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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Keri Cole
Jonathan Bishop
5/24/01 7:16AM
303d listing methodology

Hi Jon
Peter Kozelka from EPA was down here yesterday attending a meeting with us re: sediment cleanupffMDL issues in San Diego Bay. Afterwards
he and I were discussing the 303d listing and in our conversation he mentioned that your guys in Region 4 had one of the best written
methodology/criteria for use in evaluating data/info for listing.

Could I get a copy of that? We are trying to improve our rationale from the last time. I know that the State Board is trying to get something together
with all of us (Stefan's 5/22/01 email), but in the meantime could we take a look at your methodology

Thanks in advance for your help.

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWaCB
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

cc: David Barker
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From: Keri Cole
To: Alan Monji; Bruce Gwynne; Chuck Curtis; Daniel McClure; David Leland; Deborah
Jayne; Hope Smythe; Joe Karkoski; Jonathan Bishop; Judith Unsicker; Les Grober; Melinda Becker;
Michael Levy; Stefan Lorenzato; Syed Ali; Teresa Newkirk; Thomas Mumley
Date: Thu, May 24, 2001 1:24 PM
Subject: Re: 303 considerations and more

Hey Stefan
The following individuals from our region have volunteered for the suggested mini workgroups

Alan Monji • tox & bioaccum
Linda Pardy· pesticides, trash, benthic community, toxicity
Lisa Brown - nutrients
Joan Brackin· pathogens
Keri Cole· sedimentation
James Smith· pesticides

Let us know how we can be of assistance...
KC

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWaCB
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
Sj:in Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

>>> Stefan Lorenzato OS/22/01 03:46PM »>
Hi all,

Time to touch base and make sure I am on the right path. I have sketched out several memos or musing·
related to listing that I hope to circulate to you folks as you work on listing recommendations. A cryptic list
other the topics is: weight of evidence, priority setting, how to define impairment, reporting· I
your conclusions (not just the impaired waters), what if anything we should do with waters where we can't
make a call, and how to send your recommendations and the record of information to the State Board.
These will need some feed back from you once they are in draft on paper. So I am proposing to have
some conference calls soon after each of these are worked up. For most of these topics a quick check in
from some of you is probably sufficient. But for the definition of impairment we need more help. As I
mentioned at the Roundtable, we expect to have lead staff at DWa coordinate the discussion. But as you
also probably know, we here at DWQ know precariously little about real life in the Regions. So to make
this workable we need to be able to tap some folks. The idea is to first provide a general description of
the weight-of-evidence approach.

Then the DWQ staff will facilitate a discussion over phone and email to address defining or characterizing
impairment related to specific parameters. I am currently thinking of the following:
pathogens
bioaccumulation
sediments
toxicity, habitat, aquatic community structure
nutrients, algal blooms
metals
pesticides
other chemicals
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temperature
trash, settlable solids (other than sediment), floatables, scums.

We need two or three RB staff (more are welcome) as contacts for each of these parameters. These RB
folks would work with the DWQ lead to identify major concerns in listing for the parameter and where they
can agree on listing thresholds, triggers, etc. they should state that. The DWQ staff would be responsible
for recording all this, logistics of the calls and emails, and getting a product to the DWQ TMDL team.

The DWQTeam will assemble the ideas into a summary memo/email, run it by management and then
circulate it as considerations for listing. We need to finish this by mid July, it is a bit of a fire drill. I don't
expect in depth analysis. But we need to get some idea of things like "is one beach closure sufficient for
listing"? We could easily go over the deep end with this. We need to resist that approach and get to
something a bit more defined than the 98 listing.

So I need to know from you folks, who you can volunteer to be part of the mini-groups for each parameter.
I will be making up some cook book questions and formats for the DWQ staff to use in talking with folks.
But I need to get an idea of who is involved in each group to get at reasonable questions. Please let me
know by this Friday 5/25 who can play.

On another topic you all got Dave Smith's memo on readily available info. Dave characterized it to me as
just restating the regs, but that's not entirely accurate. I relies to some degree on the new rule. We have
sent a letter to USEPA saying we are not undertaking this listing in accordance with the new rule. We are
using the rules that are currently in force. Also, Dave included the statement about do the literature
search. I wrote him back a note and said I doubted we would be able to do that. My view is that our
solicitation went to the most pertinent researchers, either directly or through general notices to their
agencies. We will have plenty of research data in our record and that we don't need to make any added
effort to seek out literature. I assume you agree. I guess this leaves us open to the possibility that Dave
and his crew will do this literature review and add a bunch of waters to the list based on what they find. I
am willing to take that risk. Let me know if you agree.

To minimize confusion, when you respond please reply to this email and include all recipients. That way
once a parameter has two or three RB folks lined up with it we can look to fill other needs.

Last note. If we can't break the staff loose to work on this, DWQ will do an internal effort that will be quite
a bit more constrained.

Hope all is well in TMDL land. I am off to the Desert to watch the dust fly over the Alamo R. TMDL.

stefan

cc: David Barker; James Smith; Joan Brackin; Linda Pardy; Lisa Brown



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

<Kozelka.Peter@epamail.epa.gov>
<colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
5/24/01 10:19AM
Data and Information Recommendations for CA 303(d) Listings

keri--here is the letter from EPA to State Board;

Peter Kozelka, Ph.D.
EPA Region 9--Water Div.
75 Hawthorne St.
San Francisco, CA 94105
415-744-1941 fax -1078
www.epa.gov/region09/water/

----- Forwarded by Peter KozeikalR9/USEPAlUS on 05/2412001 10:09 AM -----

DavidW Smith
To: Doug EberhardtlR9/USEPAlUS@EPA, Diane

05/16/2001 FlecklR9/USEPAlUS@EPA, Cheryl
01:54 PM McGovern/R9/USEPAlUS@EPA, Sharon

Lin/R9/USEPAlUS@ EPA, Debra
Denton/R9/USEPAlUS@ EPA, Eugenia
McNaughton/R9/USEPAlUS@ EPA, Peter
KozeikalR9/USEPAlUS @EPA, lores@dwq.swrcb.ca.gov,
richn @dwq.swrcb.ca.gov
cc: Alexis Strauss/R9/USEPAlUS@EPA, Janet
Hashimoto/R9/USEPAlUS@EPA, Sharon
Lin/R9/USEPAlUS@EPA
Subject: Data and Information Recommendations
for CA 303(d) Listings

I wanted you to know that in response to the State's solicitation of data
and information, I sent a letter to Stan Martinson and each of the Regional
Board 303(d) listing coordinators yesterday which identified data and
information sources which should be considered in the listing review
process, and minimum requirements of the listing submission (basically a
repeat of the existing regulations). This is not new gUidance, but more a



repeat of existing guidance and a listing of some really helpful data and
information sources which should be obtained and considered by the State.
A copy of the letter is attached. Thanks to Sharon for helping to organize
the list of information sources and prepare the letter. We anticipate that
EPA HQ will be issuing actual guidance in the near future.
Please call or email if you have questions.
Dave
(See attached file: 02datamethod:ltr.wpd)



May 15,2001

Mr. Stan Martinson
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
100I I Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Martinson:

EPA appreciates the State of California's effort to initiate public solicitation of water quality related information in preparation
for the 2002 Section 303(d) submission, pursuant to federal Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 303(d). The purposes of this letter are
to (l) identify water quality data and information sources which are required to be or should be considered by the State as part of the
listing process and (2) summarize federally required elements of the Section 303(d) list submission due April I, 2002. We understand
that the Regional Board staffs are compiling data and information for use in the listing process and are initiating the assessment
process; therefore, copies of this letter will be sent to the listing coordinators for each Regional Board with the expectation that each
Regional Board will consider the information in the letter.

Data and Information Sources

Federal regulations require that states "assemble and evaluate all existing and readily available water quality-related data and
information" to develop the revised list (40 CFR 130.7(b)(5)). We expect that in the listing submittal, the State will document its
efforts to assemble and evaluate data and information for this purpose. At a minimum, "all existing and readily available water
quality-related data and information" includes but it not limited to all of the existing and readily available data and information about
the following categories of waters:

• Waters identified by the State as "partially meeting" or "not meeting" designated uses or as "threatened" in California's



2000 Section 305(b) Report on Water Quality (State Water Resources Control Board, October 2000);
Waters for which dilution calculations or predictive models indicate non-attainment of applicable water quality
standards;

• Waters for which water quality problems have been reported by local, state, or federal agencies; members of the public;
or academic institutions; and
Waters identified by the State as impaired or threatened in a nonpoint assessment submitted to EPA under section 319
of the CWA or in any updates of the assessment (40 CFR 130.7(b)(5)).

EPA also requests that the State compile and consider water quality data and information from the following sources which we
believe may be existing and readily available:

Drinking water source water assessments where the assessment results demonstrate for one or more pollutants regulated
as drinking water contaminants that (i) a water quality standard has been exceeded, or is at risk of being exceeded, or
(ii) the concentration of a pollutant has increased since use of the waterbody as a public water supply began;

• Data and information compiled by State and Regional Water Board staff in connection with the Mussel Watch and
other monitoring programs, enforcement and surveillance actions, TMDL development, and other programmatic
activities;
Risk assessments or other analyses developed in support offish consumption or swimming advisories;
Trend analyses contained in water quality assessment or planning reports which assess the physical, chemical or
biological integrity of streams, rivers, lakes, and estuaries;

• Beach and shoreline monitoring performed by State and local Environmental Health Services Departments,
• Sediment and water quality-related testing and analyses conducted by governmental, industrial and academic

organizations. For example, readily available data and information may be found in :
- Clean Water Act Section 404 permit applications and supporting documentation;
- reports and studies completed by the Army Corps of Engineers;
- hazardous waste site assessments conducted by the EPA Superfund program and California Department of
Toxic Substances Control;
- plans and studies developed pursuant to the Clean Water Act National Estuary Program;
- investigative reports and public notices developed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, National Marine
Fisheries Service (NOAA), and State Department of Fish and Game; and
- data and reports developed by USGS, including reports concerning the four basins addressed in NAWQA
projects (Santa Ana, San Joaquin-Tulare, Sacramento, and Nevada Basin and Range).
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Data contained in EPA's STORET database,
Data collected by California Department of Pesticide Regulation, Department of Water Resources, Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection, and other State agencies;

• Ambient water quality data collected and reported pursuant to NPDES permit requirements for traditional point sources
as well as stormwater dischargers. .

To assist the State in identifying academic studies and reports which contain relevant data and analysis which would assist in
the 303(d) assessment process, we also suggest that he State should take advantage of available journal abstract data bases. For
example, the State should identify the scientific literature abstracted in the Aquatic Sciences and Fisheries Abstracts, Aquatic Pollution
& Environmental Quality ("ASFA 3") database within the last two years and indexed with the keyword "California" or any of the
State's principal waterbodies; review those abstracts to identify the documents that are reasonably likely to include data relevant to the
listing or delisting of the State's waters; and, among those documents, review those that are readily available.

Methodology for Listing and Submittal Requirements

The State is required to provide thorough documentation explaining the basis for its decisions to list or not to list its waters (40
CFR 130.7(b)(6). The documentation must include, at a minimum:

• a description of the methodology used to develop the list;
• a description of the data and information used to identify waters;

a rationale for any decision to not use any existing and readily available data and information for anyone of the categories of
waters as described in 40 CFR 130.7(b)(5); and
any other reasonable information requested by (EPA). Upon request by (EPA), each State must demonstrate good cause for not
including a water or waters on the list.

EPA requests that the State's submission describe the specific basis for any decision to remove any waterbody-pollutant
combination found on the 1998 303(d) list from the 2002 list.

Other Requirements of the Listing Submittal

The 303(d) list submittal must identify the pollutant(s) of concern and priority ranking for TMDL development for all
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waterbody-pollutant combinations included on the 2002 list along with the State's rationale for the priority ranking decision (40 CPR
130.7(b)(4». The submittal must also identify the waters and pollutants targeted for TMDL development in the next two years (40
CPR 130.7(b)(4».

TMDL Schedule Revisions

Pursuant to the provisions of EPA's 1997 policy concerning TMDL schedules, the State should revise its schedules for
completing and submitting for EPA approval the TMDLs for all waterbody-pollutant combinations. Generally, 'rMDLs should be
scheduled for completion within 8-13 years of the date the waterbody-pollutant combination was listed or the date of the 1998 Section
303(d) list subrrllssion, whichever is later. We expect that the revised schedule will provide a firm timetable for submission of
State-adopted TMDLs for EPA approval which will guide the operation of California's TMDL program in the future.

Conclusion

We understand the State's desire to make its listing decisions in a manner which is consistent with State administrative process
requirements and thereby avoids "underground rule-making" challenges. We understand that the State has no current plans to develop
a formal methodology in advance to guide decision making on waterbody listing, priority ranking, and TMDL targeting and
scheduling. We recommend that the State consider the listing guidelines developed by State Board, Regional Board, and EPA staff in
conjunction with the 1998 listing process as a viable starting point for the 2002 listing process. In addition, we recommend that the
State consider existing and forthcoming EPA national guidance concerning Section 303(d) listing and Section 305(b) assessments.
We would be happy to provide copies of existing EPA guidance upon request. We also anticipate providing additional guidance to
assist with the 2002 Section 303(d) listing decisions in the coming months.

We are concerned that in an effort to avoid potential listing challenges based on underground rulemaking concerns, the State
may not be organizing its listing process in a way which will ensure that the federal listing requirements are met. Specifically, we
would like to underscore the importance of ensuring that the following federal requirements are met:

Demonstration that the State has solicited and considered all existing and readily available information, including the
categories identified in 40 CPR 130.7(b)(5);
Description of the State's listing methodology, including decision rules applied in reviewing different types of data and
information to interpret numeric and narrative water quality standards;

4
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• Documentation explaining how the listing methodology was applied for individual waters;
• Justification of decisions to not consider certain sources of readily available data and infonnation;
• Demonstration that the State's overall approach to listing decisions and specific decision rules provide a reasonable level of

consistency among listing decisions; and
Description of the basis for priority ranking and targeting decisions.

We hope this list of data and information sources and discussion of existing listing requirements assist in your assessment
efforts. We look forward to working with the Regional Boards and your staff as the listing process proceeds. If you have questions
concerning this letter, please call me at (415) 744-2012.

Sincerely,

David Smith
TMDL Team Leader (WTR-2)

cc: RWQCB Listing Coordinators
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Listing Considerations Work Group Participants

Pathogens
Joan Brackin - R9
Farhad Ghodrati - R2
Deborah Neiter - R8
Mariela Carpio - R7
Josse Cortez - R7

Bioaccumulation
Alan Monji - R9
Fred Hetzel - R2
Bruce Gwynne - Rl
Pavlova Vitale:"'" R8
Teresa Newkirk - R7
Mariela Carpio - R7
Francisco Costa - It7

Sediments
Keri Cole - R9
Mike Napolitano - R2
Bryan McFadin - Rl
Lance Lin - R8
CindyLi -R8
Danny McClure - R7
Francisco Costa - R7

Toxicity, habitat, aquatic community structure
Alan Monji - R9
Linda Pardy - R9
Judith Uniscker - R6
Mike Napolitano - R2

Bill Johnson - R2
Steve Moore - R2
Doug Shibberu - R8
Deborah Neiter - R8
Teresa Newkirk - R7
Mariela Carpio - R7

Nutrients, algal blooms
Lisa Brown - R9
Judith Unsicker -R6
Jeff Church - Rl
Cindy Li-R8
Lance Lin - R8
Francisco Costa - R7
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Mariela Carpio - R7

Metals
Kyle Olewnik - R9
Richard Looker - R2
Mariela Carpio - R7
Jose Cortez - R7

Pesticides
Linda Pardy - R9
James Smith - R9
Bill Johnson - R2
Doug Shibberu - R8
Mariela Carpio - R7
Francisco Costa - R7

Other chemicals
Fred Hetzel - R2
Pavlova Vitale - R8
Mariela Carpio - R7
Jose Cortez - R7

Temperature
Mike Napolitano - R2
Matt St. John - Rl
Danny McClure - R7
Francisco Costa - R7

Trash, settlable solids (other than sediment), floatables, scums
Linda Pardy - R9
Danny McClure - R7
Francisco Costa - R7.
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From:
To:
Jonathan
Date:
Subject:

Keri Cole
Alan Monji; Bruce Gwynne; Chuck Curtis; Daniel McClure; David Leland; Deborah Jayne; Hope Smythe; Joe Karkos.ki;

Bishop; Judith Unsicker; Les Grober; Melinda Becker; Michael Levy; Stefan Lorenzato; Syed Ali; Teresa Newkirk; Thomas Mumley
5/24/01 1:24PM
Re: 303 considerations and more

Hey Stefan
The following individuals from our region have volunteered for the suggested mini workgroups

Alan Monji - tox & bioaccum
Linda Pardy - pesticides, trash, benthic community, toxicity
Lisa Brown - nutrients
Joan Brackin - pathogens
Keri Cole - sedimentation
James Smith - pesticides

Let us know how we can be of assistance...
KC

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWaCB
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

>>> Stefan Lorenzato 05/22101 03:46PM »>
Hi all,

Time to touch base and make sure I am on the right path. I have sketched out several memos or musing related to listing that I hope to circulate to
you folks as you work on listing recommendations. A cryptic list other the topics is: weight of evidence, priority setting, how to define impairment,
reporting - I
your conclusions (not just the impaired waters), what if anything we should do with waters where we can't make a call, and how to send your
recommendations and the record of information to the State Board. These will need some feed back from you once they are in draft on paper. So
I am proposing to have some conference calls soon after each of these are worked up. For most of these topics a qUick check in from some of
you is probably sufficient. But for the definition of impairment we need more help. As I mentioned at the Roundtable, we expect to have lead staff.
at DWa coordinate the discussion. But as you also probably know, we here at DWQ know precariously little about real life in the Regions. So to
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make this workable we need to be able to tap some folks. The idea is to first provide a general description of the weight-of-evidence approach.

Then the DWQ staff will facilitate a discussion over phone and email to address defining or characterizing impairment related to specific
parameters. I am currently thinking of the following:

pathogens
bioaccumulation
sediments
toxicity, habitat, aquatic community structure
nutrients, algal blooms
metals
pesticides
other chemicals
temperature
trash, settlable solids (other than sediment), f1oatables, scums.

We need two or three RB staff (more are welcome) as contacts for each of these parameters. These RB folks would work with the DWQ lead to
identify major concerns in listing for the parameter and where they can agree on listing thresholds, triggers, etc. they should state that. The DWQ
staff would be responsible for recording all this, logistics of the calls and emails, and getting a product to the DWQ TMDL team.

The DWQTeam will assemble the ideas into a summary memolemail. run it by management and then circulate it as considerations for listing. We
need to finish this by mid July, it is a bit of a fire drill. I don't expect in depth analysis. But we need to get some idea of things like "is one beach
closure sufficient for listing"? We could easily go over the deep end with this. We need to resist that approach and get to something a bit more
defined than the 98 listing.

So I need to know from you folks, who you can volunteer to be part of the mini-groups for each parameter. I will be making up some cook book
questions and formats for the DWQ staff to use in talking with folks. But I need to get an idea of who is involved in each group to get at reasonable
questions. Please let me know by this Friday 5/25 who can play.

On another topic you all got Dave Smith's memo on readily available info. Dave characterized it to me as just restating the regs, but that's not
entirely accurate. I relies to some degree on the new rule. We have sent a letter to USEPA saying we are not undertaking this listing in
accordance with the new rule. We are using the rules that are currently in force. Also, Dave included the statement about do the literature search.
I wrote him back a note and said I doubted we would be able to do that. My view is that our solicitation went to the most pertinent researchers,
either directly or through general notices to their agencies. We will have plenty of research data in our record and that we don't need to make any
added effort to seek out literature. I assume you agree. I guess this leaves us open to the possibility that Dave and his crew will do this literature
review and add a bunch of waters to the list based on what they find. I am willing to take that risk. Let me know if you agree.

To minimize confusion, when you respond please reply to this email and include all recipients. That way once a parameter has two or three RB
folks lined up with it we can look to fill other needs.

Last note. If we can't break the staff loose to work on this, DWQ will do an internal effort that will be quite a bit more constrained.



Hope all is well in TMDL land. I am off to the Desert to watch the dust fly over the Alamo R. TMDL.

stefan

cc: David Barker; James Smith; Joan Brackin; Linda Pardy; Lisa Brown



From: <Kozelka.Peter@epamail.epa.gov>
To: <alot@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>, <jaynd@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>, <colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>,
<0Iewk@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Date: Thu, May 24, 2001 12:13 PM
Subject: correction of Se in fish tissue

Hello San Diego RWaCS folks,

Presumably you have received a copy of DRAFT decision document for Newport
Say Toxics TMDL.

I write to rectify one item in Table 4. Comparison of Numeric Screening
values for Metals/Organics

No data exists for Silver (Ag) in fish tissue. The MIS numbers "2/0.3"
apply to Selenium and should be in the next row down.

spread the word to others who might have received the document
respectfully,

Peter Kozelka, Ph.D.
EPA Region 9--Water Div.
75 Hawthorne St.
San Francisco, CA 94105
415-744-1941 fax -1078
www.epa.gov/region09/water/

cc: <monja@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Alan Monji
Brackin, Joan; Brown, Lisa; Cole, Keri; Olewnik, Kyle; Pardy, Linda; Smith, James
Thu, May 24, 2001 9:30 AM
Re: Fwd: 303 considerations and more

Thanks for the reminder. Put me in for bioaccum and toxicity.

Might want to talk with stefan about the sediment category. He may mean sedimentation rather than
sediment contamination (or he might mean both).

I. agree with Keri that we should participate because it can only help us down the line...and Stefan could
use some help

»> Keri Cole OS/24/01 09:21AM »>
hey guys
i know alan forwarded this to you all, but i hadn't heard anything back from you (except Lisa). i think we
need to be actively participating in this andi need some volunteers. are any of you available/interested in
participating in these small workgroups. i don't think it would hugely time-consuming, but would be very
beneficial for our region in the listing process.
Lisa said she would participate in nutrients.
I was going to respond to sediments.
Kyle -metals?
Joan -pathogens?
Linda ~tox? pesticides?
Alan - bioaccum?

can you please respond by the end of today, so i can respond to stefan? THANK YOU.

cc: Barker, David



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Keri Cole
Alan Monji; James Smith; Joan Brackin; Kyle Olewnik; Linda Pardy; Lisa Brown
Thu, May 24, 2001 9:21 AM
Fwd: 303 considerations and more

hey guys
i know alan forwarded this to you all, but i hadn't heard anything back from you (except Lisa). i think we
need to be actively participating in this and i need some volunteers. are any of you available/interested in
participating in these small workgroups. i don't think it would hugely time-consuming, but would be very
beneficial for our region in the listing process.
Lisa said she would participate in nutrients.
I was going to respond to sediments.
Kyle -metals?
Joan -pathogens?
Linda -tox? pesticides?
Alan - bioaccum?

can you please respond by the end of today, so i can respond to stefan? THANK YOU.

cc: David Barker



From: Stefan Lorenzato
To: Ali, Syed; Becker, Melinda;· Bishop, Jonathan; Curtis, Chuck; Grober, Les; Gwynne,
Bruce; Jayne, Deborah; Karkoski, Joe; Leland, David; Levy, Michael; McClure, Daniel; Monji, Alan;
Mumley, Thomas; Newkirk, Teresa; Smythe, Hope; Unsicker, Judith
Date: Tue, May 22, 2001 3:47 PM
SUbject: 303 considerations and more

Hi all,

Time to touch base and make sure I am on the right path. I have sketched out several memos or musing
related to listing that I hope to circulate to you folks as you work on listing recommendations. A cryptic list
othe the topics is: weight of evidence, priority setting, how to define impairment, reporting - I
your conclusions (not just the impaired waters), what if anything we shoud do with waters where we cann't
make a call, and how to send your recommendations and the record of information to the State Board.
These will need some feed back from you once they are in draft on paper. So I am proposing to have
some conference calls soon after each of these are worked up. For most of these topics a quick check in
from some of you is probably sufficient. But for the definition of impairment we need more help. As I
mentioned at the Roundtable, we expect to have lead staff at DWQ coordinate the discussion. But as you
also probably know, we here at DWQ know precariously little about real life in the Regions. So to make
this workable we need to be able to tap some folks. The idea is to first provide a general description of
the weigt-of-evidence approach.

Then the DWQ staff will facilitate a discussion over phone and email to address defining or characterizing
impairment related to specifc parameters. I am currently thinking of the following:
pathogens
bioaccumulation
sediments
tocixity, habitat, aquatic community structure
nutrients, algal blooms
metals ~
pesticides . ~
other chemicals ~- ._._-------_.__.,
temperature ~
trash, settable solids (other than sediment), floatables, scums.

We need two or three RB staff (more are welcome) as contacts for each of these parameters. These RB
folks would work with the DWQ lead to identify major concerns in listing for the parameter and where they
can agree on listing thresholds, triggers, etc. they should state that. The DWQ staff would be resposible
for recording all this, logistics of the calls and emails, and getting a product to the DWQ TMDL team.

The DWQTeam will assemble the ideas into a summary memo/email. run it by management and then
circulate it as considerations for listing. We need to finish this by mid July, it is a bit of a fire drill. I don't
expect in depth analysis. But we need to get some idea of things like "is Qne beach closure sufficient for
listing"? We could easily go over the deep end with this. We need to resist that approach and get to
something a bit more defined than the 98 listing.

So I need to know from you folks, who you can volunteer to be part of the mini-groups for each parameter.
I will be making up some cook book questions and formats for the DWQ staff to use in talking with folks.
But I need to get an idea of who is involved in each group to get at reasonable questions. Please let me
know by this Friday 5/25 who can play.

On another topic you all got Dave Smith's memo on readily available info. Dave characterized it to me as
just restating the regs, but thats not entirely accurate. I relies to some degree on the new rule. We have
sent a letter to USEPA saying we are not undertaking this listing in accordance with the new rule. We are
using the rules that are currently in force. Also, Dave included the statement about do the literature
search. I wrote him back a note and said I doubted we would be able to do that. My view is that our



solicitation went to the most pertinent researchers, either directly or through general notices to their
agencies. We will have plenty of research data in our record and that we don't need to make any added
effort to seek out literature. I assume you agree. I guess this leaves us open to the possibility that Dave
and his crew will do this literature review and add a bunch of waters to the list based on what they find. I
am willing to take that risk. Let me know if you agree.

To minimize confusion, when you respond please reply to. this email and include all recipients. That way
once a parameter has two or three RB folks lined up with it we can look to fill other needs.

Last note. If we cann't break the staff loose to work on this, DWQ will do an internal effort that will be quite
a bit more constrained.

. Hope all is well in TMDL land. I am off to the Desert to watch the dust fly over the Alamo R. TMDL.

stefan
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TO: Matt St. John NCRWQCB 707-523-0135
Tom Mmnley SFRWQCB 510-622-2460
Angela Carpenter CCRWQCB 805-543·0397
Renee DeShazoo LARWQCB 213-576-6686
Joe Karkoski CVRWQCB 916-255..3015
Judith Unskcker LRWQCB 530-544-2271
Theresa Newkirk CRRWQCB 760·341-6820
Pavlova Vitale SARWQCB- 909-781-6288
Keri Cole SDRWQCB 858-571-6972
Stan lVlartinson SWRCB 916-341-5463

FROM: David Smith ~CVV'e..- A",,-M
T1\IDL Team Lead~r

EPA Region 9
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
415-744-2012
smith.davidw@epa.gov

"!!',

Ma~t 15, 2001

Attached is a copy of a letter from me to Stall Martinson sent in response to
the State's request for data and information to be considered in the 2002

Section 303(d) listing process. Because we i(tentified a cross"clltting list of
data and infonnation sources which we believed were important to consider,
we prepared a single letter to Stan and are sfmding copies to each of the
Regional Boards. We look forward to working with you on the list revision
process. Please don't hesitate to call if you ha.ve questions, and thanks for
your efforts on this difficult process.
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. UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGIO.N IX

75 Hawthorne S::reet

San Francisco, CA 941105·3901

May 15, 2001

Mr. Stan Martinson
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
1001 I Street
Sacramento, eA 95814

05/J5/01 16:09 FAX 415 744 1078

Dear Mr. Martinson:

'p'!lta. and Information SOU~

Federal regulations require that states "assembII~ and evaluate all existing and readily
available water quality-related data and information" tc develop the revised list (40 CFR
130.7(b)(5». We expect that in the listing submittal, tJ,e State will document its efforts to
assemble and evaluate data and information for this pLllpose. At a minimum, "all existing and
readily available water quality-related data and infonnation" includes but it not limited to all of
the existing and readily available dara and information iibout the following categories of waters:

1

Waters identified by the State as "partially meeting" or "not meeting" designated.
uses or.as "threatened" in California's 2000 Section 305(b) Report on Water
Quality (State Water Resources Control Board, October 2000);
Waters for which dilution calculations or predictive models indicate non­
attainment of applicable water quaJity stcmdards;
Waters for which water quality problem~ have been reported by local, state, or
federal agencies; members of the public: or academic institutions; and
Wa1.ers identified by the State as impairci or threatened in a nonpoint assessment
submiued to EPA under section 319 of the CWA or in any updates of the
assessment (40 CPR 130.7(b)(5)).

•

EPA appreciates the State of California's effon to initiate public solicitation of water
quality related information in preparation for the 2002 Section 303(d) submission, pursuant to
federal Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 303(d). The purposes of this lener are to (1) identify
water quality data and infoIIDation sources which are rl~quired to be or should be considered by
the State as part of the listing process and (2) summari:~e federally required elements of the.
Section 303(d) list submission due Aprill, 2002. We 'lnderstand that the Regional Board staffs
are compiling data and information for use in the listin.s process and are initiating the assessment
process; therefore, copies of this Jetter will be sent to the listing coordinators for each Regional
Board with the expectation that each ~egional Board will consider the information in the letter.
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EPA also requests that the State compile and ccnsid.er water quality data and information
from the following sources which we believe may be e:cisting and readily available:

,"

~ 0031005u.s EPA

Drinking water source water assessments where the assessment results
demonstrate for one or more pollutants regulated as drinking water contaminants
that (i) a water quality standard has beer.. exceeded, or is at risk of being exceeded,
or (ii) tile concentration of a pollutant h,lS increa.c;ed since use of the waterbody as
a public water supply began;
Data and information compiled by State and Regional Water Board staff in
connection witQ the Mussel Watch and other monitoring programs, enforcement
and surveillance actions, TMDL development, and other programmatic activities;
Risk assessments or other analyses deve:loped in support offish consumption or
swimming advisories; .
Trend analyses contained in water quality assessment or planning reports which
assess the physical, chemical or biological integrity of streams, rivers, lakes, and
estuaries;
Beach and shoreline monitoring performed by State and local Environmental
Health Services Departments,
Sediment and water quality-related testir~g and analyses conducted by
governmental, industrial and academic organizations. For example, readily
available data and infonnation may be fe'und in :

- Clean Water Act Secrion 404 pennit applications and supporting
documentation;
:.. reports and studies completed by the Army Corps of Engineers;
• hazardous waste site assessmen::s conductecroftlieEPA Superfund
program and California Departrntmt of Toxic Substances Control;
- plans and studies developed pursuant to the Clean Water Act National
Estuary Program;
- investigative reports and public notices developed by the u.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, National Marinf~ Fisheries Service (NOAA):-anaState
Deparfmen:tOf Fish and Game; and
- data and reports developed by 'l:iS9S, including reports concerning the
four basins addressed in NAWQA projects (Santa Ana, San Joaquin·
Tulare, Sacramento, and Nevada :Basill and Range).

Data contained in EPA's STORET datab.:Ise,
Data collected by California Department of PeSTicide R.~!.!J.g,ti.Q!I., Department of
Wat~r Resources, Department~~~s..tG, ..@g.Ei.[~J:~rotection, and other State
agenCies;
Ambient water quality data collected and reported pursuant to NPDES pennix
requirements for traditional point sources as well as stormwater dischargers.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

To assist the State in identifying academic studies and reports which contain relevant data
and analysis which wou.ld assist in the 303(d) assessment process, we also suggest that he State

05/J5 / 01 16:09 FAX 415 744 1078



Methodology for Listine and SUbrnittaJReguiremetits

should take advantage of available journal abstract data bases. For example, the State should
identify the scientific literature abstracted in the Aquati.c Sciences and Fisheries Abstracts,
Aquatic Pollution & Environmental Quality ("ASFA 3 ') database within the last two years and
indexed with the keyword "California" or any of the State's principal waterbodies; review those
abstracts to identify the documents that are reasonably likely [0 include data·relevant rothe listing
or delisting of the State's waters; and, among those documents, review those that are readily
available.

05/15/01 16:09 FAX 415 744 1078 U. S EPA @004/005
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TMDL Schedule Revisions

.Of:her Requirements of the Listj~gSubmittal

a description of the methodology used to develcp the list;
a description of the data and infonnation used to identify waters;
a rationale for any decision to· not use any existing and readily available data and
information for anyone of the categories of wat~rs as described in 40 CFR 130.7(b)(5);
and
any other reasonable infonnation requested by (EPA). Upon request by (EPA), each State
must demonstrate good cause for not including a water or waters on [he list.

•

•

The 303(d) list submittal must identify the pollutan[(s) of concern and priority ranking for
TNIDL development for all waterbody-pollutant cornbirlations included on the 2002 list along
with the State's rationale for the priority ranking decisicln (40 CPR 130.7(b)(4)). The submittal
must also identify the waters and pollutants targeted for TN.1DL development in the next two
years (40 CPR 130.7(b)(4).

Pursuant to the provisions of EPA's 1997 policy concerning TMDL schedules, the State
should revise its schedules for completing and submitting for EPA approval the TMDLs for all
waterbody-:pollutant combinations. Generally, T1VfDLs should be scheduled for completion
within 8-13 years of the date the waterbody-pollutant combination was listed or the date of the
1998.Section 303(d) list submission, whichever is later. We expect that the revised schedule will
provide a finn timetable ror submission of State-adopted Ttv.IDLs for EPA approval which will
guide the operation of California's TMDL program in tt.e future.

EPA requests that the State's submission describe the specific basis for any decision to
remove any waterbody~pollutant combination found on the 1998 303(d) list from the 2002 list.

The State is required to provide thorough docunentation explaining the basis for irs
decisions to list or not to list its waters (40 CFR 130.7(J)(6). The documentation must include,

. at a minimum:

. i'l
- i.11

,(II ii;~'Iii·,
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cc: RWQCB Listing Coordinators

We hope this list of data and information source; and discussion of existing listing
requirements assist in your assessment efforts. We Jook forward to working with the Regional
Boards and your staff as the listing process proceeds. If you have questions concerning this
letter, please call me at (415) 744-2012.

I,' ,I;
"i '"I:

IaJ 005/005u.s EPA

Demonstra.tion that the State has solicited and considered all existing and readily
available information, including the categories i,jentified in 40 CFR 130.7(b)(5);
Description of the State's listing methodology, including decision roles applied in

. reviewing different types of data and inforrnatio'1 to interpret numeric and narrative water
quality standards;
Documentation explaining how the listing methodology was applied for individual
waters:
Justification of decisions to not consider certain sources of readily available data and
information;
Demonstration that the State's overall approach to listing decisions and specific decision
rules provide a reasonable level of consistency among listing decisions: and
Description of the basis for priority ranking and targeting decisions.

Conclusion

We are concerned that in an effort to avoid potential. listing cha.11engesbased on
underground mlemaking concerns, the State may not bf: organizing its listing process in a way
which will ensure thatthe federal listing requirements ::Ire met Specifically, we would like to
underscore the importance of ensuring that the following federal requirements are met:

Sincerely,

fl " p~"I VvW JAI. ~v L
David Smi":h
TMDL TeEm Leader (WTR-2)

We undersrand the State's desire to make its Iis::ing decisions in a manner which is
consistent with State administrative process requirements and thereby avoids "underground rule­
making" challenges. We understand that the State has no current plans to develop a fonnaI
methodology in advance to guide decisi'on making on v /aterbodylisting, priority ranking, and
TMDL targeting and scheduling. We recommend that ":he State consider the listing guidelines
,developed by State Board, Regional Board., and EPA staff in conjunction with rhe 1998 listing
process as a viable starting point for the 2002 listing pr·)cess. In addition, we recommend that
the State, consider existing and forthcoming EPA national guidance concerning Section 303(d)
listing and Section 305(b) assessments. We would be bappyto provide copies of existing EPA
guidance upon request. We also anticipate providing additional guidance [0 assist with the 2002
Section 303(d) listing decisions in the coming months.

•

•

•

•

•

05/15/01 16:10 FAX 41$ 744 1078
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Gray Davis
GovernorSacramento Main Office

Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb5
3443 Routier Road, Suite A, Sacramento, California 95827-3003

Phone (916) 255-3000 • FAX (916) 255-3015

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Central Valley Region

Robert Schneider, Chair
Winston H. Hickox

Secretary for
Environmental

Protection'

TO: Staff Assisting in 2002 303(d) List
Update

FROM: Joe Karkoski
Sr. Land & Water Use Analyst

DATE: 21 May 2001 SIGNATURE:

SUBJECT: 2002 CLEAN WATER ACT (CWA) SECTION 303(D):
PREPARATION OF RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE STATE WATER
RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD FROM THE CENTRAL VALLEY REGIONAL
WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

A. Introduction

Each of California's nine Regional Water Quality Control Boards has been asked to assist the State
Water Resources Control Board in preparing an update to the State's Clean Water Act Section
303(d) list. The 303(d) list identifies surface waters not currently attaining water quality standards.
The update to the 303(d) list may include additions of new water bodies and pollutants to the list;
removal of water bodies and pollutants from list, if standards are attained; and changes to the
description of water bodies currently listed (e.g. refinement of identified impaired reaches, changes
in priority, etc).

This document describes the general factors that will considered in the preparation of Regional
Board staff recommended changes to the 303(d) list for surface waters within the Central Valley
Region. Regional Board staff will describe the specific factors for each recommended change in a

Fact Sheet. This memo addresses the following topics: listing! delisting factors, prioritization,
documentation of the recommended changes, documents to be forwarded to the State Board, and
public participation.

B. ' .Listing Factors

Water bodies and associated pollutants should be recommended for addition to the 303(d) list if
anyone of these factors is met:

1. Effluent limitations or other pollution control requirements [e.g., Best Management Practices
(BMPs)] are not stringent enough to assure protection of beneficial uses and attainment of

California Environmental Protection Agency

o Recycled Paper

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption.
For a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb5
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SWRCB and RWQCB objectives, including those implementing SWRCB Resolution
Number 68-16 "Statement of Policy with Respect to Maintaining High Quality of Waters in
California" [see also 40 CPR 130.7(b)(1)]. This does not apply to non-attainment related
solely to discharge in violation of existing WDR' s or NPDES permit.

2. Fishing, drinking water, or swimming advisory currently in effect. This does not apply to
advisories related to discharge in violation of existing WDR's or NPDES permit.

3. Beneficial uses are impaired or are expected to be impaired within the listing cycle (i.e. in
next four years).. Impairment is based upon evaluation of chemical, physical, or biological
integrity. Impairment will be determined by "qualitative assessment", physical/ chemical
monitoring, bioassay tests, arid/or other biological monitoring. Applicable Federal criteria
and theRegional Board's Basin Plan water quality objectives determine the basis for
impairment status.

4. The water body is on the previous 303(d) list and either: (a) monitoring continues to
demonstrate a violation of objective(s) or (b) monitoring has not been performed.

5. Data indicate tissue concentrations in consumable body parts of fish or shellfish exceed
applicable tissue criteria or guidelines. Criteria or guidelines related to protection of human
and wildlife consumption include, but are not limited to, U.S. Food and Drug Administration
Action Levels, National Academy of Sciences Guidelines, U.S. Environmental Protection

. Agency tissue criteria.

C. Delisting Factors

Water bodies may be removed from the list for specific pollutants or stressors if anyone of these
factors is met: .

1. Objectives are revised (for example, Site Specific Objectives), and the exceedence is thereby

eliminated.

2. A beneficial use is de-designated after U.S. EPA approval of a Use Attainability Analysis,
and the non-support issue is thereby eliminated.

3. Faulty data led to the initial listing. Faulty data include, but are not limited to, typographical
errors, improper quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) procedures, or limitations related
to the analytical methods that would lead to an improper conclusions regarding the water
quality status of the water body.

4. It has been documented that the objectives are being met and beneficial uses are not impaired
based upon an evaluation of available monitoring data. This evaluation should discuss
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foreseeable changes in hydrology, land use, or product use and describe why such changes
should not lead to future exceedance.

5. A TMDL has been approved by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency for that specific
water body and pollutant (see 40 CFR 130.7(b)(4) ).

6. There are control measures in place which will result in protection of beneficial uses.
Control measures include permits, clean up and abatement orders, and Basin Plan
requirements which are enforceable and include a time schedule (see 40 CFR 130.7(b)(1)(iii).

D. Evaluation Criteria

In general, the following hierarchy should be used in evaluating data relative to applicable water
quality objectives:

1. Applicable numeric water quality objectives (contained in the Basin Plan) or water quality
..:; standards (contained in the federal California and National ToxicsRules). Both the Basin

Plan and federal rules governing aspecific parameter should be read carefully, since there
can be site specific applications or exceptions.

Criteria developed by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, California Department of
Fish, and the California Department of Health Services and other applicable criteria
developed by government agencies. Such criteria will be used to interpret narrative water
quality objectives.

3. Guidance or guidelines developed by agencies/entities such as the U.S. Food and Drug
Administration, National Academy of Sciences, and the Agency for Toxic Substances and
Disease Registry and the California Department of Health Services. Guidelines developed
by other agencies should be thoroughly reviewed before applied, since the assumptions and
risk factors considered may not be consistent with Regional Board water quality objectives.

4. Criteria or standards developed in other states, regions, or countries. Such criteria should
be used with caution. The environmental setting, assumptions, and risk factors considered
may not be consistent with Regional Board water quality objectives.

5. Findings in peer-reviewed literature, listing decisions made in similar settings within the
State, and/or "weight of evidence" based on information and evaluations performed by
outside agencies or groups. Generally, a more extensive description will be needed to
justify the impairment (or lack of impairment) determination. Clear links should be
described between the literature, findings in similar settings, or outside evaluations and the
non-attainment of water quality objectives.
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There are no specific minimum data requirements or a specific frequency of exceedance for making a
finding that water quality objectives are not attained. In general, more data is needed to interpret
environmental results that are very specific to time and geography. Less data would be needed to make
a determination based on environmental results that serve as integrators over space or time. So more
water column chemistry data would generally be ne~ded to determine impairment than fish tissue
chemistry data. Also less water column chemistry data may be needed to make an impairment
determination (or lack of impairment determination) if there is other information to support the findings
from the water column chemistry (e.g. correlations could be made between pesticide use patterns and the
presence of pesticides in surface water).

E. Priority Ranking

A priority ranking is required for listed waters to guide TMDL planning pursuant to 40 CFR
130.7. TMDLs will be ranked into high (H), medium (M), and low (L) priority categories based
on:

1. water body significance (such as importance and extent of beneficial uses, threatened and
endangered species concerns and size of water body)

2. degree of impairment or threat (such as number of pollutants/stressorsof concern, and
number of beneficial uses impaired)

3. conformity with related activities in the watershed (such as existence of watershed
assessment, planning, pollution control, and remediation, or restoration efforts in the
area)

4. potential for beneficial use protection or recovery

5. degree of public concern and involvement

6. availability of funding and information to address the water quality problem

7. overall need for an adequate pace of TIvlDL development for all listed waters

8. other water bodies and pollutants have become a higher priority

It should be noted that the criteria can be applied in different ways to different water bodies and
pollutants. For example, a water body may be severely impaired, but if there is little likelihood of
beneficial use recovery than a lower priority might be given.



