Reasonable Assurance/Reasonable Progress Review Checklist

(Ref. Chapter 62-303, FAC)

Instructions: This checklist should be completed by Watershed Assessment Section staff during their review of proposed pollution control mechanisms designed to result in attainment of water quality standards for an impaired water.  Upon completion, the checklist should be placed in the administrative record for the water quality limited segment.

1.
Description of Water Body

Water Segment Name:                            
River Basin/Watershed Name:      
8-Digit HUC Code:              Lat/Long:     
County:     
Classification:  FORMDROPDOWN 
 
Designated Use Not Being Attained:  FORMDROPDOWN 

Impaired Area (length in miles for rivers and area (acres) for lakes and estuaries):     
Pollutants of Concern:        
Sources of Pollutants of Concern:     
2. Description of the Water Quality or Aquatic Ecological Goals

Were interim and final pollutant reduction targets or goals provided? 

   FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

Were averaging periods specified for any numeric water quality goals?

   FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no Did the submittal discuss how meeting targets will result in restoration of uses? 
   FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no Were procedures addressed to determine whether corrective actions are needed?  FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

3.  Description of Proposed Management Actions 

Responsible Participating Entities:     
Is at least one of the responsible parties a state, local, or federal government?
   FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

Was a summary and list of management activities provided?


   FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

Was documentation provided on the pollutant load reductions to be expected from each management action, including discussion of time needed to realize reductions?  
   FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

Was the geographic scope of proposed management activities provided?

   FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

Were copies of written agreements committing participants provided?  

   FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

Are future growth and new sources adequately addressed?  


   FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

Are sources of funding for management actions described and adequate?  
   FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

Is an implementation schedule provided, including a specific date by which designated uses will be attained and interim milestones if more than four years before uses met?  
   FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

If strategy is voluntary, are enforcement programs or local ordinances options?       FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

3.  Description of Monitoring and Reporting Procedures

Responsible Monitoring and Reporting Entity:      
Was the monitoring program adequately described?



   FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

Will it provide the information needed to demonstrate whether appropriate progress is being made and that uses are met when projected?


 

   FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

Are Quality Assurance/Quality Control adequately addressed?  


   FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

Are procedures for entering all appropriate data into STORET addressed?   
   FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

Does the proposal address methods for evaluating progress?  


   FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

What is the frequency for reporting monitoring results?   FORMDROPDOWN 

4. Description of Proposed Corrective Actions

Does the proposal provide alternative corrective actions?



   FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

Is there a process for notifying DEP that corrective actions are needed?  

   FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

