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Chapter 5:  DETERMINATION OF ASSIMILATIVE 
CAPACITY 

5.1  Determination of Loading Capacity 
The methodology used for this TMDL is the load duration curve.  Also known as the “Kansas 
approach” because it was developed by the state of Kansas, this method has been well 
documented in the literature, with improved modifications used by the EPA, Region 4.  
Basically, the method relates the pollutant concentration to the flow of the stream, in order to 
establish the existing loading capacity and the allowable pollutant load (TMDL) under a 
spectrum of flow conditions.  It then determines the maximum allowable pollutant load and load 
reduction requirement based on the analysis of the critical flow conditions.  This method 
requires four steps to develop the TMDL and establish the required load reduction: 
 

1. Develop the flow duration curve; 

2. Develop the load duration curve for both the allowable load and existing loading; 

3. Define the critical conditions; and 

4. Establish the needed load reduction by comparing the existing loading with the 
allowable load under critical conditions. 

 

5.1.1  Data Used in the Determination of the TMDL 
Fecal coliform concentration and flow measurements were required to estimate both the 
allowable pollutant load and existing loading to the Little Econlockhatchee River.  Figure 5.1 
shows the locations of the water quality sites where fecal coliform data were collected and the 
U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) gaging stations (Stations 02233200, 02233473, and 02233475) 
where the flow measurements were taken.  This analysis used fecal coliform data collected 
during the verified period (January 1, 2001, through June 30, 2008).  During this period, a total 
of 268 fecal coliform samples was collected from 18 sampling stations in WBID 3001.  Data 
used for this TMDL report were provided by the Department’s Central District Office, the 
SJRWMD, Orange County, and Seminole County.   

Figure 5.2 shows the fecal coliform concentrations observed in the Little Econlockhatchee River 
between January 2001 and December 2008.  The concentrations of fecal coliform ranged from 
4 to 5,900 MPN/100mL and averaged 509 MPN/100mL during the verified period.  Seasonally, 
the highest fecal coliform concentration was observed during the 3rd quarter (July, August, and 
September), which typically is the rainy season (Figure 5.3).  Although the lowest fecal coliform 
concentration was observed during the 1st quarter (January, February, and March), the 
exceedance rate was not insignificant during this period, reaching 14 percent.   

Spatially, the highest fecal coliform concentration was observed at the upstream stations, and 
concentrations decreased from upstream to downstream (Figure 5.4).  The exceedance rate 
also decreased from upstream to downstream; at the sampling stations upstream from  



Final TMDL Report: Middle St. Johns Basin, Little Econlockhatchee River (WBID 3001),  
Fecal Coliform, August 2009 

 

 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection 

19 

 

Figure 5.1. Locations of Water Quality Stations and USGS Gaging 
Stations in the Little Econlockhatchee River (WBID 3001) 
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Figure 5.2. Trends of Fecal Coliform Concentrations in the Little 
Econlockhatchee River (WBID 3001) during the Verified 
Period (January 1, 2001, through June 30, 2008) 

Note:  The red line indicates the target concentration (400 counts/100mL). 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 

Figure 5.3. Temporal Trend of Fecal Coliform Concentrations in the 
Little Econlockhatchee River (WBID 3001) during the 
Verified Period (January 1, 2001, through June 30, 2008) 
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Figure 5.4. Spatial Trend of Fecal Coliform Concentrations in the 
Little Econlockhatchee River (WBID 3001) during the 
Verified Period (January 1, 2001, through June 30, 2008) 

Note:  The numbers on the X-axis indicate USGS Gaging Stations 200; 02233200, 473; 02233473, 475; and 02233475.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
02233200 (the USGS gaging station), between 02233200 and 02233473, between 02233473 
and 02233475, and downstream from 02233475, exceedances were found in 60 out of 161 
samples, 12 out of 44 samples, 3 out of 40 samples, and 3 out of 23 samples, respectively.  
This indicates that the portion of the river containing USGS Station 02233473 receives a 
significant amount of fecal coliform loading from upstream sources.  Therefore, flow 
measurements from USGS Gaging Station 02233473 were used for this analysis, with 
extrapolated data using Station 02233473 to fill in the missing flow measurements. 

5.1.2  TMDL Development Process  

Develop the Flow Duration Curve 
The first step in the development of load duration curves is to create flow duration curves.  A 
flow duration curve displays the cumulative frequency distribution of daily flow data over the 
period of record.  The duration curve relates flow values measured at a monitoring station to the 
percent of time the flow values were equaled or exceeded.  Flows are ranked from low, which 
are exceeded nearly 100 percent of the time, to high, which are exceeded less than 1 percent of 
the time. 

This TMDL report used flow measurements from the USGS gaging stations located at the Little 
Econlockhatchee River (Stations 02233473 and 02233475).  There were flow measurements at 
Station 02233475 through the entire verified period, but the data records at Station 02233473 
only covered the period from March 2002 to June 2008.  Thus, at the latter station no data were 
collected for the first 14 months of the verified period.  Station 02233475 is located downstream 
of Station 02233473.  The flow data from Station 02233475 were used to extend the data from 
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Station 02233473 for the period from January 2001 through February 2002.  The relationship of 
flow measurements between the two stations from March 2002 to June 2008 was derived 
through linear correlation analysis, and a correlation equation between the two sets of flow data 
was derived from the analysis (Figure 5.5).  The flow at Station 02233473 from January 2001 to 
February 2002 was extrapolated using the equation.  