F. Documentation
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A 303(d) update fact sheet should be prepared for each discrete 303(d) listing or delisting decision
(see attached template).

1. Fact Sheets for Listing Decisions

Each fact sheet for decisions to add water bodies and pollutants to the 303(d) list should
include the following information: Waterbody name, hydrologic unit number, total water body
size, pollutant(s)/stressor(s) causing impairment, likely sources, TMDL Development Priority;
Size Affected; TMDL Development Start Date; TMDL Development End Date (based on
anticipated date for consideration of a Basin Plan Amendment by the Regional Board); the
latitude and longitude of the upstream and downstream impaired stream segment and/or a
specific narrative description of the impaired segment; a description of the characteristics of the
watershed (e.g. flow diversions, rainfall, land uses); the specific water quality objective(s) not
being met; a summary of the data assessment that led to the decision to list; the criteria applied
to the decision to list; a description of the rationale for the priority ranking; and a bibliography
of the information sources used to make the listing decision.

2. Fact Sheets fot Delisting Decisions

Each fact sheet for decisions to delete water bodies and pollutants from the 303(d) list should
include the following information (see example): the water body name, pollutant(s)/stressor(s)
previously identified as having caused an impairment; a summary of the data or information
that lead to the decision to delist; the criteria applied to the decision to delist; and a
bibliography of the information sources used to make the delisting decision.

3. Fact Sheets to Document Changes to Currently Listed Water bodieslPollutants

Fact sheets to document changes to currently listed water body/pollutant should focus on the
proposed change (e.g. if there is a proposed change in priority, there is no need to describe the
extent of impairment). A single fact sheet may be used to document similar changes (e.g. a
group of water bodies whose priorities are changing for a similar reason).

4. Files /

For each recommended change, a file should be created to support that change. The file should
include: a copy of the Fact Sheet and copies of the data or information used to support the
recommendation. Selected data or information from reports can be copied, as long as the cover
sheet from the report is provided. For data retrieved electronically, the source and date of
retrieval should be clearly recorded.
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Regional Board staff has conducted 3 workshops during the time frame for solicitation of
information. The workshops were in Fresno, Sacramento, and Redding. It is anticipated that
there will be several more opportunities for public participation after staff has prepared its
draft recommendations. The anticipated schedule for Regional Board and State Board action
on the 303(d) list is described below:

Process Step Regional Board State Board

Public Review of Draft staff Aug 15, 2001 - October 15, December 2001 - February
Recommended changes to the 2001 2002
303(d) List
Board Meeting January 2002 March 2002
Comments on EPA Proposed May - June 2002
Action

Although official Regional Board action is not required (only State Board action is required),
it is anticipated that the Regional Board will take action to transmit the recommended
changes to the 303(d) list to the State Board. As part of that process, we will likely have a
public meeting for formal Board action and we will prepare a responsiveness summary. The
responsive summary will include a written response to all written comments on the draft
2002 303(d) list received by the cut-off date that is established.



From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Lesley Dobalian
Keri Cole
Mon, May 21, 2001 2:38 PM
Harbor Island and the 303(d) list

Hi Keri,
The marina is the west end of Harbor Island. It seems to be the second most dense marina in San Diego
Bay - no surprise copper levels are elevated. I will try to hunt down the documents.!
Lesley



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Keri Cole
breznik@sdbaykeeper.org
5/18/01 3:16PM
RE: San Diego River Listing Impairment

Hi Bruce, Jim, Suzanne,
I have been up in Sacramento for a few days and just got your message, thus the delay. My apologies.

To answer your questions, Bruce is correct in that our tentative schedule included a public workshop at the August Board meeting to present our
draft recommendations/rationale and obtain public feedback. He is also correct that since that meeting has been moved to July, it looks like
September will be the more realistic time frame for us to get a good draft prepared. As yet, I haven't gotten the green light to schedule it
definitively, though. As soon as I know I will let you folks know.

Let me reiterate Bruce's other point regarding the direction we have been given by the Board regarding the public hearing process. The State
Board will be holding public hearings and conducting all written and oral commenVresponse activity. We haven't been given those dates yet, but
will pass them on as soon as we know them.

We, at the Regional level, held the first informational workshops and the future workshop on our own accord in an attempt to get regional input and
try to resolve some of our issues locally before it gets to the State level. But these are not the formal public hearings as required by the regs.
Most, but not all of the other Regional Boards, are doing the same.

Hope this helps.

Thanks to all of you for your submittal this week. I haven't had a chance yet to go through everything in the box, but Bruce's letter was very much
on target. I appreciate your hard work, assistance, and commitment to our process.

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWQCB
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

»> "breznik" <breznik@sdbaykeeper.org> 05/17/01 10:51AM »>
Jim, I'm not really sure of the answer to your question of when public
hearing will be held on 303(d) list. According to the power point
presentation from the last workshop, the RB will be taking pUblic comment on



draft listing recommendations in August 2001. However, I'm not certain if
this will be a public hearing or written comment (I suspect the latter). At
that last workshop, the RS stressed that (for consistency purposes), the
Sate Board is taking a more active role in listing, meaning they are final
arbiter, and may be the only place where public hearings will be held on the
303(d) list. The SWRCS WILL conduct formal public hearings in 'winter or
spring 2002'.

Even if there is a local hearing on draft SD list, I'm not sure when it
would be as the Board just rescheduled the August meeting for July (a month
in which they usually don't have a meeting), meaning there currently is no
August meeting. That either leaves a hearing (if there is one) in July
(doubtful it would happen that soon) or September 12. However, I suspect
there will be no hearing. I should have included that issue in comment
letter, but didn't. I am not sure if any mandate has come from SWRCB to
hold or not hold public hearings at regional boards, or what other RBs in
state are doing. I've cc'd RB point person (Keri Cole) in hopes she can
answer your question better.

Bruce

-----Original Message-----
From: Jim & Barbara Peugh [mailto:peugh@home.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 16, 2001 1:30 PM
To: Smichel61@aol.com
Cc: Baykeeper, Reznik, Bruce
SUbject: Re: San Diego River Listing Impairment

Hello Suzanne
When will the pUblic hearing occur? I would like more information -or
be assigned a talking point- to prepare for testifying at the hearing.
Thanks for putting the nomination together.
Jim Peugh

cc: peugh @home.com; Smichel61 @aol.com



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"breznik" <breznik@sdbaykeeper.org>
<Smichel61 @aol.com>, "Jim & Barbara Peugh" <peugh@home.com>
Thu, May 17, 2001 10:48 AM
RE: San Diego River Listing Impairment

Jim, I'm not really sure of the answer to your question of when public
hearing will be held on 303(d) list. According to the power point
presentation from the last workshop, the RS will be taking public comment on
draft listing recommendations in August 2001. However, I'm not certain if
thiswill be a public hearing or written comment (I suspect the latter). At
that last workshop, the RS stressed that (for consistency purposes), the
Sate Board is taking a more active role in listing, meaning they are final
arbiter, and may be the only place where public hearings will be held on the
303(d) list. The SWRGB WILL conduct formal pUblic hearings in 'winter or
spring 2002'.

Even if there is a local hearing on draft SO list, I'm not sure when it
would be as the Board just rescheduled the August meeting for July (a month
in which they usually don't have a meeting), meaning there currently is no
August meeting. That either leaves a hearing (if there is one) in July
(doubtful it would happen that soon) or September 12. However, I suspect
there will be no hearing. I should have included that issue in comment
letter, but didn't. I am not sure if any mandate has come from SWRGB to
hold or not hold public hearings at regional boards, or what other RBs in
state are doing. I've cc'd RS point person (Keri Cole) in hopes she can
answer your question better.

Bruce

·····Original Message-----
From: Jim & Barbara Peugh [mailto:peugh@home.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 16, 2001 1:30 PM
To: Smichel61 @aol.com
Gc: Baykeeper, Reznik, Bruce
Subject: Re: San Diego River Listing Impairment

Hello Suzanne
When will the pUblic hearing occur? I would like more information -or
be assigned a talking point- to prepare for testifying at the hearing.
Thanks for putting the nomination together.
Jim Peugh

cc: "Keri Cole" <colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Mazur, Monica" <MMazur@hca.co.orange.ca.us>
"'Keri Cole'" <colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Thu, May 17, 2001 8:22 AM
RE: OC beach closure/postings

keri, faxed you the 1997-1998 closure charts. couldn.t find them on the
computer anywhere.
monica

·····Original Message·····
From: Ker; Cole [mailto:colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov]
Sent: Friday, May11, 20011:15 PM
To: mmazur@hca.co.orange.ca.us
Subject: OC beach closure/postings

Hi Monica

Thanks returning my call.

I need the beach posting data from 1999 to current and closure data for 1997
to current. I assume this includes date, location, and duration. Does it
also include source of contamination (Le. storm event, spill, etc.) and
actual bacteria measurements?

You can email themtomehereatcolek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov
Thanks a lot.

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWaCB .
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Ronald Coss" <RJC@sdcity.sannet.gov>
<303dlist@ rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Wed, May 16, 2001 1:17 PM
Water Quality data from San Vicente and EI Capitan Reservoirs

Attached are the data files for the San Vicente and EI Capitan Reservoirs, covering the Water Quality
monitoring performed by the City of San Diego Water Quality Laboratory for 1995-2001.

Please refer to the individual data sheets (they are in Excel) for the sample dates and locations. If you
have any questions regarding these data please contact Jeffery Pasek, Senior Biologist at 619-668-3240
or at jyp@sdcity.sannet.gov .

Ron Coss
Source Water Biologist III
City of San Diego, Water Quality Laboratory
619-668-3241 office
619-980-9810 cell phone

CC: "John Chaffin" <JEC@sdcity.sannet.gov>, "Jeffery Pasek" <JYP@sdcity.sannet.gov>,
"Kent Floro" <KLF@sdcity.sannet.gov>



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Ronald Coss" <RJC@sdcity.sannet.gov>
<303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Wed, May 16, 2001 1:10 PM
City of San Diego Rapid Bioassessment data for 1997-2001 (additional files)

The following data for inclusion to the 303d list of impaired Water Bodies includes all of the data collected
by the City of San Diego Water Department for Rapid Bioassessment, using the California Department of
Fish and Game protocol. Please refer to the individual excel data sheets for the dates sampled and
locations.

Please contact Jeffery Pasek, Senior Biologist, if you have any questions regarding these data files at
619-668-3240 or jyp@sdcity.sannet.gov .

Ron Coss
Source Water Biologist III
City of San Diego, Water Quality Laboratory
619-668-3241 office
619-980-9810 cell phone

CC: "John Chaffin" <JEC@sdcity.sannet.gov>, "Jeffery Pasek" <JYP@sdcity.sannet.gov>,
"Kent Floro" <KLF@sdcity.sannet.gov>



From: "Ronald Coss" <RJC@sdcity.sannet.gov>
To: <303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Date: Wed, May 16, 2001 1:08 PM
Subject: Water Quality data for 303d list of Impaired Water Bodies forMurray, Miramar and
Sutherland Reserv

Attached are the data files for the Murray, Miramar and Sutherland Reservoirs, covering the Water Quality
monitoring performed by the City of San Diego Water Quality Laboratory for the years 1995-2001.

Please refer to the individual data sheets (they are in Excel) for the sample dates and locations. If you
have any questions please contact Jeffery Pasek, Senior Biologist at 619-668-3240 or at
jyp@sdcity.sannet.gov .

Ron Coss
Source Water Biologist III
City of San Diego, Water Quality Laboratory
619-668-3241 office
619-980-9810 cell phone

CC: "John Chaffin" <JEC@sdcity.sannet.gov>, "Jeffery Pasek" <JYP@sdcity.sannet.gov>.
"Kent Floro" <KLF@sdcity.sannet.gov> .



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:
Morena Reserv

"Ronald Coss" <RJC@sdcity.sannet.gov>
<303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Wed, May 16, 2001 1:06 PM
Water Quality data for 303d list for Impaired Water Bodies forLower Otay, Barrett and

Attached are the data files for the Lower Otay, Barrett and Morena Reservoirs, covering the Water Quality
monitoring performed by the City of San Diego Water Quality Laboratory for the years 1995-2001.

Please refer to the individual data sheets (they are in Excel) for the sample dates and locations. If you
have any questions please contact Jeffery Pasek, Senior Biologist at 619-668-3240 or at
jyp@sdcity.sannet.gov .

Ron Coss
Source Water Biologist III
City of San Diego, Water Quality Laboratory
619-668-3241 office
619-980-9810 cell phone

CC: "John Chaffin" <JEC@sdcity.sannet.gov>, "Jeffery Pasek" <JYP@sdcity.sannet.gov>,
"Kent Floro" <KLF@sdcity.sannet.gov>



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Ronald Coss" <RJC@sdcity.sannet.gov>
<303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Wed, May 16, 2001 11 :37 AM
Water Quality data for the 303d list of impaired water bodies

Attached are the data files for the Hodges Watershed, for Water Quality monitoring performed by the City
of San Diego Water Quality Laboratory for 1995-2001.

Please refer to the individual data sheets (they are in Excel) for the sample dates and locations. If you
have any questions please contact Jeffery Pasek, Senior Biologist at 619-668-3240 or at
jyp@sdcity.sannet.gov .

Ron Coss
Source Water Biologist III
City of San Diego, Water Quality Laboratory
619-668-3241 office
619-980-9810 cell phone

CC: "John Chaffin" <JEC@sdcity.sannet.gov>, "Jeffery Pasek" <JYP@sdcity.sannet.gov>,
"Kent Floro" <KLF@sdcity.sannet.gov>



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Ronald Coss" <RJC@sdcity.sannet.gov>
<303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Wed, May 16, 2001 9:26 AM
City of San Diego Rapid Bioassessment data for 1997-2001

The following data for inclusion to the 303d list of impaired Water Bodies includes all of the data collected
by the City of San Diego Water Department for Rapid Bioassessment, using the California Department of
Fish and Game protocol.
Please refer to the individual excel data sheets for the dates sampled and locations.

Ron Coss
Source Water Biologist III
City of San Diego. Water Quality Laboratory
619-668-3241 office
619-980-9810 cell phone

CC: "John Chaffin" <JEC@sdcity.sannet.gov>, "Jeffery Pasek" <JYP@sdcity.sannet.gov>,
"Kent Floro" <KLF@sdcity.sannet.gov>



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Keri Cole
Smichel61@aol.com
5115/01 7:08AM
Re: FW: San Diego River ---- Let's Get It Listed as Impaired

Good morning Suzanne
The July 1997 cut off date was established by the State Board and the reasoning behind it was that everything prior should have been considered
in the last listing. Keep in mind that the listing is the first step.. .the identification of the impairment based on the current condition of the waters.
The subsequent TMDL identifies culprits and loadings and definitely looks at historical data, trends and causes.

If it is necessary for comparative purposes, go ahead and submit it and if critical to support conclusions, we'll see if we can justify it. Not sure how
it'll fly with State Board since this was a directive they gave out statewide. However if at all possible, we need to stick to identifying impairments
based on current data.

Thanks.
Keri

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWQCS
9771Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

»> <Smichel61 @aol.com> 05/13/01 08:30PM »>
Hi Keri

A few questions on 303d listing data.

Why should we only be looking at 1997 data to the present? I would like data
for the past decade, especially when we historically can show trends of
increasing sewage spills, toxic spills, concrete channelization,
industrialization etc.. in the river and its tributaries?

Thanks
Suzanne Michel



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

John Robertus
Art Coe; Bob Morris; Mark Alpert; Mike McCann
Wed, May 16, 200110:11 AM
Fwd: 303(d) letter

Art, Mike, Bob and Mark, I suggest you all read this letter from Bruce Reznik. Although he is discussing
the 3030 fist which is not your immediate responsibiibty, it is the ultimate concern for our (your)
watersheds. I think that eventually, the watershed units will be assuming the oversight of monitoring in the
watersheds, either via a state-wide program spawned by the 982 PAG or by us molding our own plan
using the dischargers in the watershed and some prodding with 13267/13225 orders. Bruce has written
an excellent piece that very'cleary states the case for how to do the 305b&303d process, however, we
know that we simply do not have the resources to properly monitor, assess and report all the
impairements of each beneficial use in each reach or segment of each waterbody or watershed in our
region. I think we have always pushed for listing rather than back off in fear of not being able to prove our
case. Anyway, this is worth reading. JHR

"The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to
take immediate action to reduce energy consumption. For a fist of simple
ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at http://www.swrcb.ca.gov ."

cc: David Barker; Keri Cole











From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Hi Keri,

I hope all is well.

<hsarabia@acusd.ed.u>
KeriCole <colek@ rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Tue, May 15, 2001 6:33 PM
Re: Tecolote Creek

I apologize for the delay in responding, I have been swamped with work.
I did talk briefly with Dr. Boudrias about his Tecolote Creek Data and the 303
(d) listing. I don't think he got a chance to review his data, unfortunately
the deadlines for the submiting data and finals coincided. I am meeting with
Dr. Ron Kaufmann tomorrow and will be talking to Dr. Boudrias soon, I can
let them know that you might be interested in talking to them about what
they know about Tecolote creek. I believe Dr. Boudrias has data on nutrients.
Nutrients are likely very high, because of the Golf Course near the mouth of
the canyon and runoff from USD. I would look for herbicides and pesticides too
unfortunately those kinds of things are either outside of the scope or bUdget
of monitoring projects., .

Also, Keri, Dr. Susan Michaels just delivered a package with information on the
San Diego River. As you now know we decided to focus our efforts on that. I am
attaching the part of the document that I prepared as I had some problems (that
I noted in writing) generating a graph for total coliform. These will be better
to read than the ones in the report as these are in color, thanks.

Please let me know if I can help you still with Tecolote and if you have any
questions regarding these documents, thank you.

Hiram

Quoting Keri Cole <colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>:

> Good morning Hiram
> I hope you don't mind, but I got your email address from the USD
> website. I was wondering if you had had an opportunity to discuss the
> 303d list and specifically Tecolote Creek with Dr. Boudrais, as yet? I
> never received a response from him or Dr. Kaufman to my email re: an
> recent information/data for the creek. It is already listed for metals
> (Cd, Cu, Pb, Zn), toxicity, coliform, but wasn't sure if there was
> anything else we should be concerned with and/or there is info which
> indicates a larger extent of impairment.
>
> Thanks for your help.
> -Keri .
>
>
> Kerl Cole, P.E.
> Water Resource Control Engineer
> San Diego RWQCB
> 9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
> San Diego, CA 92124



From:
To.:
Date:
Subject:

Keri Cole
Smichel61@aol.com
5/15/01 7:08AM
Re: FW: San Diego River ---- Let's Get It Listed as Impaired

Good morning Suzanne
The July 1997 cut off date was established by the State Board and the reasoning behind it was that
everything prior should have been considered in the last listing. Keep in mind that the listing is the first
step...the identification of the impairment based on the current condition of the waters. The subsequent
TMDL identifies cUlprits and loadings and definitely looks at historical data, trends and causes.

If it is necessary for comparative purposes, go ahead and submit it and if critical to support conclusions,
we'll see if we can justify it. Not sure how it'll fly with State Board since this was a directive they gave out
statewide. However if at all possible, we need to stick to identifying impairments based on current data.

Thanks.
Keri

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWaCB
9771 Glairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

>>> <Smichel61 @aol.com> 05/13/01 08:30PM >>>
Hi Keri

A few questions on 303d listing data.

Why should we only be looking at 1997 data to the present? I would like data
for the past decade, especially when we historically can show trends of
increasing sewage spills, toxic spills, concrete channelization,
industrialization etc.. in the river and its tributaries?

Thanks
Suzanne Michel



• (, j,

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"breznik" <breznik@sdbaykeeper.org>
"Keri Cole" <colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Tue, May 15, 2001 3:44 PM
303(d) letter

Keri - additional materials are being prepared and submitted, but here is
letter #1 on 303(d) listing. Hard copies will reach your office by 5:00 pm.

Bruce



"

May 15,2001

Chairman John Minan and Boardmembers
Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124

Re: CWA Section 303(d) Listing

Dear Chairman Minan and Boardmembers:

San Diego BayKeeper, a community-based 501(c)(3) non-profit organization dedicated to protecting and
restoring the region's bays, coastal waters and watersheds, submits these comments on the 2002 Clean
Water Act (CWA) section 303(d) listing. San Diego BayKeeper has serious concerns with the adequacy
of the current 303(d) list for the region, and we are equally concerned about the direction staff may be
taking in compiling the April 2002 listing.

First, we remain concerned that Region 9's proposed 303(d) list is not based on a comprehensive
assembly and review of information and data on water quality and other impairments regarding all water
bodies in Region 9, as the Clean Water Act and its implementing regulations require. See, e.g., 40 C.F.R.
Section 130.7. Indeed, wholly apart from the Section 303(d) scheme, under Clean Water Act Section
305(b) and accompanying regulations, each regional board must conduct a regional water quality
assessment (WQA) of all water bodies in its region. It is clear from an even cursory review of the most
recent 1998 California Water Quality Assessment Report, prepared in August 1999 by the Division of
Water Quality, State Water Resources Control Board, that such a comprehensive review has yet to be
performed in the San Diego region. After a brief review of data iIi the 1998 WQA, BayKeeper has
concluded that, more then twenty years after these requirements were established, at ieast 80% of San
Diego's waters have not yet been fully assessed. Moreover, much of the data that has been gathered may
not be easily accessed or understandable. In other words, this data is never fully reviewed or analyzed.

BayKeeper is also concerned about the requirements placed upon organizations wishing to submit
information to support the upcoming 2002 CWA section 303(d) listing. The 305(b) and 303(d) lists are
essential steps in first understanding and then addressing the overall health of our waters. Not only will
the development of comprehensive and accurate 303(d) and 305(b) reports ensure that waters receive the
appropriate level of protection through development of Total Maximum Daily Loads or antidegradation
policies, but accurate lists will help ensure resources will be allocated wisely. Proper listings will also
allow the region to tap into state and federal dollars earmarked for protecting impaired waters (e.g.
SWRCB's 319(h) program or Proposition 13). Despite the importance of the 303(d) list, though, those
local residents most knowledgeable about their local waters and most impacted by pollution will have a
difficult time complying with the submittal requirements established by this Board even though they may
have vital and reliable data. Some of our specific concerns relate to:

Timeframe - Region 9, like other regions, is requiring all information to be submitted by May 15,2001, a
full 11 months prior to the final 2002 303(d) listing. We believe this deadline is not only arbitrary, but
also extremely difficult to comply with due to the amount of information being requested in a short
timeframe. The San Diego Regional Board did not issue their solicitation for information until March
2001, and a formal workshop to discuss the Board's submission requirements was not held until April 4,
2001. This has left interested parties with a scant six weeks to gather and process information.



Considering the more than twenty years the regional board has had to develop sufficient 303(d) and
305(b) reports (which we are still waiting for), less than six weeks to provide needed data is wholly
insufficient BayKeeper intends to continue providing information to regional board staff through the
two remaining public comment periods - August 2001 (when RWQCBs solicit input on draft 303(d) list
recommendations) and Winter/Spring 2002 (when the SWRCB conducts formal public hearings on the
draft 303(d) list). It is our expectation that the data provided in this timeframe will be reviewed and
assessed by regional and state board staff for the 2002 listing.

Required Documentation - The regional board has indicated they will consider information and data
generated since July 1997 that is provided both in hard copy as well as electronic formats, and that
includes 'bibliographic citations, identification of software used, model outputs with calibration and
quality assurance information and description and interpretation of information provided.' In separate
meetings with regional board staff, BayKeeper has been told that data that can demonstrate trend
analysis, that has been replicated and that covers physical, chemical and biological parameters will be
most useful in helping to establish an accurate 303(d) list.

BayKeeper appreciates that the more comprehensive the data we are able to provide, the better. We are
nonetheless concerned that these requirements are far beyond the criteria of 'reliability' which we
believe is appropriate. In fact, it is our assertion that the Regional Board must use all relevant,
reasonably availlible data (e.g. water quality, sediment, fish tissue, photos, narrative standards, land use
plans, videotapes media coverage) to list waters. Listing should occur if evidence under reasonably
foreseeable conditions indicates that a standard (e.g., California Toxics Rule, National Toxics Rule,
Basin Plans, beneficial uses) is, or will be, violated. Where judgment calls are required, BayKeeper
believes the Regional Board must err on the side of environmental and human health protection.

We assert such an interpretation is embodied in the requirement that "Each State shall identify those
waters within is boundaries for which the 'effluent limitations ...are nO,t stringent enough to implement
any water quality standard applicable to such waters." (CWA, section 303(d)(l)(A), emphasis added)
Furthermore, the Clean Water Act and its implementing regulations also distinguish between those
existing uses that are actually being attained and designated beneficial uses that must still be protected
whether or not they are currently being attained.

Yet, the submittal requirements of the regional board require a rigor that is both unrealistic and
unnecessary for listing. First, it is extremely costly to undertake much of the scientific analysis being
requested by the Board, particularly if multiple replicates are being requested, as is trend analysis. It is
unreasonable to expect small, grassroots organizations or concerned citizens to incur these types of
expenses. In fact, to undertake some of the water quality analysis being requested by the regional board
is costing BayKeeper thousands of dollars, and these costs would be substantially higher if we rushed our
orders to meet the May 15 deadline. With limited resources, we decided not to rush these orders,
meaning certified lab testing of metals, pesticides and herbicides along the San Diego River will be
submitted after May 15, but as soon as is practicable.

It is also often impossible for local residents to gain access to some heavily polluted waters to conduct
the types of analysis being requested, particularly as these residents often fear reprisals from local
businesses that may be impacted by a demonstration that they are polluting these waters. This is a real
and serious problem BayKeeper has faced in trying to gather data for this listing from local residents,
particularly along certain areas of the San Diego River.

BayKeeper is also uncertain about the requirement that data be generated since July 1997. Again, we
understand the need for reliable data, and more current data would be preferable. We also recognize that



it is not necessary to provide pre-1997 data that has already led to a listing in 1998 or before (other than
possibly using data to ensure that inappropriate delisting does not occur). However, we believe that valid
pre-1997 data (particularly that data that the Board already possess) that demonstrates impairment, but
which has not yet led to a listing, must be considered by this Board. If fact, as is discussed in greater
detail below, the 1998 WQA report includes listings of several water bodies that show some level of
impairment but which have not yet been listed. Listing those waters for which information already exists
must be the first step in the 2002 listing.

Finally, while BayKeeper - through its ever-expanding Citizen Water Quality Monitoring taskforce­
looks forward to working closely with regional board staff to undertake a more comprehensive
assessment of local waters, the ultimate burden of listing lies with your agency. Because of the
importance of the 2002 list in terms of water quality protections as well as access to resources to help
restore waters, we will do everything within our power to point regional board staff in the direction of
identifying impaired waters. However, we believe it is the duty of this Board - a duty that has not yet
been met - to prepare complete and accurate 305(b) and 303(d) lists. The following information on
waters we believe should be listed will need follow-up from regional board staff, and in no way is meant
to represent a comprehensive listing of all of San Diego's waters which may be impaired.

303(d) List
BayKeeper believes the first step in preparing an accurate 2002 303(d) list is necessarily to review the
most recent 1998 Water Quality Assessment. In that report, a matrix is provided which lists east separate
hydrological unit in San Diego, and indicates whether each unit has or has not been assessed. For those
that have been assessed, the matrix indicates whether these waters are supporting designated beneficial
uses fully, partially, not at all, or whether beneficial uses are threatened. For the reasoning highlighted
above, BayKeeper believes it is incumbent on the regional board to err on the side of environmental and
human health protection, meaning that listing should occur for every assessed water body that is not
meeting designated beneficial uses. This is not the case with the 1998 WQA report, and some examples
follow:

Dana Point Harbor (Hydrological Unit 901.140) -listed as 215 acres fully supporting designated
beneficial uses. Yet, the assessment comments column indicates that Dana Point Harbor and Baby Beach
were closed from 8/96 to 7/97 to water contact recreation. As Dana Point Harbor is listed as meeting
Recreation land 2 standards, it should be listed as impaired if it was indeed closed for nearly a year to
water contact.

San Diego Bay (Hydrological Unit 900.00) - While 222 acres of San Diego bay are listed as impaired,
due to benthic community effects, sediment toxicity and copper, 11772 acres are threatened, but not
listed as impaired. The WQA assessment indicates that the entire bay (12000 acres) is posted with
warnings for pregnant women and young children against consumption of fish due to elevated levels of
PCB's, mercury and PAH's. By the Regional Board's own findings and by definition, BayKeeper
believes the entire Bay should be listed as impaired.

Escondido Creek - (Hydrological Unit 904.600) - 23 miles of Escondido Creek are considered
'threatened' due to excessive sediment and nutrients, and should thus be listed as impaired.

Forester Creek - (Hydrological Unit 907.130) - 1 mile of Forester Creek is considered 'threatened' due to
elevated fish tissue levels, and should thus be listed as impaired.

Otay River - (Hydrological Unit 910.200) - 5 miles of the Otay River are listed as only partially
supporting designated beneficial uses, and should thus be listed as impaired



Salt Creek - (Hydrological Unit 901.140) - Salt Creek was closed regularly in 1996 and 1997 due to
elevated coliform levels from sewage spills, and should thus be listed as impaired.

San Diego River, Lower - (Hydrological Unit 907.110) - 6 miles of the Lower San Diego River is
considered 'threatened' due to elevated coliform levels and exotic plant species, and should thus be listed
as impaired. (Discussed in greater detail below.)

San Juan Creek, Upper Middle - (Hydrological Unit 901.260) - 3.2 miles of the Upper Middle San Juan
Creek is considered 'threatened' due to elevated coliform levels, and should thus be listed as impaired.

San Luis Rey River, Lower - (Hydrological Units 903.100) - 18.7 miles of the Lower San Luis Rey River
is considered 'threatened' due to elevated coliform levels and exotic plant species, and should thus be
listed as impaired.

San Diego River

BayKeeper is submitting a separate letter and supporting materials detailing portions of the San
Diego River for which sufficient infonnation exists to require a 303(d) listing.

Otay/Sweetwater Rivers
BayKeeper is aware of several comment letters and photographs submitted by Ray Yrnzon, Board
Member of the Sweetwater Valley Civic Association to the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control
relating to 401 certification for the proposed SR-125 toll road. These letters and photos demonstrate
increasing trash, and apparent oil and grease problems, at a minimum, along stretches of the rivers,
particularly the Sweetwater. We believe further investigation and likely listing is warranted based on the
information provided. BayKeeper has not provided copies of these materials, as they should already be
in your files.

On behalf of San Diego BayKeeper, I appreciate the opportunity to provide comments on the 2002 CWA
section 303(d) listing, and hope they are helpful. A great deal of work is needed to ensure a complete
and accurate listing in 2002 and beyond, and BayKeeper looks forward to working with the regional
board to ensure such listings. Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions need
additional information.

Bruce Reznik
Executive Director



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Mazur, Monica" <MMazur@hca.co.orange.ca.us>
'"Keri Cole'" <colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Tue, May 15, 2001 7:51 AM
RE: OC beach closure/postings

keri, attached are the posting log for july 1999 to present and the
ocean/bay closure logs for 2001 , 2000 and 1999. i'm looking for the closure
logs on disc for 1997 and 1998. if i can't find them, i'll need to fax them
to you. let me know if you have any questions.
monica

-----Original Message-----
From: Keri Cole [mailto:colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov]
Sent: Friday, May 11, 2001 1:15 PM
To: mmazur@hca.co.orange.ca.us
Subject: OC beach closure/postings

Hi Monica

Thanks returning my call.

I need the beach posting data from 1999 to current and closure data for 1997
to current. I assume this includes date, location, and duration. Does it
also include source of contamination (i.e. storm event, spill. etc.) and
actual bacteria measurements?

You can email themtomehereatcolek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov
Thanks a lot.

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWaCB
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov



California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region

Winston H. Hickox
Secretary for

Environmental
Protection

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A, San Diego, California 92124-1324

Phone (858) 467-2952· FAX (858) 571-6972

FILE

K.COle~U
SAN DIEGO REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

May 15, 2001

Meeting with Baykeeper re: 303(d) List Solicitation

Gray Davis
Governor

At Mr. Bruce Reznik's request, we met with Baykeeper 4/25/01 as a follow up to the 303d listing
workshop held on 4/4/01. Reznik, Hiram, Gibson, Pardy, Brown and I attended the meeting.
Reznik wanted to discuss the listing .process in further detail and find out where the
Baykeeper's monitoring efforts could be best directed for the 2002 update and potentially the

.2004 update.

There was discussion re: lack of time to collect data. It was explained that this listing would
probably need to focus on eXisting data given the short time frame, but along with SWAMP and
Citizen Monitoring efforts, we could begin thinking about next listing.

It was suggested that Paletta Creek, San Diego River, Rainbow Creek, Santa Margarita River,
San Luis Rey and Tecolote were being considered and of concern. Baykeeper indicated that
they would focus in on these. Suzanne Michel from SDSU had contacted the Regional Board to
discuss SO River and it identified that she has been working with Baykeeper.

Reznik mentioned a study conducted by Jim Harrington in 96-97 which looked at
macroinvertebrae in San Diego River. Pardy and Gibson strongly urged him to submit the info
and that Gibson had had difficulty getting a hold of the report that a while back.

We discussed shellfish warnings as evidence for listing. Gibson mentioned there is evidence
that these are consumed from the SO River and if this data were available would be helpful in
listing.

We also discussed that we need to look at supporting info in terms of reaches not listings of
waterbodies in their entirety.

Hiram a13ked about QA/QC and certified lab analysis. He indicated that nutrient analysis would
be done in house and metals and pesticides sent to lab for analysis He mentioned that they

would be having South west College do pesticide analysis and would be running split sampling
duplicates and controls.

California Environmental Protection Agency

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption. For a list of
simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at http://www.swrcb.ca.gov.

Recycled Paper
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From: <Callahan.Clarence@epamail.epa.gov>
To: John Adams <adamsj@gwgate.swrcb.ca.gov>, Lynn Suer <als@rb2.swrcb.ca.gov>,
<andej@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>, Ned Black <black.ned@epamail.epa.gov>, Brian Davis
<Bdavis@DTSC.ca.gov>, Mary Blevins <Blevins.Mary@epamail.epa.gov>, Clarence A. callahan
<callahan.clarence@epamail.epa.gov>, Carol Roberts <caroLa_roberts@fws.gov>,
<charlene_hall@fws.gov>, <chenc@ rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>, Chip Demarest <chip_demarest@ios.doLgov>,
Charlie Huang <chuang@ospr.dfg.ca.gov>, <devries.sonce@epamail.epa.gov>, Don Palawski
<don_palawski@fws.gov>, Jennifer Downey <Downey.Jennifer@epamail.epa.gov>, Beth Christian
<eac@rb2.swrcb.ca.gov>, <gorbics.carol@fws.gov>, <HSmythe@gwgate.swrcb.ca.gov>, Jack Gregg
<jgregg@coastal.ca.gov>, <jhardwic@ospr.dfg.ca.gov>, <john_hickey@fws.gov>, Jim Polisini
<jp_one@ix.netcom.com>, Judy Hohman <judy_hohman@fws.gov>, <jyamamot@ospr.dfg.ca.gov>, Jim
Haas <James_Haas@fws.gov>, <JChristo@DTSC.ca.gov>, Janna <JRHerren@dfg.ca.gov>,
<Judy_Gibson@fws.gov>, Karen DiBiasi <kdibiasi@DTSC.ca.gov>, Karen Taberski
<kmt@rb2.swrcb.ca.gov>, <Dadey.Kathleen@epamail.epa.gov>, <Iaura_valoppi@fws.gov>,
<leeann_woodward@r1.fws.gov>, Lisa Roberts <lisa_roberts@fws.gov>, <louise_lampara@fws.gov>,
Laurie Sullivan <Laurie_Sullivan_CRC9@hazmat.noaa.gov>, Margy Gassel <mgassel@oehha.ca.gov>,
Michael Schum <mschum@ix.netcom.com>, <mwade@DTSC.ca.gov>,
<MAdelson@gwgate.swrcb.ca.gov>, Michael Anderson <MAnders7@DTSC.ca.gov>, Naomi Feger
<Nlf@rb2.swrcb.ca.gov>, Pete Peuron <peurp@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>, Patty Velez
<pvelez@ospr.dfg.ca.gov>, <Pardl@ rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>, <rdonohoe@ospr.dfg.ca.gov>,
<richp@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>, <scott_sobiech@fws.gov>, Susan Gladstone <sfg@rb2.swrcb.ca.gov>,
<stanley_wiemeyer@fws.gov>, Steve Henry <steve_henry@fws.gov>, <amanda.daly@lmco.com>,
<Mysz.Amy@epamail.epa.gov>, <Sergeant.Anne@epamail.epa.gov>,
<Grohs.Bethany@epamail.epa.gov>, <Duncan.Bruce@epamail.epa.gov>,
<Pluta.Bruce@epamail.epa.gov>, <Jones.Brenda@epamail.epa.gov>,
<Maurice.Charles @epamail.epa.gov>, <Overstreet.Cheryl @epamail.epa.gov>,
<Callahan.Clarence@epamail.epa.gov>, <Rosiu.Cornell@epamail.epa.gov>, <dkish @csrlink.neb,
<Hoff.Dale@epamail.epa.gov>, <Mazur.Daniel @epamail.epa.gov>, <Cozzie.David@epamail.epa.gov>,
<Riley.David@epamail.epa.gov>, <Cooper.DavidE @epamail.epa.gov>',
<Charters.DavidW @epamail.epa.gov>, <Ferreira.Gina@epamail.epa.gov>,
<Chapman.James@epamail.epa.gov>, <Riley.Jeffrey@epamail.epa.gov>,
<Tuttle.Jeffrey@epamail.epa.gov>, <Yurk.Jeffrey@epamail.epa.gov>, <Goulet.Joe@epamail.epa.gov>,
<Rauscher.Jon @epamail.epa.gov>, <Facey.Judy@epamail.epa.gov>,
<Alexander.Lucille@epamail.epa.gov>, <Wellman.Lynn @epamail.epa.gov>,
<Martinez.Maria@epamail.epa.gov>, <Sprenger.Mark@epamail.epa.gov>,
<Smith.Meagan @epamail.epa.gov>, <Clemetson.Michael@epamail.epa.gov>,
<Pensak.Mindy@epamail.epa.gov>, <Black.Ned@epamail.epa.gov>,
<Graham.Richardv@epamail.epa.gov>, <Koke.Robert@epamail.epa.gov>,
<Thoms.Sharon @epamail.epa.gov>, <ElIs.Steve@epamail.epa.gov>,
<Wharton.Steve@epamail.epa.gov>, <Roddy.Susan @epamail.epa.gov>,
<Henry.Tala@epamail.epa.gov>, <Kravitz.Michael @epamail.epa.gov>, ' "
<Brauner.David@epamail.epa.gov>, <Madden.Venessa@epamail.epa.gov>
Date: Mon, May 14, 2001 8:08 AM
Subject: draft chlrodane TRVs

----- Forwarded by Clarence Callahan/R9/USEPAlUS on 05/14/2001 07:48 AM ----.
1---..····+·······················>
I I Laura_Valoppi/
I I @fws.gov I
I I I
I I 05/09/2001 I
I I 05:54 PM I
I I I



I········+--·---------·--···-~--->
>-------.--.---------------------------------------------I
I I
I To: Clarence Caliahan/R9/USEPA/US@EPA
I cc: James_Haas@fws.gov, I
I Carmen_Thomas@fws.gov, Steven_Schwarzbach@fws.govl
I SUbject: draft chlrodane TRVs I
>-_•••-._-------_._---------_.__._-_••_---------------_._/

Dear Colleagues,

Attached are two files which contain proposed Chlordane TRVs for birds
and mammals. The purpose for this effort is for a risk assessment at a site in
Region 9, Hamilton Army Air Field. As part of the team working on the site, I
would like to request that you review these documents so that we make sure we
use the best available science for our risk assessment. Your help would be
greatly appreciated.

In development of the TRVs for the Clapper Rail (CCRA)and Salt Marsh Harvest
Mouse(SMHM), we have chosen to not allometrically convert the TRV of the test
species for the CCRA and SMHM, unless we had to resort to using LD50 values
(see chlordane TRV for birds). The rationale behind this is that the avian
allometric scaling factors are based on acute mortality values, and there
is limited information on whether acute toxicity scaling factors are
appropriate for chronic exposures. We realize there is no clear consensus
on when and how to approach the question of allometric conversions. We have
defaulted to using the current State of California (DTSC-HERD) guidance of only
doing the allometric conversion if the body weight of the test organism and the
wildlife species are 2 orders of magnitude different (unless as noted above that
the toxicity value is an acute toxicity value such as an LD50). We are
particularly interested in receiving comments from BTAG and ERAF colleagues
concerning allometric conversion in general, as this topic will come up for

.other compounds for the CCRA and SMHM.

Please respond by 5/25/01.

Thanks......Clarence

Please send your comments directly to Laura Valoppi:

Snail mail:

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
2800 Cottage Way, W-2650
Sacramento, CA 95825

email:

"Laura_Valoppi@fws.gov"

phone (916)414-6602

(See attached file: ChlordaneTRV-mammals.wpd)(See attached file:
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ChlordaneTRV-birds.wpd)
(See attached file: ChlordaneTRV-mammals.wpd)(See attached file:
ChlordaneTRV-birds.wpd)

cc: <Carmen_Thomas@fws.gov>, <James_Hass@fws.gov>,
<Steven_Schwarzbach@fws.gov> .



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

hi bruce

<SmicheIS1@aol.com>
<breznik@sdbaykeeper.org>, <colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
5/14/01 6:55AM
San Diego River RFP

please print off and give this to Hiram. It is the grant proposal for the
San Diego River by the County, and has some good information generally on
the biodiversity and condition of the River.

enclosed is a copy for you too kerL

more to follow
suzanne (q~~d ~ctcltttt>tAll/J

~ ~V ~jV'(.1I" I.t>~kd
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COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
SAN DIEGO RIVER WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN

PART A· COVER PAGE

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
SFY 2001 Costa-Machado Water Act of 2000
Chapter 6. Article 2. Watershed Protection Program

EXHIBIT I - ATTACHMENT 2
APPLICATION PART A

APPLICANT:

ADDRESS:

County of San Diego, Department of Environmental Health

P.O. Box 129261
San Diego, CA 92112-9261

PROJECT DIRECTOR: _T.;..;e;.;..re;.,;;;s.;;;..a.;;.Br;.,;;;o.;.;.wn""y..;;,;,ar..;;,;,d _

E-MAIL ADDRESS:Tbrowneh@co.san·diego.ca.us FAX NO.: 619·338·2174 or 619-338-2848

PHONE NO.: 619-338·2410 FEDERAL TAX ill. NO.: 956000934

PROJECT TITLE: San Diego River Watershed Management Plan

PROBLEM(S) BEING ADDRESSED:
Water is a scarce and finite resource in the San Diego Region. Burgeoning economic and population growth has denigrated water quality and
placed increasing pressure on supplies. Maintaining water quality is of paramount importance because the Region relies primarily on imported
supplies, captures lillie local runoff due to low precipitation levels, and is subject to periodic drought. Notwithstanding, San Diego is famous for
its sunny weather and year-round recreation. Each year more than 25 million people visit San Diego area beaches. Numerous concerns about
the pollution of beaches have been raised, threatening amajor resource on which the tourism economy is based. The San Diego River is one of
the largest and most important sources of urban runoff into the waters off San Diego. Controlling pollution in this watershed is critical to
preserving our aquatic resources and the economic basis of this region. The San Diego River Watershed (SDRW) has the largest population in
San Diego County and is the second largest hydrologic unit (San Diego Hydrologic Unit 907.00) in this region. The westem half of this watershed
is highly urbanized, while the eastern half is still primarily natural and undeveloped. Beaches in SDRW have a history of shoreline monitoring
exceedances due to sewage spills and nonpoint source urban runoff. The threats to the designated beneficial uses for the SDRW include
pathogens, habitat degradation and loss, nutrients/eutrophication, non-native invasive species and trash dumping. Further threats are dissolved
oxygen in the surface waters and salinity, nitrates, petroleum, MTBE and solvents in the groundwater. In addition, the lower San Diego River has
a history of damaging flood episodes and is considered to be at high risk of major future flooding. The frequency of flooding and the magnitude
of damage increase as more urbanization occurs within the SDRW. This project addresses the need for an integrated management plan to
guide a multifaceted solution to the degradation of the SDRW. Specific issues to be addressed are: 1) threats to water quality due to sewage
and various nonpoint sources of urban runoff that affect natural habitat, wetlands and the health of threatened and endangered species; 2) ,
protection of the Santee-EI Monte groundwater recharge aquifers and basins from contamination of urban and industrial runoff; 3) flooding that
results in harm to people, property and the natural ecosystem; and 4) watershed, wetland and river restoration.

