pursuant to Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act, the Regional Board, with the concurrence of
the State Board, listed the Alamo River as water quality limited because of the sediment
impairments. Section 303(d} of the Clean Water Act requires the establishment of the Total
Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) of sediment/silt that can be discharged while still ensuring
compliance with water quality standards. Section 303(d) also requires the allocation of this
TMDL among sources of sediment/silt, together with an implementation plan and schedule that
will ensure that the TMDL is met and that compliance with water quality standards is achieved.

6. The Alamo River Sediment/Siltation TMDL Report (hereafter "TMDL Report") and the proposed
Basin Plan amendment (hereafter" Attachment 2") to establish the TMDL are hereto made part
of this Resolution by reference.

7. The TMDL Report and related Basin Plan amendment attached to this resolution meet the
requirements of Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act. The amendment requires, in part, that
nonpoint sources implement Best Management Practices (BMPs) to control sediment/silt inputs
to provide a reasonable assurance that water quality standards will be met.

8. The Regional Board prepared and distributed written reports regarding adoption of the Basin Plan
amendment in compliance with applicable state and federal environmental regulations (Title 23,
California Code of Regulations, Section 3775 et seq.; and Title 40, Code of Federal Regulations,
Parts 25 and 131).



filed after the SWRCB and GAL have acted on this matter. The SWRCB will forward the
approved amendment to the U.S. Environmental Protection "Agency for review and approval.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

The Regional Board adopts the amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan for the Colorado
River Basin as set forth in Attachment 2. .

The Executive Officer is directed to forward copies ~f the Basin Plan amendment to the SWRCB
in accordance with the requirement of Section 13245 of the California Water Code.

2.

The Regional Board requests that the State Water Resources Control Board approve the Basin
Plan amendments in accordance with Sections 13245 and 13246 of the California Water Code
and forward it to the Office of Administrative Law and United. States Environmental Protection

Agency for approval.

3.

The Executive Officer is directed to file a Notice of Decision with the California Secretary for
Resources after final approval of the Basin Plan amendment, in accordance with Section
21080.5(d) (2)(E) of the Public Resources Code and Title 23, California Code of Regulations,

Section 3781.

4.

Resolved that, if during its approval process the SWRCB or OAL determines that minor, non-

substantive corrections to the language of the amendment are needed for clarity or

consistency, the Executive Officer may make such changes, and shall inform the Board of any

such changes.

5.

I, Phil Gruenberg, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct
copy of a resolution adopted by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Colorado River

Basin Region, on June 27, 2001.

PHIL GRUENBERG
Executive Officer



ATTACHMENT 2 ..

Proposed Amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan for the Colorado River Basin Region to Establish
the Alamo River Sedimentation/Siltation Total Maximum Daily Load Page 2 of 20

FRaRa~eFReRt approach to NPS water Qualitv control whereby the following 6tFate~ie6 ~ are
implemented iR 9FeeF as needed:

\!el~Ata:-'; iffif)leffieAtatieA Self-determined implementation
Practices (BMPs);

1 of Best Management

2. Regulatory-based encouragement of Best Management Practices; and

J
3. Effluent requirements.

Seauential movement throuah the tiers (e.o. Tier 1 to Tier 2 to Tier 3) is not reauired of the

standards.

Page 4-6, edit the first sentence in the previous to last paragraph under "III. NONPOINT
SOURCES CONTROLS" as follows:

eiSGRaF§eS, ~FiR1aFil,' ef a§FiGtllttlFal eFi§iA. The Reaional Board adopted an updated Clean Water

wastes from nonpoint sources. primarily of aaricultural oriain.

Page 4-6, following the last paragraph under "III. NONPOINT SOURCES CONTROLS" and
before "A. AGRICULTURE" add the following paragraph:

includes:.
.Implementation of this Basin Plan
.Implementation of other applicable statewide plans and policies
.Development and implementation of Total Maximum Dailv loads for impaired and

4~~__4 ' &--- '



~

\'eF8e '.'alle~', tAe GeasAella './allei')..

Page 4-13, immediately prior to the Section "V. ACTIONS OF OTHER AUTHORITIES," add
the following new Section and renumber the subsequent Section accordingly:

V. TOTAL MAXIMUM DAILY LOADS
A. New River Pathoaen TMDL

B. Alamo River Sedimentation/Siltation TMDL

SUMMARY

This TMDL was adopted bv:

.fQQ1c
The California State Water Resources Control Board on (insert date}.
The Office of Administrative Law on (insert date}.
The U.S. Environmental Protection Aaencv on (insert date}.