The flow measurements from both USGS gaging stations were downloaded from the USGS 
Florida Integrated Science Center water resources Website (available:  http://fl.water.usgs.gov).  
The flow duration curve for the Little Econlockhatchee River was developed based on a mixed 
flow dataset, which includes both measured data when they were available and estimated data 
when the measured data were not available. 

The flow duration curve was created by using the percentile function and the flow record to 
generate the flow at a given duration interval.  For example, at the 90th duration interval, the 
percentile function calculates the flow that is equal or exceeded 90 percent of the time.  Figure 
5.6 shows the flow duration curves for the Little Econlockhatchee River generated from the 
measured flow and estimated flow using regression analysis.  Flows toward the right side of the 
plot are exceeded with greater frequency and indicate low-flow conditions.  Flows on the left 
side of the plot represent high flows and occur less frequently. 

To ensure that the final flow dataset was as accurate as possible, measured flow was used 
whenever there was a measured record.  This created a mixed dataset that included both the 
regression-predicted flow and measured flow.  Figure 5.6 demonstrates that the flow duration 
curves created based on measured and mixed datasets are very similar.  In creating the load 
duration curve, this TMDL analysis used the flow duration interval based on the mixed dataset. 
 

Figure 5.5. Relationship of Flow Measurements between USGS Gaging 
Stations 02233473 and 02233475 
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Figure 5.6. Flow Duration Curve for the Little Econlockhatchee River 
(WBID 3001) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
There is a typo in the legend above—it should be Measured 

Develop the Load Duration Curves for Both the Allowable Load and Existing 
Loading Capacity 
Flow duration curves are transformed into load duration curves by multiplying the flow values 
along the flow duration curve by the fecal coliform concentration and the appropriate conversion 
factors.  The final results of the load are typically expressed as MPN per day.  The following 
equations were used to calculate the allowable loads and the existing loading: 
 
Allowable load = (observed flow) x (conversion factor) x (state criteria)  (Equation 5.1)  

Existing loading = (observed flow) x (conversion factor) x (coliform measurement) (Equation 5.2) 

On the load duration curve, allowable and existing loads are plotted against the flow duration 
ranking.  The allowable load is calculated based on the water quality criterion and flow values 
from the flow duration curve, and the line drawn through the data points representing the 
allowable load is called the target line.  The existing loads are based on the instream fecal 
coliform concentrations measured during ambient monitoring and an estimate of flow in the 
stream at the time of sampling. 

As noted previously, because insufficient data were collected to evaluate the fecal coliform 
monthly geometric mean, 400 MPN/100mL was used as the target criterion for fecal coliform.  
Figure 5.7 shows both the allowable loads and the existing loads over the flow duration ranking 
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for the Little Econlockhatchee River.  The points of the existing load that are higher than the 
allowable load at a given flow duration ranking represent exceedances of the criterion. 

As shown in Figure 5.7, exceedances of the fecal coliform criterion in the Little 
Econlockhatchee River occurred across the entire span of the flow record.  In general, 
exceedances on the right side of the curve typically occur during low-flow events, implying a 
contribution from either point sources or baseflow, which could come from the load from failed 
septic tanks and sewer line leakage that interact with surface water.  The exceedances that 
appear on the left side of the curve usually represent loading from stormwater-related sources.  
In this case, the potential sources may include contributions from pets such as dogs and cats, 
wild animals, failed septic tanks, and sewer line leakage.   

Figure 5.7. Load Duration Curves for Allowable Load and Existing Loading 
Capacity for Fecal Coliform 

 
 

Define the Critical Condition 
The critical condition for coliform loadings in a given watershed depends on many factors, 
including the presence of point sources and the land use pattern in the watershed.  Typically, 
the critical condition for nonpoint sources is an extended dry period followed by a rainfall runoff 
event.  During the wet weather period, rainfall washes off coliform bacteria that have built up on 
the land surface under dry conditions, resulting in the wet weather exceedances.  However, 
significant nonpoint source contributions can also appear under dry conditions without any 
major surface runoff event.  This usually happens when nonpoint sources contaminate the 
surficial aquifer, and fecal coliform bacteria are brought into the receiving waters through 
baseflow.  In addition, animals with direct access to the receiving water can contribute to the 
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exceedances during dry weather.  The critical condition for point source loading typically occurs 
during periods of low stream flow, when dilution is minimized. 

For the Little Econlockhatchee River, the exceedance frequency is evenly distributed across the 
entire span of the flow conditions, and exceedances also occur in the same way.  Because 
exceedances occur throughout the flow record, no critical condition was defined in this TMDL.  
The Department used the flow records and water quality data available for the 10th to 90th 
percentile flow duration interval for the TMDL analysis.  Flow conditions that were exceeded 
less than 10 percent of the time were not used because they represent abnormally high-flow 
events, and flow conditions occurring greater than 90 percent of the time were not used 
because they are extreme low-flow events.   

Establish the Needed Load Reduction by Comparing the Existing Load with the 
Allowable Load under the Critical Condition  
The fecal coliform load reduction required to achieve the water quality criterion was established 
by comparing the existing loading with the allowable load at each flow recurrence interval 
between the 10th and 90th percentile (in increments of 5 percent).  The actual needed load 
reduction was calculated using the following equation: 
 
 
               (Equation 5.3) 
 
 
Allowable loading at each recurrence interval was calculated as the product of the water quality 
criterion and the flow corresponding to the given recurrence interval.  To calculate Existing 
loading, a trend line was fitted to the loads that exceeded Allowable loading.  Several types of 
trend lines were examined, and exponential functions were found to have the highest correlation 
coefficient for fecal coliform loading (R2 = 0.6929).  Therefore, exponential function was used to 
predict the existing loads corresponding to the flow recurrence intervals used by Allowable 
loading. The following exponential equation was developed for fecal coliform: 
 
  For fecal coliform: Y = 1E + 13e-0.0385X          (Equation 5.4) 
 
Where: 
 

X is the flow recurrence interval between the 10th and 90th percentile; and 
Y is the predicted Existing loading for fecal coliform (Equation 5.4). 