WATERBODYIWATERSHED: San Diego River Watershed (San Diego Hydrologic Unit 907.00)

FISCAL SUMMARY: .
Prop 13 Funds Requested _$:::..;1..:.;97,-,-,,5;.;.0.;..0 ' (minimum [$50.000]/maximum [$5.000.000])

PROJECT SUMMARY:

We propose to develop and implement acomprehensive and sustainable watershed management plan (WMPI to restore and protect water
quality in the SDRW. The WMP will, through a stakeholder process and integration with other watershed activities, provide best management
practices, increased monitoring, education of stakeholders and residents, and strategies (structural and non structural solutions) to eliminate and
or reduce pollutant levels consistent with the SDRWQCB basin plan. Collaboration with key stakeholders will be amajor component so that it will
be mutually beneficial and in the public interest. We seek to align interested parties to ensure consistency with local watershed management
and regional water quality control plans, while reducing flooding, controlling erosion, improving water quality, enhancing regional water supplies,
and supporting aquatic and terrestrial species habitats. This creation of a common vision among the many stakeholders is also crucial to its i '
success. Due to its size and the complexity of the issues, the SDRW will be divided into two major areas, Lower and Upper, so that we can
better address areas of concern in the planning process. Specific issues to be addressed in the Lower SDRW include, 1) NPS pollution, 2)

November 2000 Chapter 6. Article 2. Watershed Protection Program
, 1



COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
SAN DIEGO RIVER WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN

EXHIBIT I - ATTACHMENT 2
APPUCATION PART A

coastal water quality, 3) groundwater protection, 3) wetlands protection, 4) flooding, and 5) recreation. Specific issues to be addressed in the
Upper SDRW include, 1) protection of surface water supplies, 2) habitat protection, 3) NPS pollution, 3) recreation, 4) flood management
warning, agriculture. The framework will identify priorities and strategies for protecting and restoring natural systems of groundwater recharge,
native vegetation, water flows, riparian zones, beneficial uses of waters and overall water quality.

November 2000 Chapter 6, Article 2, Watershed Protection Program
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COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
SAN DIEGO RIVER WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN

.PART B • BUDGET SUMMARY SHEET

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

EXHIBIT I· ATTACHMENT 2
APPLICATION PART B

APPLICANT:
PROJECT TITLE:

I. Personnel Services

2. Operating Expenses

3. Property Acquisitions
a. Equipment
b. Furniture
c. Portable assets
d. Electronic data
e. Processing equipment
f. Miscellaneous
g. Real Estate easements

h. Real Estate

4. Professional and Consulting Services

5. Construction Expenses

6. CEQAlNEPA

7. Overhead (%)

TOTAL BUDGET

'BREAKDOWN OF COSTS TO BE INCURRED

County of San Diego
San Diego River Watershed Management Plan

Total Budget

$1,052,700'

Included in 1. above

In-kind
In-kind
In-kind
In-kind
In-kind

$150,000

$100,000

Included in 1. above

$1,302,700

Prop 13 SWRCB
Share

$47,500

$100,000

$50,000

$197,500

Task

SWRCS Contract for Grant Award
Phase I: Assemble Project Team
Phase 2: Establish Working Committees
Phase 3: Information Gathering

Phase 4: SDRW Assessment
Phase 5: WMP Framework
Phase 6: WMP Development

Phase 7: CEQAlNEPA Preparation

Phase 8: WMP Adoption
Phase 9: WMP Implementation
Quarterly Reports
Final Report

Estimate of Cost

$ 900
$7,200
$9,000

$388,800

$86,400
$90,000
$64,800

$163,500
$10,800

$ 225,000
$ 2,700
$ 3,600

$ 1,052,700"

Details of Costs

10 staff hours of an EHSIII ($90/hr loaded)
80 staff hours of an EHSIII ($90/hr loaded)

100 staff hours of EHS III and other various agencies
3 months, 4committees w/15 members each to meet 36 times for 2hrs

TAC over 8months, 15 people, approx. 16 meetings @ 4hr. each
3workshops at $1200 ea., 8more months as above
TAC over 6months, 15 people, approx. 12 meetings @ 4hr. each

Cost $150,000, and 150 staff hours
120 staff hours of EHS III and other various agencies
25 stakeholders, 100 hrs each for first month (ONGOING)
12 reports at 2.5 hr seach wI EHSIII ($90/hr loaded)
40 hours EHSIII

"The budget estimate is contingent upon staffing and budget approvals by the participating partners, which currently includes the County of San
Diego (Environmental Health &Flood Control), the City of San Diego (Water Department &Stormwater Administrator), the City of Santee, the City of

Iqovemoer 10M Chapter 6, Article 1, Watershed PlOteC(iOIl PlOgram 3



OUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
SAN DIEGO RIVER WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN

EXHIBIT I -ATTACHMENT 2
APPLICATION PART C

El Cajon, the City of La Mesa, the San Diego County Water Authority, San Diego State University (Department of Geology &Institute for
Regional Studies of the Califomias), the Ramona Municipal Water District, The Environmental Trust, San Diego Stream Team, and the Iron Mountain
Conservancy.

November 20M Chaptel 6, Article 2, Watershed 'Protection 'Proglam 4



OUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
SAN DIEGO RIVER WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN

PART C • PROJECT QUESTIONNAIRE

EXHIBIT I • ATTACHMENT 2
APPLICATION PART C

1. PROJECT TITLE:

2. LEAD AGENCY:

ADDRESS:

PROJECT DIRECTOR:

E-MAIL ADDRESS:

San Diego River Watershed Management Plan

County of San Diego, Department of Environmental Health

P.O. Box 129261
San Diego, CA 92112-9261

Teresa Brownyard

_T,;,..;:b;.;.;ro:.;;w;,;.;ne;;.;.h,;,..;:@;..:c:.;:;,o.:.:;;sa:;;.n;..:-d;.;.;:ie;,;o.go;;.;..c:.,:a;;,;;.u:;;;.s____ FAX NO.: 619·338·2174 or 619-338-2848

PHONE NO.: 619-338-2410

3a. WATERSHED IN WHICH THE PROJECT Wll..L BE UNDERTAKEN: San Riego River Watershed ISan Riego HU 907.00\

3b. COUNTY IN WHICH THE PROJECT WILL BE UNDERTAKEN: San Diego County

3c. IS THE PROPOSED PROJECT WITHIN THE CALFED SOLUTION AREA?· X yes __ no

3d. Do you want your project forwarded to CALFED to alert CALFED to your need for funding? ~ yes _ no I

4. IDENTIFY THE MAJOR SOURCES OF NPS POLLUTION THAT Wll..L BE ADDRESSED BY THE PROPOS !)
PROJECT (CHECK ALL APPROPRIATE SOURCES). !

_X_Agriculture _X_Forestry _X_Urban (Construction, Roads, Septic Systems) X StormwaterlUrban Runoff
_X_Marinas and Boating Activities _X_Hydromodification _X_Resource Extraction Other: _

5. PROPOSAL DESCRIPTION
a. PROBLEM STATEMENT

The San Diego River watershed (SDRW) is a long, triangular area that originates in the Cuyamaca Mountains in eastem San Diego County and
drains more than 30 miles west to the Pacific Ocean. At 277,543 acres (440 mi2), it is the second largest hydrologic unit (San Diego Hydrologic Unit
907.00) in San Diego County and contains the largest population (-476,000) of all the County's watersheds. It is comprised of four hydrologic areas
(Lower San Diego, San Vicente, EI Capitan & Boulder Creek) and fifteen hydrologic subareas, each of which is currently experiencing problems
typical of increasing urbanization. While much of the upper eastern portion of the SDRW remains vacant or undeveloped (58.4%), a projected
population increase of more than 20% over the next 15 years will intensify these pressures. Existing resources within the SDRW are extremely
diverse. These include five surface water reservoirs, a large groundwater aquifer, and extensive riparian habitat, coastal wetlands, and coastal
tidepools. Land uses are also highly varied, and include residential areas, mining operations, transportation, agriculture, commercial and industrial
uses, and recreation. A number of problems associated with increasing urbanization currently impair or threaten these resources and uses.
Examples include pathogens, eutrophication, invasion of non-native species, habitat degradation and loss, oxygen depletion, littering, and the
introduction of numerous contaminants such as nitrates, petroleum, MTBE, and solvents to surface and groundwater. Additionally, high TDS from
imported water increases the salinity of streams and freshwater habitat. The coastal portion of the SDRW also has a history of shoreline monitoring
exceedances due to both sewage spills and urban runoff, and flooding is particularly acute during heavy rains due to development of the flood plain.
Planning efforts to date have been poorly coordinated, have often failed to address many of these important environmental issues and concems, and
are not currently capable of meeting these increased pressures. This project will focus on the development of a comprehensive Watershed
Management Plan (WMP) within which these issues can be more adequately addressed. In doing so, a variety of contaminant sources, resource
issues, and potential management options will be explored.

Urbanization
The SDRW is typical of urbanized watersheds. Many common nonpoint source pollutants contaminate the San Diego River and surrounding surface
waters. These include pathogens, nutrients, sediment, oxYgen-demanding substances, oil/grease, heavy metals, toxic chemicals and f1oatables. The
United States Environmental Protection Agency ranks nonpoint source pollution as the highest ecological risk impacting our region. The SDRW has a
high urban runoff potential, with 10.6% of land area above 25% imperviousness. Land uses within the SDRW are moderately diverse, but about one­
fourth of the total land area consists of "urban" uses1 (see Table 1 below). Approximately 78,610 acres (28%) of the SDRW is urbanized, developed.
with streets, freeways, parking lots, housing, schools, offices, commercial and industrial uses, most of which is concentrated in the lower region.
Approximately 476,000 residents live in the SDRW, primarily within these urban land use areas, which is the largest population of all the County's
watersheds. Compounding the contamination issues associated with this existing urbanization, a significant portion of the upper, eastern portion of
the watershed (58.4%) is still vacant or undeveloped, an important point since growth in the SDRW is projected to increase by more than 20% by
2015. Since contaminant loadings can reasonably be expected to increase with further urbanization of the watershed, this emphasizes the need to

I Source: Watersheds of the San Djego Regjon (SANDAG. March-April 1998)

j.;jovemhet 2000 ChapLet 6. Anlcle 2. Watershed I'lOLectiOll PlOgram



.' OUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
SAN DIEGO RIVER WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN

EXIDBIT I - ATTACHMENT 2
APPUCATION PART C

better characterize the respective contributions of potential sources and to identify effective management options now. Strides have
been made to designate key portions of the watershed (13.3%) for open space and parkland, but there is a great need to implement
protection plans and identify other areas needing protection. Additionally, agriculture and mining operations occur in the upper portion of the SDRW,
further supporting the need for acomprehensive planning effort.

Table 1: 1995 Land Uses Within the San Diego HU

,WliiiilCJIUse'i':',,' ,,;::,!.I:i'i;:<;·;·;'[i">";'i,;';;:;i::::;~t,1i ;;.(:;!::~:'Tot8Ii~cresf.'j.~iM :;::i;;'~"'Ji;~%,of~Total.$~I::" 'i~

Residential 41,223 14.9
Commercial/Industrial 11,537 4.2
Schools 1,952 0.7
Commercial Recreation 1,794 0.7
Freewavs / Road ROWs 15,301 5.5
Parks / Open Space 36,847 13.3
Aqriculture 6,803 2.5
Vacant / Undeveloped 162,084 58.4
Total 2n,543 100.0

River, Surface and Coastal Water Quality
The San Diego River discharges to the Pacific Ocean at the northem boundary of the community of Ocean Beach. Discharges from the river mix
and move by tidal and current interaction to impact not only Ocean Beach, but also other heavily utilized recreational areas including the Sunset
Cliffs shoreline, Pacific Beach, and Mission Beach. Frequently, and especially during winter rains, the river carries coliform bacteria and pathogens
from upstream watershed sources, often resulting in beach postings and closures, which more than doubled between 1996 and 1999. Ocean Beach
and the surrounding area have ahistory of shoreline monitoring exceedances due to both sewage spills and urban runoff. In 1999, the community of
Ocean Beach was subject to nine postings due to high levels of coliform bacteria, six closures due to sewage spills, and five general rainfall
advisories. A priority in the development of this plan will be the management of wastes contributing fecal coliform bacteria to runoff. Examples of
sources and issues to be addressed pet waste, nutrients, sediment and bacteria in runoff from upstream equestrian uses. Other important water
quality problems have been identified for the watershed. For example, local authorities and the public are concerned with the control of industrial
waste in sewage discharges, impacts from sewage flows, excessive dry weather freshwater inflows, and additional contaminant runoff from mining
operations, agriculture, and urban development.

Water Supply Reservoirs
Old Mission Dam, built in 1815 on the San Diego River in Mission Gorge, supplied water to the Mission San Diego de Alcala. Now a Historical
Landmark, this dam was the first water supply development in California. Today the SDRW is pivotal for current and future water supply for the San
Diego region and has statewide significance. There are five major water supply reservoirs in the SDRW. Murray and Jennings Reservoirs store
water imported from the Coloroado River and Northern California. Cuyamaca Reservoir captures loqal runoff. The largest reservoirs, San Vicente
and EI Capitan, both capture local runoff and store imported water. Annual precipitation in the SDRW ranges from less than 10 inches at the coast to
about 35 inches near Cuyamaca Reservoir. Local runoff impounded in these five reservoirs represents 5% of regional water needs. The storage of
imported water in these reservoirs greatly increases their importance to the regional water supply strategies. Collectively, they supply water to as
many as 760,000 residents. Additionally, they represent over 50% of regional emergency storage, and therefore figure prominently in future
emergency storage plans. Local agencies working toward statewide water supply goals of balancing environment, conservation, and sustainability
look at the SDRW and its reservoirs, as a part of the permanent solution for water supply. Contamination of local watersheds can degrade these
supplies. Their protection is essential for meeting current and future water supply for the San Diego region.

Groundwater Resources
Beneath the San Diego River lie the Santee-EI Monte and Mission San Diego Groundwater Basins that have the storage capacity of between 70,000
to 100,000 acre-feet. The Santee-EI Monte Groundwater Basin provides acost-effective and reliable water supply to four water districts (Padre Dam
Municipal Water District, and Helix, Lakeside and Riverview Water District) and the City of San Diego. Due to conjunctive use, Lakeside residents
have the lowest water rates in San Diego County. However, groundwater levels are declining and water suppiy and quality is declining in this
aquifer. Between 1960 and 1990, groundwater levels declined by approXimately twenty feet and total dissolved solids (TDS) levels doubled in
certain regions in Lakeside (especially near sand mining sites). Near urbanized regions in Santee, TDS levels have tripled making well water
unpotable (Groundwater Management Planning StUdy, Draft Report 1999). In 1999, the Riverview Water District was forced to shut down four wells
due to MTBE contamination. Unfortunately, this supports the contention that current land use planning practices and best management practices are
not adequately protecting groundwater quality. In addition, the destruction of native riparian habitat, the presence of large stands of arundo donax
(an exotic plant which consumes great amount of surface and groundwater), and sand mining operations have also contributed to declining

groundwater levels and water quality degradation. In the rapidly urbanizing SDRW, where potable water demand is expected to increase greatly in
the coming years, it is essential that a comprehensive planning effort be initiated to examine the potential of using groundwater basins to store water
and meet drought year needs. Conjunctive use in the SDRW is one strategy that may minimize dry year water diversions from the Sacramento-San
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Joaquin Rivers Delta.

Habitat and Wetlands
The SDRW's 277,543 acres are rich in biological resources and diversity, but much of this has been depleted or is currently threatened. Protecting
and restoring wetlands in riparian corridors and estuaries is also instrumental in flood control, groundwater recharge and improving river and coastal
water quality. More than five aquatic species are known to be at risk in the San Diego River. In addition, NPS pollution poses a significant threat to
the biodiversity of wetland areas, especially estuarine ecosystems at or near the mouth of the River. Invasion of species such as arundo donax
(giant reed), castor bean, and salt cedar has also created ajumble of native and exotic species which bear little structural similarity to native riparian
plant assemblages, oller little useful cover or nest opportunities for birds, and interfere with flood control. The biological resources along the River,
Lake Murray, Kumeyaay Lake, and Santee Lakes are among the most sensitive and adversely allected by water pollution and urban development.
Just east of Mission Trails is the Santee Lakes Water Reclamation and Recreation Park, which treats and reclaims one million gallons per day of
wastewater, some of which is discharged into the River. Due to its proximity to the River, Santee Lakes has the highest amount of avian biodiversity
in San Diego County. East of Santee Lakes are a series of parks along the River that support multiple uses including riparian habitat protection,
recreation, residential uses, commercial development, and biking and equestrian trails. Famosa Slough, near the. mouth River, also harbors
extremely productive wetlands habitat. Unfortunately since the River is channelized, and the lower SDRW areas are paved, the wetland is
occasionally blown out to sea and has to rebuild. South of the mouth of the River is Sunset Clills, a 68-acre park that stretches along the Pacific
coastline. West of this is the Point Lama Ecological Marine Reserve containing fragile tide-pool and kelp forest ecosystems. The north-south flow of
the Califomia Current drags sediment and pollutants from the River to the Sunset Clills shoreline, resulting in significant adverse ellects on the
functioning of coastal ecosystems following storm events. Directly upstream from the river mouth is Mission Valley. Ongoing urban development of
the River floodplain in this area has resulted in significant increases /n flood events, polluted urban runoll, and the destruction of riparian habitat. A
number of ellorts to acquire, protect, and enhance open space in the SDRW have been initiated. The Mission Valley Preserve, a51-acre preserve
along the River which provides breeding and nesting habitat for migratory and endemic songbirds and waterfowl was created in October 2000.
Along the eastern portion of the SDRW, Mission Trails Regional Park covers almost 5,800 acres of coastal mountains, hills, lakes and the Riverbed.
This is the largest urban park on the West Coast, and provides riparian, grasslands, coastal sage, scrub chaparral, vernal pool and oak woodland
habitat for native species such as the" great blue heron, red-tailed hawk, golden eagle, kestrel, migratory song birds, mule deer, bobcat, coyote, and
mountain lion. Unfortunately, in spite of these accomplishments, future development of habitat is a critical issue for the SDRW. Much of the river
flood plain in Lakeside and other areas is undeveloped andcontains considerable riparian habitat that houses key species such as the endangered
arroyo toad, least bell's vireo and the southwestern pond turtle. Zoning in many of these areas is currently not protective of sensitive habitat, and
olten allows industrial and commercial uses such as sand mining.

Flooding
.Flooding is a particularly important issue in the SDRW. Because many years usually pass between major flood episodes, development has been
allowed to expand into the floodplains. Although EI Capitan and San Vicente reservoirs were built to provide more water for the region and to reduce
the risk of flooding in the lower valley, significant development has continued throughout the western hall of the SDRW. Today, this area is densely
urbanized, with a large population at risk of disastrous flooding. In 1980, the situation was so severe that emergency ollicials who feared a 100-year
flood eveni evacuated the entire Mission Valley region. The damage was substantial. At present, this area is considered to have a high risk of
flooding by FEMA, the California State Department of Water Resources and the California-Nevada River Forecast Center (CNRFC). RecogniZing
this danger, the City of San Diego, the County of San Diego, the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS), the National Weather Service (NWS) and the
CNRFC have established anetwork of automated rain and stream monitoring stations throughout the SDRW. Unfortunately, this flood waming
system will not prevent flooding. Other sound watershed management solutions are necessary to further reduce the risk of disastrous floods. The
increasing urbanization taking place in the western SDRW makes such planning essential. Flooding risks to the SDRW are also exacerbated by
non-native invasive species such as Arundo, which not only choke out the nalive riparian habitat, but also accumulates in large mats of debris dUring
floods, forming dams against bridges and culverts and substantially increasing flood damage. The potential for increased river scour during flooding
due to the sand-mining operations taking place is also substantial. This increased scouring olten results in severe damage to bridges, natural
channels and native habitat. Similarly, sedimentation caused by winter rains falling on areas burned by wildfires can cause significant erosion.

5b. SPECIFIC WATER QUALITY GOALS INVOLVED
We intend to preserve and enhance the environmental quality of the SDRW through the development of an integrated WMP for the SDRW. We will
focus on protecting beneficial uses as described in the RWQCB's Water Quality Control Plan for the San Diego Basin (9) (or Basin Plan). Major
water quality goals are as follows.

Sudace Water Quality: (1) Identify and manage sources of waste contributing fa fecal coliform CWA section 303(d) listings; (2) Pnontize and
develop management strategies for sources of point source and non-point source pollution to surface waters; and (3) Prevent the degradafion of
surface water quality during development and urbanization.

Water Sypply Reservoirs: (1) Protect surface water reservoirs from urban runo" and sedimentation; and (2) Ensure the ability of water supply
reservoirs to meet increasing water storage and supply needs.

Groundwater Resources: (1) Identity and protect groundwater recharge areas, especially in the Santee-EI Monte Groundwater Basin; (2) Ensure
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the ability of groundwater basins to meet water storage and supply needs, especially in drought years; and (3) Prevent the salinization
of groundwater from high TDS imported water.

Habitat and Wetlands: (1) Maintain, restore, and enhance wetlands, riparian corridors, and other sensitive habitat; (2) Protect endangered species;
(3) Protect the significantly natural and undeveloped eastem half of the SDRW; (4) Protect habitat from urban development, erosion, and water
pollution; and (5) Protect and enhance the natural purification functions of wetlands.

Flood Control: (1) Ensure the development and implementation of effective flood management measures; (2) Establish a flood waming system;
and (3) Ensure that continued development in the SDRW does not exacerbate existing flooding problems; and (4) Ensure that continued
development in the SDRW does not or result in modification of existing stream hydrology in a manner which causes environmental degradation such
as scouring and erosion, etc.

The beneficial use problems and threats in the SDRW include pathogens, nutrients/eutrophication, non-native invasive species, habitat degradation
and loss, trash, and lowered dissolved oxygen in the surface waters, and salinity, nitrates, petroleum, MTBE, and solvents in the groundwater.
Beneficial uses have been identified in the SDRW and are described in Table 2 below. The purpose of the WMP is to prioritize and provide a
strategic framework for managing these uses.

Table 2: Beneficial uses Within the San Diego HU

;VBeriefl¢ia/tUiies:';\:·.·.;i·!:!'!}}:~F:,·.H<;:< :" .".,., .,....••..".,:t; !'li'lfiliifd,~SllffBc~)WBter$::i: .:!i!~·COBst8I.\Waters:m '"I'ReseiiJoirs;;f11iiJllSkes!~: ji.·'~GroiJifdwatet;;;

Municipal and Domestic Supply X X X
AQricultural Supply X X
Industrial Service Supplv X X X
Industrial Process Supply X X X
Contact Water Recreation X X X
Non-Contact Water Recreation X X X
Commercial and Sport FishinQ X
Warm Freshwater Habitat X X
Cold Freshwater Habitat X X
Estuarine Habitat X
Wildlife Habitat X X X
Rare, Threatened, or Endangered Species X X
Marine Habitat X
MiQration of Aquatic OrQanisms X
Shellfish HarvestinQ X
Hydropower Generation X

We propose to implement management measures to reduce contamination of surface water and groundwater in the SDRW. Priority areas of
concern include; 1) urban, 2) wetland, riparian, and vegetated treatment systems, and 3) hydromodification. Specific management measures to
address urban sources of NPS pollution include; 1) erosion/sediment and chemical control on construction sites, 2) controls for new and operating
on-site disposal systems, 3) requirements for planning, siting, developing, operating and maintaining runoff systems for roads & highways, bridges,
4) watershed protection, controls for site and new development, 5) controls for existing development, and 6) conducting education/outreach activities
(pollution prevention, general education. Specific management measures to protect and restore wetland, riparian, and vegetated treatment systems,
and vegetated treatment systems include; 1) protection of wetland and riparian areas, 2) restoration of wetland and riparian areas, 3) control NPS
pollution through the use of vegetated treatment systems, and, 4) conducting education/outreach activities. Specific management measures to
address sources on NPS pollution related to hydromodification activities include; 1) channel evaluation, 2)streambank and shoreline erosion, 3)
increases n sediment delivery downstream from dams, and 4) conducting educational programs. Other areas identified to implement additional
management measures in the SDRW include; 1) agriculture (erosion and sediment control, confined animal facilities wastewater and runoff, nutrient
management, pesticide management, grazing management, irrigation water management, and education /outreach), 2) marinas and recreational
boating activities (marina flushing, habitat assessment, stormwater runoff, fueling station designs, waste management, boat cleaning and
maintenance, and education/outreach, and 3) foresty (fire management, road construction/reconstruction, site preparation/forest regeneration,
revegetation of disturbed areas, wetlands forest and education/outreach).

Sc. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
We wish to coordinate the development of an integrated comprehensive and sustainable WMP for the SDRW, to guide amultifaceted solution to its
degradation. The WMP will, through a stakeholder process and integration with other watershed activities, provide best management practices,
increased monitoring, education of stakeholders and residents, and strategies (structural and non structural solutions) to eliminate and / or reduce
pollutants levels consistent with the SDRWQCB basin plan. Collaboration with key stakeholders will be amajor component so that it will be mutually
beneficial and in the public interest. This creation of a common vision among the many stakeholders is also crucial to its success. Adynamic WMP
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for the SDRW will ensure consistency with local watershed management and regional water quality control plans. The framework will identify
priorities and strategies for restoring natural systems of groundwater recharge, native vegetation, water flows, riparian zones and beneficial uses of
waters. The development of one plan involving all interested parties would eliminate the need to initiate multiple and redundant stakeholder input
processes, as well as provide a focal point for the information sharing necessary to streamline these efforts. Our watershed approach·espouses a
broad and interconnected view of natural resources management. Within this perspective, water resources managers, water users, land use
planners and other stakeholders will balance competing interests to determine how to satisfy human needs within the limits of water resources
available. To accomplish this, we will establish aWatershed Advisory Committee (WAC) and execute aMemorandum of Understanding (MOU) with
stakeholders in the watershed. The MOU will provide a binding agreement to be used as a foundation for cost sharing. Members of the WAC may
include elected officials, stakeholders, govemmental agency officials, tribal leaders and technical advisors. The WAC will establish a Technical
Advisory Committee (TAC) to coordinate the development of the plan. Due to its size and the complexity of the issues, the strategic framework for
the SDRW plan will be divided into two (2) major planning areas, Lower and Upper, to better address areas of concem in the planning process.
Specific issues to be addressed in the Lower SDRW include, 1) NPS pollution, 2) coastal water quality, 3) groundwater protection, 3) wetlands
protection, 4) flooding, and 5) recreation. Specific issues to be addressed in the Upper SDRW include, 1) protection of surface water supplies, 2)
habitat protection, 3) NPS pollution, 3) recreation, 4) flood management waming, agriculture. The already established hydrologic areas and
subareas will be used as specific areas of consideration within the plan, as needed. Steering Committees (SC) will be established in these two
areas that report to the TAC. The chair of each SC will sit as a member of the TAC, along with technical experts by subject matter. The use of
physical, geologic and hydrologic boundaries, rather than political boundaries, provides numerous benefits for planning and management of water
resources. The underlying scientific and physical facts revealed through a watershed analysis can shed objective light on discussions and make
management decisions compatible with the needs of the watershed. Each SC will develop a "White Paper" pertinent to their geographical area and
the TAC will assemble these White Papers into a "Stakeholder Input Report" which will provide the framework of the plan. The TAC will ensue the
development of the WMP to be conducted in nine (9) Phases as follows.

Phase 1- Assemble Project Team Phase 6- WMP Development
Phase 2- Establish Working Committees Phase 7 -CEQAlNEPA Compliance and Preparation
Phase 3· Information Gathering Phase 8- WMP Adoption
Phase 4- SDRW Assessment Phase 9- WMP Implementation
Phase 5- WMP Framework

Certain ongoing projects that will contribute to water quality in the SDRW have been started by other agencies. Goals or those projects include
wetlands and watershed protection, flood control, nonpoint source pollution control, water conservation and reduced use of high TDS water in
environmentally sensitive areas. The SDRW WAC proposes to participate in those projects in parallel with this overall planning process, in order to
coordination watershed improvement activities and combine resources for more effective implementation. Therefore, individual projects may be
planned and implemented before completing the overall planning process when clear benefits from such projects are evident.

5d. WORK TO BE PERFORMEDIPROPOSED ACTIONS
i. ITEMIZED TASKS AND Mll..ESTONES

Table 3: ITEMIZED TASKS AND MILESTONES

1:,'!:fll:llI\", "':"';';""':: ,',","!!"i' ;irDiliveiSbJe(s ~CompJetfon!:Date <:;.

SWRCB Contract lor Grant Award 1) Contract Nov-01
Phase I: Assemble Project Team 1) Assign project manager, 2) RFP to contract with consultant, 3) Invitation to Nov-01

stakeholders and interested parties, 4) Public Notification
Phase 2: Establish WorkinQ Committees 1 Establish WAC, TAC, Lower SC &Upper SC, 2) Execute MOU Dec·01
Phase 3: Information Gatherino 1 Lower & 2) Upper SC White Papers, 3) Stakeholder Input Report Jan-Q2
Phase 4: SDRW Assessment 1 Monitorino/ReportinQ Plan, 2) Quality Assurance Plan Jul-02
Phase 5: WMP Framework 1 Goals/policies for plan, 2) Draft framework, 3) Host 3Technical Workshops Jul-03
Phase 6: WMP Development 1 Draft WMP, 2) Develop actions and guidelines for plan Jan-Q4
Phase 7: CEQAlNEPA Preparation CEQAlNEPA &applicable compliance Jul·04
Phase 8: WMP Adoption 1 Final "dynamic" plan, 2) Documentation of Adoption Oct·04
Phase 9: WMP Implementation 1) Final "dynamic" plan, 2) Implementation Plan, with schedule &methods, 3) Begin Nov·04

Identifv fundino opportunities and ioint partnerships (Onooino)
Quarterlv Reports Four Quarterly reports will be completed each year for the SWRCS JanlApr/JuVOct
Final Report Final Report to be completed for SWRCB Nov-Q4

Phase 1• Assemble Project Team: The County of San Diego, Department of Environmental Health will be responsible to assign aproject manager,
release an RFP to contract with an experienced consultant, and to invite stakeholders and interested parties to participate in the planning process.
In addition, formal Public Notification will be conducted.

Phase 2• Establish Working Committees: Determine stakeholders with interest in the watershed, and the ability to enter into an Memorandum of
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Understanding (MOU) to provide abinding agreement that provides afoundation for cost sharing. Members will act as the Watershed
Advisory Committee (WAC), which will include elected officials, stakeholders, governmental agency officials, tribal leaders and technical
advisors. The WAC will establish a Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) consisting of technical experts by subject matter, to coordinate the
development of the WMP. The TAC will form 2Steering Committees (SC), Lower and Upper, with the chair of each amember of the TAC.

Phase 3 • Information Gathering: The Steering Committees will compile an inventory of the physical characteristics, natural resources, boundaries
of the watershed, land uses, physiography, climate, land use, population, water resources (coastal, surface, ground, imported surface, reclaimed)
and water quality information pertinent to their geographical area, Upper and Lower. Deliverables during this Phase include 1) SCs to complete
"White Papers" (Upper & Lower) to identify issues and summarize data collected for each geographical area, and 2) TAC to release "Stakeholder
Input Report" which serves to compile the White Papers into one report to the WAC.

Phase 4· SDRW Assessment: The TAC will review available water quality data and results of monitoring in the SDRW to identify the contaminants
of concern and the natural and human related sources of contaminants and make recommendations to mitigate current and future impacts..
Additionally the TAC will: 1) review "Stakeholder Input Report" and "White Papers", 2) evaluate existing monitoring system points, 3) develop criteria
to measure success of monitoring points, 4) recommend new monitoring points, if appropriate, 5) develop draft Monitoring/Reporting Plan and
Quality Assurance. The Monitoring system should not only monitor for existing pollutants but also provide information on new pollutants that could
impact water quality.

. Phase 5- WMP Framework: The TAC, with representation from each SC, will ensue development of a framework for public participation and
conduct three (3) technical workshops in the watershed community to identify SDRW management issues and develop goals and policies for the
WMP. The draft framework that will be used as abasis for development includes: 1) Introduction (Maps, Description of Stakeholders); 2) Description
of the Watershed (History, Physical and Geographic Scope, Land Uses and Ownership, Water Uses, Wildlife Resources, and Demographics); 3)
Water Quality (Pollutants of Concem, Potential Sources, Results of Water Quality Monitoring, Pollutant Loading to Streams & River, Historical
Discharges, and Studies and Documented Trends); 4) Watershed Protection/Preservation (Resource and Habitat ProtectionlPreservation, SD River
Enhancement, Rehabilitation & Protection, and Public Open Space Management; 5) Data Management And Analysis (Mapping, Modeling and
Source ID); and 6) Strategy (Goals, Objectives, Coordinated Priority Setting, Best Use of Resources, Education & Outreach, Integration of Existing
Planning Efforts, and Schedule for Implementation).

Phase 6 • WMP Development:: Develop a draft sustainable WMP based on the issues; goals and policies developed in the prior phase that
identifies: 1) measurable characteristics for water quality improvements, 2) methods to achieve and sustain water quality improvements, 3) a
Monitoring Plan to measure the effectiveness of the improvements to water quality, 4) strategies to implement the WMP with watershed actions and
guidelines, 5) provides a menu of options to reduce or eliminate pollutants in the watershed (examples include educational outreach to SDRW
residents and stakeholders, establishment of a permanent watershed group, etc.), 6) capital improvements to capture pollutants, natural
improvements (wetland restoration), acquisition of tributary buffer strips, standards (structural and non structural) for development and be phased in
over time, and 7) prepares to conduct an environmental document that assesses impact of WMP implementation.

Phase 7 • CEQAlNEPA Compliance and Preparation: Prepare the appropriate environmental reporting as certification of an EIRIEIS to adopt the
SDRWplan.

Phase 8· WMPAdoptlon: Finalize and process the WMP for the approval of the appropriate governmental authorities.
, ,

Phase 9· WMP Implementation: Develop a plan that details the schedule and methods to begin implementing the dynamic WMP with actions and
guidelines developed in previous phases. Identify funding opportunities for plan implementation and joint partnership to enhance funding for the plan
implementation with the appropriate governmental agencies. And continue to monitor the watershed to evaluate the pollutants on the water quality
and natural resources.

ii. METHODS AND MATERIALS TO BE USED IN PERFORMING THE WORK:
AWatershed Advisory Committee (WAC) will be established and members will include elected officials, stakeholders, govemmental agency officials,
tribal leaders and technical advisors. The WAC will establish a Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) to coordinate the development of a WMP for
SDRW. A Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with stakeholders in the watershed will be executed. Two Steering Committees (SC) will be
established, Lower and Upper, that report to the TAC. The chair of each SC will sit as a member of the TAC, along with technical experts by subject
matter. Each SC will develop a "White Paper" pertinent to their geographical area and the TAC will assemble these two White Papers into a
"Stakeholder Input Report" which will provide the framework of the WMP. Information/data will be managed through GIS. Numerous meetings
(WAC, TAC, SC, and other meeting within each HA, HSA) will be conducted, as well as three (3) technical workshops to encourage public
involvement. Results of monitoring will also be used for evaluation. Deliverables include four (2) White Papers, Stakeholder Input Report, data
collection system, three workshops, strategic framework and adynamic WMP, among others outlined in Table 3above.

iii. REGULATIONS AND STANDARDS TO ASSURE A MINIMUM STANDARD OF QUALITY, REGULATOR
COMPLIANCE, AND PRODUCT ACCEPTABILITY.

The WMP for the SDRW will be consistent with the spirit and intent of existing local, state, and federal regulations and standards, including (but not

N'ovelIlbeI 2tltltl Chapter 6, Atdcle 2, WareIshed PwtectioIl Jlwgram 10



OUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
SAN DIEGO RIVER WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN

EXHIBIT I • AITACHMENT 2
APPLICATION PART C

limited to) the federal Clean Water Act, NEPA, the state Porter-Cologne Water Quality Act, CEQA, Endangered Species Act, Federal safe
Drinking Water Act, FEMA, San Diego Municipal Stonn Water NPDES Permit, the Standard Urban Stonn Water Mitigation Plans (SUSMPs), the
NPDES general storm water permits for industrial and construction site discharges, and the San Diego RWQCB's watershed initiative.

e. STARTING AND ENDING DATES FOR THE ACTIVITffiS PROPOSED FOR FUNDING UNDER TIllS GRANT:
Project Start date: November 1, 2001 End date: November 1, 2004

Is this a phased project or part of a larger project effort? No-L

f. MONITORING AND REPORTING PLAN
Monitoring data within the SDRW are relatively abundant and will be compiled during Phase 3 of the plan, including: 1) existing rain and stream
gauge data, 2) dry weather field screening data, and 3) coastal water monitoring data. The San Diego Water Department conducts significant
monitoring in the SDRW, specifically at San Vicente, EI Capitan, and Murray Reservoirs and upstream of the reservoirs, which also be used.
Additionally, bioassement data from the San Diego Stream Team (SDST), a volunteer organization under the Environmental Trust, will also be used
as baseline data. The SDST are dedicated to monitoring and improving the water quality of streams. They have a monitoring process in place and
data for streams in the SDRW for several years that can be used for assessment. They use the EPA approved bioassessment monitoring
procedure, which assesses the long-term health o.f the stream by assessing which aquatic larvae are present. Different organisms vary greatly in
their resistance to pollution and stream qualities such as flow, sedimentation, and chemical pollution. By identifying the organisms in a particular
stream site, we can apply an index that leads to one or several numbers that describe the health of the stream. SDST is also developing the
capacity for chemical monitoring, which together with the bioassessment data, yields a very comprehensive picture of the health of a stream, and
tools with which to diagnose problems and perhaps establishes sources of problems. Furthennore, aseparate application has been submitted for a
'Watershed-based Program for Identifying and Managing Sources of Recreational Water Impairment' to be conducted in the SDRW, to consist of
grab sampling at a number of fixed locations throughout the SDRW during wet and dry weather conditions. Results will be analyzed for total
colifonn, fecal coliform, and enterococcus, and plotted. Utilizing the combined resources of the County DEH, the San Diego State Universify (SDSU)
Graduate School of Public Health, and the City of San Diego Water Department a baseline ambient assessment of indicator bacteria levels will be
conducted through this project. The County DEH and SDSU will focus on monitoring downstream of the reservoirs and in coastal waters, and the
San Diego Water Department will conduct the monitoring at the reservoirs and upstream of the reservoirs. The participation of watershed
stakeholders will be solicited in designing and carrying out this monitoring program. State-certified environmental laboratories using already
established Quality Control/Quality Assurance programs analyze samples for ambient bacterial levels. Results will be used in Phase 3 and 4 of the
WMP development (see Table 3).

i. Citizen monitoring will be used through the San Diego Stream Team volunteers.
ii. AB411 Recreational Water Quality Monitoring at coastal sites with in the SDRW. Monitoring will be oriented toward ambient water
and habitat quality. As well as, to determine the effectiveness of restoration or management measures. The SDSTs baseline
bioassessment data along with results of ongoing monitoring will provide infonnation regarding the health of a stream, and tools with
which to diagnose problems and perhaps establishes sources of problems.

6. SWRCB or RWQCB STAFF CONTACTED REGARDING TIDS PROPOSAL:
RWQCB Contact: Bruce Posthumus &Cynthia Gorham-Test SWRCB Contact:
Phone No.: 858-467-2964 &858-467·4285 Phone No.:
Dates contacted: 9mOO, 12/15/00, 1/25/01 &1/2/01,1/12/01,1/17/01 Dates contacted:

7 COOPERATING AGENCmS'

Jean Ladyman &Ken Harris
916-341·5475 &916·341·5500
Many calls re: general guestions

:!iW !!;Role/,GJon1iibiiti6n~tor:PioiectWi: !i:@oiitacIi:P,ersori.iii:::~1 ~::E#miillradifress:!·· ::.:.!~jf>::::!~' ~'~!;ii?~~ l:::: !};~::;~ !;i) iIBh6ne~No~··,:t

County of San Diego

• Environmental Health Lead Teresa Brownyard Tbrowneh@co.san·diego.ca.us 619-338-2203

• Flood Control Hydrology, flooding issues Tim Stanton Tstantpw@co.san-diego.ca.us 858-694-3722
City of San Diego

• Water Department Water supply reliability Robert Collins Ewc@sddpc.snnet.gov 619-668-2084

• Stonnwater Administrator Jurisdictional partner Karen Henry Kah@street.sannel.gov 619-525-8644

City of Santee Jurisdictional partner Cary Stewart Cslewart@ci.santee.ca.u5 619·258·4100
City of EI Caion Jurisdictional partner Dennis Davies Ddavies@cLel-caion,ca.us 619·441·1661
City of La Mesa Jurisdictional partner Oris Elwardi Delwardi@ci.la-mesa.ca.us 619-667-1152
San DieQo Countv Water Authoritv Water supply reliabilitv Paul Gerbert Poebert@sdcwa,oro 619-662-4161
San Diego State University Technical experts

• Department of Geology GIS &visualization systems Dr. Richard Wright Wrjght@typhoon.sdsu,edu 619-594-5466

• Institute for Regional Studies of hWatershed policy &planning Dr. Susan M. Smichel61 @aol.com 619-449-4006
Californias Michael, Ph.D.
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Resolutions adopted (attached) in support of this proposal:
• City of EI Cajon

(Resolution No. 9-01, adopted January 23, 2001)
• City of Santee

(Resolution No. 12-2001, adopted January 24,2001)

Ramona Municipal Water supply reliability Kit Kesinger Kkesj@sfketema.com 619-441-5489
Water District
The Environmental Trust, San Technical expert in Neal Biggart Nbiggart@tet.org 619·461-1833
Dieoo Stream Team bioassement and monitorino
Iron Mountain Conservancy Technical expert riparian Kit Kesinger Savewilds@aol.com 619-441·5489

habitat

Letters of supports (attached) for this proposal have been provided by:
• San Diego County Water Authority (SDCWA)
• City of San Diego Water Department (CSDWD)
• City of San Diego, Stormwater Administrator
• San Diego Stream Team
• The Environmental Trust
• SDSU, Department of Geology

Three SDRW planning meetings where held on January 3rd, 1-rt', &26th to facilitate writing this proposal. Stakeholders strongly supported this effort
and offered active assistance in preparing it. Participants at these meetings, and others who reviewed draft proposals, included Cary Stewart (City of
Santee), Robert Zaino (City of Santee), Frank Boydston (City of Santee), Robert Collins (City of San Diego Water Dept.), Jeff Pasek ((City of San
Diego Water Dept.), Mark Stone (City of San Diego Water Dept.), Dennis Davies (City of EI Cajon), Paul Gerbert (San Diego County Water
Authority), Jim Peugh (Friends of Famosa Slough &San Diego Audubon Society), Neal Biggart (Environmental Trust & San Diego Stream Team),
Dr. Richard Wright (SDSU), Dr. Suzanne Michel (SDSU), Kit Kesinger (Iron Mountain Conservancy & Ramona Municipal Water District), George
Wilkins (County Flood Control), Tracy Cline (County Planning), Teresa Brownyard (County Environmental Health), Jon VanRhyn (County
Environmental Health), Mike Porter (County Environmental Health), Donald Steuer (County DCAOs Office), Cynthia Gorham-Test (SDRWaCB), AJ
Lau (Padre Dam), Ed Nishikawa (Helix Water District), Robert Hutsel (San Diego River Coalition), Jamal Kanj (Viejas Reservation) and three local
consultants working on local planning projects.