I 

ELEMENT I

Excess delivery of sediment to the Alamo River has resulted in degraded
conditions that impair the following designated beneficial uses: warm freshwater
habitat; wildlife habitat; preservation of threatened, rare, and endangered
c-not"ioc- h",hit",t, t"nnt"'t"t- ",nrj nnn_,...nnt",...t ,.""...,.""".inn' f',."""h,., , ..,...~I~~;~h~~~~



ATTACHMENT 2
Proposed Amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan for the Colorado River Basin Region to Establish
the Alamo River Sedimentation/Siltation Total Maximum Daily Load Page 6 of 20

Load Allocations:

.~atur9lsources of sediment to the Alamo River, includina erosion and wind
deposition, are allocated 8,737 tons/year,

,.
.~a~te gis~haraes from nonoointsources into the Alamo River shall not exceed

!b~ load allocations soecified below: ,
-~

# of 110 S d ' t '

, e Imen
Drains L d

Idienti'fied AII~ t '

'th ' oca Ion
WI In s6-(tons/vear)O,l1
Reach

River Reach

Alamo River immediatelv downstream of the
International Boundarv. at the 110 aauaina station just
north of the All American Canal. a point identified
hereafter at "AR-O"

~ 1:4§

Reach 1: Downstream from the International Boundarv
to a point approximately 100 feet downstream of the
Ninth Street Drain outfall into the river. a Doint identified
hereafter as "AR-1"

~ 17.488
~
Allocations
~
Wasteload
Allocations Reach 2: This reach encomoasses the river from AR-1

to a ooint downsteam of the Pomello Drain outfall into
the river and uostream of the Graeser Drain outfall into
the river, a ooint hereafter referred to as "AR-2",

z 25,255

Reach 3: This reach covers the river from AR-2 to a
point downstream of the Holtville Main Drain outfall into
the river and upstream of the Olive Drain outfall into the
river. a point hereafter referred to as "AR-3":

~ 24.501
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Proposed Amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan for the Colorado River Basin Region to Establish
the Alamo River Sedimentation/Siltation Total Maximum Daily Load Page 8 of 20

Table 4.1A 1 : W~ste Load _A)locations for P~int Sources in the Alamo Riv~!Watersheq

NPDES Permit Limits
as of 6-20012 (tons of
suspended solids per

Y.§.gsl

Waste Load Allocation3
(tons of suspended

solids Qer year)

Discharqe
LocationFacility NPDES#

~
~
~

~~--m-I Citvof Calipatrja~P
~ of EI Centro ~P
I ~ of Holtville WWTP E§§l:

(Palmetto)Q.@!D.

I City of Imperial MWT~ I CA 01 04400 I Rose Drain ~~ ~
ill

Imperial Community
Colleqe District WWTP

!CA 104299 I Qentral Drain ~ g,1

,Central 

Drain II Sunset Mutual Water Co I~O~ .?d
§2~

~
~

~
'Country Life ~- ICA 0104264 ICentratDfajn
ICovanta Heber GeothermallCA 01 04965 ICentrall?r~~

~ill

P1Elli
ICALOQ ~12 ~

~

~

1.§d

Ir-uture Point Sour~~§ N.8 ~ ~ 1000.0

IIOT AL ~ ~
Footnotes for Table No. 4-1A:

Does not include volatile suspended solids determination.

~; Calculated usinq desiqn flows and 3D-day mean TSS limits.

~,

limit in this calculation.

~ 

IC?iIltral Drain
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Proposed Amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan for the Colorado River Basin Region to Establish
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1:.1.1 Farmers/arowers Water QualitvManaaement Plans

row .'. .I

rtt
s

ivid
n elt er case the

1. ~ame °t tarm owner. b~siness address. m~ilina address. and ohone number
2. Name of ...hone number
3. Problem ordinates' site

condition tion method for
~ach croo: ana ootentrat or current NPS oroblems)

4. Statement of sediment control
5. Existin and/or alternative sed onomic

feasibilit desired outcome etc.
6. Timetable for im lementation of mana measured in either water'

improvement or level of imolementation) ~

of manaaement decisions '

~

r the individuals enrolled in the
ufficient information so that the
ain- or drainsh -..
es of sediment

or the drain/drai
e ro ose se Imen mana emen rac Ices or e rou. and d the Ime a e or

...measured in eithe ..

Nos. 7 and 8 a sin
that the monitori

resu s a are re resen a Ive 0 e e IClenc of various control rac Ices WI In e rou an
re resentative enou h to measure overall water ..rovements. Re orted
im lementation of BMPs shall be submitted to the Re ion a oar un er the enalt of er.u .

person or aroup of persons furnishina the report.