 
Figure 5.7 shows the trend line and power equation for fecal coliform bacteria exceedances.  
After the trend line was developed, it was used to determine the median percent reduction 
required to achieve the numeric criterion.  At each recurrence interval between the 10th and 90th 
percentile (in increments of 5 percent), the equation of the trend line was used to estimate 
Existing loading.  

The percent reduction required to achieve the target load was then calculated at each interval 
using Equation 5.3.  The TMDL and percent reductions were calculated as the median of all the 
allowable loads (6.26E+11 counts/day) and percent reductions calculated at the various 
recurrence intervals between the 10th and 90th percentile.  Table 5.1 shows the calculation of 
the TMDL and percent reductions for fecal coliform in the Little Econlockhatchee River. 

100%
loading Existing

loading Allowableloading Existingreduction Load ×
−

=
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Table 5.1. Calculation of TMDL and Percent Reduction for Fecal 
Coliform in the Little Econlockhatchee River (WBID 3001) 

Interval 
Allowable Load 

(counts/day) 
Existing Load 

(counts/day) % Reduction 
90 2.45E+11 3.13E+11 21.8% 
85 2.94E+11 3.79E+11 22.6% 
80 3.33E+11 4.60E+11 27.6% 
75 3.72E+11 5.57E+11 33.3% 
70 4.11E+11 6.75E+11 39.1% 
65 4.60E+11 8.19E+11 43.8% 
60 5.09E+11 9.93E+11 48.7% 
55 5.68E+11 1.20E+12 52.8% 
50 6.26E+11 1.46E+12 57.1% 
45 7.05E+11 1.77E+12 60.2% 
40 7.93E+11 2.14E+12 63.0% 
35 9.10E+11 2.60E+12 65.0% 
30 1.05E+12 3.15E+12 66.6% 
25 1.28E+12 3.82E+12 66.4% 
20 1.62E+12 4.63E+12 64.9% 
15 2.06E+12 5.61E+12 63.3% 
10 2.71E+12 6.80E+12 60.1% 

Median: 6.26E+11 1.46E+12 57.1% 
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Chapter 6:  DETERMINATION OF THE TMDL 
6.1  Expression and Allocation of the TMDL  
The objective of a TMDL is to provide a basis for allocating acceptable loads among all of the 
known pollutant sources in a watershed so that appropriate control measures can be 
implemented and water quality standards achieved.  A TMDL is expressed as the sum of all 
point source loads (wasteload allocations, or WLAs), nonpoint source loads (load allocations, or 
LAs), and an appropriate margin of safety (MOS), which takes into account any uncertainty 
concerning the relationship between effluent limitations and water quality: 

TMDL = ∑ WLAs + ∑ LAs + MOS 

 
As discussed earlier, the WLA is broken out into separate subcategories for wastewater 
discharges and stormwater discharges regulated under the NPDES Program: 

TMDL ≅ ∑ WLAswastewater + ∑ WLAsNPDES Stormwater  + ∑ LAs + MOS 

 
It should be noted that the various components of the revised TMDL equation may not sum up 
to the value of the TMDL because (a) the WLA for NPDES stormwater is typically based on the 
percent reduction needed for nonpoint sources and is also accounted for within the LA, and (b) 
TMDL components can be expressed in different terms (for example, the WLA for stormwater is 
typically expressed as a percent reduction, and the WLA for wastewater is typically expressed 
as mass per day). 

WLAs for stormwater discharges are typically expressed as “percent reduction” because it is 
very difficult to quantify the loads from MS4s (given the numerous discharge points) and to 
distinguish loads from MS4s from other nonpoint sources (given the nature of stormwater 
transport).  The permitting of stormwater discharges also differs from the permitting of most 
wastewater point sources.  Because stormwater discharges cannot be centrally collected, 
monitored, and treated, they are not subject to the same types of effluent limitations as 
wastewater facilities, and instead are required to meet a performance standard of providing 
treatment to the “maximum extent practical” through the implementation of best management 
practices (BMPs). 

This approach is consistent with federal regulations (40 CFR § 130.2[I]), which state that TMDLs 
can be expressed in terms of mass per time (e.g., pounds per day), toxicity, or other appropriate 
measure.  The TMDL for the Little Econlockhatchee River is expressed in terms of MPN/day 
and percent reduction, and represents the maximum daily fecal coliform load the stream can 
assimilate without exceeding the fecal coliform criterion (Table 6.1).   
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Table 6.1. TMDL Components for Fecal Coliform in the Little 
Econlockhatchee River Watershed, WBID 3001 

Parameter 
TMDL 

(colonies/day) 

Wasteload 
Allocation for 
Wastewater 

(colonies/day) 

Wasteload 
Allocation for 

NPDES 
Stormwater 

(% reduction) 
LA 

(% reduction) MOS 

Fecal coliform 6.26E+11 Must Meet 
Permit Limits 57% 57% Implicit 

 
 

6.2  Load Allocation 
Based on a loading duration curve approach similar to that developed by Kansas (Stiles, 2002), 
the load allocation is a 57 percent reduction in fecal coliform from nonpoint sources.  It should 
be noted that the LA includes loadings from stormwater discharges regulated by the Department 
and the water management districts that are not part of the NPDES Stormwater Program (see 
Appendix A). 