8. ATTACH A MAP (8 V2 X 11 is preferred) DEPICTING THE PROJECT AREA. Attached.

9. IS THE PROPOSED PROJECT PART OF AN EXISTING WATERSHED RESTORATION ACTION STRATEGY OR
EQUIVALENT DOCUMENT? Yes. The County of San Diego approved of a Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP) on
October 22, 1997, which the comprehensive WMP can easily be integrated for the watershed. The MSCP is a comprehensive, long-term
habitat conservation plan, which addresses the needs of multiple species and the preservation of natural vegetation communities in San Diego.
The MSCP protects 46 sensitive plan species found in these vegetation communities, coastal sage scrub, maritime succulent scrub, chaparral,
grassland, freshwater marsh, oak riparian forest, oak woodland, riparian scrub, riparian forest, riparian woodland, and tecate cypress woodland.
The MSCP protects 27 birds, 4 invertebrates, 2 amphibians, 3 reptiles and 3 mammals. Large interconnected blocks of habitat provides for
preservation of a wide range of species, adequate foraging grounds and diversity within species populations. Additionally, Mission Trails
Regional Park, Mission Valley Preserve and Sunset Cliffs are located in the SDRW.

10. DOES THE PROPOSED PROJECT ADDRESS ANY OF THE WATERBODIES LISTED AS CATEGORY 1 (IMPAIRED)
WATERSHEDS IN SECTION _ IN THE ARD? Yes, 18070304 San Diego (HU 907.00)

11. WILL THE PROPOSED PROJECT ACHIEVE MEASURABLE WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENTS? Yes. The evaluation
of the effectiveness of these measures will be supported through the results of public surveys, monitoring data (e.g. number of days SDRW
beaches are posted) and ultimately the health of the wetlands, groundwater, and surface water. Existing data within the SDRW will be compiled
during Phase 3 of the plan to create a baseline representation of water and habitat quality, including: 1) stream and rain gauge data, 2) dry
weather field screening data, 3) coastal water monitoring data, and 4) bioassessment data. Results of ongoing monitoring will provide.
information regarding the health 01 astream, and tools with which to diagnose and establish sources of problems to determine the effectiveness
of restoration or management measures. Additionally, we propose to implement applicable management measures to reduce contamination of
surface water and ground water in the SDRW, as described in Section 5b. Examples of specific urban runoff management measures include: 1)
addressing site development and new development for urban areas, 2) erosion/sediment control and chemical control from construction sites, 3)
regulating new systems and operating systems of on-site disposal systems, 4) ensuring controlled planning, siting and maintenance 01 roads,
highways and bridges, and 5) implementing a public education/outreach program to encourage pollution prevention. Foremost, various
agencies within the SDRW are working on projects that address a portion of the watershed or to protect a limited aspect of water quality. We
propose to participate with those agencies and in those projects to coordinate watershed improvement activities and combine resources lor
more effective implementation. Greater improvements in water quality should therefore be realized through such coordinated planning and
implementation efforts.
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, OUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
SAN DIEGO RIVER WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN

EXHIBIT I - ATTACHMENT 2
APPUCATION PART C

12. LIST ANY PREVIOUS PROP 13 IMPLEMENTATION GRANTS AWARDED FOR WORK IN THIS WATERSHED. $5
million was allocated- to the Ciiy of Santee for Flood Protection for Forester Creek (Chapter 5, Flood Protection Program, Article 2.5, Flood
Protection Corridor Program as administered by the Department of Water Resources).

13. LIST GRANTS FROM OTHER AGENCIES AND OTHER FUNDING SOURCES (SUCH AS CALFED, 319[h], 205[j],
PROPOSITION 204) THAT HAVE BEEN USED OR ARE CURRENTLY BEING USED TO SUPPORT WORK IN
mIS WATERSHED. 1) 319(h): application was submitted to implement wetland habitat restoration to restore natural water purification
functions in Forester Creek through removal of concrete and other hardscaping and re-establishment of native wetland vegetation. ·2)
Proposition 12 funding: Acquisition of the Boys and Girls Club Property of Lakeside. 3) The Environmental Trust (TET), La Mesa: San Vicente

. Ridge Conservation Bank, 4) San Diego County: Acquisitions of the Lakeside Archepeligo under MSCP. 5) Iron Mountain Conservancy-Caltrans
Environmental Enhancement and Mitigation (EEMP) Grant: acquisitions in the San Vicente Creek Watershed. 6) San Diego County: Resolution
to fund acquisition in the San Vicente Creek Watershed. 7) Califomia Fish and Game: Adoption of acqUisition plan for the San Vicente Creek
Watershed.

14. SUMMARIZE ACTIONS THAT HAVE BEEN ACCOMPLISHED TO DATE TO ADDRESS THE PROBLEM(S)
There has been tremendous activity in the SDRW to address the problems; highlights are as follows,

• The City of SO and the County of SO both adopted MSCP to preserve several acres of high quality wildlife habitat.
• Groundwater Management Planning Study, EI MontelBasin, sponsored by SDSU and SDCWA. Report to be released in 2001.
• The San Diego River Mission Creek Development Reclamation Plan revegetated the river in Santee with native habitat that has allowed
endangered species to retum to the area.
• The City of San Diego Water Department and the Helix Water District completed aWatershed Sanitary Survey in 1996 that identified
existing and potential sources of contamination that will be updated in 2001.
• Conceptual Area Acquisition Plan (CAAP) was adopted for the Iron Mountain Ridge and Canada de San Vicente Preserves by Califomia
Fish and Game, County of SO and Iron Mountain Conservancy.
• I The Upper San Diego River Plan for the Lakeside involves avariety of land uses and modification to the river channel to create amore
confined but naturalized condition, which has been in process over 20 years.
• Mission Valley Preserve, Mission Trails Regional Park, Santee Lakes, Famosa Slough, and Mast Park in Santee, for preservation
• Drop structures were installed along the River to reduce flow velocity and storm drain stenciling is conducted regularly throughout SDRW
• General Plan 2020 may add support to modify land use designations
• San Diego County Water Authority is conducting astudy of utilizing the groundwater basin for storage purposes
• RCP Sand Mining Reclamation Plan creates new riparian woodland, freshwater marsh habitat and revegetating islands, but relies on WMP

• Riverview Water District MTBE clean up
• Lakeside Community Planning Group, Califomia Department of Fish and Game, Lakeside Water District, local businesses and aresident
coalition are working to protect the River and the Santee-EI Monte Groundwater Basin.
• In 1998, Santee voters rejected development of the Fanita Ranch parcel to seek funding and consensus based development options to
protect wetlands areas, improve water quality in the San Diego River and decrease habitat fragmentation.

15. DESCRIBE HOW THE PROJECT WILL RESULT IN ONGOING OR WIDESPREAD IMPLEMENTATION
THROUGHOUT THE PROJECT AREA, REGION, OR STATE. Several factors will help to ensure the ongoing implementation of
this WMP after the requested Proposition 13 funds are expended. First, a major objective of the effort is to develop agency and stakeholder
commitment to the funding and implementation of project recommendations and deliverables. It is not Intended that the requested Proposition
13 monies will be used to fund specific implementation elements, but rather to establish aframework for the coordination of efforts. The project
team and stakeholders are committed to continuing to identify and obtain additional funding to sustain this and other related efforts into the
future. Second, the October 2000 initiation of Project Clean Water by the County of San Diego will prOVide a provide a forum for assembling the
people, resources, and information necessary to cooperatively create a regional commitment to water quality management efforts. This
complements and provides a context for the proposed project. More importantly, it leverages the resources available for project planning and
implementation in this and other watersheds. Third, the commitment of the County of San Diego to manage the project will ensure the ongOing
availability of the technical and regulatory staff resources that will be needed throughout the remaining development and implementation
phases. The collective experience and expertise contained within the County Departments of Environmental Health, Planning and Land Use,
Public Works, and Parks and Recreation is extensive and will provide significant ongOing resources for the proiect. It is also anticipated that a
revised Municipal Stormwater permit will be issued for the SDHR that requires the implementation of urban runoff management activities on a
watershed basis. Although these requirements will apply only to stormwater runoff management, the development and application of these
programs will require similar stakeholder input and implementation processes. This again will result in the availability of additional resources to
support this project.
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OuNTY OF SAN DIEGO
SAN DIEGO RIVER WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN

EXHIBIT I - ATTACHMENT 2
APPLICATION PART C

16. DESCRIBE HOW THE PROJECT WILL DEMONSTRATE A CAPABD.ITY OF SUSTAINING WATERQUALITY
BENEFITS FOR A PERIOD OF 20 YEARS AS REQUIRED BY PROP 13 (79080(d)(2». Once completed, this WMP will serve
as an umbrella over existing and future projects and planning efforts in the SDRW. By providing a framework for increased coordination
between efforts, which are currently initiated and conducted independently, our overall ability to address water quality issues will be significantly
enhanced. In essence, this will provide the opportunity to institutionalize water quality issues as a component of all planning efforts within the
SDRW, to provide aforum for their continued discussion, and to integrate the management of surface water, groundwater, habitat, and flooding
issues into a common planning framework. While the long-term sustenance of water quality cannot be guaranteed through planning efforts
alone, the likelihood of achieving this end increases proportionally to the degree of communication and coordination between participants. The
execution of a MOU and the planned establishment of aWAC which includes elected officials, stakeholders, governmental agency officials, and
technical advisors likewise supports this objective by providing a strong commitment and foundation for change. Additionally, the WMP will
have a menu of options from which to select to carry out the actions necessary to reach plan goals and objectives. It is anticipated that the
actions identified in the plan will occur over time and that monitoring will continue at the coast as reqUired by AB411. Three technical
workshops will be conducted which will provide aforum for public involvement in the planning process that is vital in ensuring success.

17. IF THERE IS AN NPDES PERMIT REQUIRED FOR THIS PROJECT AREA (CHECK WIm YOUR RWQCB),
DESCRIBE THE RELATIONSHIP OF THE PROJECT TO THE PERMIT. There are three NPDES general stormwater permits
applicable to the project area; (t) municipal, (2) industrial, and (3) construction. The municipal permit requires that copermillees identify and
implement BMPs to reduce or eliminate contaminants in urban runoff to the maximum extent practicable. The proposed planning effort is not
required by, but complements, the objectives of this permit. There are seven additional NPDES permits in the San Diego HU (one major and six
minor). The relevance of these, as well as the industrial and construction permits, to the proposed project is minor, but they will be considered
in the development of the WMP. Additionally, the development of a future TMDL for coliform bacteria in the SDRW is scheduled for completion
by 2006. The aUainment of water quality standards will likely involve both watershed management planning and the enforcement of increased
requirements under municipal stormwater NPDES permits. These efforts will require greater coordination in the future.

. 18. FOR PROP 13 PROJECTS, IDENTIFY THE NPS MANAGEMENT MEASURE(S) THAT THE PROPOSED PROJECT
WD.L IMPLEMENT AND DESCRIBE HOW YOU WILL BE ABLE TO TRACK OR ACCOUNT FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF THESE MEASURES. As described in section 5.b., we propose to implement applicable management
measures to address following priority areas of concern: 1) urban, 2) wetland, riparian, and vegetated treatment systems, and 3)
hydromodification. Specific management measures to address urban sources of NPS pollution include; 1) erosion/sediment and chemical
control on construction sites, 2) controls for new and operating on-site disposal systems, 3) requirements for planning, siting, and developing
transportation, and operating and maintaining runoff systems for roads & highways, bridges, 4) watershed protection, controls for site and new
development, 5) controls for existing development, and 6) conducting education/outreach activities (pollution prevention, general education.
Specific management measures to protect and restore wetland, riparian, and vegetated treatment systems, and vegetated treatment systems
include; 1) protection of wetland and riparian areas, 2) restoration of wetland and riparian areas, 3) control NPS pollution through the use of
vegetated treatment systems, and, 4) conducting education/outreach activities. Specific management measures to address sources on NPS
pollution related to hydromodification activities include; 1) channel evaluation, 2) streambank and shoreline erosion, 3) increases n sediment
delivery downstream from dams, and 4) conducting educational programs. Other areas identified for the implementation of management
measures includes; 1) agriculture, 2) marinas and recreational boating activities, and 3) foresty. Additional NPS management measures and
strategies for their implementation will be identified throughout the project duration. A specific deliverable of the planning process will be the
development of measures of program implementation and success. The tracking and long-term assessment of these measures will be aformal
and required outcome of the final WMP.

19. WHAT CAPABD.ITY OR COMMITMENTS DOES THE APPLICANT HAVE TO ENSURE THAT THE PROJECT WD.L
BE COMPLETED? Ahighly qualified and committed team has been assembled to develop this WMP. The County 01 San Diego and other
participating agencies and stakeholders are committed to completing the project and following through with the application of recommended

.management actions within the SDRW. As demonstrated by the participation of 26 agencies and stakeholder representatives at planning
meetings to date, extensive support already exists for the project. Collectively, these parties provide significant resources, knowledge, and
expertise in many key areas relevant to the SDRW. Additionally, the large number of independently initiated stakeholder efforts already in
progress lor the SDRW demonstrates ahigh level of commitment to the watershed and the objectives of the project. This effort also anticipates
and expands on future requirements for watershed management planning under the draft municipal NPDES stormwater permit ITentalive Order
No. 2001-01). Development of the proposed WMP is not required by this permit, but would complement and support many of the objectives
likely to be established under it. For example, while the stormwater permit would require that urban runoff issues be addressed on awatershed
basis, a more comprehensive approach that includes numerous other issues and considers their interrelationship can be pursued under this
effort. As such, common efforts and economies of scale can be pursued. Similarly, the recent initiation by the County of Project Clean Water
also provides important support by providing additional expertise and a conduit to a broader audience outside of the SDRW that will increase
the quality and transferability of project results.
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APPLICATION PART C

20. DESCRIBE ANTICIPATED FUTURE WORK. Upon completion, the WMPwili identify recommended actions to ensure the long-term
protection of resources and beneficial uses within the SDRW. Per these recommendations, the project team will seek funding and continue to
develop commitment for other priority projects identified for implementation (e.g., land acquisition, monitoring, modeling, etc.). We will also work
with stakeholders to integrate these efforts with other related planning and implementation projects within the SDRW and the region. For
example, the project team will endeavor to integrate this effort with the County's ongoing Project Clean Water. The County and other partners
will also continue their efforts to maintain open space within the SDRW through the acquisition and restoration of habitat, especially through the
MSCP. Aseparate Proposition 13 application has also been submitted for a project entitled "A Watershed-Based Program for Identifying and
Managing Sources of Recreational Water Impairment", to focus specifically on the identification and management of sources of fecal
contamination within the SDRW. If funded, it will be closely coordinated with this proposal. Because of the extensive size of the SDRW, it is
envisioned that other more detailed management plans will eventually be developed for specific SUb-basins, and issues and problems within the
watershed. These plans and the projects conducted pursuant to them will be pursued within the framework established by this project.
Measures must also be established to evaluate the long-term success of the program. To this end, an ambient monitoring program will be
developed and conducted, and a process for continued discussion with watershed stakeholders initiated, to measure progress and identify
additional changes needed over time.

Land acquisition will be pursued to protect key land from development, including but not limited to, 1) properties that border the San Diego
River, particularly where it is especially narrow, to allow the river to be widened to ensure river flows without risk of flooding. or the need to
channelize it; 2) non-habitat land for retention ponds to provide both water quality improvement and buffering to reduce peak runoff velocity and
volume; 3) land in Iron Mountain Ridge·Canada De San Vicente and Lakeside Archipelago to protect from development and to preserve
important habitats and native vegetation; 4) land and river restoration of Los Coches Creek and other creeks that drain into Lindo Lake Park, 5)
land and river restoration in the Upper San Diego River to restore riparian habitat and improve groundwater quality in the Santee-EI Monte
Groundwater Basin; and 6) land in north Santee (Fanita Ranch parcel), to protect riparian and bird habitat of Sycamore Creek and Santee
Lakes. A few other project ideas in the SDRW include: 1) planning, design and construction of flood control facilities to alleviate flooding and
restore flood protection; 2) restore Los Coches Creek to reduce damage from bank and watershed instability and floods, restoring the
ecosystem and aesthetic values; 3) an outreach campaign to promote abandoned well destruction in the rural areas, 4) utiliZing BMPs to reduce
nutrients, sediment and bacteria in runoff from horse communities.

21. INDICATE IF TIllS PROJECT IS IMPLEMENTING A TMDL. No. However, the development of a future TMDL for coliform bacteria
in the SDRW is scheduled for completion by 2006, which will impact the San Diego River, Pacific Ocean shoreline, San Diego HU, and San
Diego River mouth (Ocean Beach).

PLEASE LIST ANY SUGGESTIONS YOU HAVE TO IMPROVE NEXT YEAR'S RFP. It would be more efficient to combine the
applications for all three subaccounts that you administer. Instead of three separate applications have one where you provide a box for the applicant
to check that specifies which subaccount that funds are requested from. Allow applicants to check more than one box, as applicable.
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From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Hi Keri

<Smichel61 @aol.com>
<colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Mon, May 14,2001 6:57 AM
Re: FW: San Diego River •••• Let's Get It Listed as Impaired

A few questions on 303d listing data.

Why should we only be looking at 1997 data to the present? I would like data
for the past decade, especially when we historically can show trends of
increasing sewage spills, toxic spills, concrete channelization,
industrialization etc.. in the river and its tributaries?

Thanks
Suzanne Michel

cc: <breznik@sdbaykeeper.org>



i 303dlist - San Diego River RFP

From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

hi bruce

<SmicheI61@aol.com>
<breznik@sdbaykeeper.org>, <colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
MOil, May "14, 2001 6:55 AM
San Diego River RFP

please print off and give this to Hiram. It is the grant proposal for the
San Diego River by the County, and has some good information generally on
the biodiversity and condition of the River.

enclosed is a copy for you too keri.

more to follow
suzanne



COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
SAN DIEGO RIVER WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN

EXHIBIT I - ATIACHMENT 2
APPLICATION PART A

PART A - COVER PAGE

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
SFY 2001 Costa-Machado Water Act of2000
Chapter 6, Article 2, Watershed Protection Program

APPLICANT:

ADDRESS:

County of San Diego, Department of Environmental Health

P.O. Box 129261
San Diego, CA 92112-9261

PROJECT DIRECTOR: Teresa Brownyard____---J.... _

E-MAIL ADDRESS:Tbrowneh@co.san-diego.ca.us FAX NO.: 619-338-2174 or 619-338-2848

PHONE NO.: 619-338-2410 FEDERAL TAX !D. NO.: 956000934

PROJECT TITLE: San Diego River Watershed Management Plan

PROBLEM(S) BEING ADDRESSED:
Water is a scarce and finite resource in the San Diego Region. Burgeoning economic and population growth has denigrated water quality and
placed increasing pressure on supplies. Maintaining water quality is of paramount importance because the Region relies primarily on imported
supplies, captures little local runoff due to low precipitation levels, and is subject to periodic drought. Notwithstanding, San Diego is famous for
its sunny weather and year-round recreation. Each year more than 25 million people visit San Diego area beaches. Numerous concerns about
the pollution of beaches have been raised, threatening a major resource on which the tourism economy is based. The San Diego River is one of
the larg~st and most important sources of urban runoff into the waters off San Diego. Controlling pollution in this watershed is critical to
preserving our aquatic resources and the economic basis of this region. The San Diego River Watershed (SDRW) has the largest population in
San Diego County and is the second largest hydrologic unit (San Diego Hydrologic Unit 907.00) in this region. The western half of this watershed
is highly urbanized, while the eastern half is still primarily natural and undeveloped. Beaches in SDRW have a history of shoreline monitoring
exceedances due to sewage spills and nonpoint source urban runoff. The threats to the designated beneficial uses for the SDRW include
pathogens, habitat degradation and loss, nutrients/eutrophication, non-native invasive species and trash dumping. Further threats are dissolved
oxygen in the surface waters and salinity, nitrates, petroleum, MTBE and solvents in the groundwater. In addition, the lower San Diego River
has a history of damaging flood episodes and is considered to be at high risk of major future flooding. The frequency of flooding and the
magnitude of damage increase as more urbanization occurs within the SDRW. This project addresses the need for an integrated management
plan to guide a multifaceted solution to the degradation of the SDRw. Specific issues to be addressed are: 1) threats to water quality due to
sewage and various nonpoint sources of urban runoff that affect natural habitat, wetlands and the health of threatened and endangered species;
2) protection of the Santee-EI Monte groundwater recharge aquifers and basins from contamination of urban and industrial runoff; 3) flooding that
results in harm to people, property and the natural ecosystem; and 4) watershed, wetland and river restoration.

-.:....$1c..:.9..:...7,'-'-5..:...00'---- (minimum [$50,OOO]/maximum [$5,000,000))

PROJECT SUMMARY:
We propose to develop and implement a comprehensive and sustainable watershed management plan (WMP) to restore and protect water
quality in the SDRW. The WMP will, through a stakeholder process and integration with other watershed activities, provide best management
practices, increased monitoring, education of stakeholders and residents, and strategies (structural and non structural solutions) to eliminate and
or reduce pollutant levels consistent with the SDRWQCB basin plan. Collaboration with key stakeholders will be a major component so that it will
be mutually beneficial and in tile public interest. We seek to align interested parties to ensure consistency with local watershed management
and regional water quality control plans, while reducing flooding, controlling erosion, improving water quality, enhancing regional water supplies,
and supporting aquatic and terrestrial species habitats. This creation of acommon vision among the many stakeholders is also crucial to its
success. Due to its size and the complexity of the issues, the SDRW will be divided into two major areas, Lower and Upper, so that we can
better address areas of concern in the planning process. Specific issues to be addressed in the Lower SDRW include, 1) NPS pollution, 2)
coastal water quality, 3) groundwater protection, 3) wetlands protection, 4) flooding, and 5) recreation. Specific issues to be addressed in the
Upper SDRW include, 1) protection of surface water supplies, 2) habitat protection, 3) NPS pollution, 3) recreation, 4) flood management
warning, agriculture. The framework will identify priorities and strategies for protecting and restoring natural systems of groundwater recharge,
native vegetation, water flows, riparian zones, beneficial uses of waters and overall water quality.
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1303dlist ~ San Diego River Impairment Listing

From: <SmicheI61@aol.com>
To: . <tom.abshire@onebox.com>, <savewetlands@compuserve.com>,
<Van27@home.com>, <dfrye@san.rr.com>, <breznik@sdbaykeeper.org>, <r2rierdan@home.com>,
<Dinysaur@aol.com>, <peugh@home.com>, <colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Date: Fri, May 11, 2001 11 :27 AM
Subject: San Diego River Impairment Listing

Please forward to any interested parties:

Hello to all,

THANKS so much for your work on getting the San Diego River listed as
impaired. We have been moving along swimmingly getting data -- east county
water districts have been VERY helpful for this project. I just want to
remind you that all data is due this weekend by May 13. You may drop the
data off at Diane York's house in Lakeside, or my house in Santee (9342
Goyette Place, nearest crossroad Ca.rlton Oaks and Wethersfield). I don't
mean to sound like a nit picky professor (which i can be i know) but along
with any primary data you collect (Le. statements or pictures) or any data
from an agency -- i need the date, location and significance (what type of
pollution or water quality degradation) of the data.

On Monday & Tuesday we will be working at San Diego BayKeeper to review the
data and write a general report on results, trends in the river and pollution
hotspots. If you are delayed you can drop off data at San Diego BayKeeper
(phone: 619-758-7743) latest Tuesday morning. SUPER thanks to San Diego
BayKeeper who has done some monitoring of water quality and spent $1,000 for
lab test processing.

Now we still have a few missing gaps in our data gathering -- if you can help
with that please let me know.

Listing of sewage spills in San Diego River over past decade (might be done
with a Union Tribune search)
Data from City of San Diego of any monitoring in San Diego River (stormwater
or from San Diego MWWD)
Leaking Underground Storage Tanks
County of San Diego Storm Water Data for San Diego River (Dept. of Health)
Mission Valley and San Diego River Estuary --- any data????

We also will need to delineate the geographic boundaries of the proposed
listing, and I am open to suggestions.

Thanks to all --- and HAPPY MOTHERS DAY.

Suzanne Michel



'\~93dlist - 303d list submission - San Diego River

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Dear Ms. Cole,

"Van K. Collinsworth" <Van27@home.com>
<303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Fri, May '11, 2001 6:00 AM
303d Ii'st submission - San Diego River

If you have any difficulty opening the file, please contact me at 619-258-7929.

Thank you,

Van Collinsworth



San Diego River
Photographic Tour of a Polluted Watershed - Santee Segn1ent

Subn1itted to:
California Regional Water Quality Control Board

San Diego Region
9771 Clainnont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A

San Diego, CA 92124-1324
Atn: Keri Cole

303dlist@rb9.s\vrcb.ca.gov

May 10,2001

By Van K. Collinswolih

Qualifications:
M. A. Geography emphasis, Humboldt State University
RA. Geography, Humboldt State University
Undergraduate courses in Natural Resource Planning include: Watershed Management, Ecosystems Analysis,
Biology, Botany, Zoology, Physical Geography.
Work experience: Forestry Technician, USDA-Forest Service, seven seasons. Resource Analyst,
Preserve Wild Santee, seven years.

t.
J



From: <Smichel61 @aol.com>
To: <tom.abshire@onebox.com>. <savewetlands@compuserve.com>,
<Van27@home.com>. <dfrye@san.rr.com>, <breznik@sdbaykeeper.org>, <r2rierdan@home.com>,
<Dinysaur@aol.com>, <peugh @home.com>. <colek@ rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Date: 5/11/01 11 :27AM
SUbject: San Diego River Impairment Listing

Please forward to any interested parties:

Hello to all,

THANKS so much for your work on getting the San Diego River listed as
impaired. We have been moving along swimmingly getting data·- east county
water districts have been VERY helpful for this project. I just want to
remind you that all data is due this weekend by May 13. You may drop the
data off at Diane York's house in Lakeside, or my house in Santee (9342
Goyette Place, nearest crossroad Carlton Oaks and Wethersfield). I don't
mean to sound like a nit picky professor (which i can be i know) but along
with any primary data you collect (Le. statements or pictures) or any data
from an agency _. i need the date, location and significance (What type of
pollution or water quality d~gradation) of the data.

On Monday & Tuesday we will be working at San Diego BayKeeper to review the
data and write a general report on results, trends in the river and pollution
hotspots. If you are delayed you can drop off data at San Diego BayKeeper
(phone: 619-758-7743) latest Tuesday morning. SUPER thanks to San Diego
BayKeeper who has done some monitoring of water quality and spent $1,000 for
lab test processing.

Now we still have a few missing gaps in our data gathering _. if you can help
with that please let me know.

Listing of sewage spills in San Diego River over past decade (might be done
with a Union Tribune search)
Data from City of San Diego of any monitoring in San Diego River (stormwater
or from San Diego MWWD)
Leaking Underground Storage Tanks
County of San Diego Storm Water Data for San Diego River (Dept. of Health)
Mission Valley and San Diego River Estuary _.- any data???? .

We also will need to delineate the geographic boundaries of the proposed
listing, and I am open to suggestions.

Thanks to all -_. and HAPPY MOTHERS DAY.

Suzanne Michel



California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region

Winston H. Hickox
Secretary for

Environmental
Protection

Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A, San Diego, California 92124-1324

Phone (858) 467-2952· FAX (858) 571-6972

Gray Davis
Governor

TO: FILE

FROM: K.eole ¥-U
SAN DIEGO REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

DATE: May 7,2001

SUBJECT: Telephone Call Report - 303(d) List Solicitation

Ms. Suzanne Michael, (619) 561-2278, a professor at UCSD called to inquire about the 303d
list of impaired water bodies. She relayed her concerns regarding the San Diego River and that
she would definitely like to see it listed. She described a groundwater monitoring study that had
evaluated data from 1960's through 1990's which shows a degradation of the quality with very
high nitrates and TDS. She also said that the lower reaches show sediment problems, which
she concludes, comes from sediment mining activities. She is compiling her information and
will submit it for our review. I reminded her that well need to have some information to make a
link since 303d are for surface waters and we'll need info which shows relationship between.
She stated it was "basic hydrology 101" but she would provide it.

She asked if we would consider bioassessment data as evidence of impairment on San Diego
River and I said yes. She asked whether we have data from USGS. On San Diego River and I .
told her I had received some information in a large data file from USGS for waters in our region,
but have not bee able as yet to determine which waters and at what locations their dedicated
stations correspond to.

She also asked whether we would be reviewing in-house data and said yes we would. She said
then she wouldn't send any of her "people" down to ask to review the files themselves to
provide the info for us. She specifically asked if we would be reviewing data for Padre dam.

She mentioned Baykeeper would be submitting info on Forester Creek.

She will submit a letter from the City of EI Cajon re: sulfuric acid and sewage spills in Mission
Valley and her concern with Mission Bay. I explained in the events of spills we take
enforcement actions and cleanup actions more appropriate than 303d listing.

California Environmental Protection Agency
The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption. For a list of
simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs; see our Web-site at http://www.swrcb.ca.gov.

Recycled Paper
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Keri Cole
Smichel61@aol.com
5/4/01 4:03PM
FW: San Diego River ---- Let's Get It Listed as Impaired

Hi Suzanne
Bruce Reznik recently forwarded me your email address after a meeting we had last week. I received
your voicemail message a while back but in dialing the number you left for work I was unable to get an
answer or a message machine to leave a message. Perhaps I jotted down the number incorrectly. Is it
619-5612278? Anyway, I am sure you spoke to Bruce re: our meeting with him. If there are any other
questions you have please give me a call or email me here.

Incidentally I spoke to a resident of Lakeside about the SD river and listing it for impairments, but her
knowledge was with respect to the groundwater issues. If okay, I will forward your email to her in the
event she would like to be part of your coordinated effort. Though we discussed the 303d process and the
type of info we are seeking, the data she knew of was with respect to groundwater basin and not surface
water. I mention this so that in your discussions and coordinating it should be clear that the 303d is in
reference to surface water bodies.

Thanks you in advance for your assistance on this and I look forward to hearing from you.

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWQCB
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
cOlek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

cc: bresnik@sdbaykeeper.org



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Keri Cole
cowengl@pwcsd.navy.mil
4/27/01 3:46PM
303(d) List of Impaired Waterbodies

Hi Gail
Thanks so much for your call this afternoon.. Hopefully I was able to answer some of yourquestions and
will tallow up on those I was unable to answer. Attached is a copy of the general solicitation letter we sent
out in early March. It gives you a general overview of the process and the type of info we are talking
about. Again we are referring to surface waterbodies.

I have also attached a copy of the informational workshop presentation we gave earlier this month. It
gives some historical information, as well.

We would appreciate any input and/or data you may be aware of and wish to submit.

If you have any more questions, please feel free to call me back. Thanks.

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWaCS
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Hi Monica

Keri Cole
mmazur@hca.co.orange.ca.us
5/11/011:14PM
DC beach closure/postings

Thanks returning my call.

I need the beach posting data from 1999 to current and closure data for 1997 to current. I assume this
includes date, location, and duration. Does it also include source of contamination (Le. storm event, spill,
etc.) and actual bacteria measurements?

You can email themtomehereatcolek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov
Thanks a lot.

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWaCB
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov



! 303dlist - Re: One last Metals TMDL Question

From: Stefan Lorenzato
To: Abu-Saba, Khalil; Angel, Jose; Barker, David; Beaulaurier, Diane; Becker, Melinda;
Candelaria, Linda; Cole, Keri; Cooke, Janis; Coulter, Ken; Curtis, Chuck; Denton, Debra; DeShazo,
Renee; Erickson, Elizabeth; Evans, David; Foe, Chris; Frantz, Greg; Gouzie, Doug; Grober, Les;
Gwynne, Bruce; Jayne, Deborah; Karkoski, Joe; Kassel, Jim; Leland, David; Li, Cindy; MacDonald,
Cadie; McClure, Daniel; Monji, Alan; Moore, Steve; Mumley, Thomas; Napolitano, Michael; Newkirk,
Teresa; Oppenheimer, Eric; smith.davidw@epa.gov; Smythe, Hope; Taberski, Karen; Theisen, Ken;
Tseng, Ling; Unsicker, Judith
Date: Thu, May 10, 2001 3:19 PM
Subject: Re: One last Metals TMDL Question

Doug,
There isn't a canned format for delisting. Essentially the same rationale as for listing needs to be
articulated. The conclusion is that the water is attaining standards (as opposed to listing where the
conclusion is that it is not attaining standards). You should refer to the information that led to the listing
and indicate that either reassessment of that information came to the conclusion that the listing was
incorrect for the following reasons .... , or that new information provides a different conclusion than th.e
previous conclusion. If you are relying on new information it needs to be of sufficient scope to come to a
reasonable conclusion. That is, 2 samples probably aren't sufficient to delist. If you are using new info,
you need to show that the likely worst case season (or perhaps event) is O.k. You need to make sure we
are not simply monitoring at the wrong time to catch the impairment and then saying everything is
hunky-dory.

If you are relying on the same info that led to the listing and reaching a different conclusion you need to
specify what was incorrect about the old analysis.

Finally, when I say you "need to" do something this is my opinion. There are no firm rules for listing and
delisting. It is based on professional judgement and a weight of evidence approach and, at least until we
hear otherwise from the courts, the listing is not a regulatory action, so it is not SUbject to the APA or OAL
review. When I say 'need to" it means most of the folks who I have talked to about this have come to
similar conclusions. Part of the thinking is that articulating these pieces of the thinking allows us to defend
our opinion in court, if we are challenged. A delisting will be part of the next 303(d) list revision that is due
April 2002.

Stefan

>>> Doug Gouzie 05/10/01 09:08AM »>
Hi all. First, Thanks again to all who followed up electronically or by phone to my previous question
regarding a metals TMDL I'm working on.

Last Question:
Because I'm new, I'm hoping one of you can point me to (or provide a copy of) an available document

either submitted or completed for "de-listing" a stream segment so that I can use it as a pattern ?

Background:
In responding to your comments, I've discovered that data I inherited in draft text in Table form included

two sample locations that I've now found are clearly within mines and not in the waterway itself. All results
from the waterway meet objectives. As a result, it seems to me now the best approach will be to de-list the
stream segment for metals based on the in-stream data showing that both Basin Plan total metals and Cal
Toxics Rule dissolved metals objectives are being met. A separate sediment TMDL is going forward.

Thanks again to all who have helped and especially to anyone who can help me find a sample de-listing
document to pattern after.

- Doug Gouzie, (805) - 542- 4762



State of California
Regional Water Quality Control Board

. San Diego Region

EXECUTIVE OFFICER SUMMARY REPORT
May 9, 2001

ITEM:

SUBJECT:

PURPOSE:

BACKGROUND:

DISCUSSION:
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Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List of Impaired Waterbodies
List - 2002 Update (Keri Cole)

Informational Item.

Section 303(d) of the federal Clean Water Act (CWA, 33 USC 1250,
et seq., at 1313(d», requires States to identify waters that do not
meet water quality standards after applying certain required
technology-based effluent limits (i.e."impaired" water bodies).
States are required to compile this information in a list and submit it
to USEPA for review and approval. This list is known as the Section
303(d) list of impaired waters. As part of this listing process, these
waters/watersheds are prioritized for subsequent development of
total maximum daily loads (TMDLs). The SWRCB and Regional
Boards have ongoing efforts to monitor and assess water quality, to
prepare the Section 303(d) list, and subsequently to develop the
required TMDLs. The State's most recent Section 303(d) list was
approved in 1998 and contains 509 water bodies, many listed as
being impaired for multiple pollutants. Region 9 currently has 36
waterbodies listed for various impairments.

The 2002 Section 303(d) list update process is being coordinated by
the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) as a single, Statewide
list update for submittal to USEPA. The SWRCB has developed a
schedule of milestone dates for the 2002 Section 303(d) list update in
concert with the RWQCBs that is being used Statewide. In
accordance with this schedule, the San Diego Regional Water
Quality Control Board (SDRWQCB) officially opened its public
solicitation period on March 7, 2001, on behalf of the SWRCB, to
obtain information on surface water quality for the purpose of
updating the State's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) list of impaired
waters. This solicitation period will close on May 15, 2001.

Since the last update prepared for the Board in March, staff has made
the following progress:

• Letters were sent by both SDRWQCB staff (3/7/01) and the
SWRCB (3/14/01) initiating solicitation for data and information
to support the 2002 Section 303(d) list updates.
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• Announcements of solicitation period and public workshop were
posted in the San Diego Union Tribune, Orange County Register
and Riverside Press Enterprise (3/7/01)

• Staff held a public workshop on 4/4/01. The workshop included
an informational overview of the Section 303(d) listing process
followed by an open discussion with workshop attendees. The
workshop was attended by approximately 15 representatives
from municipalities, environmental organizations and interested
members of the public. The Executive Officer (EO) highlighted
changes both Statewide and regionally for the 2002 update
which included the following:

1) SWRCB will be preparing the formal Statewide list for
submittal to USEPA, as opposed to individual regions.

2) SWRCB will be conducting the formal public hearing
and comment process, as opposed to individual regional
boards.

3) SDRWQCB is able to allocate more resources to this
work for 2002 and for future listings, due to overall
increased staffmg.

4) Identification of deficiencies and focus on addressing
ambient monitoring needs is resulting in expansion of
the Surface Water Ambient Monitoring Program
(SwAMP) on a Statewide basis which will help in future
water quality assessments, in general.

5) Data and information will continue to be highly
scrutinized for validity given history of past lawsuits

Following the staff s informational presentation, the workshop
discussion revolved around several issues including the following:

'1) Criteria used for listing and delisting and need for
Statewide criteria and consistency

2) Land Use planning issues and the potential for or
anticipated impairments

3) Coastal impacts and b~ach closures/advisories used to
list impairments

4) Consequences of the Section 303(d) listing and the
subsequent TMDL development

5) Other avenues that are more appropriate to address
impairments other than the Section 303(d) and TMDL
process (e.g. WDR, NPDES permits, enforcement
actions, CEQA, etc.)

6) The State's overall lack of both impairment and ambient
water monitoring data

7) Need for increased and incorporation of citizen
monitoring activities into the water quality assessment
process, in general.

8) Specific locations for focusing on obtaining monitoring
data.

2



• Staff have posted information including a copy of the
presentation on the SDRWQCB's website at
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwgcb9/Programs/TMDL/303d/303d.htrnl.

• Staff have been requested to meet with members of the Industrial
Environmental Association, who did not attend the public
workshop, to present the information to them and also to engage
in discussion of this year's update process. This meeting is
tentatively scheduled for May 3, 2001.

• Staff are discussing both internally and with appropriate and
interested groups citizen monitoring efforts and focus for future
assessments.

• Though submittals have been minimal, staff continues to
organize and catalogue information and data as submitted.

• Staff are personally contacting various agencies including cities,
counties, water agencies and universities to discuss potential
listings and further attempt to acquire information, based on the
minimal response thus far.

• Staff are scheduled to attend Statewide TMDL roundtable
conference April 30th-May 1St, for which the agenda includes
topical discussions of Issues concerning 303(d) Listing Process
and Assessing Datafor the 303(d) Listing.

• Staff are working with SWRCB on upgrading existing data
management system for water quality assessments (GeoWBS)
and are scheduled to meet with them in mid-May. Staff are also
participating in discussions of long term upgrading using
improved database management and mapping tools.

Next Steps
In accordance with the SWRCB schedule, staff has developed a detailed
schedule for this project (see attached Project Schedule), the following is
proposed:

• Compile and submit information/data received in duplicate to the
SWRCB (May 2001).

• Evaluate and verify information/data received and follow-up as
needed to draft list update recommendations (May-June 2001)

• Develop draft recommendations for updates to the Region's list
(late July 2001).

• SDRWQCB conducts a "Board-level" public workshop at a
regularly scheduled Board meeting. Staff presents draft list
update recommendations. Public input is heard. The Board may

3
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LEGAL CONCERNS:

SUPPORTING
DOCUMENTS:

RECOMMENDATIONS:

provide direction to the Executive Officer (tentatively August
2001).

• Revises and finalize list update recommendations based on
Board direction and public input (late September 2001).

• Place an informational item on the October 2001 Board meeting
agenda to present the final list update recommendations to the
Board prior to transmitting them to the SWRCB.

SWRCB Formal Public Hearing Process
The Regional Boards will provide their recommendations on the
condition of regional waters to the SWRCB in Fall 2001. The
SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards' recommendations
regarding the conditions of each Region's waters when formulating
its Statewide Section 303(d) submittal. The State's revisions to the
list of impaired waters will be considered by the SWRCB in a
Statewide formal public hearing process (in lieu of nine individual
public hearings) to be conducted next winter. Opportunities for
public review of the SWRCB's proposed submittal to USEPA and .
public comment on this submittal will be announced at a later date.
The Regional Boards will continue to be actively involved during
this part of the process by responding to comments specific to their
regional issues.

None.

Attached project schedUle.

None.
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LAKE SAN MARCOS
COMMUNITY ASSOCIATioN~~,

1145 San Marino Drive, Suite 125
Lake San Marcos, CA 92069 t/f (760) 1L~4'3'(){61 Ll ~,~.i

Mr. John Robertus
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd.,Ste. A '
San Diego, CA 92124-1324

Dear Mr. Rob'3rtuS:

May 9,2001

It has come to our attention that the Regional Water Quality Control Board is updating
its 303(d) list of impaired water bodies in the San Diego Region.

We would like to bring to your attention the deteriorating condition of the quality of the
water in Lake San Marcos, due primarily to upstream contamination from San Marcos
Creek and siltation.

,f/ Tom Mcindoe is a member of the Board of Directors of our Association, and he is
".

./ heading up our assessment of the quality of the water in lake San Marcos, He has
excellent credentials in this field: he is a biologist with a Masters degree in Public
Health and has had seven years' experience in water quality testing.

His findings to date indicate:

1) The water flowing from a series of ditches in the City of San Marcos is
contaminated. This water ends up in Lake San Marcos. The photographs in
Attachment #1 show water flowing through ditches iniheCHy of San Marcos with
yi~ip.leQHdiscoioration6n the surface of the water. The photos also illustrate the
tu.rp.iqi.~Y of the water coming into the Lake, These photos were taken in February of
2001 ..._--

2) Attachment #2 shows the quality of the water flowing into Lake San Marcos in
February, 2001. The white foam on the surface of the water may ,be caused-by
detergents.

3) The fish in Lake San Marcos are developing abnormal growths on their gill plates.
The photograph in Attachment #3 shows such a growth on a fish that was caught ­
about April 15,2001,



4) During the summer months, the Lake is eutrophic - it is rich in organic materials
but deficient in oxygen. There is a noticeable "rotten egg" smell to the water.

5) We had fish kills in the Lake last summer, and we expect them to occur again this·
summer. Representatives from California Fish and Game and the San Diego County

Department of Health confirmed that the fish kill was due to lack of oxygen.

We are very concerned about the deteriorating quality of Lake San Marcos. The Lake
is used for recreational purposes, such as fishing and boating. Some people
probably eat the fish caught in the Lake. Water from the Lake rs used for irrigation.
There could be some serious health consequences to these uses, in addition to the
problems with odor and aesthetics.