Note: Upon USEPA TMDL approval, this parenthetical "formula" will be replaced by the date certain, based on
the date of approval. The Executive Officer shall be responsible for determining proportional sediment load allocations
amongst the agricultural drains.
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submitted in an electronic. tabular. and easily oeo-referenced format.

~

All Dlans and reDorts reauested herein are reauested Dursuant to Section 13267 of the

tVDe of DrOqram.

1.1.3. United States Environmental Protection Aaencv (USEPA) and U.S. Section of the
International Boundary and Water Commission (IBWC)

By {insert the date that corresponds to 15 montbs followinQ the date of USEPA TMDL

schedule for implementation.

1.2 RECOMMENDED MANAGEMENT ACTIONS FOR FARMERS/GROWERS AND
DRAINAGE "MANAGEMENT

2 monitorin to assure that ractices are ro erl a lied and are effective. 3 im rovement of

Committee for the Silt TMDL for the Alamo River (Silt TAC). the Natural Resourc§s
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steeper slopes. They increase the cross section of the stream of water. decrease the water
velocity and reduce erosion. and may cause sediment already in the water to settle out.

condition where water velocities will not wash out the check dams or the sides of the

Field to Tailditch Transition .

taken to address erosion that may be caused in the tailditch at the location where the
spillway discharges to the tailditch.

IrriQation Land LevelinQ

and decreased erosion. See also: NRCS FOTGConservationPractice "Irriaation Land
Levelina" (Code 464). "

Filter Strips

tolerant crops or special soil conditions. See also: NRCS FOTG Conservation Practice
"Filter Strip" (Code 393).

IrriQation Water ManaQement
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1.2.3 ESTIMATED COST OF IMPLEMENTATION AND SOURCES OF FINANCING

The estimated total cost or im .BMPs ran ear
which is enerall estimated to e ess an 2% of ro uc Ion cos .e eve 0 men 0 arm

costs are estimated to ran 100.00 to $500.00 de .on the monitorin ram.
The re aration of the 110 monl orin Ian is estimated to be O. 1m lementation 0 110

impacts is estimated to be $20.000.

319 h rant funds' and Sin Ie ur ose a ro riations from Federal and/or state Ie islative
bodies.

1.3. RECOMMENDED ACTIONS FOR COOPERATING AGENCIES

1.3.1 IMPERIAL COUNTY FARM BUREAU VOLUNTARY WATERSHED PROGRAM0__- 00' '."

implement the to II owing:

a. ICFB WATERSHED PROGRAM PLAN
The Imperial Countv Farm Bureau should:

.By {insert the d~te that corresponds to 13 months followina the date of USEPA

River watershed that describes the tCFB Voluntary Watershed Proaram.

Note: Upon USEPA TMDL approval. this parenthetical "formula" will be replaced by the date certain, based on
the date of approval.
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Page 6-3, in between the first and second paragraphs under "B. COMPLIANCEMONITORING", 
add the following heading:

1. Recommended Biomonitorin rams

Page 6-4, following the last paragraph under "B. COMPLIANCE MONITORING", add the

following:

2; New River Pathoaen TMDL

3. Alamo River Sedimentation/Siltation TMDL

3.1 Compliance Assurance and Enforcement "

the case may warrant. any combination of the followina:

.Implementation and enforcement of Section 13267 of the California Water Code to

Qualitv Manaqement Plan defined in ChaDter 4. Section V(B)(1.1.1 ).

of the California Water Code as a ro riate i.e. for an res onsible art who fails to
implement voluntary or reaulatorv-encouraqed sediment controls).

.Consideration of adoption of an enforcement orders pursuant to Section 13304 of the

pollution of surface waters.
.Consideration of adoDtion of enforcement orders pursuant to Section 13301 of the

reauirements and/or prohibitions.

Board orders. prohibitions. andreauests.

and prohibitions to the District Attornev or Attornev Genera! for crimina! or civil
prosecution, respectivelv.

~
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Proposed Amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan for the Colorado River Basin Region to Establish
the Alamo River Sedimentation/Siltation Total Maximum Daily Load Page 20 of 20

,
ReQular Review.

control practices. At these hearinas. the followina shall be considered:
-Monitorina results to date
-Proqress toward attainment of milestones
-Chanqes or trends in implementation of BMPs
-
-Revision of TMDL components and/or development of site-specific water Quality

objectives .

also be re-evaluated.

The first public hearina shall be scheduled bv no later than three vears after the datefollowina USEPA TMDL approval of this Basin Plan amendment. -

.t