6.3  Wasteload Allocation 

6.3.1  NPDES Wastewater Discharges 
One NPDES-permitted wastewater facility was identified in the Little Econlockhatchee River 
watershed.  The Iron Bridge Regional Water Reclamation Facility (FL 0037966), located in the 
southern part of Seminole County, currently has a 28 mgd annual AADF permitted discharge to 
the Little Econlockhatchee River.  The actual discharge from the facility to the Little 
Econlockhatchee River is significantly lower than the permitted 28 mgd.  The permit includes 
effluent discharge limits for fecal coliform bacteria.  The facility must meet its permit limits for 
fecal coliform, as stated in its permit specifications.  

Section I.A.6 of the permit (FL0039721) reads as follows:  

The arithmetic mean of the monthly fecal coliform values collected during an 
annual period shall not exceed 200 per 100 mL of effluent sample. The geometric 
mean of the fecal coliform values for a minimum of 10 samples of effluent each 
collected on a separate day during a period of 30 consecutive days (monthly), 
shall not exceed 200 per 100 mL of sample. No more than 10 percent of the 
samples collected (the 90th percentile value) during a period of 30 consecutive 
days shall exceed 400 fecal coliform values per 100 mL of sample. Any one 
sample shall not exceed 800 fecal coliform values per 100 mL of sample.  

 
Table 4.1 lists the AADF from the facility to the Little Econlockhatchee River, the annual 
average fecal coliform concentration of the discharge, and annual average daily loadings from 
the facility to surface water.  During the 5-year period from June 1, 2003, through December 31, 
2007, the Iron Bridge Regional Water Reclamation Facility never exceeded the monthly 
average, 200 counts/100mL, and the 10 percent threshold, 400 counts/100mL.  Therefore, this 
facility should be allowed to continue discharging at its current rate. 
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6.3.2  NPDES Stormwater Discharges 
The WLA for stormwater discharges with an MS4 permit is a 57 percent reduction in current 
fecal coliform for the Little Econlockhatchee River (WBID 3001).  It should be noted that any 
MS4 permittee is only responsible for reducing the anthropogenic loads associated with 
stormwater outfalls that it owns or otherwise has responsible control over, and it is not 
responsible for reducing other nonpoint source loads in its jurisdiction. 

6.4  Margin of Safety 
Consistent with the recommendations of the Allocation Technical Advisory Committee 
(Department, 2001), an implicit MOS was used in the development of this TMDL.  For fecal 
coliform, an implicit MOS was inherently incorporated by using 400 MPN/100mL of fecal 
coliform as the water quality target for individual samples, instead of setting the criterion as no 
more than 10 percent of the samples exceeding 400 MPN/100mL.  For a fecal coliform TMDL, 
using the load duration curve method to develop the TMDL assumes there is no instream decay 
of fecal coliform bacteria after the watershed loading reaches the receiving waterbody, while in 
reality fecal coliform loadings could diminish through processes such as death, grazing, and 
deposition.  Therefore, the load duration curve method tends to underestimate the allowable 
fecal coliform loading that a given waterbody receives and is therefore more conservative in 
establishing the TMDL.  In addition, the correlation lines fitting through only the existing loadings 
that exceeded the allowable loadings could overestimate the actual existing loading, which 
makes the estimation of percent load reduction required more conservative and adds to the 
MOS.  
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Chapter 7:  TMDL IMPLEMENTATION 

TMDL Implementation 
Following the adoption of this TMDL by rule, the Department will determine the best course of 
action regarding its implementation.  Depending upon the pollutant(s) causing the waterbody 
impairment and the significance of the waterbody, the Department will select the best course of 
action leading to the development of a plan to restore the waterbody.  Often this will be 
accomplished cooperatively with stakeholders by creating a Basin Management Action Plan, 
referred to as the BMAP.  Basin Management Action Plans are the primary mechanism through 
which TMDLs are implemented in Florida [see Subsection 403.067(7) F.S.].  A single BMAP 
may provide the conceptual plan for the restoration of one or many impaired waterbodies.   
 
If the Department determines a BMAP is needed to support the implementation of this TMDL, a 
BMAP will be developed through a transparent stakeholder-driven process intended to result in 
a plan that is cost-effective, technically feasible, and meets the restoration needs of the 
applicable waterbodies.  Once adopted by order of the Department Secretary, BMAPs are 
enforceable through wastewater and municipal stormwater permits for point sources and 
through BMP implementation for nonpoint sources.  Among other components, BMAPs typically 
include: 

 
• Water quality goals (based directly on the TMDL); 

• Refined source identification; 

• Load reduction requirements for stakeholders (quantitative detailed allocations, if technically 
feasible); 

• A description of the load reduction activities to be undertaken, including structural projects, 
nonstructural BMPs, and public education and outreach; 

• A description of further research, data collection, or source identification needed in order to 
achieve the TMDL; 

• Timetables for implementation; 

• Implementation funding mechanisms; 

• An evaluation of future increases in pollutant loading due to population growth; 

• Implementation milestones, project tracking, water quality monitoring, and adaptive 
management procedures; and 

• Stakeholder statements of commitment (typically a local government resolution). 

