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Three ongoing and separ at e regulatory activities

« Tampa Bay Reasonable Assurance/ TMDL
Implement ation and allocation f or Tampa
Bay proper (completed)

e EPA Draft Numeric Nutrient Criteria
(FW in Oct. 2010; Estuary in Oct. 2011)

 FDEP TMDLs for freshwater streams and
lakes In the Tampa Bay wat er shed

(due 2010)



_ay Reasonable Assurance

40+ public and
private partners
t hroughout wat er shed

Collaborative
approach to meeting
regulated water
guality goals

Consortium developed
and agreed to
voluntary limits on
nitrogen loads for
189 sources in Sept.
2009
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Current Status and Next Steps of RA

- All mgjor participants in the Consortium have
signed the required Declaration.

- I nJanuary 2010, FDEP accept ed the technical
basis, and EPA has no further comments.

- FDEPIs preparing draft Nutrient Limits for
each maj or bay segment, using allocat ions
developed by the Consortium.

- FDEP expects to adopt both these Nutrient
_Limits and Tampa Bay RA by Secretarial Order
oy Oct 2010.

. Allocations Iinto Eermits as renewals occur. i‘




Nitrogen Loads
developed f or
Tampa Bay
proper through
NMC
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EPA Numeric Nutrient Criteria

. Draft Freshwater Criteria Rule includes

“Protective N Loads” to the Tampa Bay estuary.

. Protective Loads redefine nutrient criteriafor

upst ream contributing wat erbodies (e.g., streams
discharging to the estuary).

. The Protective N Load iInthe draft Rule 1s less

than half of the existing load for Tampa Bay. |f
approved as Rule, would most likely require large
reductions from all sources.

. EPA Protective Load does not address load-

response of the bay segments individually.



EPA Numeric Nutrient Criteria

- Protective loads to the Tampa Bay estuary
wer e developed under dif ferent scientific
assumptions t han used by NMC.

- NMC has expressed serious concern over
technical basis, required reductions and
potential cost to comply when bay
conditions do not warrant additional
reduct ions.
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EPA Numeric Nutrient Criteria

- | f finalized, would require large
Invest ment s by local gover nment s t 0 meet
reduct ions.

Example: $34.8 Million in capital costs just for
R nellas County’'s Sout h Cross Bayou WWTP
(EPA estimate indraft rule)
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EPA | nvit es Feedback

- EPA I1s Interested in receiving f eedback
regarding site-specific analyses for
particular estuaries that should be used
inst ead of their proposed general
approach for establishing f inal values...

- Comment s originally due by March 29,
2010, EPA extended deadlineto

April 28, 2010



Consortium Actions

- NMC has provided oral and written comments to
EPA. NMC has also encouraged each entity to
provide comment s separ at ely.

- Bottom line: Maintaining t he existing nitrogen
and phosphor ous loads protects fish and
wildlif e in Tampa Bay and all designat ed uses.

These should be recognized as appropriate and
scient if ically-def ensible Protective Loads f or
the Tampa Bay estuary.



Additional
Load
Reductions
proposed
Inthe
wat er shed
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FDEP TMDLs

- Proposed TMDLs and resulting reductions
for stream segments in t he wat er shed
have been developed by FDEP wit h input

f rom st akeholders.

+ Reductions range from 2% t o 80%.

- FAW notice on February 19t", with 21 days
t o challenge (deadline Mar ch 12th),

.



Options Outlined by FDEFP

- Stakeholders accept FDEP reductions.

- Begin 2-year evaluation period as part of the
BMAP process.

. Stakeholders challenge FDEP reductions.

- Would require an Administrative Hearing;
meanwhile, EPA is expected to finalize and
establish TMDLs for these waters by March
31, 2010, to be implement ed upon f inalizat ion.

- Stakeholders challenge FDEP and EFA.
. State and federal courts.



| mplicat ions

- | f FDEP does not finalize TMDLSs, EPA Is
required to do so.

+ Upon promulgat ion, EPA actions are In
ef f ect, even If challenges are
out st anding.
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Summary

"ampa Bay Nitrogen Management Consortium
directly involved with FDEP RA/ EPA TMDL for
"ampa Bay and EPA's Numeric Nutrient Criteria.

- Local government partners and industry are also
Involved with FDEP/ EPA wat ershed TMDLSs.

- TBEP Management Board suggested that Policy
Board support the scientific process and technical
def ensibility of the NMC's adopt ed nutrient
management strategy.

- TBEP Policy Board approved submittal of aletter
to EPA that will show support for the NMC's
adopt ed nutrient management strategy
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But wait, there's more V.

- Revised FDEP Classif ication System
nearing preliminary rulemaking stage %

- Basically adds Class | | | -Limit ed subclass

- Statewide Stormwat er Rule Wor kshops
coming to aregion near you Y
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