Because of our concerns, the Community Association has authorized funding for
water quality testing and testing of fish samples. The analysis is being done by

.... EnviroMatrix Analytical, Inc., 4340 Viewridge Ave., Suite A, San Diego, CA 92123,
telephone (858) 560-7717, and we expect to have the results soon.

We are also working with a Scripps Hatchery fish biologist to try to determine the
cause of the abnormalities on the fish gill plates.

We will keep you apprised of the reslJlts of our research.

In the meantime, we would like to start the process of having Lake San Marcos listed
as an impaired water body on the 303(d) list. We strongly believe that the evidence
that we have compiled to date demonstrates the high degree of contamination of our
Lake, and that it is a candidate for listing as an impaired water body.

We would appreciate receiving information about how we can proceed to have Lake
San Marcos listed on the 303(d) list. Please feel free to call Tom Mcindoe at ~ J.­
(760) 744-1682 or Mary Clarke at (760) 510-9684 if you have any questions.

-'.
'-~ L

Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

Tom Achter
President

Attachments



From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

"Gary Gilbreath" <garyg@water.ca.gov>
"'Keri Colelll <colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Wed, May 9, 2001 8:51 AM
RE: Monitoring Data

I see a date file in the db I sent out. all my field books are loaded up
right now, I will fax you out of the books the location maps, when I finish
this months sampling, these station were ampled every three months, years
back, now bi-annully, but it looks like they will be dropped, as all of our
surface water sampling stations will be as they (management) probably will
go to ground water, a letter will be sent shortly to Linda, it is being
prepared know, our old management used to go out and get work from the
board, thay are gone now, and because the frequency of sampling has been
dropped, management feels the data is not of much use, and it is only
standard minerals, look in attached file, should be a date field. Data here
\s sent to various agencies and is available to the public by request GG

-----Original Message-----
From: Keri Cole [mailto:colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov]
Sent: Friday, May 04, 2001 1:37 PM
To: garyg@water.ca.gov
Subject: Monitoring Data

Hi Gary
Linda Pardy, in our office, recently forwarded me some monitoring data for
the Santa Margarita River, San Diego River and Escondido Creek (see attached
file). I have been unsuccessful in determining the dates of the sampling.
Can you help me out? I am also interested in finding out exactly where the
sampling stations are. Can you provide this to me? Do you have a map of the
sampling locations? What is the frequency of this data? What purposes is
,it used for on your end?

The reason I am asking all of this is because we are currently soliciting
for additional information and data that may support updates to our 303d
list of impaired waterbodies in the region (see attached correspondence).
would be interested in looking at this monitoring data from July 1997 if it
is avaHable?

Thanks in advance for your assistance.

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWQCB
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.goY

>>> "Gary Gilbreath" <garyg@water.ca.gov> 05/04/01 09:16AM >>>
most recent and historical swq

Gary Gilbreath
Dept. of Water Resources
Water Resources Engineering Associate



i i3q~dlist - RE: Monitoring Data

770 Fairmont Ave Ste 102
Glendale, Ca 91203-1035
WP-818-543-4653
Fax-818-543-4604
e-mail;garyg@water.ca.gov
web page; http://wwwdpla.water.ca.gov/sd



I l 303dlist - 1998, 1999, and 2000 beach closure reports
" .. .

From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Clay Clifton <CCLIFTEH@co.san-diego.ca.us>
<colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Wed, May 9, 2001 12:08 PM
1998, 1999, and 2000 beach closure reports

Kary,
see attached MS Word and Excel files. I'll put a copy of the 1997 report inthe mail.

Clay Clifton
County of San Diego
Dept of Environmental Health
Land & Water Quality Division



STATE OF CALIFORNIA
REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

SAN DIEGO REGION

AGENDA
Wednesday, May 9, 2001

9:00 a.m.

City of Laguna Beach
City Council Chambers

505 Forest Avenue
Laguna Beach, California

The Regional Board requests that all lengthy comments be submitted in writing in advance of the
meeting date. To ensure that the Regional Board has the opportunity to fully study and consider
written material, it should be received in the Regional Board's office no later than 5:00 P.M. on
Wednesday, April 27, 2001. If the submitted written material is more than 5 pages or contains
foldouts, maps, etc., 20 copies must be submitted for distribution to the Regional Board members
and staff. Written material submitted after 5:00 P.M. on Wednesday, May 2, 2001 will not be
provided to the Regional Board members.

E-mail comments on agenda items will be accepted and provided to the Regional Board as long as
the total submittal (including attachments) does not exceed five printed pages in length and they
are received by the dates cited above for submission of written material. To be accepted, e-mail
comments must clearly indicate the agenda item for which comments are being submitted and be
mailed to: rbagenda@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov.

Pursuant to Title 23, California Code of Regulations, Section 648.2, the Regional Board may
refuse to admit written testimony into evidence unless the proponent can demonstrate why he or
she was unable to submit the material on time or that compliance with the deadline would create a
hardship. If any other party demonstrates prejudice resulting from admission of the written
testimony, the Regional Board may refuse to admit it.

Pursuant to Government Code § 11445.20, the Board will use an informal hearing procedure,
which does not include the right of cross-examination. Failure to make a timely objection to the
use of an informal procedure, either in writing or at the time of the hearing, will constitute
consent to the iI}formal hearing (See Title 23, California Code of Regulations, Section 648.7).
Even with a timely objection, an informal procedure may be used under the circumstances
identified in Government Code § 11445.20 (a) (b) or (d).



Agenda Notice for May 9, 2001 Page 2

Except for items designated as time certain, there are no set times for agenda items. Items may be taken out of
order at the rJiscretion of the Chairman.

1. Roll Call and Introductions

2. PUBLIC FORUM: Any person may address the Regional Board at this time regarding any
matter within the jurisdiction of the Board which is not on the agenda. Presentations will be
limited to five minutes. Submission of information in writing is encouraged.

3. Minutes of Board Meeting of March 14 and April 11, 2001

4. Chairman's, Board Members' ,State Board liaison's and Executive Officer's Reports: These
items are for Board discussion only. No public testimony will be allowed, and the Board will
take no formal action.

5. Waste Discharge Requirements, Tom Van Tol, Van Tol Dairy, (tentative Order No. 2001-28,
NPDES No. CA0109339) (Sherrie Komeylyan)

6. PUBLIC HEARING: Administrative Assessment of Civil Liability against County of San
Diego, San Marcos Landfill (tentative Order No. 2001-46) State Water Resources Control
Board Remand of Regional Board Administrative Liability Order No. 2000-82 (Frank
Melbourn)

7. PUBLIC HEARING: Administrative Assessment of Civil Liability against Centex Homes and
Arthur I. Appleton, Brook Hills Development, for violations of Cleanup and Abatement Order
No. 2000-280, Addendum No.1, and State Water Resources Control Board Order No. 99-08

. (tentative Order No. 2001-136) (John Anderson)

8. PUBLIC HEARING: Consideration of a request by Clean water Now to modify a RWQCB
directive to the municipal storm water co-permittees in the Aliso Creek Watershed, requiring
an investigation of urban runoff in accordance with Part IV.I.a.ii of NPDES No. CAS0108740.
(Bob Morris)

9. A Resolution requesting nine hundred and seventy six thousand two hundred ninety dollars
from the State Water Resources Control Board's Cleanup And Abatement Account Fund, or
from other sources as available, for a study to determine the presence of human pathogenic

viruses in the recreational waters of Mission Bay and associated threat to human health.
(Tentative Resolution 2001-94) (M. Joan Brackin)

10. Informational briefing on the California Environmental Protection Agency (Cal/EPA) Border
Environmental Program (Claudia Villacorta)

11. Informational briefing by USMCB Camp Pendleton on their project to design a watershed­
based water quality monitoring program in the Santa Margarita River Watershed (John
Robertus)

12. Status Report on the Region's Impaired Waterbodies - Clean Water Act Section 303(d) listing
(Keri Cole) .



Agenda Notice for May 9, 2001

13. Status Report on Watershed Activities - Aliso Creek and San Juan Creek (Bob Morris)

Page 3

14. Executive Session - Consideration of Initiation of Litigation
The Regional Board may meet in closed session to consider initiating criminal prosecution
against persons who are alleged to have violated the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control or
the federal Clean Water Act.

15. Executive Session - Discussion of Pending Litigation
The Regional Board may meet in closed session to discuss pending litigation.

16. Executive Session - Discussion of Ongoing Litigation
The Regional Board may meet in closed session to discuss ongoing litigation for the following
case:

Non-compliance with Cease and Desist Order No. 96-52, Referral ofInternational
Boundary. and Water Commission to the Attorney General by Order No. 99-61.

17. Executive Session - Personnel
The Regional Board may meet in closed session to consider personnel matters involving exempt
employees [Authorized under Government Code Section 11126(a)]

18. Arrangements for Next Meeting and Adjournment
Wednesday, June 13, 2001 - 9:00 a.m.
City of Chula Vista .
City Council Chambers
276 Fourth Avenue
Chula Vista, California

Notifications

A. Hazardous Waste and Sewage Spill Incident Report (Jody Ebsen, Spill Incident Response
Team, Greig Peters, Victor Vasquez)

B. On March 19, 2001 the Executive Officer issued Cleanup and Abatement Order No. 2001-79
to California Clean Green and 48 Kelwood General Partnership for the discharge of waste to
land without waste discharge requirements on property located at 9671 Artesian Road in
Rancho Bernardo. The waste included approximately 35,000 cubic yards of green and compost
material, and wood chips. The CAO directs the dischargers to clean up all wastes and abate
the effects associated with the discharges of waste to waters of the state.

C. The Regional Board is now offering to routinely send Regional Board meeting agenda
notices directly to your e-mail account. Our goal in offering this service is to provide this
information to you quickly and to reduce our mailing costs. If you prefer to receive this
information via e-mail please do the following:

"

Visit our website at www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9. choose "Electronic Mailing Lists" from the
home page and follow the instructions to subscribe. Be sure to select "Board Meetings" from
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the drop down menu. You will receive an e-mail 'confirming your subscription. Please note
that you must reply to the e-mail to activate your subscription. You will receive all future
Regtenal Board agenda notices via e-mail delivery once your subscription is activated.

D. The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate
action to reduce energy consumption. For a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and
cut your energy costs,see our Web-site at http://www.swrcb.ca.gov
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NOTES:

A. GENERAL STATEMENT
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The primary duty of the Regional Board is to protect the quality of the waters within the region
for all beneficial uses. This duty is implemented by formulation and adopting water quality
plans for specific ground or surface water basins and by prescribing and enforcing
requirements on all domestic and industrial waste discharges. Responsibilities and procedures
of the Regional Water Quality Control Board come from the State's Porter-Cologne Water
Quality Act and the Nation's Clean Water Act.

The purpose of the meeting is for the Board to obtain testimony and information from
concerned and affected parties and make decisions after considering the recommendations made
by the Executive Officer.

B. CONSENT CALENDAR

All the items appearing under the heading "Consent Calendar" will be acted upon by the Board
by one motion without discussion, provided that any Board member or other person may
request that any item be considered separately and it will then be taken up at a time as
determined by the Chairman.

Any person may request a hearing on an item on the Consent Calendar. If a hearing is
requested, the item will be withdrawn and the hearing will be held at the end of the regular
agenda.

C. HEARING PROCEDURES

Hearings before the San Diego Regional Board are not conducted pursuant to Chapter 5 of the
California Administrative Procedure Act, commencing with Section 11500 of the Government
Code. Regulations governing the procedures of the regional boards are codified in Chapter
1.5, commencing with Section 647, of the State Water Resources Control Board regulations in
Division 3 of Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations.

Testimony and comments presented at hearings need not conform to the technical rules of
evidence provided that the testimony and comments are reasonably relevant to the issues before
the Board. Testimony or comments that are not reasonably relevant, or' that are repetitious,
will be excluded. Cross examination may be allowed by the Chairman as necessary for the
Board to evaluate the credibility of factual evidence or the opinions of experts. Video taped
testimony will not be accepted as part of the hearing since such testimony is not subject to cross
examination.

The Chairman will allocate time for each party to present testimony and comments, to question
other patties if appropriate; the Chairman may allocate additional time for rebuttal or for a
closing statement; time may be limited due to the number of persons wishing to speak on an
item, or the number of items on the Board's agenda, or for other reasons.
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D. CONTRIBUTIONS TO REGIONAL BOARD MEMBERS
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Persons applying for or actively supporting or opposing waste discharge requirements or other
Regional Board orders must comply with legal requirements if they or their agents have
contributed or proposed to contribute $250 or more to the campaign of a Regional Board
member for elected office. Contact the Regional Board for details if you fall into this category.

E. PROCEDURAL INFORMATION

The Regional Board may meet in closed session to deliberate on a decision to be reached based
upon evidence introduced in an adjudicatory hearing [Authority: Government Code 11126(d)];
or to consider the appointment, employment or dismissal of a public employee to hear
complaints or charges brought against a public employee [Authority: Government Code
Section 11126(a)].

The Regional Board may break for lunch at approximately noon at the discretion of the
Chairman. During the lunch break Regional Board members may have lunch together.
Regional Board business will not be discussed.

Agenda items are subject to postponement. A listing of postponed items will be posted in the
meeting room. You may contact the designated staff contact person in advance of the meeting
day for information on the status of any agenda item.

F. AVAILABILITY OF EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S REPORT AND AGENDA MATERIAL

. A copy of the written Executive Officer's Report can be obtained by contacting the staff office.
A limited number of copies are available at the Regional Board meeting.

Details concerning other agenda items are available for public reference during normal working
hours at the Regional Board's office. The appropriate staff contact person, indicated with the
specific agenda item, can answer questions and provide additional information. For additional
information about the Board, please see the attached sheet.

G. PETITION OF REGIONAL BOARD ACTION

Any person affected adversely by a decision of the California Regional Water Quality Control
Board, San Diego Region (Regional Board) may petition the State Water Resources Control
Board (State Board) to review the decision. The petition must be received by the State Board
within 30 days of the Regional Board I s meeting at which the adverse action was taken. Copies
of the law and regulations applicable to filing petitions will be provided upon requ/est.

NOTE: If the State Board accepts a petition for review, the Regional Board will be required to
file the record in the matter with the State Board. The costs of preparing and filing the record
are the responsibility of the person(s) submitting the petition. The Regional Board will contact
the person(s) submitting a petition and inform them of the payment process and any amounts
due.
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H. HEARING RECORD
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Material presented to the Board as part of testimony (e.g. photographs, slides, charts, diagrams
etc.) that is to be made part of the record must be left with the Board. Photographs or slides of
large exhibits are acceptable.

All Board files, exhibits, and agenda material pertaining to items on this agenda are hereby
made a part of the record.

I. ACCESSIBILITY

The facility is accessible to people with disabilities. Individuals who require special
accommodations are requested to contact Ms. Lori Costa at (858) 467-2357 at least 5 working
days prior to the meeting. TTY users may contact the California Relay Service at 1-800-735-
2929 or voice line at 1-800-735-2922. .
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DIRECTIONS TO REGIONAL BOARD l\1EETING

CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS

505 FOREST AVENUE
LAGUNA BEACH, CALIFORNIA

From San Diego -
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Take the 5 Freeway North to 405 Freeway North to Laguna Canyon Road
(SR 133). Go west on Laguna Canyon Road toward Laguna Beach. Turn
left at Forest Avenue (stop light) and turn left into the Lumberyard Parking
Lot (almost immediately on your left). The parking pass provided should be
put on the vehicle's dashboard. City Hall is located directly next door to the,
Lumberyard Parking Lot at 505 Forest Avenue. The City Council
Chambers are located between the main entrance to City Hall and the fire
station.
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i;303dlist - Re: FW: San Diego River ---- Let's Get It Listed as Impaired

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

hi keri

<Smichel61 @aol.com>
<colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Wed, May 9, 2001 8:28 AM
Re: FW: San Diego River ---- Let's Get It Listed as Impaired

got your email, and again thanks for your guidance. we are moving along very
well.
actually the data padre dam collects for its NPDES permit should be quite
useful.

suzanne michel



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Dear Mr. Gibson:

"Van K. Collinsworth" <Van27@home.com>
<gibsd@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Tue, May 8,2001 7:40 AM
Water Testing

Mary Anne Pentis suggested that I contact you regarding water tests in our
area.

I would like to see the San Diego River in Santee and Lakeside, Sycamore
Creek and Forester Creek in Santee designated as"impaired." due to the poor
water quality that impacts recreation and wildlife uses.

Water quality tests would be beneficial on:
Sycamore Creek near Carlton Oaks Boulevard and Pebble Beach Drive.
Forrester Creek anywhere in Santee and especially near the San Diego River

floodplain (Mission Gorge Road and Fanita Drive or Carlton Hills Blvd.)
San Diego River below the Carlton Oaks Golf Course --West Hills Parkway
and anywhere else accessible.

Please let me know if any tests are planned.

Thanks,
Van

Protect our quality of life and conserve Fanita Ranch!

Van K. Collinsworth
Van27@home.com
619-258-7929
http://members.home.net/van27/welcomepws.html

cc: <maryanne@pentis.com>



!303dlist - Fwd: Water Testing

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

David Gibson
,Keri Cole
Tue, May 8, 2001 9:02 AM
Fwd: Water Testing

Keri,
I spoke with Van Collinsworth this morning about his oncerns regarding the San Diego River. I gave him
your number and suggested that he contact you and send in a letter ASAP expressing his concerns for the
record.

Let me know if I can do anything,

Dave
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i'.~O~dlist - Santa Margarita Eco Reserve

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Dear Linda,

<EcoVenture@aol.com>
<pardl@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Tue, May 8, 2001 7:25 AM
Santa Margarita Eco Reserve

It was a pleasure to have met you at the SMER function this last weekend. We
look forward to working with you in the future.

The information regarding Lake Henshaw will be forthcoming ... there is a
concerned citizen who has been fighting Vista Irrigation District (VID) for
years now on the cattle issues, etc. He is a school teacher in the area (I
think at Warner Spr'lngs) and has compiled data over the years regarding VID's
operations at Lake Henshaw. We will give him a call and see if he is willing
to cooperate on this.

Thanks for the assistance...

Sincerely,

Julie B. Alpert
President/Wildlife Ecologist
Ecological Ventures California, Inc.
619-473-9669



From:
To:
Date:

Subject:

Hi Peter

Keri Cole
Kozelka:Peter@epamail.epa.gov
5/8/01 4:22PM

Re: 303d process

Thanks for the documents. I have actually already looked the draft outline via your website link and
anxiously awaiting the posting on May 14th. (FYI we have a link on our 303d page to yours at owow)

. To answer your question we are going to keep the current list in tact and then evaluate data (if any) to
support delisting, else it would stay on the list. Then we'll look at new data for new listings. It was my
understanding that you couldn't justify delisting anything with out the evidence, so I am unclear as to what
you mean as far as starting with a "clean slate.

-KC

»> <Kozelka.Peter@epamail.epa.gov> 05/04/01 09:52AM »>

sounds like you are dealing with the problems........yet you may have to
show up at people's door step to get them to hand over the data (such as it
is),

I will forward to you some documents which contain EPA DRAFT listing
guidance. This covers a wide variety of parameters (or indicators as
someone decided to term them) including bioassessment, physical parameters
etc.

. Keep in mind that "guidance" means you can use it, modify it or ignore it.

one more question----do know if you and your colleagues will be starting
with the old list and evaluating if items with new data are kept or removed
and then reviewing new data for other waterbodies not on the list
OR will you start with a clean slate and say nothing is on the list until
you have reviewed all data for each waterbody?

keep in touch,
--Peter Kozelka

Keri Cole
<colek@ rb9.swr
cb.ca.gov>

Hi Peter

05/04/2001
09:31 AM

To: Peter KozelkalR9/USEPAlUS@EPA
cc: David Barker

<barkd.RB9Post.Region9@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>, Deborah
Jayne <iaynd.RB9Post.Region9@rb9.swrcb,ca.gov>,
Linda Pardy

<pardI.RB9Post.Region9@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Subject: 303d process



Thanks for the phone call. I am on my way to another meeting today, but
wanted to get a quick note off to you to let you know I got your message.
Linda Pardy had also forwarded me your email inquiring as to who was
working on the 303d process for our region.

Yes, I am the one who is spearheading our region's 303d listing process.
There is a team of us who will be working on it (Linda Pardy, Lisa Brown,
Kyle Olewnik, Alan Monji and Joan Brackin). And yes we absolutely intend
to provide our rationale for listing. I have been given direction that we
will be using similar methodology as staff has used in the past. Since I
am new to this work and new to the Regional Board, I am relying heavily on
the veteran advice from Linda Pardy.

So·far we have received pretty sparse info as a result of our solicitation.
I am actively seeking out data and info that staff in house has mentioned
may be useful and applicable. The lack of response is a bit frustrating,
however.

We've held 2 public workshops with a combined attendance of about 30-40
people from municipalities, environmental groups and industry. Lots of
good discussion with major concerns revolving around lack of new data/info,
ambient monitoring data and lack of prescriptive guidance and criteria for
listing.

Anyway just some highlights of where we are at in the process.

I am sure we will speak soon. Thanks for the call.
Keri

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWaCB
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@ rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

cc: David Barker; Linda Pardy; Lisa Brown



!$Q3dlist - water quality assessment questions.

From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Linda Pardy
David Gibson
Mon, May 7, 2001 10:18 AM
water quality assessment questions.

David, After the steelhead mtg Saturday I drove on up to the Open House at the SDSU ecological reserve
and talked with Robert Faught (619) 473-9669 and Julie Alpert (619) 473-9669 who are wildlife ecologists.
They did a wildlife corridor study on the I-52 for CalTrans. It would be interesting to request a copy of their
original report to Caltrans, the one before Caltrans edits it. I wonder if we ever get that? And is it possible
for us to see what their original recommendations were (before being edited by Caltrans)?

On another issue, they asked about the Lake Henshaw grazing effects on water quality. I thought they
should talk to you, being as you know something about that. They are interested in getting it put on the
303(d) list, I think. -Linda

cc: Cynthia Gorham-Test; Keri Cole; Lisa Brown



i~03odlist- Index of Biological Integrity - Stream Team grant (Heal the Bay)

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Linda Pardy
David Gibson
Mon, May 7,2001 10:04 AM
Index of Biological Integrity - Stream Team grant (Heal the Bay)

David, On Saturday (5-5-2001), I happened to be at the Steelhead Coalition mtg (as a private citizen) to
hear what's up at Sail Mateo Creek and other steelhead waterso Talked to Leslie S. Mintz
(Imintz@healthebav.org) (ph 310 453-0395 x 115) who is the law and policy analyst for Heal the Bay at a
southern steelhead mtg Saturday about the Stream Team in Malibu Creek. (or at least I think it was Malibu
creek, it may include other rivers). She says the Stream Team up there has a grant to develop an Index of
Biological Integrity, including doing GIS mapping, and so forth and the coordinator (Mark Abramson) would
be very interested in working with San Diego Stream Team & San Diego Regional Board in helping to
share data, knowledge. It would be good to contact her about their efforts. The Stream Team up north is
working on getting data of sufficient quality for Regional Board use in the Water Quality Assessment and
303(d) list by the May 15th deadline. -Linda

cc: Cynthia Gorham-Test; Joan Brackin; Keri Cole; Lisa Brown; Neal (TET) Biggart



From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Keri Cole
Greig Peters
5/4/01 3:00PM
DPR Memo

Hi Greig
I just got the memo you forwarded from DPR re: 303d and their surface water database. Do you have this CD ROM? Have you reviewed it? Is
there anything of use in terms of impairment listing?

Thanks.
Keri

cc: Linda Pardy



From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Keri Cole
R9-Staff
5/4/01 1:57PM
Re: San Juan Creek hydrologic study, Orange Co.

Does anyone have Linda Pardy's copy of this modeling study/report showing what would happen to the flow in San Juan Creek with regard to
Capistrano Valley Water District's application to appropriate water from San Juan Creek.



From:
To:
Date:
Subiect:

Keri Cole
rgwright@fs.fed.us
5/4/01 1:43PM
Monitoring Data

Hi Ron
I am currently working on the update of the 303d list of impaired waterbodies for the San Diego region (see attached correspondence). Dave
Gibson recently gave me your name as someone I should contact regarding this work. We are currently soliciting for data and information to
support listing or delisting waterbodies, and in general haven't gotten much of anything submitted so far. I have been trying to contact various
agencies and individuals that might know of or suspect waters in our region that may be impaired and would have access to or know which
direction to point me to get a hold of supporting data.

I would appreciate any assistance you could provide in this. Dave said you are a very busy person, so at your earliest convenience would be
appreciated.

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWQCS
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov



From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Keri Cole
garyg@water.ca.gov
5/4/01 1:36PM
Monitoring Data

Hi Gary
Linda Pardy, in our office, recently forwarded me some monitoring data for the Santa Margarita River, San
Diego River and Escondido Creek (see attached file). I have been unsuccessful in determining the dates
of the sampling. Can you help me out? I am also interested in finding out exactly where the sampling
stations are. Can you provide this to me? Do you have a map of the sampling locations? What is the
frequency of this data? What purposes is it used for on your end?

The reason I am asking all of this is because we are currently soliciting for additional information and data
that may support updates to our 303d list of impaired waterbodies in the region (see attached

,correspondence). I would be interested in looking at this monitoring data from July 1997 if it is available?

Thanks in advance for your assistance.

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWaCB
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
cOlek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

'»> "Gary Gilbreath" <garyg@water.ca.gov> 05/04/01 09:16AM >>>
most recent and historical swq

Gary Gilbreath
Dept. of Water Resources
Water Resources Engineering Associate
770 Fairmont Ave Ste 102
Glendale, Ca 91203-1035
WP-818-543-4653
Fax-818-543-4604
e-mail;garvg@water.ca.gov
web page; http://wwwdpla.water.ca.gov/sd



!)g~diist-Re: San Juan Ck hydrologic study, Orange Co.... Water Rights application #30696

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Linda Pardy
Bob Morris; Keri Cole
Fri, May 4, 2001 11 :27 AM
Re: San Juan Ck hydrologic stUdy, Orange Co.... Water Rights application #30696

Keri, I think I gave the stUdy to Bob Morris, or someone in his unit. Or did you want the water application?
I have some comments we made on applications from the Region in years past, if you need me to look up
the number... Iet me know if you need me to find it.

Bob, Do you have the USACOE study? -Linda

>>> Keri Cole 05/04/01 09:13AM »>
Linda
Do you have a copy of this study? If not, do you suggest I just call Mr. David Zoutendyke of USFWLS and
ask him for it?
Keri

cc: Paul Richter



.303dlist -Re: EMWD
"0'". """ ••,~ ••• , "

From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Hi Keri,

Chiara Clemente
Keri Cole
Fri, May 4, 2001 11 :21 AM
Re: EMWD

Yes, Adam has some info on Ranch California. They are supposed to do sampling up and downstream of
their discharge once a month, but I can't remember if TSS is one of those. Also, before you contact Camp
Pendleton, you may want to drop by my cube and I can summarize what they monitor and discharge.

Also, before I forget, I have some data for Agua Hedionda Lagoon which you may want to look at.

»> Brian Kelley 05/04/01 10:39AM »>
Keri,

You can check with Adam Laputz for data regarding Eastern MWD/Rancho Calif. WD. We have a lot of
data regarding plant effluent quality, but very little (if any) data on upstream and downstream water quality.
Rancho's discharge has had.some recent violations of permit effluent limits.

The same goes for other POTW discharges to inland surface waters, including Padre Dam and Escondido
wet weather discharge. We don't have much water quality data on the water bodies that receive the
discharges. You can check with Chiara for the Padre Dam discharge. For the Escondido wet weather
discharge, Chiara may also have information and David Hanson may also have some info.

Sorry our unit can't be of more help to you as far as the quality of the surface waters for determining
303(d) listings.

Brian

»> Keri Cole 05/04/01 10:20AM >>>
Hi Brian
Dave Gibson suggested asking you for information/data re: EMWD/Rancho Cal Water District, specifically
with respect to TSS, turbidity, nutrient, bacteria monitoring data. John Robertus has asked me to take a
hard look at the Santa Margarita River for potential 303d listing for sedimentation and Dave indicated
potential for other problems.

I am currently trying to contact Camp Pendleton for their assistance but want to make sure I have looked
at what we already have in-house.

Are there any otherwaterbodies for which you have data that I should be looking into in addition to these?

Any help/guidance you can provide will be helpful.

Thanks.
Keri

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWQCB
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
cOlek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

<Kozelka. Peter@epamail.epa.gov>
Keri Cole <colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Fri, May 4, 2001 9:51 AM
Re: 303d process

sounds like you are dealing with the problems ........yet you may have to
show up at people's door step to get them to hand over the data (such as it
is),

I will forward to you some documents which contain EPA DRAFT listing
guidance. This covers a wide variety of parameters (or indicators as
someone decided to term tllem) including bioassessment, physical parameters
etc.

Keep in mind that "guidance" means you can use it, modify it or ignore it.

one more question----do know if you and your colleagues will be starting
with the old list and evaluating if items with new data are kept or removed
and then reviewing new data for other waterbodies not on the list
OR will you start with a clean slate and say nothing is on the list until
you have reviewed all data for each waterbody?

keep in touch,
--Peter Kozelka

Keri Cole
<colek@rb9.swr.
cb.ca.gov>

05/04/2001
09:31 AM

To: Peter Kozelka/R9/USEPA/US@EPA
cc: David Barker

<barkd. RB9Post. Region9@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>, Deborah
Jayne <jaynd.RB9Post.Region9@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>,
Linda Pardy

<pardl. RB9Post.Region9@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Subject: 303d process

Hi Peter
Thanks for the phone call. I am on my way to another meeting today, but
wanted to get a quick note off to you to let you know I got your message.
Linda Pardy had also forwarded me your email inquiring as to who was
working on the 303d process for our region.

Yes, I am the one who is spearheading our region's 303d listing process.
There is a team of us who will be working on it (Linda Pardy, Lisa Brown,
Kyle Olewnik, Alan Monji and Joan Brackin). And yes we absolutely intend
to provide our rationale for listing. I have been given direction that we
will be using similar methodology as staff has used in the past. Since I
am new to this work and new to the Regional Board, I am relying heavily on
the veteran advice from Linda Pardy.



• ;303dlist - Re: 303d process

So far we have received pretty sparse info as a result of our solicitation.
I am actively seeking out data and info that staff in house has mentioned
may be useful and applicable. The lack of response is a bit frustrating,
however.

We've held 2 public workshops with a combined attendance of about 30-40
people from municipalities, environmental groups and industry. Lots of
good discussion with major concerns revolving around lack of new data/info,
ambient monitoring data and lack of prescriptive guidance and criteria for
listing.

Anyway just some highlights of where we are at in the process.

1 am sure we will speak soon. Thanks for the call.
Keri

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWQCB
9771 Clairernont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov
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Workshop Objectives·
I> Background

I> Listing & Delisting Criteria

I> 2002 Update Process & Schedule

I> Type of Supporting Information & Data

[> Questions & Comments·

I> RWQCB Contact Information

California Regional Water Quality Control Board



Background

.What is our mission? .

To preserve and enhance water
quality and protect its beneficial uses.

California Regional Water Quality Control Board



Background
Beneficial Uses

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
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Background
Section 303(d) of the federal Clean Water Act
requires States, Territories and authorized
Tribes to submit to USEPA once every two
years,

[>List ,of impaired waters

[>Pollutant(s) causing impairments

[>Priority ranking of impaired waters ~

[>TMDL development schedule
California Regional Water Quality Control Board



Year

Background
.Region 9 303d
Listed. Wate1:.s

Statewide 303d
Listed Waters . &I

**list update not required**

**update in progress**
California Regional Water Quality Control Board

[>1976

[>1988

[>1990

[>1998

[>2000

[>2002

2

8

15

36

<20

75

250

509
.~ .



Current List of Impaired Waters for
San Diego Region 9

Coastal Shoreline
[> 17 listings
[> ~6 total ntiles
[> all for coliform

Lagoons & Estuaries
[> 10 listings
[> ~ 900 total acres
[> coliforDl, sediInent, eutrophication & nutrients

California Regional Water Quality Control Board



Current Listof Impaired Waters for
San Diego Region 9

Lakes & Reservoirs
[> 1 listing
[> 25 total acres
[> eutrophication

Rivers & Streams

[> 6 listings
I> ~ 21111iles
I> Dletals, toxicity & eutrophication

California Regional Water Quality Control Board



Current List of Impaired Waters for
San Diego Region 9

Bays
[>~222 acres in San Diego Bay

[>listed for copper, sediDlent toxicity &
degraded benthiccoDlD1unities

[>~1540 acres in Mission Bay

[>listed for coliforDl,
eutrophication & lead

California Regional Water Quality Control Board



Listing Criteria
l> Technology-based effluent lilllits not

enough

l> Advisories in effect

l> Impaired beneficial uses

l> Previously listed

l> Exceedance of fish tissue concentrations·

stringent

l> Water quality is of such concern that the Regional
Board determines the water body needs to be
afforded a level of protection offered by the 303(d)
list

California Regional Water Quality Control Board



De-Listing Criteria
[> Objectives being met & beneficial uses not impaired

I> Faulty data led to initial listing

[> TMDL approved by USEPA

I> Objectives revised & exceedance thereby eliminated

I> Control measures in place

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

. ~.



Prioritizing & Scheduling
Ranking for TMDL Development
(high, medium, low priority) Di.·

~ Water body significance

[> Degree of impairmento,r threat 'l .
[> Conformity with related watershed activities

[> Potential for beneficialttse

[> Degree of public concern

I> Available information·
California Regional Water Quality Control Board



Prioritizing & Scheduling

Levels for TMDL Scheduling

t> Level 1 - substantial progress within next 2 years

t> Level 2 - initiate within next 5 years

t> Level 3 -provide tentative schedules within 13

years

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
....



2002 Update Process
Regional Boards Public Input

FORMAL
Public

Hearings

State Board
Public Input

USEPA

California Regional Water Quality Control Board



2002 Update Schedule
Date

[>March - May 15, 2001

[>April- June 2001

[>July 2001

[>August 2001

[>October 2001

[>Winter 2001-2002

[>Winter/Spring 2002

[>April 2002

[>April - May 2002

Activities
RWQCBs Solicit for InformationlData

RWQCBs Review & Evaluate InformationlData

RWQCBs Draft Recommendations for List Update

RWQCBs Solicit Input on Draft
Recommendations

RWQCBs Send Fifial Recommendations to SWRCB

SWRCB Drafts Statewide Updates

SWRCB Condl.lcts.Formal.Public Hearing
Statewide

SWRCB Submits Final Statewide Update to USEPA

USEPA Reviews, Revises, Approves SWRCB's Final
Statewide List Upd~ates

California Regional Water Quality Control Board



Type of Information & Data
"Information" is any documentation describing the
current or anticipated ~ater quality condition of a
surface water body II

"Data" is considered to be a subset of information that
consists of reports of measurelDents of specific
environmental characteristics.

California Regional Water Quality Control Board



Type of Information & Data

l>All readily available

l>Generated since July 1997

l>Pertaining to physical, chemical and/or ..

biological conditions of the Region's waters or .

watersheds

California Regional Water Quality Control Board



Type of Information & Data

Southern California'Bight 1998
R~gional Mtmitorihg Program

Southern California Coastai Water
'. . Resean:h p~oject .

Westminster, CA.

URS O,.ltter Woodw"nt Ctydff

~-"'~"=-5Jltt.teeo
I.&=!:IolF-CAQQ>.Ul.
t'1,"~"'.•~:m

1999 - 2000 Cfl"Y OF SAN DIEGO
k'in Co-PERl\UTTEE NPDES
STORlIIWATERMOl'(ITORING

.1 PROGRAM REPORT
Some Examples ....

"i'Z:SH&llFISHI'
~r-

California Regional Water Quality Control Board



Type of Information
Submittals should include...

I> NalDe~ address, phone no. & eDlail address
I> 2 hard copies & 1 electronic copy of the inforDlation
I> Identification of software used
I> Bibliographic citations
I> Model outputs with calibration & quality assurance

inforlDation
I> Description & your interpretation of the

inform.ation

California Regional Water Quality Colltrol Board



Type of Data
Data sublllitted should include•••

I>Nante, address, phone no. & eDlail address
I>1 Electronic copy of data
I>Identification of software used
I>Definitions of abbreviations and codes
I>2 Hard copies of data
I>Bibliographic citations
I>Quality assurance procedures··
I>Description & your interpretation~ofthe data
I>Nante of Citizen Monitoring Group & description
of training (if applicable)

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
.. .~



Questions?

Comments?

California Regional Water Quality Control Board



Contact Information
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region ~.

9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124

more info
www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/ ii,

email us
303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

or call me
Keri Cole (858) 467-2798 .
colek@ rb9.swrcb.ca.goY

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
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303(d) List of Impaired Waters
2002 List Update

Public Workshop
ApR.l4, ~glH. 'r-'I l ~\~I •

p:uontDd by

Keri Cole & 303(d) Team
California Regional Water Quality Control Board

San Diego Region

Workshop Objectives
l> Background

l> Listing & DeIisting Criteria

l> 2002 Update Process & Schedule

l> Type of Supporting Information & Data

l> Questions & Comments
l> RWQCB Contact Information

Background

What is our mission?

To preserve and enhance water
quality and protect its beneficial uses.

1



Background
Beneficial Uses

Background
Section 303(d) of the federal Clean Water Act
requires States, Territories and authorized
Tribes to submit to USEPA once every two
years,

I>List of impaired waters

I>Pollutant(s) causing impairments
I>Priority ranking of impaired waters

I>TMDL development schedule.

,

Background
Xci! Region 9 303d

Listed Waters
Statewide 303d
Listed Waters

......list update not required......

......update In progress...•
CIlUond. Rqktnal WII&cr QIWlty Con&roJ Doan1

1>1976

1>1988

1>1990

1>1998

1>2000

1>2002

2

8

15

36

<20

75

250

509

2



Current List of Impaired Waters for
San Diego Region 9

Coastal Shoreline
L> 17 listings
L> -6 total miles
L> aU for coliform

Lagoons & Estuaries
L> 10 listings
L> - 900 total acres
L> coliform, sediment, eutrophication & nutrients

eaufornia RqioJllll Wiler QllaIi:ty CDntroIBoud

Current List of Impaired Waters for
San Diego Region 9

Lakes & Reservoirs
L> 1 listing
L> 25 total acres
L> eutrophication

Rivers & Streams

L> 6 listings
L> - 21 miles
L> metals, toxicity & eutrophication

Current List of Impaired Waters for
San Diego Region 9

Bays
1>-222 acres in San Diego Bay

L>listed for copper, sediment toxicity &
degraded benthic communities

L>-1540 acres in Mission Bay

L>listed for coliform,
eutrophication & lead

3



Listing Criteria
l> Technology-based effiuent limits not stringent

enough
l> Advisories in effect
l> Impaired beneficial uses
l> Previously listed
t, Exceedance of fish tissue concentrations

l> Water quality is of such concern that the Regional
Board detennines the water body needs to be
afforded a level of protection offered by the 303(d)
list

De-Listing Criteria
l> ObjectiVes being met & beneficial uses not impaired

I> Faulty data led to initial listing

l> TMDL approved byUSEPA

l> Objectives revised & exceedance thereby eliminated

l> Conj:rol measures in place

Prioritizing & Scheduling
Ranking for TMDL Development
(high, medium, low priority)

l> Water body significance

l> Degree of impairment or threat

l> Conformity with related watershed activities

l> Potential for beneficial use

l> Degree of public concern

l> Available information
Odlfomll RqirwI WII.et Qaaliry CoaIroI BIND'd
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Prioritizing & Scheduling

Levels for TMDL Scheduling

l> Levell· substantial progress within next 2 years

l> Level 2 . initiate within next 5 years

l> Level 3 -provide tentative schedules within 13
years

2002 Update Process

USEPA

2002 Update Schedule
DaR ~
I>Marcl> • May 15, ZOOI RWQCBs Solicit ror lnfonnatlonlData

I>April. June 2001
I>July ZOOI

I>AUllllsl 2001

I>October z001

I>Winter 2001·2002

I>WlnterlSpring 2002

I>Aprll 2002

I>April· May 2002

RWQCBs Review & Evaluate InCormationIData
RWQCBs Draft Recommendations ror List Update

RWQCBs SoUdt Input on Draft~
Recommendations ~

RWQCBs Send Final Recommendations to SWRCB

SWRCB Drafts Statewide Updates

SWRCB Conducts Fonnal Public Hearin.~.II"'1
Statewide .....

SWRCB Submits Final Statewide Update to USEPA

USEPA Reviews, Revises, Approves SWRCB's FbJal
Statewide Us! Updates

OOfom1a RqiDnal Wuer ()WIty Comrol DoW

5



Type of Information & Data
''Information'' is any documentation describing .the
current or anticipated water quality condition of a.
surface water body;

''Data'' is considered to be a subset of information that
consists of reports of measurements of specific
environmental characteristics.

Type of Information & Data

l>All readily available

l>Generated since July 1997

l>Pertaining to physical, chemical and/or

biological conditions of the Region's waters or
watersheds

CaUfomlaRqianuJ WfJJ.ttQuaJilyCulltrnJ BQatlI

Type of Information &Data

•
~\'\" ..\,1'\-',

,~ - . 1\1. - !
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Type of Information
Submittals should include...

~ Name, address, phone no. & email address
~ 2 hard copies & 1 electronic copy of the information

I> Identification of software used
~ Bibliographic citations
~ Model outputS with calibration & quality assurance

information
~ Description & your interpretation of the

information

Type of Data
Data submitted should include...

I>Name, address, phone no. & email address
~1 Electronic copy of data
~Identification of software used
~Dermitions of abbreviations and codes
~2 Hard copies of data
~Bibliographiccitations
~Qua]jty assurance procedures
~Description & your interpretation of the data
~Name of Citizen Monitoring Group & description
of training (if anplicable)

OsUfnmil RDllonAI WIIleJ Qwa1ily CuntrnI Baud

Questions?

Comments?

CaUComiI RqillnaJ WlIlerQuallty Control Baud
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Contact Information
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region '
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124

more Info
www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/

email us
303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

or call me
Keri Cole (858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

8



1998 CALIFORNIA 303 d LIST AND TMDL PRIORITY SCHEDULE Approved by U5EPA: 12-May-g9

Nutrients
Agriculture
Urban Runoff/Storm Sewers

Groundwater Loadings

High 6 Miles 0196 0198

8

8

8

8

R

R

R

R

SANTA ANA RIVER, REACH 3

SANTA ANA RIVER, REACH 4

SANTIAGO CREEK, REACH 4

SILVERADO CREEK

801.200

801.270

801.120

801.120

Sedimentation/Siltation
Agriculture
Construction/Land Development
Channel Erosion

Erosion/Siltation
Unknown Toxicity

Unknown Nonpoint Source

Nutrients

Dairies
Pathogens

Dairies

SalinityfTDS/Chlorides
Dairies

Pathogens

Nonpoi~~_~()urce

SalinityfTDS/Chlorides
Source Unknown

Pathogens
Unknown Nonpoint Source

SalinityfTDS/Chlorides
Unknown Nonpoint Source

.-. --'" -. . . ~ ,.:

High

High

Medium

Medium

Medium

Low

Low

Low

Low

6

6

3

3

3

12

2

2

2

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

0196

0199

0100

0100

0100

0108

0108

0108

0108

0198

0102

0111

0111

0111

0111

0111

0111

0111

8 R SUMMIT CREEK

~E'<9t1~..J <=t -e>e<2u....l<>. Jee..~

801.710
Nutrients

Cons~c:~(mlLandDeve.Jopment
Medium 2 Miles 0102 0105

9 B MISSION BAY 906.400
Eutrophic

High Coliform Count

Lead

NonpointfPoint Source

NonpointlPoint Source

NonlJo.in!fPoJnt Source·

Medium

Low

Medium

1

1540

1

Acres

Acres

Acres

0705

0799

0705

0708

0709

0708

• Comments presented under each pollutanVstressor are not required under Clean
W"tAr Ad ~Ar.finn ~n~(r1\ In" fAW r-"SA" IhAV nmviriA nAr.ASS"rv infnrrnrlfinn

117



1998 CALIFORNIA 303 d LIST AND TMDL PRIORITY SCHEDULE Approved flY USEPA: 12-May-99

9 B SAN DIEGO BAY 900.00

07030198Acres

Benthic Comm. Effects High 172 Acres 0198 0703
The listing covers the following arnas: Near Sub Base 16 acres, Near Grape Street 7 acrns, Downtown Piers
10 acres, Near Coronado Bridge 30 acres, Near Cho//as Creek 14 acres; San Diego Nava/ Station 76 acres,
Seventh Slrnet Channel 9 acres, North of24th Slrnet Marine Terminal 10 acres.