 
BMAPs are updated through annual meetings and may be officially revised every five years.  
Completed BMAPs in the state have improved communication and cooperation among local 
stakeholders and state agencies, improved internal communication within local governments, 
applied high-quality science and local information in managing water resources, clarified 
obligations of wastewater point source, MS4 and non-MS4 stakeholders in TMDL 
implementation, enhanced transparency in DEP decision-making, and built strong relationships 
between DEP and local stakeholders that have benefited other program areas.   
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However, in some basins, and for some parameters, particularly those with fecal coliform 
impairments, the development of a BMAP using the process described above will not be the 
most efficient way to restore a waterbody, such that it meets its’ designated uses.  Why?  
Because fecal coliform impairments result from the cumulative effects of a multitude of potential 
sources, both natural and anthropogenic.  Addressing these problems requires good old 
fashioned detective work that is best done by those in the area. There are a multitude of 
assessment tools that are available to assist local governments and interested stakeholders in 
this detective work.  The tools range from the simple – such as Walk the WBIDs and GIS 
mapping - to the complex such as Bacteria Source Tracking.  Department staff will provide 
technical assistance, guidance, and oversight of local efforts to identify and minimize fecal 
coliform sources of pollution.   Based on work in the Lower St Johns River tributaries and the 
Hillsborough River basin, the Department and local stakeholders have developed a logical 
process and tools to serve as a foundation for this detective work.  In the near future, the 
Department will be releasing these tools to assist local stakeholders with the development of 
local implementation plans to address fecal coliform impairments.  In such cases, the 
Department will rely on these local initiatives as a more cost-effective and simplified approach to 
identify the actions needed to put in place a roadmap for restoration activities, while still meeting 
the requirements of Chapter 403.067(7), F.S. 
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Appendices 

Appendix A:  Fecal Coliform Observations in the Little Econlockhatchee 
River (WBID 3001) during the Verified Period (January 1, 2001–June 
30, 2008) 

Date Station 
Fecal coliform 

(counts/100mL) 
1/9/2001 21FLGW  3569 80 

1/23/2001 21FLORANLEE 40 
1/23/2001 21FLORANLET 90 
1/23/2001 21FLORANLEZZ 230 
1/24/2001 21FLORANLEP 90 
1/25/2001 21FLORANLER 18 
1/29/2001 21FLORANLEZF 110 
1/29/2001 21FLORANLEZI 50 
2/6/2001 21FLGW  3569 170 
3/5/2001 21FLORANLES 66 
3/6/2001 21FLGW  3569 250 

3/27/2001 21FLSEM LECO 9 
4/3/2001 21FLGW  3569 87 
4/3/2001 21FLORANLER 4 
4/5/2001 21FLORANLEE 48 
4/5/2001 21FLORANLEZF 14 
4/5/2001 21FLORANLEZI 6 
5/1/2001 21FLGW  3569 200 
6/4/2001 21FLGW  3569 1,100 

6/20/2001 21FLSEM LECO 300 
6/28/2001 21FLSEM LECO 47 
7/10/2001 21FLGW  3569 200 
7/12/2001 21FLORANLEP 48 
7/16/2001 21FLORANLER 210 
7/16/2001 21FLORANLET 280 
7/17/2001 21FLORANLEE 56 
7/17/2001 21FLORANLES 102 
8/6/2001 21FLGW  3569 350 

8/14/2001 21FLORANLEZF 800 
8/14/2001 21FLORANLEZI 650 
9/6/2001 21FLGW  3569 290 

9/26/2001 21FLSEM LECO 200 
10/2/2001 21FLGW  3569 82 

10/25/2001 21FLORANLEH 700 
10/29/2001 21FLORANLET 300 
10/29/2001 21FLORANLEZZ 740 
10/30/2001 21FLORANLES 56 
11/5/2001 21FLGW  3569 190 
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Date Station 
Fecal coliform 

(counts/100mL) 
12/4/2001 21FLGW  3569 82 

12/20/2001 21FLSEM LECO 22 
1/2/2002 21FLGW  3569 76 
2/6/2002 21FLGW  3569 72 
3/5/2002 21FLGW  3569 74 

3/21/2002 21FLSEM LECO 160 
4/2/2002 21FLGW  3569 410 
5/2/2002 21FLGW  3569 470 
6/4/2002 21FLGW  3569 480 
8/5/2002 21FLGW  3569 250 
9/9/2002 21FLGW  3569 260 

10/2/2002 21FLGW  3569 78 
11/4/2002 21FLGW  3569 435 
12/4/2002 21FLGW  3569 1,100 
1/6/2003 21FLGW  3569 260 
2/4/2003 21FLGW  3569 110 
3/4/2003 21FLGW  3569 140 
4/3/2003 21FLGW  3569 31 
5/5/2003 21FLGW  3569 80 
6/9/2003 21FLGW  3569 102 

6/12/2003 21FLSEM LECO 200 
7/1/2003 21FLGW  3569 560 
8/4/2003 21FLGW  3569 85 
9/8/2003 21FLGW  3569 510 

9/30/2003 21FLSEM LECO 1 
10/2/2003 21FLGW  3569 280 
11/3/2003 21FLGW  3569 320 
12/2/2003 21FLGW  3569 134 

12/30/2003 21FLSEM LECO 110 
1/7/2004 21FLGW  3569 220 
2/2/2004 21FLGW  3569 230 
3/4/2004 21FLGW  3569 104 

3/29/2004 21FLSEM LECO 26 
4/5/2004 21FLGW  3569 68 

5/12/2004 21FLGW  3569 141 
6/3/2004 21FLGW  3569 600 

6/15/2004 21FLSEM LECO 10 
7/1/2004 21FLGW  3569 2,200 
8/9/2004 21FLGW  3569 845 

9/21/2004 21FLGW  3569 2,000 
9/22/2004 21FLSEM LECO 2,400 
10/5/2004 21FLGW  3569 130 
11/8/2004 21FLGW  3569 94 
12/1/2004 21FLGW  3569 240 

