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- —e. Sedlment Quality Guidelines for CA —
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t aI 2002. Env. Tox. and Chem.,
1993 2005

(‘z ff{arnla Logistic Regression Model
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Value as the Numeric Target.

l'.l



http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/bptcp/sediment.html
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/bptcp/sediment.html

1iNng Levels and g&

-
f ) -
>
" ~ L

Units ERL® ERM® LRM®  AERM Background © SR

T20
9,600 2500 5300 673
3160 786 1600 =
4.77
- 271 5 7290 =
180 110 - =200 84
_~ _ Chlordane ug/kg 0.5 6.0 28 3.9 =

(1) Long et al., 1995
(2) Sediment Quality Objectives for the State of California
(3) Background levels for Shipyard Sediment Site in San Diego Bay
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~ﬂﬁdane ~ 0.32 ug/kg  (TEL)
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- 5. Did not include a degradation rate for toxics

Question: Do we need an Explicit MOS?




4 molémen tation Plan
= OHJOJL ce Time (10 years)
Targets (phase in reductions over time)

= nt e_
T:a.'“_

""—1'!- —
'-:—"'

mp erﬁentatlon Actions
-_d:"'“‘ -'Actlons to consider for Load Reductions

~ _ Actions to consider for addressing Legacy
Pollutants

!I\ )



L —
Jmole entation SLnategy

'Jlbﬁi OHS=

o

\wom mclude

JllrF e control of sediment transport:
ural & Non Structural BMPs

— _ewentlon of pollutants entering streams

SC
=24
2"
:').

-_g-4 Structural & Non Structural BMPs

=__

S—
- ____"

.~ —Creek restoration to prevent sediment erosion
— Creosote piling replacement
— Creosote Telephone Pole Removal



IpElEmeEntation S ra"f gles

Of Ed.rij,@h

Aciiopls rnj“
= NO AC rjr
— Jrs‘dg 9
— -—J@sp ICombination of Dredging and Capping

-r--—-— 1-.—"

; ther Ideas?

Ir
@

.-—lr-':_‘l-—-
_'_?_..—-— _-I—_H_____"

—_—



r{ec Jjf! Boarmff Co

* SaHonma

— =
_..:..-l—‘—_ e

~ phone: 858-467-2960
emall; lhonma@waterboards.ca.gov



mailto:ctest@waterboards.ca.gov
mailto:lhonma@waterboards.ca.gov

	TMDLs for Toxic Pollutants in Sediment for the Mouths of Paleta, Chollas, and Switzer Creeks
	Today’s Agenda
	Clean Water Act �Section 303(d)
	Total Maximum Daily Loads
	Elements of TMDL Development
	Overview of Basin Planning Process
	TMDL Project Timeline
	Presentation of Technical Report �for the TMDLs for �Toxic Pollutants in Sediment for the Mouths of Paleta, Chollas, and Switzer Creeks in San Diego Bay
	Pueblo San Diego Sub-watershed
	Slide Number 10
	Slide Number 11
	Toxic Pollutants in Sediment TMDLs
	Problem Statement
	Sources
	Sources – Cont.
	Sources by Watershed – �Paleta Creek
	Sources by Watershed – �Chollas Creek
	Sources by Watershed – �Switzer Creek
	What is a Numeric Target?
	CWA 303(d) List
	Contaminants of Concern Identified from TIE Study
	Numeric Target Values Considered
	Sediment Quality Objectives Values
	Slide Number 24
	Numeric Targets
	Linkage Analysis
	TMDL Waste Load Allocation Scenarios�
	TMDLs and Allocations
	TMDLs and Allocations
	Allocations
	Margin of Safety
	Implementation Plan
	Implementation Strategy for Load Reductions
	Implementation Strategies for Contaminated Bay Sediment 
	Regional Board Staff Contact Information