NonpointlPoint Source

Copper _ High 50
This listing is for dissolved copper in the Sheller Island yacht Basin in San Diego Bay. -

NonpointlPoint Source

Sediment Toxicity High 172 Acres 0198 0703
The listing covers the following arnas: Near Sub Base 16 acres, Near Grape Slmet 7 aerns, Downtown Piers
10 acres, Near Coronado Bridge 30 acres, Near Chollas Creek 14 acres, San Diego Naval Station 76 acres,
Seventh Slrnet Channel 9 aerns, North of24th Slrnet Marine Terminal 10 acres.

NonpointlPoint SOlJrce

9 C PACIFIC OCEAN, ALISO HSA
901.13

901.13

High Coliform Count Medium 0.01 Miles - 0797 0701
_Nonpoint/.Point Source

9- C PACIFIC OCEAN, BUENA VISTA
HA904.20

904.20

High Coliform Count Low 0.02 Miles 0799 0709
NonpointIPolnt Source- .- - _. . ...:; -. ~ .-

9 C PACIFIC OCEAN, CORONADO HA 910.10
910.10

High Coliform Count Low 0.04 Miles 0799 0709
NonpolntlPoint Source. ".' ... :.~-. . '~.

Low 0.06 Miles 0700 0710

Low 0.02 Miles 0799 0709

Low 0.15 Miles 0700 0710

Low 1 Miles 0799 0709

• Comments presented under each pollutanVslressor are not required under Clean
W,dp.r AN ROOinn ::lO::llrl\ In A fp.w m!~p_", lhp.v nrnvirlp. nP.r.P.!'..c::Arv inf=linn

1'~



1998 CALIFORNIA 303 d LIST AND TMDL PRIORITY SCHEDULE

9 C PACIFIC OCEAN, LOWER SAN 901.270
JUANHSA

Approved by USEPA: 12-May-99

• Comments presented under each pollutant/stressor are not required under Clean
W"tp.r Ad ~p.r:Iinn ~n~{rl\ In" fp.w """p_" thp.v nmvirlp. nAr.p."""rv inf""",,lin~

1'4

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

0.02

0.15

0.5

0.02

0.01

0.01

0.13

3.2

0.2

0.01

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

0700

0700

0799

0799

0799

0799

0799

0798

0799

0799

0710

0710

0709

0709

0709

0709

0709

0711

0709

0709



1998 CALIFORN IA 303 d LIST AND TMDL PRIORITY SCHEDULE

9 E AGUA HEDIONDA LAGOON 904.310

Approved by USEPA: 12-May-99
..."-..".'., r:Li~.~?;Lt-:?~_~~~)j::;·>~:?;:::;> ..:~:::·~·<:.c:;;., .,.,.,..~... ", ~ .. ~.---:.~-::~.~~._- .._~~:::.; .... ".' :: .. :;.J ,':~ .. _., ..

"".;i~;5L;,pRiORitiiL..&iF~~~f~ri"".;~;u~;T;;~_L:·SJ~W(;: .. ;r~~.i
Low 5 Acres 0799 0709

Medium 5 Acres 0704 0707

9 E ALISO CREEK MOUTH OF
ORANGE

Medium Acres 0797 0701

9 E BUENA VISTA LAGOON
Low 350 Acres 0799 0709

Low 150 Acres 0704 0707

Medium 350 Acres 0704 0707

9 E FAMOSA SLOUGH & CHANNEL

Low 330

Low 150

Medium 28

Medium 385

Acres 0705 0708

Acres 0799 0709

Acres 0799 0709

Acres' 0705 0708

Acres 0799 0709

Acres 0799 0709

Acres 0704 0707

Acres 0700 0710

Acres 0796 0705

2

8

1

8

Low

Low

High

Low

Medium 150

9 E SANTA MARGARITA LAGOON

9 E SAN ELiJO LAGOON

9 E LOS PENASQUITOS LAGOON

9 E SAN JUAN CREEK (MOUTH)

9 E LOMA ALTA SLOUGH

* Comments presented under each poIlutanllstressor are not required under Clean
W"IAr Ar.t !':P.rJinn ::IO::l!Ii' In" fAW =C:P_C: Ihp.v nmvilip. nP.l'.P.RC:;Uv infOl1T1:'llinn
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Approved by USEPA: IZ-May-991998 CALIFORNIA 303 d LIST AND TMDL PRIORITY SCHEDULE

E TIJUANA RIVER ESTUARY 911.110

.... - -. '.. ,'" '. -"',.-"." ,._ -.. -. . -;'",'", . >;.-" '·-~-,··-~-~.~:;;L~,:-: .-_.::.. ;_:~,-_::.,,>:.,~.::,~:_~-.:::;._:~::.:.:: .., ". _. ,:; .

fYPE.,~ __~;·:;.:;,~~ ••. ,'.' ,,::':E~i~~"~:~Jg~~-; __POLLUTAtftiS~~§~d~;_~SOURCE~ .. , ,:",{,..i;E~~dRt&L~,A~~~Zlt~d:~c~UNlt:

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

. 1

150

1

1

1

1

Acres 0798 0711

Acres 0798 0711

Acres 0798 0711

Acres 0798 0711

Acres 0798 0711

Acres 0798 0711

Acres 0798 0711

9 L GUAJOME LAKE

9 R ALISO CREEK
Medium

Medium 25

9 R CHOLLAS CREEK 908.220

~0rliloinUPointSource

Cadmium
Elevated levels in Storrnwater.

NonpoinUPoint Source
Copper

Elevated levels in Stol7l1water.

NonpolnUPolnt Source
High Coliform Count

NonpoinUPoint Source
Lead

Elevated levels in Stol7l1water.

NonpoinUPoint Source
Toxicity

Toxicity in Stol7l1water,

NonpoinUPoint Source
Zinc

Elevated levels in Stol7l1water.

l\IoniloinUPoint Source

High

High

Low

High

High

High

1

1

1

1

1

Acres 0708 0711

Miles 0797 0701

Miles 0198 0703

Miles 0198 0703

Miles 0799 0709

Miles 0198 0703

Miles 0198 0703

Miles 0198 0703

9 R RAINBOW CREEK 902.200
Eutrophic High 5 Miles 0798 0700

NoniloinUP()int Source

• Cornmenls presented under each polluianUslressor are not required under Clean
W",I", Ad !';octinn ~n~(r1\ In", fAW """"P." IhAV nmviriA nP.r.p.,,,,,,,,,rv infnl'f1l:'llinn

1'1';



1998 CALIFORNIA 303 d LIST AND TMDL PRIORITY SCHEDULE Approved ~y USEPA: 12-May-99
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9 R SAN JUAN CREEK LOWER 901.270 .

9

9

R TECOLOTE CREEK

R TIJUANA RIVER

906.500

911.110

High Colifonn Count
NonpointIPoint SO.':lrce

Cadmium
Elevated levels in Stonnwater.

NonpointlPoint Source

Copper
Elevated levels in Stonnwater.

NonpointlPoint Source

High Colifonn Count
NonpointlPoint Source

Lead
Elevated levels in Stonnwater.

NonpointlPoint Source

Toxicity
Elevated levels in Stonnwater.

NonpointlPoint Source

Zinc
Elevated levels in Stonnwater.

NonJl,0intIPoint Source

Low 1

Medium 6

Medium 6

Low 6

Medium 6

Medium' 6

Medium 6

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

0700

0705

0705

0799

0705

0705

0705

0710

0708

0708

0709

0708

0708

0708

Eutrophic
NonpolntlPolnt Source

High Collfonn Count
NonpointIPolnt Source

Org. enrichment/Low D.O.
NonpointIPoint Source

Pesticides
Nonpoint/Polnt Source

Solids
NonpointIPoint Source

Synthetic Organics
NonpointlPolnt Source

Trace Elements
NonpolntIPolnt Source

Trash
NonilointlPoint Source

Low 7 Miles 0798 0711

Low 7 Miles 0798 0711

Low 7 Miles 0798 0711

Low 7 Miles 0798 0711

Low 7 Miles 0798 0711

Low 7 Miles 0798 0711

Low 7 Miles 0798 0711

Low 7 Miles 0798 0711

• Comments presented under each pollutant/stressor are not required under Clean
W~'P.r Ali ~ooinn ~n."I(rl' In ~ fp.w I~!~P_<; Ihp.v nmvirlp. nP.r.P_<;'~rv inflllTMlinn

1?7
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REGioN:"ti~E:-:/,-···~·.\d;J.~ME

REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARPS
1 North Coast
2 San Francisco Bay

3 Central Coast

4 Los Angeles

5 Central Valley

6 Lahontan

7 Colorado River Basin

8 Santa Ana

9 San Diego

WATER BODY TYPE

B = BAYS AND HARBORS

C = COASTAL SHORELINES

f; = ESTUARIES

G = GROUNDWATER

L =
0=

R=

LAKES / RESERVOIRS

OCEAN AND OPEN BAYS

RIVERS / STREAMS

S = SAUNE LAKES

T = WETLANDS, TIDAL

W= WETLANDS, FRESHWATER

HYPROUNIT
"Hydro Unit" Is the State Wate.. Resources Control Board hydrological subunit area. .

START AND END DATES

Start and End Dates are shown as the vear or as month/vear.

GROUP A PESTICIDES
Aldrin, dieldrin, chlordane, endrin, heptachlor, heptachlor epoxlde,
hexachlorocyclohexane (inclUding lindane), endosulfan, and
toxaphene

• Comments presented under each pollulanVslressor are not required under Clean
',f\f~'~r '·d ~()r.finn '1(1'1.('" In ~ ff!\l\1 rn~p.~ "v~v nm\lidn np.r.~~~pr\Jinfnn11~linn
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CONTACT ThWORMATION

ADDRESS
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124

WEBSITE ADDRESS
www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/

EMAIL ADDRESS
303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

PHONE NUMBER
Keri Cole (858) 467-2798

. colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov



From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Keri Cole
David Barker
14/18/01 3:21 PM
303d workshop presentation for lEA

David
I just got off the phone with Patty Krebbs from lEA who missed the 303d workshop. She reiterated her
desire for us to come down and give our informational workshop to them (including the Navy, port tenants,
power plants etc.). I told her the workshop presentation was posted on the website and that I would be
willing to answer any specific questions she may have, but she was really pushing for us to come down.
She said they were particularly concerned about SD Bay and wanted to be able to discuss it.

,
I told her I would check with you and see how we wanted to handle it.

Are you available to go with me on either May 3rd or May 4th in the morning?

cc: Deborah Jayne
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.~. INDUSTRIAL
.~ ENVIRONMENTAL .

• ~ ASSOCIATION
Leaders of Environmental Responsibility

!4J 001/003
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701 "B" Streer 0 Suite 1445 .. San Diego. CA 92101 - (619) 544-9684 .. FAX (619) 544-9514



P4/27/01 11:22
~ 002/003 "j'

Coffee and muffins hosted.

"San Diego Port Tenants Association

There is no charge to attend but reservations required. To RSVP call Cheryl Larrigan at
619-544-9684. Space is limited!

Presenter: Keri Cole, Regional Water QualzTJl Control Board Region 9

Imperial Bank BUilding
2nd Floor Large Conference Room

701 B .Street

Thursday, May 3,2001
10:00 a.lll. - 12:00 noon

Announces
!ipecial Workshop

303[d] Li!it:ing IDlpaired Water Bodies

Industrial Environmental Association

The State Water Resm.ITces Control Board (SWRCB) is seeking data and infonnation
on the quality ofsurface waters of the State. The SWRCB has asked the nine Regional
Water Quality Control Boards (RvVQCBs) to solicit this infonnation from the public on
its behalf. The information gathered will be used in various assessments oftbe State's
waters including the development of a submission to the USEPA required by federal
Clean Water Act Section (CWA) 303 Cd). TIus submission will be developed by the
SWRCB and will provide USEPA with a revised list ofwaters considered by the State
to be impaired (not attaining water quality standards) after certain required technology
based water quality controls are in place. It is anticipated that this submission will be
provided to USEPA April 2002, as required by federal regulations. The submission will
.be based on information and data available to the SVlRCB and RWQCBs. the
information gathered in this solicitation will also contribute to the preparation of the
2002 Federal CWA Section 305(b) Report on Water Quality.
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SPECIAL WORKSHOP
303 CD) Listing Impaired Water Bodies

Tbursd~lY, May 3,2001
10:00 a.m.

No cltarge to attend. Please:fill out the form below aDd fax it to 619·544-9514.

Cheryl Lartigau
Industrial Environmental Association
701 "Bn Street, Suite 1445
San Diego, CA 92101
Phone: 619~544-9684 FAX: 619-544-9514
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303(d) List of Impaired Waters
2002 List Update

Public Workshop
April4, 2001

_Il:dby

Keri Cole & 303(d) Team
California Regional Water Quality Control Board

San Diego Region

Workshop Objectives
l> Background

l> Listing & Delisting Criteria
l> 2002 Update Process & Schedule

l> Type of Supporting Information & Data
l> Questions & Comments
l> RWQCB Contact Information

CaUfnmla Rqlnf\1ll WIllCr QualIty Contml Boan!

Background

What is our mission?

To preserve and enhance water
quality and protect its beneficial uses.

1



Background
Beneficial Uses

Background
Section 303(d) of the federal Clean Water Ac't
requires States, Territories and authorized
Tribes to submit to USEPA once every two
years,

I>List of impaired waters

I>Pollutant(s) causing impairments

I>Priority ranking of impaired waters

I>TMDL development schedule
. C.ufomlt RqillftlJ Water Qualit)' Concml Buard

--~--------- ---_.---_._--

Background
-Xtiu Region 9 303d

Listed Waters
Statewide 303d
Listed Waters

• ...list update not required·...

"""update in progress......
Callrl:llDla tlqkaMl Wam l)why CclIIIrcI8otm1

1>1976

1>1988
1>1990

1>1998

1>2000

1>2002

2

8
15

36

<20

7S
250

509

2



Current List of Impaired Waters for
San Diego Region 9

Coastal Shoreline
I> 17 listings
I> -6 total miles
I> all for coliform

Lagoons & Estuaries
I> 10 listings
I> - 900 total acres
I> coliform, sediment, eutrophication & nutrients

Californil Rqlolllll WI1U Quallty Conant Board

Current List ofImpaired Waters for
San Diego Region 9

Lakes & Reservoirs
I> 1 listing
I> 25 total acres
I> eutr~phication .

Rivers & Streams

I> 6 listings
I> - 21 miles
I> metals, toxicity & eutrophication

Current List of Impaired Waters for
San Diego Region 9

Bays
1>-222 acres in San Diego Bay

I>listed for copper, sediment toxicity &
degraded benthic communities

1>-1540 acres in Mission Bay

I>listed for coliform,
eutrophication & lead

3



Listing Criteria

l> Technology-based effiuent limits not stringent
enough

l> Advisories in effect

l> Impaired beneficial uses
l> Previously listed
l> Exceedance of fish tissue concentrations

l> Water quality is of such concern that the Regional
Board determines the water body needs to be
afforded a level of protection offered by the 303(d)
list

De-Listing Criteria
l> Objectives being met & beneficial uses not impaired

l> Faulty data led to initial listing

l> TMDL approved by USEPA

l> Objectives revised & exceedance thereby eliminated

l> Control measures in place

Prioritizing & Scheduling
Ranking for TMDL Development
(high, medium, low priority)

l> Water body significance .

l> Degree of impairment or threat

l> Conformity with related watershed activities

l> Potential for beneficial use

l> Degree of public concern

l> Available information

4



l>October 1001

Prioritizing & Scheduling

Levels for TMDL Scheduling

t> Levell· substantial progress within next 2 years

t> Level 2· initiate within next 5 years

t> Level 3 -provide tentative schedules within 13

years

2002 Update Process

Ill,

eauroml. RqloDal WIlCrQuallty ControIBoan1

2002 Update Schedule
Dllk ~
I>Marth· May 15,2001 RWQCBs Solldt for InfonnationIData

I>Aprll. June 2001 RWQCBs Review & Evoluate InformationIData

I>July 2001 RWQCBs Draft Recommendadoos for LIst Update

I>August2001 RWQCBs Solldt Input 00 DntIl~
Recommendations ~

RWQCBs Seud Final Recommeodatioos to SWRCB

I>Wlnter 2001.2002 SWRCB Drafts Statewide Updates ...

I>WloterlSprlou 2002 SWRCB Couducts Fonoal Public HearlOI~"••1
Statewide

I>Aprll 2002

I>April· May 2002

SWRCB Submits Final Stetewlde Update to USEPA

USEPA Reviews, Revises, Approves SWRCB'sFloal
Statewide List Updates

Callfombl Rclional Wiler QuaUry CDnU'OJ DoanJ

5



Type of Information & Data
''Infonnation'' is any documentation describing the
CWTent or anticipated water quality condition of a
surface water body.

''Data'' is considered to be a subset of information that
consists of reports of measurements of specific
environmental characteristics.

Type of Information & Data

t:> All readily available

t:>Generated since July 1997
t:>Pertaining to physical, chemical and/or

biological conditions of the Region's waters or

watersheds

CaJlr~ Rqkma! Wa1l:r QWllily Cunuol Oaanl

Type of Information & Data

6



Type of Information
Submittals should include••.

t> Name, address, phone no. & email address
t> 2 hard copies & 1 electronic copy of the information
t> Identification of software used
t> Bibliographic citations
t> Model outputs with calibration & quality assurance

information
t> Description & your interpretation of the

information

Ca1lromia Rqimud Water Quallly CantRIlB~

Type of Data
Data submitted should include...

t>Name, address, phone no. & emaU address
t>1 Electronic copy of data
t>Identification of software used
t>Dermitions of abbreviations and codes
t>2 Hard copies of data
t>Bibliographic citations
l>Quality assurance procedures
t>Description & your interpretation of the data
t>Name of Citizen Monitoring Group & description
of training (if aoolicable)

CaUfomln Rqional W., Owilll)' Cuntro1 Dwd

Questions?

Comments?

Callromil RegioMl Willer QualIIY Conlnll B.m

7



Contact Information
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region .
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124

more Info
www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/

email us
303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

or call me
Keri Cole (858) 467·2798
colek@rb9,swrcb.ca.gov

e.utomla RqilUlll1 WI1Cf QIWIty Conllll18oan.1

8
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Agriculture
Urban Runoff/Storm Sewers
Groundwater loadings