12/16/2004 21FLSEM LECO 240 
1/3/2005 21FLGW  3569 600 
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Date Station 
Fecal coliform 

(counts/100mL) 
2/1/2005 21FLGW  3569 470 
3/3/2005 21FLGW  3569 200 

3/23/2005 21FLSEM LECO 180 
4/11/2005 21FLGW  3569 100 
5/3/2005 21FLGW  3569 128 
6/1/2005 21FLGW  3569 2,400 

6/15/2005 21FLSEM LECO 90 
7/6/2005 21FLGW  3569 60 
8/3/2005 21FLGW  3569 340 
9/6/2005 21FLSEM LECO 92 

9/12/2005 21FLGW  3569 350 
10/17/2005 21FLGW  3569 350 
11/1/2005 21FLGW  3569 68 
12/6/2005 21FLGW  3569 240 

12/14/2005 21FLSEM LECO 110 
1/5/2006 21FLGW  3569 183 

1/12/2006 21FLORANLEE 120 
1/12/2006 21FLORANLEH 210 
1/12/2006 21FLORANLEP 40 
1/12/2006 21FLORANLER 20 
1/12/2006 21FLORANLEZZ 80 
1/18/2006 21FLORANLET 370 
1/18/2006 21FLORANLEYA 300 
1/18/2006 21FLORANLEYB 190 
1/30/2006 21FLORANBEC 180 
1/30/2006 21FLORANLES 22 
2/2/2006 21FLGW  3569 370 

2/15/2006 21FLORANLEYA 60 
2/15/2006 21FLORANLEYB 200 
3/6/2006 21FLSEM LECO 65 
3/9/2006 21FLGW  3569 91 

3/16/2006 21FLORANLEYA 520 
3/16/2006 21FLORANLEYB 50 
4/4/2006 21FLGW  3569 440 

4/12/2006 21FLORANLEH 174 
4/12/2006 21FLORANLEP 18 
4/12/2006 21FLORANLER 36 
4/12/2006 21FLORANLEZZ 130 
4/19/2006 21FLORANLEE 1,160 
4/19/2006 21FLORANLET 730 
4/19/2006 21FLORANLEYA 600 
4/19/2006 21FLORANLEYB 460 
4/19/2006 21FLORANLEZI 42 
4/24/2006 21FLORANBEC 70 
4/24/2006 21FLORANLES 54 
5/4/2006 21FLGW  3569 1,491 
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Date Station 
Fecal coliform 

(counts/100mL) 
5/16/2006 21FLORANLEE 22 
5/16/2006 21FLORANLET 33 
5/16/2006 21FLORANLEYA 288 
5/16/2006 21FLORANLEYB 125 
5/23/2006 21FLORANLEP 6 
6/5/2006 21FLGW  3569 210 
6/8/2006 21FLORANLEYA 760 
6/8/2006 21FLORANLEYB 650 

6/14/2006 21FLORANLEE 1,800 
6/14/2006 21FLORANLET 3,500 
6/14/2006 21FLORANLEYA 4,600 
6/14/2006 21FLORANLEYB 2,900 
6/15/2006 21FLORANLEP 420 
6/15/2006 21FLSEM LECO 220 
6/29/2006 21FLORANLEZI 240 
7/5/2006 21FLORANLEE 410 
7/5/2006 21FLORANLET 350 
7/5/2006 21FLORANLEYA 2,800 
7/5/2006 21FLORANLEYB 2,300 
7/6/2006 21FLORANLEP 60 

7/10/2006 21FLGW  3569 200 
7/13/2006 21FLORANLEE 370 
7/13/2006 21FLORANLEH 380 
7/13/2006 21FLORANLEP 290 
7/13/2006 21FLORANLER 220 
7/13/2006 21FLORANLEZI 260 
7/13/2006 21FLORANLEZZ 260 
7/19/2006 21FLORANLET 2,200 
7/19/2006 21FLORANLEYA 2,400 
7/19/2006 21FLORANLEYB 2,400 
7/31/2006 21FLORANBEC 620 
7/31/2006 21FLORANLES 800 
8/7/2006 21FLGW  3569 108 

8/23/2006 21FLORANLEYA 2,100 
8/23/2006 21FLORANLEYB 590 
9/5/2006 21FLGW  3569 290 

9/14/2006 21FLORANLEYA 1,110 
9/14/2006 21FLORANLEYB 2,000 
9/19/2006 21FLSEM LECO 83 
10/3/2006 21FLGW  3569 330 

10/12/2006 21FLORANLEE 810 
10/12/2006 21FLORANLEH 460 
10/12/2006 21FLORANLEP 140 
10/12/2006 21FLORANLER 390 
10/12/2006 21FLORANLEZZ 430 
10/18/2006 21FLORANLET 450 
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Date Station 
Fecal coliform 

(counts/100mL) 
10/18/2006 21FLORANLEYA 480 
10/18/2006 21FLORANLEYB 270 
10/24/2006 21FLORANLEYB 200 
10/31/2006 21FLORANBEC 150 
10/31/2006 21FLORANLES 160 
11/1/2006 21FLGW  3569 890 
11/1/2006 21FLORANLEYB 5,200 

11/13/2006 21FLORANLEYA 200 
11/13/2006 21FLORANLEYB 120 
12/6/2006 21FLGW  3569 370 
12/6/2006 21FLSEM LECO 95 

12/14/2006 21FLORANLEYA 2,000 
12/14/2006 21FLORANLEYB 120 

1/4/2007 21FLGW  3569 470 
1/24/2007 21FLORANLES 100 
2/6/2007 21FLGW  3569 200 

2/27/2007 21FLORANLEYA 63 
2/27/2007 21FLORANLEYB 6 
3/6/2007 21FLSEM LECO 74 

3/20/2007 21FLCEN 
20010015 18 

3/20/2007 21FLCEN 
20010041 35 

3/20/2007 21FLCEN 
20010665 25 

3/28/2007 21FLORANLEYA 20 
3/28/2007 21FLORANLEYB 8 
4/3/2007 21FLGW  3569 330 
4/5/2007 21FLORANLEZZ 410 
4/9/2007 21FLORANLET 620 
4/9/2007 21FLORANLEYA 112 
4/9/2007 21FLORANLEYB 54 

4/19/2007 21FLORANBEC 90 
4/19/2007 21FLORANLES 156 
5/2/2007 21FLGW  3569 390 

5/29/2007 21FLCEN 
20010015 18 

5/29/2007 21FLCEN 
20010041 17 

5/29/2007 21FLCEN 
20010665 34 

6/5/2007 21FLGW  3569 140 
6/11/2007 21FLSEM LECO 160 
7/5/2007 21FLGW  3569 230 

7/10/2007 21FLORANLEE 5,900 
7/10/2007 21FLORANLEH 2,400 
7/10/2007 21FLORANLEP 240 
7/10/2007 21FLORANLER 280 
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Date Station 
Fecal coliform 

(counts/100mL) 
7/10/2007 21FLORANLEZZ 300 
7/18/2007 21FLORANBEC 240 
7/18/2007 21FLORANLES 240 
7/23/2007 21FLORANLET 590 
7/23/2007 21FLORANLEYA 3,300 
7/23/2007 21FLORANLEYB 3,200 
7/31/2007 21FLGW  3569 200 

8/8/2007 21FLCEN 
20010015 48 

8/8/2007 21FLCEN 
20010041 74 

8/8/2007 21FLCEN 
20010665 118 

8/29/2007 21FLORANLEYA 590 
8/29/2007 21FLORANLEYB 2,200 
9/6/2007 21FLGW  3569 380 

9/18/2007 21FLSEM LECO 70 
10/3/2007 21FLGW  3569 600 
10/8/2007 21FLORANLEYA 460 
10/8/2007 21FLORANLEYB 2,200 
10/9/2007 21FLORANLET 480 

10/10/2007 21FLORANLEH 400 
10/10/2007 21FLORANLEP 1,900 
10/11/2007 21FLORANBEC 410 
10/11/2007 21FLORANLES 350 
10/11/2007 21FLORANLEZAF 130 

10/23/2007 21FLCEN 
20010015 44 

10/23/2007 21FLCEN 
20010041 126 

10/23/2007 21FLCEN 
20010665 44 

10/25/2007 21FLORANLEE 220 
10/25/2007 21FLORANLEYA 280 
10/25/2007 21FLORANLEYB 1,500 
10/30/2007 21FLORANLER 260 
10/30/2007 21FLORANLEZZ 2,600 
11/5/2007 21FLORANLEYA 100 
11/5/2007 21FLORANLEYB 200 
11/7/2007 21FLGW  3569 66 

11/28/2007 21FLSEM LECO 200 
12/4/2007 21FLGW  3569 140 
1/7/2008 21FLORANLEYA 230 
1/7/2008 21FLORANLEYB 220 

1/15/2008 21FLORANLEZZ 520 
1/28/2008 21FLORANBEC 200 
2/7/2008 21FLORANLEH 2,000 
2/7/2008 21FLORANLEP 3,200 
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Date Station 
Fecal coliform 

(counts/100mL) 
2/7/2008 21FLORANLER 300 
2/7/2008 21FLORANLET 440 

2/11/2008 21FLORANLEE 200 
2/11/2008 21FLORANLEYA 620 
2/11/2008 21FLORANLEYB 420 
3/4/2008 21FLSEM LECO 61 

3/24/2008 21FLORANLEYA 250 
3/24/2008 21FLORANLEYB 160 
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Appendix B:  Background Information on Federal and State Stormwater Programs 
In 1982, Florida became the first state in the country to implement statewide regulations to 
address the issue of nonpoint source pollution by requiring new development and 
redevelopment to treat stormwater before it is discharged.  The Stormwater Rule, as authorized 
in Chapter 403, F.S., was established as a technology-based program that relies on the 
implementation of BMPs that are designed to achieve a specific level of treatment (i.e., 
performance standards) as set forth in Rule 62-40, F.A.C.  In 1994, the Department’s 
stormwater treatment requirements were integrated with the stormwater flood control 
requirements of the water management districts, along with wetland protection requirements, 
into the Environmental Resource Permit regulations. 

Rule 62-40 also requires the state’s water management districts to establish stormwater 
pollutant load reduction goals (PLRGs) and adopt them as part of a Surface Water Improvement 
and Management (SWIM) plan, other watershed plan, or rule.  Stormwater PLRGs are a major 
component of the load allocation part of a TMDL.  To date, stormwater PLRGs have been 
established for Tampa Bay, Lake Thonotosassa, the Winter Haven Chain of Lakes, the 
Everglades, Lake Okeechobee, and Lake Apopka.  

In 1987, the U.S. Congress established Section 402(p) as part of the federal Clean Water Act 
Reauthorization.  This section of the law amended the scope of the federal NPDES permitting 
program to designate certain stormwater discharges as “point sources” of pollution.  The EPA 
promulgated regulations and began implementing the Phase I NPDES Stormwater Program in 
1990.  These stormwater discharges include certain discharges that are associated with 
industrial activities designated by specific standard industrial classification (SIC) codes, 
construction sites disturbing 5 or more acres of land, and the master drainage systems of local 
governments with a population above 100,000, which are better known as MS4s.  However, 
because the master drainage systems of most local governments in Florida are interconnected, 
the EPA implemented Phase I of the MS4 permitting program on a countywide basis, which 
brought in all cities (incorporated areas), Chapter 298 urban water control districts, and the 
FDOT throughout the 15 counties meeting the population criteria.  The Department received 
authorization to implement the NPDES Stormwater Program in 2000.  