Sedimentation/Siltation ' High
Agriculture

Construction/land Development
Channel Erosion
Erosion/Siltation

Unknown Toxicity High
Unknown Nonpoint Source

6

6

Miles

Miles

0196

0199

0198

0102

8 R SILVERADO CREEK

8 R SANTA ANA RIVER, REACH 3

8 R SANTIAGO CREEK, REACH 4

8 R SANTA ANA RIVER, REACH 4

0111

0111

0111

0100

0100

0100Miles

Miles

Miles 0108 0111

Miles 0108 0111

Miles 0108 0111

Miles 0108 0111

Miles 0102 0105

Acres 0705 0708

Acres 0799 0709

Acres 0705 0708

Miles

2

2

2

3

3

3

12

low

low

low

low

Medium

Medium

Medium

Nutrients Medium 2
ConstnJcti~nfland Dj!ve-,opment

906.400
Eutrophic Medium

NonpointfPolnt Source

High Coliform Count low 1540
NonpointIPoint Source

lead Medium 1
Nonpoln~Po1nt Source

801.200
Nutrients

Dairies
Pathogens

Dairies
SalinityfTDS/Chlorides

Dairies

801.270
Pathogens

Nonpoin~,Source

801.120
SalinityfTDS/Chlorides

Source Unknown

801.120
Pathogens

Unknown Nonpoint Source
SalinitylTDS/Chlorides

Un~nl]"!'1 Nonl?~intSource

801.710

B MISSION BAY9

8 R SUMMIT CREEK

~e9/l~....l 9 ~E~,,..J,> Jet!-~

• Comments presented under each pollutanUstressor are not required under Clean
W",tAr Ad ~Ar.linn ::\n~lrl\ In" rAW""'''A'' IhAV nrnvitiA nP.r.p,,,,,,,,rv infnrm"linn
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1998 CALIFORNIA 303 d LIST AND TMDL PRIORITY SCHEDULE
~~~~~~~~""""""'~~---~~~

Approved by USEPA: 12-May-99

9 B SAN DIEGO BAY 900.00

07030198Acres

Benthic Comm. Effects High 172 Acres 0198 0703
The listing covers the following areas: Near Sub Base 16 acres, Near Grape Street 7 acres, Downtown Piers
10 acres, Near Coronado Bridge 30 acres, Near Challas Creek 14 acres, San Diego Naval Station 76 acres,
Seventh Street Channel 9 acres, North of24th Street Marine Terminal 10 acres.

NonpoinUPoint Source
Copper High 50

This listing is for dissolved copPer in the Shefter Island yacht Basin in San Diego Bay.
NonpoinUPoint Source

Sediment Toxicity High 172 Acres 0198 0703
The listing covers the following areas: Near Sub Base 16 acres, Near Grape Street 7 acres, Downtown Piers
10 acres, Near Coronado Bridge 30 acres, Near Chollas Creek 14 acres, San Diego Naval Station 76 acres,
Seventh Street Channe/9 acres, North of24th Street Marine Termina/10 acres.

Nol1poinUPoint SOlJrce

Medium 0.01 Miles 0797 0701

Low 0.02 Miles 0799 0709

Low 0.04 Miles 0799 0709

Low 0.06 Miles 0700 0710

Low 0.02 Miles 0799 0709

Low 0.15 Miles 0700 0710

.Low· 1 Miles 0799 0709

* Comments presented under each pollutant/stressor are not required under Clean
W:'lIAr ArJ ~P.r.linn ~O:t(cf) In:l tAW r.:l.<:P_<: IhAV nmVirlA nP.r.P..<:.<:arv inftvrll:llinn
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9 C PACIFIC OCEAN, LOWER SAN 901.270

JUANHsA

• Comments presented under each pollulanVstressor are not required under Clean
WAfp.r Ar.f ~P.r.finn ~n~(ri) In A fp.w r..."''''''' fhp.v nmvirlp. np.r."'~"'Arv infnrmAfinn
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Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

0.02

0.15

0.5

0.02

0.01

0.01

0.13

3.2

0.2

0.01

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

Miles

0700

0700

0799

0799

0799

0799

0799

0798

0799

0799

0710

0710

0709

0709

0709

0709

0709

0711

0709

0709
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9 E AGUA HEDIONDA LAGOON
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H.igh Coliform Count
NonpoinUPolnt Source

Sedimentation/Siltation
NonpolntlPoint Source

Low

Medium

5

5

Acres

Acres

0799

0704

0709

0707

Acres' 0705

9

9

.9

9

9

9

9

9

E

E

E

E

E

E

E

E

ALISO CREEK MOUTH OF
ORANGE

BUENA VISTA LAGOON

FAMOSA SLOUGH & CHANNEL

LOMA ALTA SLOUGH

LOS PENASQUITOS LAGOON

SAN ELIJO LAGOON

SAN JUAN CREEK (MOUTH)

SANTA MARGARITA LAGOON

901.130

High Coliform Count Medium
Nonl?ol'.'tlPoint Source

904.210
High Coliform Count Low

NonpointlPoint Source

.Nutrients Low
NonpolntlPoint Source

Sedimentatlon/Slltation Medium
NonpointlPoint Source

906.400
Eutrophic Medium

Nonpoint Source

904.100
Eutrophic Low

Nonpolnt Source

High Coliform Count Low
Noneoi'.'t So.u.!'ce

906.100
Sedimentation/Siltation Medium

No~p~I~f!!»0lntSource

904.610
Eutrophic Low

NonpolntIPolnt Source

.High.Coliform Count Low
NonpolntIPolnt Source

SedimentationlSiltation Medium
NoniJoi.ntlPolnt Source

901.200
High Coliform Count Low

N~nj:Joi'-"!'.P0intSource

902.110
Eutrophic High

~o~poinUPointSource

0.3

350

150

350

28

8

8

385

330

150

150

2

1

Acres

Acres

Acres

Acres

Acres

Acres

Acres

Acres

Acres

Acres

Acres

Acres

0797

0799

0704

0704

0705

0799

0799

0799

0799

0704

0700

0796

0701

0709

0707

0707

0708

0709

0709

0708

0709

0709

0707

0710

0705

• .Comments presented under each poUulantlslressor are not required under Clean
WAlp.r ArJ RP.rJinn ::In::lfrl) In A fp.w N'I!'P.!' lhp.v nmvirlp. nP.rp_<;."I'Irv infl"lnTlAtinn
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1998 CALIFORNIA 303 d LIST AND TMDL PRIORITY SCHEDULE

9 E TIJUANA RIVER ESTUARY 911.110

Approved by USEPA: 12-May-99

9 L GUAJOME LAKE 903.110

Eutrophic
NonpoinUPoint Source

High Coliform Count
NonpoinUPoint Source

Lead
NonpoinUPolnt Source

Nickel
NonpoinUPoint Source

Pesticides
NonpoinUPoint Source

Thallium
NonpoinUPoint Source

Trash
NonpoinUPoint Source

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

1 Acres

150 Acres

1 Acres

1 Acres

1 Acres

1 Acres

1 Acres

0798

0798

0798

0798

0798

0798

0798

0711

0711

0711

0711

0711

0711

0711

9

9

9

R

R

R

ALISO CREEK

CHOLLAS CREEK

RAINBOW CREEK

901.130

908.220

902.200

Eutrophic
NonpoinUPoint Source

High Coliform Count
t-Iol)poinUPoint Source

Cadmium
Elevated levels in Stormwater.

NonpoinUPoint Source
Copper

Elevated levels in Stormwater.

NonpoinUPolnt Source
High Coliform Count

NonpoinUPoint Source

Lead
Elevated levels in Stormwater.

NonpoinUPoint Source
Toxicity

Toxicity in Stormwater.

NonpoinUPoint Source

Zinc
Elevated levels in Stormwater.

NonpoinUPoint Source

Medium 25 Acres 0708 0711

Medium 1 Miles 0797 0701

High 1 Miles 0198 0703

High 1 Miles 0198 0703

Low 1 Miles 0799 0709

High 1 Miles 0198 0703

High 1 Miles 0198 0703

High 1 Miles 0198 0703

Eutrophic
NonpoinUPoint Source

High 5 Miles 0798 0700

• Comments presented under each poliutanVstressor are not required under Clean
W"Ilp.r Art Sp.r.Iinn ::\O::\lrll In <l r",w r.::t.c:p.~ Ihp.v nmvirlp. np.rP-c:~r" infnrm"llinn
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9 R SAN JUAN CREEK LOWER 901.270

'9

9

R

R

TECOLOTE CREEK

TIJUANA RIVER

906.500

911.110

High Colifonn Count
NonpoinUPoint SO.lJrce

Cadmium
Bevated levels in StolTl1water.

NonpoinUPoint Source

Copper
Elevaled levels in StolTl1water.

NonpoinUPoint Source
High Colifonn Count

NonpoinUPoint Source

Lead
Bevated levels in StolTl1water.

NonpoinUPoint Source
Toxicity

Bevaled levels in StolTl1water.

NonpoinUPoint Source

Zinc
Elevated levels in StolTl1water.

Nonl!.0inUPoint Source

Low

Medium

Medium

low

Medium

Medium

Medium

1 Miles 0700 0710

6 Miles 0705 0708

6 Miles 0705 0708

6 Miles 0799 0709

6 Miles 0705 0708

6 Niiles 0705 0708

6 Miles 0705 0708

Eutrophic
NonpoinUPoint Source

High Colifonn Count
NonpoinUPoint Source

Org. enrichmenULow D.O.
NonpoinUPoint Source

Pesticides
NonpoinUPolnt Source

Solids
NonpoinUPolnt Source

Synthetic Organics
NonpoinUPolnt Source

Trace Elements
NonpolnUPoint Source

. Trash

NonpoinUPoint Source

Low 7 Miles 0798 0711

Low 7 Miles 0798 0711

Low 7 Miles 0798 0711

Low 7 Miles 0798 0711

Low 7 Miles 0798 0711

Low 7 Miles 0798 0711

Low 7 Miles 0798 071,1

Low 7 Miles 0798 0711

• Comments presented under each pollutanUstressor are not required under Clean
W",lp.r Arl ~p.rlinn ::IO:'\(rl) In", fp.w r.i>.""" lhp.v nmvirlp. n.....p."",uv infnnll,lfinn
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REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARDS
1 North Coast

2 San Francisco Bay

3 Central Coast

4 Los Angeles

5 Central Valley

6 Lahontan

7 Colorado River Basin

8 Santa Ana

9 San Diego

WATER BODY TYPE

B = BAYS AND HARBORS

C = COASTAL SHOREUNES

!; = ESTUARIES

G = GROUND WATER

L =
0=

R=

LAKES I RESERVOIRS

OCEAN AND OPEN BAYS

RIVERS I STREAMS

S = SAUNE LAKES

T = WETLANDS, nDAL

W= WETLANDS, FRESHWATER

HYDRO UNIT
"Hydro Unit" is the State Water Resources Control Board hydrological subunit area.

START AND END DATES

Start and End Dates are shown as the year or as monthlvear.

GROUp A PESTICIDES
Aldrin. dieldrin, chlordane, endrin, heptachlor, heptachlor epoxide,
hexachlorocyclohexane (including lindane), endosulfan, and
toxaphene

• Comments presented under each pollutant/stressor are not required under Clean
W"Ip.r Ar.I SAr.linn ~n~(rfl In", fA\III r-"'!':A!': fhAV nmvirfp. np"p-,,,!,:"'rv infnrm",linn
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CONTACT ThWORMATION

ADDRESS
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124

WEBSITE ADDRESS
www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/

EMAIL ADDRESS
303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

PHONE NUMBER
Keri Cole (858) 467-2798

. colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov
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NEWS RELEASE
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

May 3,2001
QUARANTINE 2-2-2

Alexandrium catanella and other plankton are the major food source for bivalve shellfish,

which feed by filtering the tiny organisms from the water. The toxins from AJexandrium accumulate

in the flesh and digestive tracts of the shellfish. Cases of PSP are associated only with the

consumption of bivalve shellfish. Other marine animals, such as abalone, shrimp, crab, and finned

fish do not pose a danger of causing PSP because they do not feed on the toxic plankton i':h;}1
The color of the water is not an indicator of Alexandrium catanella. At certain timeSl';NI~il!!

especially during the warmer months, California's coastal waters may contain increased numbers of· ,~~lill1
dinoflagellates and other plankton. These sometimes give the water a reddish color causing the .. ";'~:lil
phenomenon described as a "red tide". Most red tides are harmless, and the toxic AJexandrium"'i)

generally does not cause red tides. The only reliable way of detecting a PSP threat is to test for the

toxins in the shellfish.

In 1991, a second kind of naturally occurring toxin, domoic acid, was discovered for the first

time in mussels, razor clams, and some other seafoods at several locations on the Pacific Coast,

Including California. No cases of human poisoning from this toxin are known in California, but DHS

has inclUded testing for domoic acid in its monitoring program.
The DHS coordinates a year-round shellfish sampling and testing program. DEH participates

in this program by collecting weekly seawater samples analyzed for marine biotoxins.

Updated information about shellfish toxin findings and quarantines can be obtained by calling

the DHS Shellfish Information line at (510) 540-2605 or (800) 553-4133.

###

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
1255 IMPERIAL AVE.• SAN DIEGO, CA 92101-2422
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NEWS RELEASE
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

May 3,2001
Contact: Mark McCabe (619) 338-2652

Richard Haas (619) 338-2070
Medical Information: Community Epi (619) 515-6620

ANNUAL QUARANTINE DECLARED ON MUSSELS
During Warmer Summer Months, Certain Shellfish Can Be Poisonous

The State Department of Health Services (DHS) has declared its annual six-month

quarantine on mussels for human consumption. The ban is designed to prevent paralytic shellfish

poisoning (PSP) and other poisonings due to marine biotoxins each year from May 1 to October 31

along the entire California Coast. The quarantine applies only to mussels, however consumers of

sport-harvested clams or scallops are advised to only eat the white meat and discard the darker

. digestive organs before cooking.

Commercial shellfish are closely monitored by state and federal authorities and should pose

no risk to consumers.

"Certain shellfish may be poisonous from May through October, since they eat a single celled

organism, Alexandrium catenella, that mUltiplies rapidly during warmer months." said Gary Erbeck,

Director of the San Diego County Department of Environmental Health (DEH).

"If these shellfish are eaten at this time they may contain a toxin which can effect the nervous

system of humans within a few minutes to a few hours. Symptoms include tingling around the

mouth and fingertips. In cases of severe poisoning, complete muscular paralysis occurs and the

victim dies. There is no known antidote, however appropriate medical care has proven effective in

managing the symptoms of PSP and should be sought immediately if one suspects PSP," Mr.

Erbeck said. "Poisonous mussels look the same as harmless ones. The toxin is heat stable and

can not be destroyed by cooking."

-More-

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
1255 IMPERIAL AVE .• SAN DIEGO, CA 92101-2422
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i303dlist - Caulerpa and the 303(d) List

From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Lesley Dobalian
CAT; David Barker; Deborah Jayne; Keri Cole
Wed,May2,200111:13AM
Caulerpa and the 303(d) List

Hi all,
We have been doing some investigating into the issues surrounding listing Caulerpa on the 303(d) list and
developing a TMDL. This is what we have found so far ...

I placed a call to Steve Moore at Region 2, since they have completed a TMDL for exotics based on a
303(d) listing. He told me that Oregon has also listed some waterbodies on their 303(d) list for exotic
species. San Francisco Bay has been listed for all exotic species. Based on this listing, Region 2
developed a TMDL. The source was determined to be ballast water. Allocations were set to zero, similar
to the recently EPA-approved Trash TMDL.

As for Implementation, they are planning to use the same tools available to address NPS urban pollution,
including NPDES and WDR (again similar to what will be used for the Trash TMDL). Education will be the
primary mechanism to meet the TMDL. As for Caulerpa, under the CWA, and our NPDES permit,
aquarium discharges are prohibited. The city of San Diego is currently drafting language for a city
ordinance that will ban possession and sale of Caulerpa. There could possible be room to address
exotics in the NPDES permits of large scale aquariums, such as Sea World, also.

The SF Bay exotics TMDL was submitted one ago year ago, but no action has been taken yet by EPA.
Steve speculates that EPA is not sure how to proceed with this particular TMDL. However, EPA may be
soon forced to make some decisions due to a pending lawsuit by an environmental group that will be
forcing the issue.

Pros of Listing
*Increased recognition of the problem
*Increased resources and PY's
*Increased outreach and education
*Allows us to more comprehensively address the problem (such as through ordinances and permits under
the CWA) .
*Puts in place a plan of action if/when another infestation is identified

Cons
*It may be controversial since it is a new issue for TMDLs and 303(d) listing (The public response to our
efforts to combat Caulerpa has been overwhelmingly positive so far.)

A final comment: The 303(d) list is a list of impaired waterbodies. Agua Hedionda is impaired and the

.. beneficial uses are threatened by Caulerpa.
Lesley

cc: Alan Monji; Joan Brackin; Kyle Olewnik; Linda Pardy; Lisa Brown; Tom Ala



! ~03dlist - Fwd: T8M 2000 Organic Data - Just Released Information on Fish Tissue

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Linda Pardy
R9-8taff
Wed, May 2, 2001 9:23 AM
Fwd: T8M 2000 Organic Data - Just Released Information on Fish Tissue

Staff, Hot off the presses! Results from fish collected in the Toxic Substances Monitoring (T5M) program
during 2000. Cursor down to region9 at the bottom of the document. -Linda



!303dlist - 2000 Organic Data

From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Hi,

Del Rasmussen
Linda Pardy; Michael Lyons; Pavlova Vitale
Wed, May 2, 2001 8:59 AM
2000 Organic Data

Attached is the 2000 T5M organic data for your Region. It looks like the metal data will not be ready in
time for you station selections. Let me know if you have any questions.

Del Rasmussen
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
(916) 341-5545
rasmd@dwq.swrcb.ca.gov

cc: Dave Crane; Laurie Smith



California Regional "'ater Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region

Gray Davis
GOl'emor320 \'1. 4th Street. Suile 200. Los Angeles. Ci\ 90013

Phone (:!13) 57h·6600 E:\:\ (213) 5i(,·66-10

Interested Parties ..:JllfJ!­
Deborah 1. Smith~~
Assistant Executive Officer

TO:

FROM:

Winston H. Hickox
Secretnly for

Enl'ironlllentni
Protcction

DATE: May 1,2001

SUBJECT: SUPPORTING MATERlALS FOR MAY 31 ST SPECIAL BOARD MEETING

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (Regional Board) will hold a
special Board meeting on May 31, 2001 to discuss a number of high priority water quality issues for the
Region. The first agenda item is a public hearing to discuss the results of the Basin Plan Triennial .
Review, which entails setting priorities for reVising and updating the Region's water quality standards
and addressing other critical policy issues over the next three years. A previous letter was mailed to all
interested parties on April 16, 2001, which included the full staff report for the Triennial Review.

In addition to the Triennial Review, staff will present two other items at the Board meeting. This letter
focuses on these remaining two items: 1) our upcoming 2002 Water Quality Assessment effort and

. update of the 303(d) list of impaired waterbodies and 2) the status of Publicly Owned Treatment Works'
progress toward compliance with Basin Plan ammonia objectives. Please note that the Regional Board
will not be taking any formal action on these two items.

Specifically, the first of these two items will be a brief discussion of our upcoming 2002 Water Quality
Assessment effort and update of the 303(d) list of impaired waterbodies, as required by the federal Clean
Water Act Sections 305(b) and 303(d). Previously, two letters have been sent out soliciting data and
comments on these efforts. The first was sent in Fall 2000 and the second on March 5, 2001. Per the
March 5lh letter, all data in support of these efforts must be submitted to the Regional Board no later than
May 15,2001. Furthermore, any general questions or comments on these efforts were to be submitted by
April 20, 2001 via email t0303d@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov.

Included in the discussion on May 31 st will be a review of the water quality assessment guidelines used in
the 1996 and 1998 Water Quality Assessments. Where possible, these guidelines followed those
recommended by the US EPA in its guidance document, "Guidelines for Preparation of the 1996 State
Water Quality Assessments (305(b) Reports)." Staff plan to use these guidelines as a starting point for
the 2002 Water Quality Assessment, but will review and revise them as appropriate based on more recent
EPA guidance, a review of other states' assessment methodologies (as time allows), and public input. At .
the workshop, participants will be given an opportunity to comment on these guidelines, The 1996 Water
Quality Assessment and associated water quality assessment guidelines are available on the Regional
Board's website at www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwgcb4; click on "Meetings" and then look for the May 31 SI

Special Board meeting.

The last agenda item will be a continued discussion of regional Publicly Owned Treatment Works~
(POTWs') timely progress toward compliance '\.vith the Basin Plan inland surface water ammonia

California Environmental Protection Agency
***The ellergy challellge/aci/'g California is real. E"ery Carijor/l;all "eedsto take immediate actio" to redllce ellergy cO,/SIIII,ptio;,. ***

***For a list 0/simple ways to reduce demallda..dcm).ollre.. erg.l.costs.seell.etips at: http://H'wll',sll'rcb.ca.gol'/IIews/ecl,allellge.html. ***
#'D
~c=' Recycled Pnpcr

Our missioll is to prescn'c n/ld e/lhn/lce the qunlity 0/ Cali/ornin 's IImer rrsourcesfor the bencfit ofpresellt nil/I fuwrc generations.
. ........



! 303dlist- Re: Fwd: FW: Application of aquatic herbicide requires NPDES permit

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Linda Pardy
John Richards
Mon, Apr 30, 2001 7:59 AM
Re: Fwd: FW: Application of aquatic herbicide requires NPDES permit

John, It is not DFG that's applying copper sulfate, it's the Metropolitan Water District. DFG is the one who
gets reports of fish kills. Also, it's been over 8 years ago...at that time DFG was talking to MWD about
excessive applications at lake Matthews. -Linda

»> John Richards 04/27/01 04:32PM »>
John should contact the local DF&G boss to discuss the proper regulatory protocol for direct
pesticide/herbicide applications; DF&G should really be submitting reports of waste discharge for each
application (or at least for every category of applications) and the regional board should be issuing
requirements .... After Lake Davis, DF&G should be more sensitive to the regional boards' regulatory
authority in this area ...however, DF&G has not, historically, had the most congenial relationship with the
State or regional boards.

»> Linda Pardy 04/27/01 04:27PM »>
John, I'm wondering about this because back in 1990-93 DFG would get reports of fish kills after copper
sulfate was .applied to the shoreline of Lake Skinner. I don't recall that there was ever a NPDES permit for
the shoreline treatments nor have I heard of applications for this sort of application of copper generally. At
that time, Lake Mathews use of copper sulfate was growing, recruitment of fish was poor, the water
appeared bluish from treatments, and sediment copper levels seemed elevated. I don't know whether we
would issue a permit, or 303(d) list it, or whatever... -Linda

»> John Richards 04/27/01 04: 12PM »>
Sure... regional boards routinely have been regulating direct application of pesticides & herbicides under
NPDES requirements. acc has concluded that any pesticide/herbicide that affects organisms other than
targeted pests is a waste under Porter-Cologne and a pollutant under the Clean Water Act. You may
recall the Lake Davis fiasco? That was a case in which DF&G violated the Central Valley Regional
Board's WDRs for a rotenone application.

>>> Linda Pardy 04/27/01 04:06PM >>>
John Richards, I wonder how this applies to copper sulfate treatment of reservoirs as a herbicide to control
algae? Copper sulfate applications to lakes may cause fish kills. Do water agencies need a NPDES
permit to apply copper to lakes now? -Linda



: 303dlist - Re: Switzer Creek
I.,. ,," _ "

From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Pete Michael
Keri Cole
Fri, Apr 27,2001 10:18 AM
Re: Switzer Creek

Keri,
Yes, David is correct. The Year 1 and Year 2 sampling (FY 1992-93 and 1993-94) was supplemented by
the third-year follow-up sampling when additional funds became available. In 1996, full triad sampling
took place at Fish and Game's (Rusty's 1996 green cover Bay Protection report) "moderate priority"
stations which had not previously been sampled for the full triad. Because the State Board "toxic hot spot"
definitions called for repeat toxicity and chemistry hits or multiple degraded benthic communities with
elevated chemistry, Switzer Creek did not become a toxic hot spot until the third year sampling. The data
are in the tan cover 1998 addendum final report from Fish and Game.

If you would like to seed the RB agenda folder info, go to PROGRAMS, BAY PROTECTION on our
website. Or talk to me.
Pete

»> Keri Cole 04/27/01 09:17AM »>
Good morning Pete
I dropped by a couple times on Wednesday and this morning to talk to you about Switzer Creek, but
you've been busy on the phone.

I have some questions re: Switzer Creek in relation to the BPTep and the 303d list of Impaired waters.
We will most likely recommend adding Switzer Creek to the 303d list, based on some da.ta that was
gathered after the listing process last time which indicated degraded benthic communities. Do you know
where I should look to get that data? David Barker indicated that it was subsequentto the 1996 BPTCP
data and thus why it was not added to the 303d list in 1998. Can you help me out with this?

We are meeting with David Merk from the Port this morning to talk about site assessment and cleanup
work in the Bay at both B Street Pier (currently listed) and Switzer Creek (not listed). Since the Shipyards
and Navy will be doing similar work this year, it seems logical to get the Port goi"g at the same time (to get
comparable info, procedures, etc.).

Our meeting is at 10:30am this morning. Do you have a few minutes before then to talk with me? ·If not, I
can catch you this afternoon.

Thanks.
Keri

cc: David Barker; Tom Alo



California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region

,
Winston H. Hickox

Secretary for
Environmental

Protection

TO: FILE

Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/
9771 C1airemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A, San Diego, California 92124-1324

Phone (858) 467-2952 • FAX (858) 571-6972

Gray Davis
Governor

FROM: K.Cole
SAN DIEGO REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

DATE: April 27, 2001 ¥,.C/

SUBJECT: Telephone Call Report - 303(d) List Solicitation

Ms. Gail Cowen, (619) 556-9233, an engineer who works for the Navy and concerned Lakeside
citizen, called to inquire bout the 303d list of impaired water bodies. She wanted to know that
the process for listing waters and I gave her an overview. I told her I would send her a copy of
the solicitation letter and a copy of the PowerPoint presentation given at the workshop to
cowengl@pwcsd.nay.mil. (sent 4/27/01)

She relayed her concerns regarding the San Diego River. She was extremely concerned about
the impacts to drinking water for her area. She indicated that a very extensive groundwater
monitoring report had been conducted which showed degradation in water quality with respect
to TDS and nutrients and was hoping this could be utilized as evidence of impairment. I
encouraged her to submit any information she thought we should look at. I explained that San
Diego River is a waterbody we will be closely looking at. I told her we had recently met with
some interested groups in doing monitoring of the river. I also reiterated that the 303d list
applies to surface water and not groundwater bodies.

She also mentioned issues surrounding the Lakeside landfill and that the truck washing
operations at the site was causing degradation to the river. She said that these are the trucks
which haul dredged material which is not fit for ocean disposal to the site. I told her I would
check into it with our inspection staff, but she said she had already been in contact with staff
members, Stacey Backowski and Dat Quach regarding the issues and had previously submitted
videos of the info.

We also discussed citizen monitoring and her interest. I told her I would forward her interest
and name to the UC San Diego professor who is coordinating some monitoring efforts re: the
river. .

California Environmental Protection Agency

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption. For a list of
simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at hllp://www.swrcb.ca.gov.

Recycled Paper

o
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From:
To:
Date:
SUbJect:

Keri Cole
cowengl@pwcsd.navy.mil
4/27/01 3:46PM
303(d) List of Impaired Waterbodies

Hi Gail
Thanks so much for your call this afternoon. Hopefully I was able to answer some of your questions and
will follow up on those I was unable to answer. Attached is a copy of the general solicitation letter we sent
out in early March. It gives you a general overview of the process and the type of info we are talking
about. Again we are referring to surface waterbodies.

I have also attached a copy of the informational workshop presentation we gave earlier this month. It
gives some historical information, as well.

We would appreciate any ~nput and/or data you may be aware of and wish to submit.

If you have any more questions, please feel free to call me back. Thanks.

Ker; Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWaCB
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467·2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov
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From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Keri Cole
cowengl@pwcsd.navy.mil
5/7/01 7:29AM
Fwd: FW: San Diego River ---. Let's Get It Listed as Impaired

Hi Gail
Just FYI
I wanted to forward this info, as well as this email address for Suzanne Michael, a professor at San Diego
Stat Univ, since you shared your concerns re: SD River. I think the meeting that she was coordinating has
passed, but it appears she may be a good contact for residents in your area that would like to get involved
in citizen monitoring efforts.

-Keri

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWaCS
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@ rb9.swrcb.ca.gov



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"breznik" <breznik@sdbaykeeper.org>
"Keri Cole" <colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>

4/25/01 2:14PM
FW: San Diego River ---- Let's Get It Listed as Impaired

Here's Suzanne's info, and info on meeting.

br

-----Original Message----·
From: Smichel61 @aol.com [mailto:SmicheI61 @aol.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 24, 2001 9:00 PM
To: Dinysaur@aol.com; peugh@home.com; savewetlands@compuserve.com;
Van27@home.com; dfrye@san.rr.com; breznik@sdbaykeeper.org;
r2rierdan@home.com; Isaldana@netconnection.com
Subject: San Diego River ---- Let's Get It Listed as Impaired

Please forward this message to anyone who might be interested.

Hi all,

In mid-May the State of California Regional Water Quality Control Board will
be looking to list waterbodies as "impaired" under Section 303d of the U.S.
Clean Water Act. When a waterbody is listed as "impaired, a whole new set
of
regulations kick in. There has to be in-depth monitoring to identify
pOllutants, and also it MAY make development on or near the waterbody VERY
difficult -- especially those landuses which can generate large amounts of
storm water runoff (Fanita Ranch, Santee Trolley Center), or pollutants
(industrial processes using hazardous chemicals, M52, M58 zoning in
Lakeside).

Well folks, I say it is time we getthe San Diego River listed as impaired,
from the mouth of the River (which right now the mouth is listed as
impaired)
up to San Vincente Dam. I have been making the rounds with the water
districts and planning groups for letters of support on this --- and I am
getting support! SO BayKeeper says they will support us if we get our act
together --- so will Donna Frye. Now I need some volunteer support in East
County.

We will be meeting Monday, April 30 6:30PM at Mast Park in Santee (corner
of
Carlton Hills and Carlton Oaks by the Santee Library) to coordinate our
efforts (Lakeside people, this is your chance to see a fine river park).
We will be needing photos or videos of polluters, statements from
people on pollution, DATA any water quality data generated. We need people
calling the Regional Water Quality Control Board (858-467-2952) and asking
what data and or information do we need to get the river listed as impaired
--- and of course a good turnout at the hearing on this topic.
For those in Santee, it will be a good PR effort to let those developers who
are buying Fanita Ranch know that we are still out there making life
miserable. For those in Lakeside, ditto,
but it will also mean even more stringent requirements for any prospective
industrial use on or near the river or wellheads. By the way groundwater



is
a hot topic, we have plenty of it cheap water in Lakeside and Santee -- and
guess who is eyeing to bUy it -- City of San Diego. Read union trib april
23, logan jenkins column. Saving the river then means less or more friendly
to the environment development overall, and maybe low cost groundwater!

If you can't make the meeting and want to help, call or email me.

Ciao to all --­
Suzanne M. Michel
San Diego County Representative
Southern California Watershed Alliance



i 303dlist - Re: caulerpa
Iv .., ""'. ,.. .

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Linda Pardy
Keri Cole; Lesley Dobalian
Tue, Apr 24,2001 7:43 AM
Re: caulerpa

Keri, Leslie, You might want to talk with R2 Steve Moore, since he has experience with marine exotic
species in SF Bay. He's at 8-561-2439. He has submitted the exotic species TMDL to US EPA. It would
be good to find out what happened since then. Some of the issues: (1) Is the TMDL the best way to
address this issue? (2) What advantage/disadvantage does listing provide? .. , -Linda

>>> Lesley Dobalian 04/23/01 04:06PM »>
Hi Keri,
A TMDL would be a good avenue to help address the Caulerpa problem. The Regional Boards have
stepped in already with resources and money to address this problem because it is recognized as a major
threat to the beneficial uses of our waters. .

Although I am not aware of any other waterbody that has been put on the 303(d) list as impaired for an
exotic, I believe San Francisco is interested and looking into it. We are leading the way in the efforts.
Caulerpa has been found in two areas in California, one in Region 8 and one here in Carlsbad. The
SWRCB has spent $1.4 million alone already from the Clean up and Abatement Account to try to address
this problem!

As for writing the TMDL, it seems relatively straightforward. The source of the problem is well recognized.
The numeric target and allocations should be set to zero, just like with the approved LA River TMDL for
trash.

Implementation should be no more challenging than for any other TMDL I would think. The city would
certainly be involved in implementation to some degree. They have already joined in the efforts.
Furthermore, they have a history of directing resources to battling exotics already. In the past, the City of
San Diego has spent $5.7 million and many years fighting the exotic aquatic plant, Hydrilla, from Lake
Murray. It is now an eradication success story.

Definitely email John Richards!. Let me know if I can help, and how things progress.
, Lesley

»> Keri Cole 04/20/01 09:12AM >>>
Hey Leslie
Deborah and I discussed the potential for a 303(d) listing for caulerpa a while back. But in talking with
David Barker the other day, he suggested that I contact John Richards before going too far down that
road, because he wasn't really sure if 303(d) is the appropriate avenue for addressing it since it would be
tough to followup with a TMDL process (i.e. source 10, implementation, etc.). What would be your
recommendation?

Forgive my ignorance, but where exactly have they found evidence or it? Do you know how wide spread
an area it impacted? Are there any other regions discussing potential listings?

I wanted to have a little better idea about it before I sent an email off to John Richard's.

Thanks for your input.
KC

cc: Bruce Posthumus; Chiara Clemente; David Barker; Deborah Jayne; Greig Peters;
Jesus Calleros; Pete Michael; Steve Moore
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Keri Cole
rjc@sdcity.sannet.gov
4/24/01 6:48AM
303d solicitation letter

Hi Ron
Here is the letter that describes the overall process and the type and format of the data we are seeking.

Thanks in advance for your help.
-Keri

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWaCB
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov
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From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Keri Cole
McKenneyLB@mail.cpp.usmc.mil
4/20/01 8:35AM
Santa Magarita Wastershed - sediment

Good morning Larry McKenney

I got your name and address from John Robertus and Lisa Brown in our office as a person to contact
regarding the ongoing water quality issues associated with the Santa Margarita Watershed. I am currently
working on updating the 303(d) list of impaired waters for our region. John and I discussed some of the·
problems with the Santa Margarita River particularly with respect to the sediment issues. He has indicated
that there is a real problem with this given all the upstream development in the watershed and the impacts
to Camp Pendleton as a water resource. He has asked me to contact you regarding this issue.

I have also attached a copy of the solicitation letter we sent out in early March regarding our 303(d) list
update process, for your reference.

I would like to discuss this with you and was hoping you could give me some additional background on the
issue. I just got a copy of the Draft Water Quality Studies and Proposed Watershed Monitoring Program
for Portions of the San Mateo and Santa Margarita River Watershed dated JUly 1999 from Lisa Brown
and am reviewing that this morning.

We are considering trying to list the Santa Margarita as impaired for sediments, but in order to list a
waterbody for a particular impairment is absolutely necessary that we have the science and hard data to
support the listing. I don't see anything yet in the report indicating any type of turbidity measurements or
TSS measurements, that we could use as a basis. Do you guys do this monitoring? Is this data
available? What about a series of annual topo maps? Potentially these could demonstrate accumulation
over time, if real evident. I have also discussed some of the nutrient issues with Lisa, and this is also
something we should talk about.

Today is Friday April 20th and I am in the office until4pm. I will be attending some training next week
Mon, Tues. and Thurs., but will be in all day Wed and Fri. after 7am. Perhaps we can discuss this on one
of the those days, at your earliest convenience. Thank you in advance for your assistance in this matter.

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWaCS
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@ rb9.swrcb.ca.gov



California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region

Winston H. Hickox:
Secretary for

Environmental
Protection

Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A, San Diego, California 92124-1324

Phone (858) 467-2952 • FAX (858) 571-6972

Gray Davis
Governor

TO: FILE

FROM: K.Cole '(-U
SAN DIEGO REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

DATE: April 18, 2001

SUBJECT: Telephone Call Report - 303(d) List Solicitation

I contacted Mr. Jeff Pasek at the City of San Diego per Dave Gibson's suggestions re: potential
data source for 303d listings. I asked if he knew of our current solicitation for 303(d)
information and he said yes, but that he had not yet really looked at compiling anything to
submit to us.

We discussed the reservoir monitoring data that Gibson knew of and Pasek indicated that he
had monitoring data which may be pertinent for 3 of the reservoirs for which they had REC stds,
Lake Hodges, EI Capitan and San Vicente. The data includes water chemistry, DO, temp, pH,
nutrients, etc. since 1989. He said the coliform data is something that we may want to look at,
as it shows some potential exceedances. He also said he had nutrient and algal monitoring
data, but that they weren't real compelling in showing any problems. He said similarly
pesticides weren't issues for them. He said MTBE might be the only one that shows up.

I asked about any stream or creek monitoring data that the City may have and Pasek indicated
that most of the monitoring data they had was done prior to 1997 and is pretty "incident"
specific (Le. spills, etc). He said he'd look at it and see if there is anything that might be useful
to us.

He said he would compile some of this data for us and send it electronically prior to May15th.
He said the person actually sending the info would be Ron Coss at (858) 668-3241. He will
send info to the 303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov address.

s:\WaSI303dllst\call rpt41 8.mem.doc

California Environmental Protection Agency
The energy challengejacing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption. For a list oj
simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs. see our Web-site at http://www.swrcb.ca.gov.

Recycled Paper

a



California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region

Winston H. Hickox
Secretary for

Environmental
Protection

Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A, San Diego, California 92124-1324

Phone (858) 467-2952· FAX (858) 571-6972

Gray Davis
Governor

TO: FILE

FROM: K.Cole~CI
SAN DIEGO REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

DATE: April 18, 2001

SUBJECT: Telephone Call Report - 303(d) List Solicitation

Ms. Patty Krebbs of lEA left a voicemail indicating that she realized that her organization had
missed the 303d informational workshop earlier this month and hoped it could be repeated for
them.

I returned Ms. Krebbs call and she explained that they missed the workshop because they
failed to read the second page of our notice as she assumed it was the same language as was
in the State Board's notice. She was said that she would be willing to get everyone together
including members from the Navy, Port tenants and dischargers (including the power plants and
Ranch Bernardo dischargers) for another workshop. I explained that the presentation given
was posted on the website and she could certainly review it and I would be more than happy to
answer questions she may have. But she was insistent that we get together because she had
hoped to have some discussion. When I asked as to what particular waterbodies she was
concerned with, she mentioned the San Diego Bay as number one, as well as the outfall areas
along the coastline (e.g. Point Loma, Escondido Creek, Agua Hedionda, etc). I explained that
many of those areas were already listed and that she should review the current list on our
website so she knows what is already listed and for what pollutant.

She said that either Thurs or Fri May 3rd or 4th would be good days for us to come down to meet
with them. I told her I would follow up with David Barker and see what we could arrange.

I sent an email to Barker asking how to handle this request and his availability for the proposed
dates.

S:\WQS\303dllst":all rpt418-2.mam.doc

California Environmental Protection Agency
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region

Winston H. Hickox
Secretary for

Environmental
Protection

Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A, San Diego, California 92124-1324

Phone (858) 467-2952· FAX (858) 571-6972

Gray Davis
Governor

TO: FILE

FROM: K.COle\'CI
SAN DIEGO REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL B.OARD

DATE: April 17, 2001

SUBJECT: Telephone Call Report - 303(d) List Solicitation

Mr. Doug Brown from the Otay Water District contacted Brian Kelly inquiring about the recent
notice/letter we sent out requesting information to support list updates. I returned his call on
4/17/01. Mr. Brown was uncertain as to what information we were requesting from them. I
explained what we were looking for and assured him that he would not have to resubmit any
data which he already submits to us as a NPDES discharger. I explained that we sent the letter
to our complete mailing list in order identify any information, studies, data etc. that we don't
already have access to. Mr. Brown wasn't currently aware of any other activity in and around
his facility and/or receiving waters.

Californifl Environmental Protection Agency

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption. For a list of
simpleways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at http://www.swrcb.ca.gov.
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PUBLIC SOLlCITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION

To: Interested Parties

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) is seeking data and information on the
quality of surface waters of the State. The SWRCB has asked the nine Regional Water Quality
Control Boards (RWQCBs) to solicit this information from the public on its behalf. The
information gathered will be used in various assessments of the State's waters including the

development of a submission to the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) required
by federal Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 303 (d). This submission will be developed by the
SWRCB and will provide USEPA with a revised list of waters considered by the State to be
impaired (not attaining water quality standards) after certain required technology based water
quality controls are in place. It is anticipated that this submission will be provided to USEPA by
April 2002, as required by federal regulations. The submission will be based on information and
data available to the SWRGB and the RWQCBs. The information gathered in this solicitation
will also contribute to the preparation of the 2002 federal CWA Section 305(b) Report on Water
Quality.

Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, State and federal
governmental agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses possessing information
regarding the quality of the Region's waters may provide information to the appropriate
RWQCB. .

We are seeking to obtain all readily available data and assessment infonnation generated since
July 1997. All data and information you wish to provide must be received by the R\VQCBs
by 5:00 p.m. on May 15~ 2001 for developing the April 2002 submission to USEPA. For
purposes of this solicitation, information is any documentation describing the current or
anticipated water quality condition ofa surface water body. Vie consider data to be a subset of
information that consists of reports of measurements of specific environmental characteristics.
The data and information may pertain to physical, chemical. and/or biological conditions of the
Region's waters or watersheds. All submittals must be proYided to the RWQCB responsible
for the waters in question. THE SWRCB WILL NOT ACCEPT INFORMATION
DIRECTLY. For further information on the specific procedures for submitting data and

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy
consumption. For a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at:

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov

California Etlvironmental Protection Agency
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Interested Parties - 2 - .MAR 14 2001

inf0n11ation, please sec the RWQCB solicitation notice posted on thc (RWQCB) websitc. You
can link to the RWQCB websitcs at the SWRCB website:
http://www.swrch.eagov/rwgcbs/index.html. You may also contact the following RWQCB staff:

North Coast Region: Matt St. John, 707)570-3762, email: StjoM((I;rbl.swrcb.cu.l!o\..
San Francisco Bay Region: Steve Moore, (510) 622-2439, email: 30Jdlist({t)rb2.swrcb.ca.gov.
Central Coast Region: Angela Carpenter, (805) 542-4624, cmail: aCal]Cntcr({llrb3.swrch.ca.gnv.
Los Angeles Region: Renee DeShazo, (213) 576-6783, email: J03d@:.rb4.swrcb.ca.gov.
Central Valley Region: Gene Davis, (916) 255-3387, email: 303dlist({il rh5.swrcb.ca.gov.
Lahontnn Region: Judith Unsicker, (530) 542-5462, email: Unsij«l'rb(,s.swrch.cil.goV.
Colorado River Basin Regioil: Teresa Newkirk, (760) 776-8931,

email: n~vkt«I·J.h7.swrch.ca.gov.
Santa Ana Region: Pavlova Vitale, (909) 782-4920, email: pvtalc({i!rb8.swrch.ci.l.gov.
San Diego Region: Kcri Cole, (858) 467-2798, email: colck@rb9.swrch.ca.g;ov.

Infol11lation provided should conform to the following considerations:

• The name of the entity or person providing the infomlation.

• Mai ling address, telephone numbers, and email addresses for a contact person who can
answer questions about the information provided.

• Two hard copies and an electronic copy of all infonnation provided. For reports,
Microsoft Word is the preferred software. Please specify the software used to fomlat the
information and provide definitions for any codes or abbreviations used.

e Bibliographic citations [or all infonnation provided.
• If computer model outputs are included in the infonnation, please provide bibliographic

citations and specify any calibration and quality assurance infonnation available forthc
model(s) used.

Any dala provided should conform to the following considerations:

• Datil in electronic form, in a spreadsheet, database or ASCII formats. Please specify the
format and define any codes or abbreviations used in your database.

• Mctadata for the field data, i.e., when meaSurements were taken, locations, number of
samples, detection limits, etc.

• Metadata for GIS data must be included. The prefencd projection is Teale Albers,NAD27.
If you need an explanation ofTeale Albers projection, please sec Teale Data Center website
address: http://\\!ww.gislab.tc~lIe.ca.govl\,\lwwgis/albers.html. Othcr\ovise the mctadala must
detail all the paramelers of the projection, including datum (e.g., NAD27,WGS84).

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs 10 lake immediate action 10 reduce energy
consumption. For a fisl of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs. see our Web-site at:

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov

California Environmental Protectioll AgelJcy
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Interested Parties. - 3 - MAR 14 2001

• A description of and reference for the quality assurance procedures.

• Two hard copies of the data.
• In addition, for data from citizen volunteer water quality monitoring efforts:

~ The name of the group;
» Indication Of any training in water quality assessment completed by members of the

group;

Anyone regularly providing data to an RWQCB, such as in a Discharge Monitoring Report,
should not resubmit that data in response to this request. However, if you had subsequently
conducted any assessment or evaluation of that data, you should submit the assessment to the
RWQCB for its review and consideration. .

The RWQCBs have been requested to provide recommendations to the SWRCB in Fall 2001 on
. the condition of regional waters. The SWRCB will consider all RWQCBs' recommendations

regarding the conditions of the Regions' waters when formulating the CWA Section 303(d)
submission. The State's submission revising the list of impaired waters wi11be considered by the
SWRCB in a public process to be conducted during December 2001 through March 2002.
Opportunities for review of the proposed submission and public comment on the submission wiJI
be announced at a later date.

If you have any questions about this SWRCB solicitation notice, you may leave a message on
voice mail number (916) 322-4165, and SWRCB staffwill return your call as soon as possible.

Sincerely,

!fLii#-
Stan Martinson,Chi~
Division of Water Quality

The energy challenge facing Cafifomia is real, Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy
consumption. For a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at:

http://www.swrcb.cD.gov

California Environmental .protection Agency

o Recycled Paper



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Linda Pardy
DMuto@PBSJ.com

4/12/01 11:40AM
Re: SO Monitoring Activities

Devon Muto, Here are some RWaCB and other websites with water quality data for the San Diego
Region. Contact Erick Burres about the citizen monitoring list. Also, Keri Cole will be compiling whatever
wq data she receives for the impaired waters list. Also, there is a link to USEPA STORET which will have
nationwide data. The State Board will be working on funding/putting together a contract to deposit
statewide monitoring data to help folks find into. This will help in the future. If you have questions, please
feel free to contact me. -Linda

-Linda

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/-rwgcb9/Programs/SpeciaIPrograms/BioAssessment/bioassessment.html

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/-rwgcb9/ProgramsfIMDUtmdl.html

http://www.epa.gov/storetl

·http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/-rwgcb9/ProgramsfIMDLl303d/303d.html

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/-rwgcb9/ProgramsfTMPUChollas CreekiDiazinonlChollas Text V8 KS.pdf

http://www.swrcb.ca.govlprograms/bptcp/reports.htmI

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/-rwgcb9/ProgramsfIMDUChollasCreek/chollascreek.html

><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><>
Linda Pardy. Environmental Specialist
California Regional Water Qualitv Control Board
San piego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd. Suite A
San Diego. CA 92124-1324
(S58) 627-3932. fax (S5S) 571-6972
calnet SQ34·3932
email <PARDL@RB9.SWRCB.CA.GOV>
Internet Address <www.swrcb.ca.gov/-rwgcb9>
Primary Office Phone Number (S58) 467-2952
><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> »>: ><> »>:

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce
energy consumption. For a list of simple ways to reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see the tips
at: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/news/echallenge.html

»> "Muto, Devon" <DMuto@PBSJ.com> 04/12/01 11 :02AM »>
Thanks for your help Linda!

We are looking for information on monitoring (biological, water, ground
water, soil, etc,) activities in San Diego. Specifically we discussed the
macroinvertabrate surveys, TMDL monitoring, other water quality assessments,
citizen monitoring, etc.

Thanks a lot.

Devon Muto



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Erick Burres
DMuto@PBSJ.com; Linda Pardy
4/13/01 5:00PM
Re: SO Monitoring Activities

Attached is an EXCEL spreadsheet with a list of citizen groups that are interested in water quality, not all
of them are collecting data.

Erick Burres
SWRCB
Clean Water Team
Phone (213) 576-6788

··'"The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to
reduce energy consumption···
··'"For a list of simple ways to reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see the tips at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/news/echallenge.html···

cc: Keri Cole



i$93dlist - San Diego Region Water Quality data- July 1997 forward

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Patricia A Shiffer" <pshiffer@usgs.gov>
<colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov?
Thu, Apr 12, 2001 11 :28 AM
San Diego Region Water Quality data- July 1997 forward

Keri Cole,
We have retrieved the water quality data for ·your region from
our database for July 1997 and forward. The data is in ascii text
files called sdr.txt, sdr.txt.parnames and sdrtbl.txt
The sdr.txt file is the data in a format which can be placed
in another software program such as EXCEL. The file sdr.txLparnames
are the parameter names associated with the data in sdr. txt.
The file sdrtbl.txt is the same data in a table format. This data
can be printed. We will not be sending hard copy.

To get the files with FTP software:

ftp ftpdcascr.wr.usgs.gov
login as anonymous
cd data
get filename
quit

To get the files with a Netscape browser:

Type in where the http etc is ftp://ftpdcascr.wr.usgs.gov/data/
(try clicking on the ftp:!/ etc above and you should go directly
to the ftp directory and then choose your file.)
put the filename of the file you want after that last I and you
will go directly to the file.
(the one you are trying to get from the directory.
EX: ftp://ftpdcascr.wr.usgs.gov/data/sm92

Please let me know when you have successfully downloaded the file or
. files so I can erase them.

Thanks.

If you have questions, let me know.

WATER YEAR 2000 and 2001 DATA IS SUBJECT TO REVISION!

Pat Shiffer "SAFETY FIRST, EVERY JOB, EVERY TIME"
U.S. Geological Survey

6000 J. St, Placer Hall
Sacramento, CA 95819-6129
(916) 278-3100
pshiffer@usgs.gov http://ca.water.usgs.gov



i 303dlist - Re: mtg wi Baykeeper

From:
To:
Date: .
Subject:

Linda Pardy
Deborah Jayne; Keri Cole
Fri, Apr 6, 2001 1:59 PM
Re: mtg wi Baykeeper

Deborah, Bruce Reznik had an important point which was that when we list on the 303(d) list an impaired
water then it rises to importance and receives much priority for funding from Prop 13, 319(h} and so forth.
It would be good to direct wq studies to places where a difference could be made...
For instance, we had to design a citizen monitoring project for Chollas Creek on diazinon, not exactly the
easiest thing for citizen monitors to test for. Also, we have a citizen monitoring project on Paleta Creek
and the issue might also be pesticides ...however the detection limit we are using on pesticides and metals
is so low that the testing is very expensive has to be sent to a lab. It sure would be nice to help get
citizen monitoring off the ground to pick a place where citizens could start monitoring something that
doesn't cost a whole lot of money to test for ...being as when you first start something you don't always
have a lot of money to spend ... I'd sure like to focus on a pollutant which people have a protocol for or
could monitor without a whole lot of money ... like trash for instance... or nutrients... or
macroinvertebrates. Then later, when the citizen montoring program gets more sophisticated, they will
have the basics under way and can pursue the more complicated testing ... Just a thought. I am positive
that anywhere we start looking we will find water quality issues that citizen's could monitor and help us to
fix. -Linda

>>> Keri Cole 04/06/01 01 :28PM »>
Deborah
As he mentioned during the workshop the other day, Bruce Resnik said he would like to come in and talk
to us about the specific areas we are lacking infoldata and those areas which we could direct him to
collect info. How do you recommend we handle this and/or meeting with him? When speaking with Linda
and briefly with Bruce Posthumous, my impressions is we could point them in ANY direction and it would
be helpful and they would probably find something. Can we discuss?
KC

cc: Cynthia Gorham-Test; David Gibson; Lisa Brown



130~~IiS!~ Citizen monitoring "Chollas Creek Snapshot day evaluation"

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Linda Pardy
Erick Burres; Lauma Jurkevics; Revital Katznelson; Rhoyos@resources.ca.gov
Thu, Apr 5,2001 11 :14 AM
Citizen monitoring "Chollas Creek Snapshot day evaluation"

Clean Water Team, At the CWA Section 303(d) meeting yesterday, which was April 4, 2001, Mr. Ed
Kimura of the Sierra Club water action committee (he was a volunteer at the Snap Shot Day for Chollas
Creek) wondered if a summary/evaluation of the citizen monitoring was done by UC Davis (Ms. Rene
Hoyos)? I remember seeing some info/data on the web at http://ice.ucdavis.edu/ a while back and
wondered where we could find an evaluation of the effectiveness of the citizen monitoring on the web? or
get a hard copy of the evaluation? -Linda

><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><>
Linda Pardy, Environmental Specialist
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd, Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124-1324
(858) 627-3932, fax (858) 571-6972
calnet 8-734-3932
email <PARDL@RB9.SWRCB.CA.GOV>
Internet Address <www.swrcb.ca.gov/-rwqcb9>
Primary Office Phone Number t858) 467-2952
><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> »>: ><> »>:

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce
energy consumption. For a list of simple ways to reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see the tips
at: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/news/echallenge.html

cc: Ed Kimura; Keri Cole



Gpr Department of Pesticide Regulatidn

Paul E. Helliker
Director MEMORANDUM

Gray Davis
Governor

Winston H. Hickox
Secretary, California

.Environmental
Protection Agency

John H. Robertus, Executive Officer
San Diego Regional

Water Quality Control Board
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A
San Diego, California 92124-1324

Paul E. Helliker
Director
(916) 445-4000

April 5, 2001

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

1'00). (J)

C) :>
53- O:Ez

o~=0 %~~
..... -IrT1rn
.- ::O::OC)
- 0po

PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION FQR ~~~

303Cd) LIST PREPARATION 1) ~:~

FG ~-<%
Regional Water Quality Control Boards are, or will soon be, requesting information thayyay ~
assist in the development oflists of impaired water bodies as required by section 303(d)~the

Clean Water Act. The Department ofPesticide Regulation (DPR) would like to notify you of
data that may be useful in developing the lists.

TO:

DPR's surface water database contains reports of sampling of surface waters for pesticides. It
includes studies conducted by both DPR and other entities in the public and private sectors. A
CD ROM containing the database was sent to each regional board. Updated information is
available on DPR's Web site at <http://www.cdpr.ca.gov/docs/surfwatr/surfdata.htm>. The Web
site also provides a contact for further information.

In addition, DPR has conducted and reported on a number of studies that may be of interest to
you. Reports have been provided to appropriate regional boards and can also be found on DPR's
Web site. These include:

Q Studies conducted by DPR's Environmental Hazards Assessment Program
<http://www.cdpr.ca.gov/docs/empmipubs/ehapreps.htm>

• DPR reports published in refereed publications
<http://www.cdpr.ca.gov/docs/empmipubs/ehapref.htm>

• Monitoring for the Glassy-Winged Sharpshooter Project
<http://www.cdpr.ca.gov/docs/gwss>

• Monitoring for Red Imported Fire Ant Project
<http://www.cdpr.ca.gov/docs/rifa>

1001 I Street. P.O. Box 4015 • Sacramento, California 95812-4015 • www.cdpr.ca.gov

~ A Department of the California Environmental Protection Agency
"40" .
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Figure 1. Sampling sites for monitoring results contained in the Department of Pesticide
RegUlation surface water database, as of July 15, 2000



BIBLIOGRAPHY OF STUDIES CONTAINED IN
THE SURFACE WATER DATABASE (SWDB),

as of July 15,2000

\

SWDB study 6. Department of Pesticide Regulation. Wofford, P.L. and P. Lee. 1995. "Results
of monitoring for the herbicide MCPA in surface water of the Sacramento River basin."
Environmental Monitoring and Pest Management Branch, Department of Pesticide Regulation,
Sacramento, CA. Report EH95-11. December 1995.

SWDB study 9. MacCoy, D., K.L. Crepeau, and K.M. Kuivila. 1995. Dissolved pesticide data for
the San Joaquin River at Vernalis and the Sacramento River at Sacramento, California, 1991-94.
U.S. Geological Survey, Sacramento, CA Open-File Report 95-110.

SWDB study 9. Crepeau, K.L., J.L. Domagalski and K.M. Kuivila. 1994. Methods ofanalysis
and quality assurance practices of the U.S. Geological Survey Organic Laboratory, Sacramento,
CaliforniaCDetermination ofpesticides in water by solid-phase extraction and capillary-column
gas chromatography/mass spectrometry. U.S. Geological Survey, Sacramento, CA. Open·File
Report 94-362.

SWDB study 10. Ross, LJ., R. Stein,1. Hsu, 1. White, and K. Hefner. 1996. Distribution and