An important difference between the federal NPDES and the state’s stormwater/environmental 
resource permitting programs is that the NPDES Program covers both new and existing 
discharges, while the state’s program focus on new discharges only.  Additionally, Phase II of 
the NPDES Program, implemented in 2003, expands the need for these permits to construction 
sites between 1 and 5 acres, and to local governments with as few as 1,000 people.  While 
these urban stormwater discharges are now technically referred to as “point sources” for the 
purpose of regulation, they are still diffuse sources of pollution that cannot be easily collected 
and treated by a central treatment facility, as are other point sources of pollution such as 
domestic and industrial wastewater discharges.  It should be noted that all MS4 permits issued 
in Florida include a reopener clause that allows permit revisions to implement TMDLs when the 
implementation plan is formally adopted. 
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Appendix C:  Response to Comments from Orange County on the Fecal 
Coliform TMDL for the Little Econlockhatchee River 

Orange County Comment:  

The WBID boundary for the upper reaches clips a portion out of the East Orlando Canal.  
See map attached.  The dark blue portion is the part of the canal that was clipped into WBID 
3046.  

DEP Response 

The original basis for setting the boundary for WBID 3046 may be unclear.  Under the 
guidance of the Clean Water Act, assessment units are intended to represent waterbodies 
or waterbody segments having fairly consistent water quality.  After examining the 1:24,000 
NHD coverage, it appears that the major water feature in WBID 3046, the Unnamed Drain, 
flows across the East Orlando Canal to the north, which might be have been the reason why 
the WBID 3046 boundary was drawn across the East Orlando Canal.  We suspect that the 
segment B north of the East Orlando Canal may not be associated with the segment A 
south of the East Orlando Canal (see map below).  If you can confirm that this is indeed the 
case, we will certainly consider re-delineating the boundary for WBID 3046 and return the 
carved out portion of the East Orlando Canal to WBID 3001.  

We determined that only one sampling station (21FLORANLEF) is currently within WBID 
3046, but it does not have any fecal coliform data.  Even if we re-delineate the boundary for 
WBID 3046, fecal coliform TMDL for Little Econlockhatchee River will not be influenced. 
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Orange County Comment: 

Under Wastewater Point sources, there are two package plants in the WBID.  Starlite off 
Pershing Ave. and Gulfstream Harbor off of Goldenrod Road.  

DEP Response 
The Starlight Ranch MHC WWTF (FLA010868) is a state permitted domestic wastewater 
facility, but not a NPDES permitted facility. Therefore, no surface discharge is allowed from the 
facility.  The facility currently discharges to three percolation ponds.  According to Central 
District Office of FDEP, an unauthorized discharge was observed from percolation pond #1 
during a field inspection conducted on January 24, 2005.  Effluent was being continuously 
discharged into an adjacent canal via the emergency overflow pipe. This canal appeared to flow 
to the Little Econlockhatchee River.  The Central District Office sent the facility a warning letter 
(signed by Director, Central District on March 7, 2005) and no further events have been noted.   
 
We checked if fecal coliform data are available from the sampling stations (21FLORANLEYA 
and 21FLORANLEYB) near the facility during the unauthorized discharge periods.  
Unfortunately, we could not find any fecal coliform data during the period.  The data were 
available from year 2006 at these two stations.  So we do not have any evidence that the 
unauthorized discharge was responsible for the elevated fecal coliform concentration in the 
Little Econlockhatchee River.   
 
Gulfstream Harbor Mobile Home Park WWTF (FLA010835) is not a NPDES permitted facility 
either. Therefore, no surface water discharge is allowed.  This facility discharges to two rapid 
infiltration basins and no unauthorized discharges are known to us. 
Orange County Comment: 

Table 4.4 - you mention attenuation could affect overland transport.  Was an attenuation 
factor applied to the figures in this table?  

DEP Response 

All the loading estimations presented in Chapter 4 were meant to demonstrate the relative 
contributions from different sources.  Therefore, these loadings were the loadings created within 
the watershed undergoing no attenuation, not the loadings eventually reach the receiving water.  
However, the loading capacities calculated in Chapter 5 are the loadings that reach the 
receiving water.  As we used data collected from the receiving water, not from watershed, to 
calculate the TMDL, attenuation effect on the TMDL has been implicitly considered.  

Orange County Comment: 

Septic Tank numbers- was local Orange County DOH contacted to support these numbers?  

Page 15 - you mention that no sewer line coverage was available at the time of the TMDL 
draft - Was Orange County Utilities contacted?  They do have coverages available.   
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DEP Response 

It would be appreciated if you could provide us the recommended contact information to get the 
access to these local data. It will help us to estimate the loading from septic tanks and sewer 
lines more accurately.  At the same time, as is stated in the above response, we estimated the 
fecal coliform loading from septic tanks just to show relative contributions from different sources.  
We do not use these loading numbers to establish the TMDL. Therefore, the final TMDL result 
will stay the same even if we re-calculate the loading from septic tanks. 

 
 





 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Florida Department of Environmental Protection  
Division of Environmental Assessment and Restoration 

Bureau of Watershed Restoration 
2600 Blair Stone Road 

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400 
 