mass loading of insecticides in the San Joaquin River, California: winter 1991-92 and 1992-93.
Environmental Hazards Assessment Program, Environmental Monitorfug and Pest Management

Branch, Department of Pesticide Regulation, Sacramento, CA. Report EH 96-02. November
1996.

SWDB study 10. Ross, L.J., R. Stein, 1. Hsu, 1. White, and K. Hefner. 1999. Distribution and
mass loading of insecticides in the San Joaquin River, California: spring 1991 and 1992.
Environmental Hazards Assessment Program, Environmental Monitoring and Pest Management
Branch, Department of Pesticide Regulation, Sacramento, CA. Report EH 99-01. April 1999.

SWDB study 10. Ross, L. 1993. Preliminary results of the San Joaquin River study; summer
1992. Memorandum to Kean Goh, Environmental Hazards Assessment Program, Department of
Pesticide Regulation, Sacramento, CA. September 22, 1993.

SWDB study 10. Ross, L. 1992. Preliminary results of the San Joaquin River study; summer
1991. Memorandum to Kean Goh, Environmental Hazards Assessment Program, Department of
Pesticide Regulation, Sacramento, CA. May 21, 1992.

SWDB study 10. Fujimura, R. 1991. Chemical and toxicity test results fromthe San Joaquin
River and tributaries during March 4 to April 26, 1991. Memorandum to Lisa Ross, Department
of Pesticide Regulation, Sacramento, CA. November 6, 1991.



SWDB study 10. Fujimura, R. 1991. Chemical and toxicity test results from the San Joaquin

River at three sites from July 2to September 13, 1991. Memorandum to Lisa Ross, Department
ofPesticide Regulation, Sacramento, CA. November 6, 1991.

SWDB study 10. Fujimura, R. 1993. Water samples were collected from the San Joaquin River
and its lower tributaries from December 23, 1991 to February 27, 1992 by Department of
Pesticide Regulation personnel. Chemical and acute toxicity tests with Ceriodaphnia
dubia and Neomysis mercedis were conducted with the water samples by ATL staff.
These analyses were part of an interagency study ofpesticide residues and the toxicity
of surface water in the lower river system. Memorandum to Brian Finlayson, Department
ofFish and Game, Pesticide Investigation Unit, Rancho Cordova, CA. February 23, 1993.

SWDB study 10. Fujimura, R. 1993. Water samples were collected from the San Joaquin River
and its lower tributaries from March 16 to April 30, 1992 by Department of Pesticide Regulation
personnel. Chemical and acute toxicity tests with Ceriodaphnia dubia and Neomysis
mercedis were conducted with the water samples by ATL staff. These analyses were part
of an interagency study ofpesticide residues and the toxicity of surface water in the lower
river system. Memorandum to Brian Finlayson, Department ofFish and Game, Pesticide
Investigation Unit, Rancho Cordova, CA. March 22, 1993. .

SWDB study 10. Fujimura, R. 1993. Water samples were collected from the San Joaquin River
and its lower tributaries from July 9 to September 9, 1992 by Department of Pesticide
Regulation personnel. Chemical and acute toxicity tests with Ceriodaphnia dubia and
Neomysis mercedis were conducted with the water samples by ATL staff. These analyses
were part of an interagency study ofpesticide residues and the toxicity of surface water in
the lower river system. Memorandum to Brian Finlayson, Department ofFish and Game,
Pesticide Investigation Unit, Rancho Cordova, CA. March 23, 1993.

SWDB study 10. Fujimura, R. 1993. Water samples were collected from the San Joaquin River
and its lower tributaries from December 29,1992 to February 25, 1993 by Department of
Pesticide Regulation personnel. Chemical and acute toxicity tests with Ceriodaphnia

dubia and Neomysis mercedis were conducted with the water samples by ATL staff.
These analyses were part of an interagency study ofpesticide residues and the toxicity of
surface water in the lower river system. Memorandum to Brian Finlayson, Department of
Fish and Game, Pesticide Investigation Unit, Rancho Cordova, CA. March 26, 1993.

SWDB study 13. Hinton, D.E., C. DiGiorgio, D. Ostrach (DC Davis). 1993. Final Report:
Colorado River Basin Toxicity Testing. Contracted by State Water Resources Control Board,
Sacramento, CA. January 31, 1993.

SWDB study 13. DiGiorgio, c., H.C. Bailey, and D.E. Hinton (DC Davis). 1994. Colorado River
Basin Toxicity Report: Draft Final, March 1993 - February 1994. Prepared through an

interagency agreement with the State Water Resources Control Board, Sacramento, California.
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SWDB study 14. Ganapathy, C., C.Nordmark, KBennett, A.Bradley, H.Feng, lHernandez, and

1. White. 1997. Temporal distribution of insecticide residues in four California Rivers.
Environmental Hazards Assessment Program, Environmental Monitoring and Pest Management
Branch, California Department ofPesticide Regulation, Sacramento, CA. Report EH97-06.

SWDB study 17. Gorder, N., K.Newhart, and J.M.Lee. 1995. Information on rice pesticides
submitted to the California Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Valley Region.
Environmental Monitoring and Pest Management·Branch, Department of Pesticide Regulation,
Sacramento, CA. December 28, 1995.

SWDB study 30. Gorder, N.KN., lM.Lee, and KNewhart. 1996. Information on rice pesticides
submitted to the California Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Valley Region.
Environmental Monitoring and Pest Management Branch, Department ofPesticide Regulation,
Sacramento, CA. December 31, 1996.

SWDB study 31. Sutter County Department ofAgriculture (personal communication). 1997.
Results of sampling Sutter Basin agricultural drain for suspected phenoxy compounds. June 26,
1997.

SWDB Study 32. Bennett, KP., C.E.Nordmark, lSchuette, H.Feng, lHemandez, and P.Lee.
1998. Occurrence of aquatic toxicity and dormant-spray pesticide detections in the San Joaquin
River watershed, Winter 1996-97. Environmental Hazards Assessment Program, Environmental
Monitoring and Pest Management Branch, Department ofPesticide Regulation, Sacramento, CA.
Report EH98-02. February 1998.

SWDB study 33. Nordmark, C.E., KP.Bennett, H.Feng, lHernandez, and P.Lee. 1998.
Occurrence of aquatic toxicity and dormant-spray pesticide detections in the Sacramento River
watershed, Winter 1996-97. Environmental Hazards Assessment Program, Environmental
Monitoring and Pest Management Branch, Department of Pesticide Regulation, Sacramento, CA.
ReportEH98-01. February 1998.

SWDB study 34. Gorder, N.K.N., J.M.Lee, and K.Newhart. 1997. Information on rice pesticides
submitted to the California Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Valley Region.
Environmental Monitoring and Pest Management Branch, Department of Pesticide Regulation,
Sacramento, CA. December 31, 1997.

SWDB study 35. Foe, C. 1995. Insecticide concentrations and invertebrate bioassay mortality in
agricultural return water from the San Joaquin basin. Central Valley Regional Water Quality
Control Board, Sacramento, CA. December 1995.

SWDB study 37. Nordmark, Craig. 1998. Preliminary results of acute and chronic toxicity testing
of surface water monitored in the Sacramento River watershed, winter 1997-98. Memorandum to

Don Weaver, Environmental Monitoring and Pest Management, Department ofPesticide
Regulation, Sacramento, California. July 31, 1998.
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SWDB study 38. Ganapathy, Carissa. 1999. Preliminary results of acute and chronic toxicity
testing of surface water monitored in the San Joaquin River watershed, winter 1997-98.
Memorandum to Don Weaver, Environmental Monitoring and Pest Management, Department of
Pesticide Regulation, Sacramento, California. January 5, 1999.

SWDB study 39. Kratzer, C.R. 1997. Transport of diazinon in the San Joaquin River basin,
California. USGS National Water-Quality Assessment Program, open-file report 97-411.

SWDB study 40. Gorder, N.K.N., lM.Lee, and K.Newhart. 1998. Information on rice pesticides
submitted to the California Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Valley Region.
Environmental Monitoring and Pest Management Branch, Department of Pesticide Regulation,
Sacramento, CA. December 31, 1998.

SWDB study 41. Domagalski, J., In Prep. Pesticide monitoring in the Sacramento River Basin,
California, 2/96-9/98. USGS National Water-Quality Assessment Program. USGS report in
preparation.

SWDB study 43. Foe, C. 1993. Pesticides in surface water from applications on orchards and
alfalfa during the winter and spring of 1991-92. Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control
Board, Sacramento, California. February 1993.

SWDB study 44. Lee, G.F. and A. Jones-Lee. 1999. Preliminary report: conclusions from review
of the City of Stockton urban stormwater runoff aquatic life toxicity studies conducted by the
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board, DeltaKeeper, City of Stockton and the
University ofCalifornia, Davis aquatic toxicology laboratory between 1994 and 1999. G. Fred
Lee and Associates, El Macero, CA. June 4, 1999.

SWDB study 45. Poletika, N.N:, C.K. Robb. 1998. A monitoring study to characterize
chlorpyrifos concentration patterns and ecological risk in an agriculturally dominated tributary of

the San Joaquin River. Dow AgroSciences LLC Study ENV96055, November 18, 1998.

SWDB study 46. Panshin, S.Y., N.M. Dubrovsky, J.M. Gronbert, and J.L. Domagalski. 1998.
Occurrence and distribution of dissolved pesticides in the San Joaquin River Basin, California.
USGS National Water~QualityAssessment Program, water-resources investigations
report 98-4032.

SWDB study 47. Kratzer, C.R. 1998. Pesticides in storm runoff from agricultural and urban areas
in the Tuolumne River basin in the vicinity ofModesto, California. USGS National Water­
Quality Assessment Program, water-resources investigations report 98-4017.

SWDB study 48. Holmes, R., C. Foe, and V. de Vlaming. 1998. Sources and concentrations of
diazinon in the Sacramento watershed during the 1994 orchard dormant spray season. Central
Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board. Draft June 1998.

4



SWDB study 49. Toxicity of urban runoff in Modesto, California. Prepared for the City of
Modes~oby Aquatic Toxicology Laboratory, University of California at Davis. May 25, 1999.

SWDB study 51. Sacramento Area Stormwater NPDES Permit Monitoring Program: 1990,
1991, 1992, 1994-95 and 1995-96. Submitted to County of Sacramento and cities of Sacramento,
Folsom and Galt by Larry Walker and Associates, Davis California.

SWDB study 52. City of Stockton: 1995-96 NPDES Stormwater Monitoring Program. Prepared
for City of Stockton Department of Municipal Utilities by Kinnetic Laboratories, Inc., Camp
Dresser and McKee, Inc. August 1996.

SWDB study 57. Nordmark, Craig. 1999. Preliminary results of acute and chronic toxicity
testing of surface water monitored in the Sacramento River watershed, winter 1998-99.
Memorandum to Don Weaver, Environmental Monitoring and Pest Management, Department of
Pesticide Regulation, Sacramento, California. May 26, 1999.

SWDB study 58. Ganapathy, Carissa. 1999. Preliminary results of acute and chronic toxicity
testing of surface water monitored in the San Joaquin River watershed, winter 1998-99.
Memorandum to Don Weaver, Environmental Monitoring and Pest Management, Department of
Pesticide Regulation, Sacramento, California. July 20, 1999.

SWDB study 62. Jones, D. In prep. Preliminary results of acute and chronic toxicity testing of
surface water monitored in the San Joaquin River watershed, winter 1999-00. Memorandum to
Don Weaver, Environmental Monitoring and Pest Management, Department of Pesticide
Regulation, Sacramento, California.

SWDB study 63. Nordmark, Craig. In prep. Preliminary results of acute and chronic toxicity
testing of surface water monitored in the Sacramento River watershed, winter 1999-00.
Memorandum to Don Weaver, Environmental Monitoring and Pest Management, Department of
Pesticide Regulation, Sacramento, California.
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, !}q~9Iist-Re: 303(d) List of Imapried Waterbodies - 2002 Update

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

David Gibson
Keri Cole
Mon, Apr 2, 2001 2:35 PM
Re: 303(d) List of Imapried Waterbodies - 2002 Update

Hi Keri,
I've been neglecting to mention the storm water wet weather reports as sources of data. In particular,
there is data on Chollas Ck. (already listed), Switzer Ck., Tecolote Ck., Aqua Hedionda Ck., and Los
Penasquitos Ck.

Dave

»> Ker; Cole 3/8/01 8:36:26 AM »>
R9 Staff-
We have begun the process of gathering info/data to update the 303(d) list of impaired water bodies (also
to be used for 305(b) WQ Assessment). Yesterday we sent out letters and posted newspaper notices in
an attempt to obtain input form the pUblic .(see attached). We have also added a web page to the R9 site
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwgcb9/Programs/TMDL/303d/303d.html.

The 303(d) team is also requesting your assistance in collecting info to support revisions. If you have any
info/data, contacts, or know of any recent reports, studies, etc. that might be helpful, please let us know.
See attachments for submittal specifics.

If you or anyone have questions, please give them this email address303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov or my
number at 858-467-2798.

Thanks in advance for your help.



AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, )
) ss.

County of Orange )

I am a citizen of the United States and a resident

of the County aforesaid; I am over the age of

eighteen years, and not a party to or interested

in the above entitled matter. I am the principal

. clerk of The Orange County Register, a

newspaper of general circulation, published in

the city of Santa Ana, County of Orange, and

which newspaper has been adjudged to be a

newspaper of general circulation by the Superior

Court of the County of Orange, State of

California, under the date of November 19,

1905, Case No. A-21046, that the notice, of

which the annexed is a true printed copy, has

been published in each regular and entire issue of

said newspaper and not in any supplement

thereof on the following dates, to wit:

March 7, 2001

"I certify (or declare) under the penalty of

perjury under the laws of the State of California

that the foregoing is true and correct":

Executed at Santa Ana, Orange County,
California, on

The Orange County Register
625 N. Grand Ave.
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(714) 796-7000 ext. 3002
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303(d) List of Impaired Waters
2002 List Update

Public Workshop
April 4, 2001

presented by

Ken Cole & 303(d) Team

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

San Diego Region



Workshop Objectives
[> Background

[> Listing & Delisting Criteria

[> 2002 Update Process & Schedule

-[> Type of Supporting Information & Data

[> Questions & Comments

[> RWQCB Contact InfoPl1liltion

California Regional Water Quality CQl1trol Board
.........



Background

What is our mission?

To preserve and enhance water
quality and protect its beneficial uses.

-- -

California Regional Water Quality CQptrol Board

~.
~~.



Background
Beneficial Uses



Background
Section 303(d) of the federal Clean Water Act
requires States, Territories and authorized
Tribes to submit to USEPA once every two
years,

[>List of impaired water.s.

[>Pollutant(s) causing impairments

[>Priority ranking of impaired waters

[>TMDL developmen,t schedule
California Regional Water Quality Control Board



Year

Background
Region 9 303d
Listed Waters

Statewide 303d
Listed Waters '

**list upd,ate not required**

**update in progress**
California Regional Water Quality Control Board

1>1976

1>1988

1>1990

1>1998

1>2000

1>2002

2

8

15

36

<20

75

250

509



Current List of Impaired Waters for
. San Diego Region 9 .

Coastal Shoreline
[> 17 listings
[> ,...,6 total ntiles
[> all for colifornt

Lagoons & Estuaries
[> 10 listings
[> ,..., 900 total acres
[> coliforDl, sediment, eutrophication & nutrients

. California Regional Water Quality CQl1trol Board



Current List of Impaired Waters for
San Diego Region 9

Lakes & Reservoirs
l> 1 listing
l> 25 total acres
l> eutrophication

Rivers & Streams

t> 6 listings
l> ,..., 21 Dliles
l> metals, toxicity & eutrophication

California Regional Water Quality Control Board



Current List of Impaired Waters for
San Diego Region 9

Bays
[>~222 acres in San Diego Bay

, [>listed for copper, sediDlent toxicity&,
degraded benthic CODlInunities

[>~1540 acres in Mission Bay

[>listed for coliform,
eutrophication & lead 'I,

---- .. -:

California Regional Water Quality Cputrol Board



Listing. Criteria

[> Technology-based effluent limits not stringent II

enough

[> Advisories in effect

. [> ID1.paired beneficial uses

t> Previously listed

[> Exceedanceof fish tissue concentrations

t> Water quality ~s of such CORcerll that the Regional '­
Board determInes the· water body needs to be <

afforded a level of protection offered by the 303(d)
list

California Regional Water Quality CQlltrol Board



De-Listing Criteria
t> Objectives being met & beneficial uses not impaired

t> Faulty data led to initial listing

t> TMDLapproved by USEPA

. t> Objectives revised & exceedance thereby eliminated' itt

t>Control measures in place

California Regional Water Quality C9utrol Board



Prioritizing & Scheduling
Ranking for TMDL Development
(high, medium, low priority).

[> Water body significance

[> Degree of impairment or threat

[> Conformity with related watershed activities

[> Potential for beneficial fise

1>. Degree of public concern

I> Available information .
California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Itt.



Prioritizing & Scheduling

Levels for TMDL Scheduling

[> Level 1 - substantial progress within next 2 years

[> Level 2 - initiate within next 5 years

[> Level 3 -provide tentativesch.@dll.les within 13

years

California Regional Water Quality CQIltrol Board



2002 Update Process
Regional Boards ·Public Input

FORMAL
Public

Hearings

State Board
Public Input

USEPA:·

. California Regional Water Quality Control Board



2002 Update Schedule
Activities

RWQCBs Solicit for InformationlData

RWQCBs Review & Evaluate InformationlData

RWQCBs Draft Recommendations for List Update

RWQCBs Solicit Input on Draft
Recommendations

Date
l>March - May 15,2001

l>April- June 2001

l>July 2001

l>August 2001

l>October 2001

l>Winter 2001-2002

l>Winter/Spring 2002

l>April 2002

l>April - May 2002

RWQCBs Send Fil1alReeo:rmnendations to SWRCB·

SWRCB Drafts Statewide Updates

SWRCB Conduct~Formal Public Hearing
Statewide

.SWRCB Submits Final Statewide Update to USEPA

USEPA Review~,Revises,Approves SWRCB's Final
Statewide List Updates

California Regional Water Quality COp.trol Board



Type of Information & Data
"InforDlation" is any docuDl@ntation describing the •
current or anticipated water quality condition of a

,surface water body.

"Data" is considered to be a subset of information, that
.. "-.,.-:..."=.,:: ,._-.;,-' •. ",

consists of reports ofmeasureDlents of specific
environmental characteristics.. ···

California Regional Water Quality Control Board



Type of Information &.Data

t>All readily available

r>Generated since July 1'997

r>Pertaining . to· physical, chemical and/or,

biological conditions of the Region',S.,waters or

watersheds

California Regional Water Quality Control Board



Type of Information & Data

Southern California Bight 1998
R~gional Monitoring Program

Southern California CoastalWater
.• '. c. R£?search Project' .. ...

WestminstElr, CA.

URS Gnlner Woodw.rrJ Clyde
fC;l~~CIt'"..:lt:c~<ee:::
b=1:lIoopt.Cot.m$U14

""'~"""~~

'999 - 2000 CITY OF SAN DIEGO
A!\'D CQ-PERl\IIlTE£ NfDES
STORl\IWATER MONITORING
PROGRAM REPORT

SODle Exantples....

California Regional Water Quality Coptrol Board



Type of Information
Submittals should include...

[> NalDe, address, phone no. & entail address

[> 2 hard copies & 1 electronic copy of the inforlDation
[> Identification of software used
[> Bibliographic citations
[> Model outputs with calibration & quality assurance

inforntation°

[> Description &. your interpretation of the
inforDlation

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

B-

. ,-.



Type of Data
Data subntitted should include...

r>Nallle, address, phone no. & email address
r> 1 Electronic copy of data
r>Identification of software used
r>Definitions of abbreviations and codes." '". ;_;'-' -"'.~':- :,.;t-'." :"'. -.

r>2 Hard copies of data
r>Bibliographic citations
r>Quality assurance procedures
I>Description & your interpretation of the data
r>Nallle of Citizen Monitoring Group & description
of training (if applicable)

California Regional Water Quality Coptrol Board

~
~
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Questions?

Comments?

California Regional Water Quality C<mtrol Board



Contact Information
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region ~l.

9771 ClaireDlont Mesa Blvd~, Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124

more info
w"Ww.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/.

email us
303dlist@rb9.swrcb~ca.gov

or call me
Keri Cole (858) 467-2798
colek@ rb9.swrcb.ca.go~

California Regional Water Quality GQptrol Board



California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region

Winston H. Hickox
Secretary for

Environmental
Protection

Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/
. 977] Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A, San Diego, California 92124-1324

Phone (858) 467-2952· FAX (858) 57]-6972

303(d) List of Impaired Waters· 2002 Update

Public Workshop
April 4, 2000

10:00 a.m. - 12:00 p.m.

AGENDA

GrayDavLS
Governor

)

A. Introductory Remarks

B. Staff Presentation

C. Questions & Answer Session

D. Concluding Remarks

Mr. John Robertus

Ms. Keri Cole

303(d) Team &Public Participants

Ms. Keri Cole

California Environmental Protection Agency

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption. For a list of
. simple ways you call reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-sile alhttp://www.swrcb.ca.gov.

Recycled Paper



CONTACT INFORMATION

ADDRESS
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124

WEBSITE ADDRESS
www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/

EMAIL ADDRESS
303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

PHONE NUMBER
, Keri Cole (858) 467-2798
" colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov



1998 CALIFORNIA 303 d LIST AND TMDL PRIORITY SCHEDULE Approved by USEPA: 12-May-99
..... -.

·····~····HyDR6~ SIZ~ START'
""PRIORI"[y

END
NAME .·.·UNIT. ..:fiOLLutANt/StRESSOR~ SOURCE AFFECTED UNIT : DATE nATF

Nutrients High 6 Miles 0196 0198
Agriculture
Urban Runoff/Storm Sewers

Groundwater Loadings

Sedimentation/Siltation High 6 Miles 0196 0198
Agriculture

Construction/Land Development

Channel Erosion
Erosion/Siltation

Unknown Toxicity High 6 Miles 0199 0102
Unknown Nonpoint Source

8 R SANTA ANA RIVER, REACH 3 801.200
Nutrients Medium, 3 Miles 0100 0111

Dairies
Pathogens Medium 3 Miles 0100 0111

Dairies

SalinitylTDS/Chlorides Medium 3 Miles 0100 0111
Dairies

8 R SANTA ANA RIVER,-REACH 4 801.270
Pathogens Low 12 Miles 0108 0111

Nonpoint Source

8 R SANTIAGO CREEK, REACH 4 801.120
SalinitylTDS/Chlorides Low 2 Miles 0108 0111

Source Unknown

8 R SILVERADO CREEK 801.120
Pathogens Low 2 Miles 0108 0111

Unknown Nonpoint Source

SalinitylTDS/Chlorides Low 2 Miles 0108 0111
Unknown Nonpoint Source

8 R SUMMIT CREEK 801.710

~oj q Nutrients Medium 2 Miles 0102 0105
Construction/Land Develo~ment

~lIjS 9 B MISSION BAY 906.400

~--"" Eutrophic Medium 1 Acres 0705 0708
NonpointlPoint Source

High Coliform Count Low 1540 Acres 0799 0709
NonpointlPoint Source

Lead Medium Acres 0705 0708
NonpoinUPoint Source

• Comments presented under each pollutanUslressor are not required under Clean
W::llAr Ad SAr.linn ~rn{n\ In::l tAW r.;:l!':A!': lhAV nrnvinA nAr.A!':!':::lrv infnrm::llinn
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1998 CALIFORNIA 303 d LIST AND TMDL PRIORITY SCHEDULE Approved by U5EPA: 12-May-99
, . ~ ;":.:':":: ::~ '~' '. , .. '. ,

START.END
DATE~nATF,

sii{'
AFFECTEDciJNIT····.·.·PRIORltY.

",., ','

:SOURCE ..

:,;,,: .. ;.

POllutANtisiRESSOR~

900.00

-.,_.'

HYDRO
... ,:UNIT.,.:.:::NAME,

SAN DIEGO BAYB

.TYPE

07030198Acres

Benthic Comm. Effects High 172 Acres 0198' 0703
The listing covers the following areas: Near Sub Base 16 acres, Near Grape Street 7 acres, Downtown Piers
10 acres, Near Coronado Bridge 30 acres, Near Chollas Creek 14 acres, San Diego Naval Station 76 acres,
Seventh Street Channel 9 acres, North of24th Street Marine Terminal 10 acres.

NonpoinUPoint Source

Copper High 50
This listing is for dissolved copper in the Shelter Island yacht Basin in San Diego Bay.

NonpoinUPoint Source

Sediment Toxicity High 172 Acres 0198 0703
The listing covers the following areas: Near Sub Base 16 acres, Near Grape Street 7 acres, Downtown Piers
10 acres, Near Coronado Bridge 30 acres, Near Chollas Creek 14 acres, San Diego Naval Station 76 aCres,
Seventh Street Channel 9 acres, North of 24th Street Marine Terminal 10 acres.

NonpoinUPoint Source

Medium 0.01 Miles 0797 0701

Low 0.02 Miles 0799 0709

Low 0.04 Miles 0799 0709

Low 0.06 Miles 0700 0710

Low . 0.02 Miles 0799 0709

Low 0.15 Miles 0700 0710

Low 1 Miles 0799 0709

• Comments presented under each pollutanVslressor are not required under Clean
W~dp.r Ad SP.c.linn ~o.1(rl\ In:'l tp.w t'.::l,<;P.<; Ihp.v nmvirlp. np.r.p.c,s"lrv infnrTTl"llinn



• Comments presented under each pollutanVstressor are not required under Clean
WRIAr Ad SAr.linn ~f)~(rn In R (AW C'.RSP-<; lhAv nrovirlp. nP.r'.p-'<.q;,rv inf=linn
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1998 CALIFORNIA 303 d LIST AND TMDL PRIORITY SCHEDULE Approved by USEPA: 12-MaYc99

.··•·.· ..;:~Y[)RO··
._. , .

:~~ibRIIT
SIZE .START END-NAME

<::_";~" :;.UNIT-·· .. poLuftANT/STRESS.OR* __ SOURCE
• ~> ." AFFECTED_ .UNIT bATE- .nATF.•.

TIJUANA RIVER ESTUARY 911.110
Eutrophic Low Acres 0798 0711

NonpointlPoint Source
High Coliform Count Low 150 Acres 0798 0711

NonpointlPoint Source

Lead Low 1 Acres 0798 0711
NonpointlPoint Source

Nickel Low 1 Acres 0798 0711
NonpointlPoint Source

Pesticides Low 1 Acres 0798 0711
NonpointlPoint Source

Thallium Low Acres 0798 0711
NonpointlPoint Source

Trash Low 1 Acres 0798 0711
NonpointlPoint Source

9 L GUAJOME LAKE 903.110
Eutrophic Medium 25 Acres 0708 0711

NonilointlPoint Source

9 R ALISO CREEK 901.130
High Coliform Count Medium 1 Miles 0797 0701

NonpointlPoint Source

9 R CHOLLAS CREEK 908.220
Cadmium High 1 Miles 0198 0703

Elevated levels in Stonnwater.

NonpointlPoint Source

Copper High 1 Miles 0198 0703
Elevated levels in Stonnwater.

NonpointlPoint Source.

High Coliform Count Low 1 Miles 0799 0709
NonpointlPoint Source

Lead High 1 Miles 0198 0703
Elevated levels in Stonnwater.

NonpointlPoint Source

Toxicity High 1 Miles 0198 0703
Toxicity in Stoni1water.

NonpointlPoint Source

Zinc High Miles 0198 0703
Elevated levels in Stonnwater.

NonpointlPoint Source

9 R RAINBOW CREEK 902.200
Eutrophic High 5 Miles 0798 0700

NonpointlPoint Source

• Comments presented under each poliulanVslressor are not required under Clean
W"tp.r Ad SP.r,tinn ;lO~((l\ In" fAW rAC;p", '''AV nrnvic\~ nP.r.p.",,,,,,,rv infnrrnRtinn
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• Comments presented under each pollutanUstressor are not required under Clean
W"IAr Ad Sp.dinn ::In::llrl\ In" tAW r.<l.«P-" IhAV nmviriA nl'Y'.P-':':~rv inf=linn
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1998 CALIFORNIA 303 d LIST AND TMDL PRIORITY SCHEDULE
STAR.T.

. DATEUNIT.

Approved by USEPA: 12-May-99

SIZEL .
..AFFECTED.. PRloRrfY

ABBREVIATIONS·

POLLUtANTistRE$SOR~
.YHyORO

. <'::LiiNi'rREGION, TYPE.

REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARPS
1 North Coast

2 San Francisco Bay

3 Central Coast

4 Los Angeles

5 Central Vailey

6 Lahontan

7 Colorado Riyer Basin

·8 Santa Ana

9 San Diego

WATER BOPY TYPE

B = BAYS AND HARBORS

C = COASTAL SHORELINES

E = ESTUARIES

G = GROUNDWATER

L =
0=

R =

LAKES / RESERVOIRS

OCEAN AND OPEN BAYS

RIVERS / STREAMS

S = SALINE LAKES

T = WETLANDS, TIDAL

W= WETLANDS, FRESHWATER

HYPROUNIT
"Hydro Unit" is the State Water Resources Control Board hydrological subunit area.

START AND END PATES

Start and End Dates are shown as the year or as month/year.

GROUp A PESTICIDES
Aldrin, dieldrin, chlordane, endrin, heptachlor, heptachlor epoxide,
hexachlorocyclohexane (including lindane), endosulfan, and
toxaphene

* Comments presented under each pollulanVslressor are not required under Clean
W Rlp.r Ar.1 Sp.r.lion ::10::11r1\ 10 R fp.w {,;\~P.~ Ihp.v nmvirlp. np.r.p-C:AArv infnnnRlion

1?R
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303(d) List of Impaired Waters
2002 List Update

113·

Public Worksh.,(),p
April 4, 2001 Sl.

presented by
~Keri Cole & 303(d) Team

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

San Diego Region

Hello good morning. My name is Keri Cole and I am a water resources control
engineer at the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board.

First let me say that I really appreciate you being here this morning. Hopefully
this will be an informative and productive morning for all of us. This is an
informational workshop and meant to be informal. And the purpose of it is to
discuss California's 303d list of impaired waters and the work we are doing to
update it. Our hope this morning is to provide you with some information but
more importantly answer any questions you may have.

I am working on this project with a team of other engineers and environmental
specialists here this morning. The goal is to identify and list those waters in the
our region which are not in such great shape and are considered to be
impaired. This list is formally referred to as to the 303(d) list of impaired
waters.
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Workshop Objectives
[> Background .~..

[> Listing & Delisting Criteria

[> 2002 Update Process & Schedule

[> Type of Supporting Information & Data -
t> Questions & Comments

[> RWQCB Contact Information ~;

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

So before we 'begin, let me give you a brief outline of what I'm going to cover
today

Before we get into the specifics of this year's list update, I'll give you a little
background on the subject, try to explain what it is we are doing and why, the
overall objective that we need to keep in mind is, what the terms 303d and 30Sb
mean and then some historical perspective on the development of the 303d list,
as well as what is currently on the list for our region.

Then we'll look at how a water is demonstrated to be impaired and then added
to or in some cases taken off the .list. We'll also talk a little bit about what the
consequences of being on the list are including TMDLs and prioritizing.

Then I'll give you a general overview of what we are doing this year, who's
involved and their responsibilities and roles, a tentative schedule of activities
over the next year. And most importanly where your participation and input
are VITAL to this process.

Next, we'll look at the type of data and information we are looking for to
support list updates and I'll give you a few examples of what we've used in the
past.

Then we'll open it up for your questions and comments.

Finally I'll leave you with contact information so you can reach us if you have
questions or concerns throughout the process.
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Background

What is our mission?

-To preserve and enhance water
quality and protectits beneficial uses.

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

I wanted to put his slide up here right at the beginning as a reminder of what
our overall goal is at the Regional Board. Our mission is to preserve the
integrity of our water and protect its beneficial uses.

It's really important that we all keep this in mind when we focus in on specific
projects because all of the work we are doing should support this mission.

I think when we talk about water quality we all have general idea of what were
talking about. We are referring to the health of the water whether it is clean
and usable. And I think we can all think of various examples of beneficial uses
of water.

3



Background
Beneficial Uses·

California Regional Water Quality Contro! Board

And when I refer to water quality and beneficial uses today, I am referring to
those ideas, but I am more specifically referring to their definition in our
Regional water pollution control plan. These designated beneficial uses in that
plan can include municipal water supply, agricultural uses, industrial uses,
commercial uses, groundwater recharge, navigable waters, various recreational
uses, freshwater habitat and marine water habitat.

So when we start talking about 303d lists and 30Sh assessments and
impainnents. This is really what we are talking about...the health of our waters
as they relate to our being able to use them for specific designated beneficial
uses.

4



Background
Section 303(d) of the federal Clean Water Act
requires States, Territories and author'ized

. ~..

Tribes to submit to USEPA once every two
years,

[>List of impaired waters III

t>Pollutant(s) causing impairments

[>Priority ranking of impaired waters _:i

[>TMDL development schedule
California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Welt first off, you've heard me use the terms 30Sb and 303d several times already and will again,
but I don't want to assume they mean anything to you. They mayor may not, since we have invited
a wide range of interested parties this morning. I'm fairly new to the Regional Board and it wasn't
too long ago that they didn't mean much to me.

They are two sections of the Oean Water Act. First, the 305b section refers to an overall assessment
of the waters of the state. This section of the Clean Water Act focuses on the condition of all of the
waters based on information collected and available to the Regional Boards and based on this
general assessment we determine whether the waterbodies are meeting the water quality objectives
and are capable of supporting and sustaining beneficial uses. So it's an overall assessment of the
health.

And what if they are not supporting the beneficial uses, we'll then we turn to 303d which we are
here to talk about this morning. This section of the Clean Water Act requires States to submit a list
of impaired waters, pollutants believed top be the cause of those impairments a priority ranking
and a!MDL development schedule

So 303d means we are talking about impaired water bodies which mean the water quality standards
are not being met and as a result the beneficial uses are impacted.

Once we make this determination then we need to look at how to correct the impairments and
restore the beneficial uses. And the way we do this is through TMDLs. !MDL stands for Total
Maximum Daily Load. This is required by the CWA once a waterbody is listed as impaired. And
there are some people here that probably can explain it lot better than I can, but basically the
TMDLs are a quantitative assessment of the water quality problem or impairment, it identifies the
contributing sources, allocates responsibilities to those sources and determines the necessary load
reductions or control actions needed to restore and protect the water body's beneficial uses.
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Background
Year Region 9 303d Statewide 303d

Listed Waters ,Listed Waters .~

[>1976 2 <20

[>1988 8 75
~

[>1990 15 250

[>1998 36 509
~.

[>2000 **list update not required**

[>2002 **update in progress**
California Regional Water Quality Control Board

The 303(d) list has evolved over time. In 1976 only the 30Sb assessment was
required. When the State did the 305 assessment, they reported that based on the
waters they assessed, less than 20 were determined to be "water quality limited
segments". Note I said assessed, this doesn't actually mean that only 20 out of all
of them were actually impaired, it was only these 20 which were determined to be
impaired by supporting information.

But, in 1987 the CWA was amended to require a separate listing of impaired
waters, the 303d list. So the list essentially stayed the same during until 1988. And
then in 1990 we see a big jump to 250 waters.

The process has been repeated since the early nineties and the current list which
was prepared in 1998 includes 509 waterbodies for 1471 waterbodiesl pollutant
combinations. That is because waters can be listed for more than one pollutant.

What happened last year? Well last July USEPA approved revisions to the lMDL
regulations which prohibited the spending of funds to implement TMDLs until
October 31st this year. So in March last year, USEPA revised the regulations to
eliminate the State's requirement to submit an updated list for 2000.
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Current List of Impaired Waters for
San Diego Region 9

Coastal Shoreline
t> 17 listings
t> -6 total miles
.t> all for coliform

Lagoons & Estuaries
t> 10 listings
t> - 900 total acres
t> coliform, sediment, eutrophication & nutrients

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

So let's take a look at what's on the cmrent list for OUI region...

Region 9 has 36 listings and they vary by water body type, and pollutants and
the extent of the impairments. I tried to break them down into categories that
might make some sense rather than just listing them all. I have made some
copies of the CUIrent list for OUI region included in the handouts and you can
also access these on OUI website and the State Board's website.

Coastal Shoreline of the coast that has been assessed there are 17 listings which
total about 6 miles along OUI coast, all of these listing are for high coliform
counts.

For lagoons and estuaries there are 10 listings. And these impairments
encompass about 900 acres of OUI lagoons and estuaries. They are impaired for
high coliform, sediment, eutrophication and nutrients.
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Current List of Impaired Waters for
San Diego Region 9 .

Lakes & Reservoirs
l> 1 listing
l> 25 total acres
l> eutrophication

Rivers & Streams
l> 6 listings
l> - 21 miles
1> metals, toxicity & eutrophication

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Under lakes and reservoirs there is only one lake currently listed. It is for
GuajomeLake the total 25 acres are impaired for eutrophication.

There are 6 listings for creeks and rivers and all combined, total about 21 miles
of our creeks and rivers. They are listed for various metals, toxicity arid
eutrophication

8



Current List of I~pairedWaters for
San Diego Region 9

Bays
1>-222 acres in San Diego Bay

1>-1540 acres in Mission Bay

I>listed for coliform,
eutrophication & lead

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

And finally one category'you may be familiar with are our bays. Both San
Diego and Mission bays are listed for impairments. There are several different
locations in San Diego bay but all combined total about 220 acres of the bay the
identified impairments range from copper to sediment toxicity and degraded
benthic communities. Mission Bay has been listed in entirety for high coliform
and partially listed for eutrophication and lead.

So you can see that since 1976 we have made some progress, but we obviously
have a ways to go. Again the fact that there are 36 listing for our region,
doesn't necessarily mean there are only 36 impaired waters, it just means those
have been identified and there is supporting and scientific information to show
the impairments. Honestly we have been limited on the amount of data and
information we have, particularly with respect to ambient or background
monitoring data we need to make real comparisons. But in the past lack of
resources and time has mininiized this area. We are making some significant
progress in that regard through beefing up our SWAlVIP program which is our
surface water ambient monitoring program. Currently, there are some people
working very hard in our office and at the State level including some additional
funding to expand this program which will help us out in a lot of aspects, but
definitely in our 303d and 30Sb assessments in the future.
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Listing Criteria
t> Technology-based effluent limits not

enough

t> Advisories in effect

t> Impaired beneficial uses

t> Previously listed

t> Exceedance of fish tissue concentrations

stringent is;

. i:\1.

t> Water quality !s of such concern that the Regional ~
Board determines the water body needs to be
afforded a level of protection offered by the 303(d)
list

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Okay so how does a waterbody get identified as being impaired and end up on
the 303d list???

Based on the requirements under the Clean Water Act and formal guidance
prepared by both USEPA and the State Board, these are the criteria used to list
waters. .

First the technology-based effluent limits and pollution control measures not
stringent enough to protect beneficial uses & water quality objectives

Health advisories ~cluding fishing, swimming and drinking water advisories.

Beneficial uses are impaired or they are expected to be impaired within the 2­
year listing cycle.

Waterbodies stay on the list if no monitored and documented improvements to
show the impairment is gone.

Data which shows there are exceeded levels of pollutant concentrations in fish
found in that waterbody can result in a listing.

And finally, in some unique cases the water quality is demonstrated to be of such
concern that the Regional Board determines the water body needs to be afforded
a level of protection offered by the 303(d) list.
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De-Listing Criteria
l> Objectives being met & beneficial uses not impaired

Ilfi

l> Faulty data led to initial listing

l> TMDL approved by USEPA

. l> Objectives revised &exceedance thereby eliminated (~

l> Control measures in place

~.

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

There is also criteria used to determine if a water should be removed from the
list. These criteria are

#1 the water quality objectives are being met and accordingly the beneficial
uses are not impaired

#2 If we find that faulty data led to the initial listing it can be removed.

#3 If a lMDL plan has been submitted and approved by USEPA then it is
removed form the list since we are then taking corrective actions

#4 In some unique instances the State revises the water quality objectives for
particular waters depending on various reasons, but sometimes, as a result, the
exceedance of these objectives is thereby eliminated, so then the water would
no longer being considered impaired.

And finally if other control measures are put in place to correct the impairment
and restore the uses. Examples are discharge permits are issued, or enforceable
actions are taken like cleanup and abatement orders.

Those are then the mechansims for restoring the water quality

11



Prioritizing & Sch;eduling
Ranking for TMDL Development
(high, medium, low priority) "Ii'

t> Water body significance

t> Degree of impairment or threat .. ~
i {

t> Conformity with related watershed activities

I> Potential for beneficial use . !;'

~
t> Degree of public concern

t> Available information
California Regioaal Water Quality Control Board ...

Once we determine that a waterbody is impaired and we want to list it, we also
need to develop a prioritization and schedule for correcting the impairment
and restoring beneficial uses through the TMDL process.

Waters are listed as high medium and low priorities based on the

significance of the waterbody or rather its beneficial uses,

the degree of the impairment,

how it fits into current activities within its watershed,

the potential for future beneficial uses,
how concerned is the public and

finally how much information and data is available to us to develop our plan of
attack.
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Prioritizing & Scheduling

Levels for TMDL Scheduling "lim

I> Levell - substantial progress within next 2 years

I> Level 2 - initiate within next 5 years
'~

I> Level 3 -provide tentative schedules within 13

years

~.

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Directly linked to the priorities is scheduling and these levels correspond to the
schedules.

Levell specifies that substantial progress will be made within a 2 year period,
It is a targeted schedule and doesn't mean the TMDL has to be completed and
approved within this time frame

Level 2 targets TMDLs to be initiated within 5 years.

Level 3 TMDLs are scheduled for initiation within 13 years. These are TMDLs
for which the Regional Boards will need to seek funding and often times
require more work and evaluation into the lMDL applicability and feasibility.

So that kind of gives you some background on how this process has been done
in the past and now I want to give you an overview of this year's process we
for this listing and a tentative schedule for all the work that's being done.
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2002 Update Process
Regional Boards

Public Input

USEPA

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

I've tried to show this in a few colors to give you an idea of who's involved at what stages and also
where it is critical that we have your participation in the process.

So as many of you know by the letter we sent out earlier this month, the Regional Boards have begun
soliciting for information on behalf of the State Board who will see I a little further out are actually.
responsible for preparing the formal Statewide 303(d) list. We are trying to gather as much information
and data as we can to supplement that which we have in house which would scientifically support
updating the list. This is where need your input. And I have shown you in bright pink here.

Once we receive all of the information and compile it we are required to forward all of it in duplicate to
the SWRCB, so thatthey will be looking at the info along with us during our initial evaluation.

Next we will evaluate the data to determine if it in fact supports updating the list. We'll need to verify

its' accuracy and methodology. Then based on this evaluation we at the Regional Boards will draft
recommendations for updating our list. Once we draft those in our San Diego Region we hope to get that
draft out so that you can take a look at it and again give us your comments so that we can try to resolve
some of the issue s locally before we make recommendations to the State Board. We'll revise it and then
forward our recommendations to the State Board.

Then at the State Board level they will compile all the recommendations from all of the regional Boards
and begin preparing a Statewide list update. We will continue to work with them during this process.
Once they put their draft together then they will begin holding public workshops and formal public
hearings for the 303(d) list. This is your opportunity to formally give public comments in writing or
orally if front of the Board.

The Board will then be responsible for addressing all of the comments concerns and suggestions based
on the feedback they receive. They'll revise the lists as appropriate and will submit the final list update
to USEPA who will then further review and either require more clarification and/or approve it.
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2002 Update Schedule
Date

l>March - May 15, 2001

l>April. June 2001

l>July 2001

l>August 2001

Activities
RWQCBs Solicit for Informa,tionlData +"Ei.
RWQCBs Review & Evaluate InformationlData

RWQCBs DraftRecommendatioDs for List Update

RWQCBs Solicit Input onDraft
Recommendations

RWQCBs Send FinalRecommendatioDs to SWRCB

SWRCB Drafts Statewide Updates

SWRCB Conducts Formal Public Hearing
Statewide

SWRCBSubmits Final Statewide Update to USEPA

USEPA Reviews, Revises, Approves SWRCB's Final
Statewide List Updates

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

l>October 2001

l>April 2002

l>April - May 2002

l>Winter 2001·2002

l>Winter/Spring 2002

So given that process here is a tentative schedule for it. These dates are not hard an
fast except for the submittal to USEPA in April next year which is defined in the
regulations.

The solicitation for information will end on May 15. The reason for this date is a
practical one. There has to be a cutoff for to allow us enough time to properly
evaluate and verify what we have. We are currently reviewing information as we
receive it and will continue to do so through June. In July we plan to begin draft the
recommendations and organizing all the supporting technical information.

We hope to have the draft list available for further public input in early August.
We'll certaily keep you informed as to how we do that.

We'll revise it and then send our recommendations to the Sate Board in early
October.

After this the state Board has indicated that they will begin drafting their Statewide
list and will be conducting the formal public hearings and workshops. They will
formally respond to all comments and questions with our assistance at the regional
levels. They have indicated that they will be doing this in the Winter. And we'll
certainly make sure you know when those hearings are.

Then once they finalize the list and address all conens they will submit it to USEPA
in April 2002. USEPA being in communication with the regional Boards and State
Board throughout the process, will then formally review and either require more
information or justification or approve the submittal.
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Type of Information & Data

"Information" is any documentation describing the ... ~.

current or anticipated water quality condition of a
surface water body.

01.

"Data" is considered to be a subset of information that
consists of reports of measurements of specific
environmental characteristics.

~

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

So let's talk a few minutes about the current phase we are in which is the
information gathering phase. What type of info are we looking for.

W are seeking anything that would scientifically support either listing a water
for impairment or for taking it off the list. We need to be able to demonstrate
through monitoring reports or data that there is an impairment and we need to
be able to determine what pollutants are responsible for the problem.

Information is any documentation describing the current or anticipated water

quality condition of a surface water body. So this could include reports,
narratives even photos and descriptions.

Data is considered to be a subset of information that consists of reports of
measurements of specific environmental characteristics. These are the numbers
the actual measurements, etc. sample location, time, detection limits, etc.

16



Type of Information & Data

I>All readily available

I>Generated since July '}'997

I>Pertaining to physical, chemical arid/or _

biological conditions of the Region's waters or

watersheds

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

The regulations require that we look at all readily available data and
information. This is a real practical qualification as we do have a defined
amount of time and resources and we need to focus on what we have and can
reasonably get to

The State Board has also indicated that will will" only be considering data
generated since July of 1997. This should include anything generated since the
last listing process in 1998. I mentioned earlier that the close of the solicitation
for information is May 15th. This too is a practical deadline but we certainly
want to encourage you to send us data and info throughout the year as it
becomes available to you. This information will be used not for this year's
listing, but if applicable for the next one or it may also be used to support the
305(b) water quality assessment.

And the info and data should pertain to the physical, chemical, and! or
biological conditions of the Region's waters or watersheds.

17



Type of Informati0ft & Data

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Some examples we've used in the past and expect to use this time around are
various monitoring reports, SW report, studies, we used Bay Protection Toxic
Cleanup Plan Bight 98 we'll also look to beach closures as required by the
legislation of AB411 . University studies and also any information you may
have. We also maintain an extensive amount of data in house through our
permits and discharger monitoring data. If there are any dischargers, here it is
not necessary for you to resubmit this data unless there is something that you

. specifically want to highlight for us or explain..
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Type of Information
Submittals should include... •

t> Name, address, phone no. & email address
[> 2 hard copies & 1 electronic copy 'ofthe information
[> Identification of software used 1Js~

[> Bibliographic citations
[> Model outputs with calibration & quality assurance

information
~.

t> Description & your interpretation ofthe
information

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

This is the information I we need you to include with your
submittal of information if at all possible.
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Type of Data
Data submitted should include•..

l>Name, address, phone no. & email address
~.

l>1 Electronic copy of data
l>Identification of software used
l>Definitions of abbreviations and codes ta·

l>2 Hard copies of data
l>Bibliographic citations
l>Quality assurance procedures -t>Description & your interpretation ofthe data
l>Name of Citizen Monitorill,g Group & description
of training (if applicable)

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Similarly this is what we need you to submit with data you provide

meta data, sample date time location detection limits, etc

these criteria are not meant to discourage you from submitting us information,
The State Board preapred it is just that we need to have some guidelines for
managing such a huge project and a means for verifying and evaluating the
information. The State Board put together these guidelines for submittals.
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Q .... ~uestl0ns.

Comments?

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Okay I have been chatting for quite some time now and as I said earlier we
really want to hear your ideas and comments or try to answer questions you
may have. As I mentioned earlier I am new to 303(d) and the Regional Board
so I have asked the them to come along which has had extensive experience in
this on past listing

I also want to mention that there are handouts available and that we'll put this
presentation of our website for your reference.
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Contact Information
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region 'In
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124

more info
www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/ ~

email us
303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

'~

or call me
Keri Cole (858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Here is the contact infor if you'd prefer to give us you feedback this way or if
something occurs to after leaving today.

Thank you.
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From:
To:
Date:
SiJbject:

Pete Michael
R9-Staff
3/28/01 9:58AM
SCCWRP 1999-2000 annual report

The latest annual report for the Southern California Coastal Water Research Project has just been posted
'on the web.

There are articles on regional monitoring, POTW performance, storm water chemical markers, Mission
Bay bacteria, Chollas Creek toxicity, MTBE, and sampling design. SCCWRP concluded that shoreline
coliform exceedences were only detected five percent of the time when samples were taken just once a
month.
Pete

http://www.sccwrp.org/pubs/annrpV99-00/tableofcontents.htm
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Sediment toxicity measurements were conducted during the 1998 Southern California
Bight Regional Monitoring Project (Bight'98) in order to accomplish three goals: (1) to
determine the percent of area in the SCB that contains sediments toxic to marine organisms; (2)
to compare the responses among sediment toxicity test methods; and (3) to evaluate the
relationship between sediment toxicity and chemical contamination or changes in benthic
communities.

Sediment from 303 sites on the continental shelf between Point Conception, California,
and the United States-Mexico international border were sampled between July 13 and September
16, 1998. Sites were selected using a stratified random design. Five of the strata were located
offshore (river mouths, large publicly owned treatment works [POTW] discharge areas, small
POTW discharge areas, remaining shallow areas [5-30 m], and remaining mid-depth areas [30­
120 mJ). Three additional strata were located within bays and harbors, which included marinas,
ports/industrial areas, and other harbor areas (less-developed areas that did not serve

port/industrial or marina functions).

Subsets of the sedin;1ent samples were evaluated for toxicity using up to four methods.
Bulk sediment from 241 stations was measured for toxicity using a 10-d amphipod
(Eohaustorius estuarius) survival test. Sediment extracts from 268 stations were evaluated for
toxicity using the P450 human reporter gene system (HRGS) test, which measures the
concentration of organic compounds that induce the cytochrome P450 enzyme system (e.g.,

. PAHs, dioxins, furans, and some PCBs). Elutriates from 173 samples were tested for sublethal
toxicity (bioluminescence inhibition) to phytoplankton (Gonyaulax polyedra) using the QwikSed
test. Interstitial water from 88 samples was analyzed for sublethal toxicity (bioluminescence
inhibition) to the marine bacterium, Vibrio jischeri (Microtox test).

Seven laboratories conducted the amphipod survival tests. An interlaboratory
comparison exercise completed prior to analysis of the Bight'98 sediment samples demonstrated
that each laboratory was capable of meeting test performance objectives and providing similar

toxicity results. The remaining three tests were each conducted by a single laboratory.

The amphipod test detected toxicity in each of the seven strata. Amphipod toxicity was
most prevalent in bay and harbor areas, where 13-37% of the area (depending upon the stratum)
was toxic. Toxicity was least prevalent in POTW outfall areas (6% of the area) and the shallow
portion of the coastal shelf (3% of the area).

Each of the other tests also detected sediment toxicity in selected strata. The QwikSed
test was the most sensitive of the toxicity indicators. Toxicity using QwikSed was detected in
elutriate samples from bays and harbors and also from POTW outfall areas. HRGS gene activity
was induced by sediment extracts from 30 stations, with most of the induction produced by
samples from port/industrial or marina areas. Microtox measurements of interstitial water were
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taken but were unsuitable for use because of changes in toxicity related to prolonged sample
storage. The Microtox test data were not used for the assessment of sediment quality. The data
for the remaining three indicators were analyzed to evaluate the relative sensitivity of each test
and to provide an integrated measure of sediment quality.

While 69-78% agreement was observed between pairs of toxicity tests in classifying
stations as toxic/nontoxic, different patterns of response were indicated by each test. The
QwikSed test results were not correlated with either amphipod survival or HRGS response and
the correlation between HRGS and amphipod survival was significant but low (r =0.285).

The three test responses were combined into an integrated assessment of sediment quality
using a weight of evidence approach that incorporated the relative ecological relevance and
severity of the test responses. The integrated assessment identified 19% (644lan2

) of the SCB as
areas ofpotential or high concern. Areas of high concern (2.7%) were almost exclusively
located within harbors and bays, while areas of potential concern were present in all strata tested.

The Bight'98 amphipod toxicity results for bay and harbor strata (13-37% of the area
affected) fell within the general range reported in previous local studies by the National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) and the State Water Resources Control Board (14­
66% of the area affected). The persistent occurrence of toxicity in port and marina areas

indicates that sediment quality in many of these areas is not improving. These locations are good
candidates for additional research designed to identify the cause of toxicity.

Temporal differences in toxicity were apparent in two areas of the SCB. Amphipod
toxicity was less prevalent in San Diego Bay compared to samples analyzed in 1992-94 and
amphipod toxicity was greater in mid-depth areas compared to samples analyzed in 1994. The
cause of these temporal differences may be related to several factors, including the use of
different amphipod test species and variations in sediment contaminant concentrations. Analysis
of sediment chemistry data (not yet available) is needed to help determine the cause of these
trends.

Sediment toxicity is just one of three types of information needed to assess coastal
sediment quality. Measures of sediment contamination and biological response (e.g., benthic
community impacts) are also needed to establish whether the toxicity patterns are ecologically

significant and associated with anthropogenic inputs.

Additional data are also needed to evaluate the significance of the different response
patterns between the amphipod, QwikSed, and HRGS tests. The variable responses among test
methods may reflect differences in contaminant sensitivity between species, which was the intent
ofusing multiple toxicity indicators. Some of the variation may also be related to differences in
exposure or contaminant bioavailability caused by different laboratory test procedures.
Comparisons of the toxicity results with sediment contamination and benthic community
characteristics are needed to help determine the predictive ability of the test methods and verify
the efficacy of the weight of evidence strategy used to integrate the toxicity results.
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nounced at a later date.
CNS217718 3n
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Linda Pardy
Keri Cole; Lisa Brown
Man, Mar 26,2001 8:02 AM
Fwd: San Juan Ck hydrologic study, Orange Co.... Water Rights application #30696

Keri, Is this something you want to consider in the impaired water listing? -Linda



li~9~cilist,- San Juan Ck hydrologic study, Orange Co. '" Water Rights application #30696

From:
To:
Baczkowski
Date:
SUbject:

Linda Pardy
Art Coe; Bob Morris; Christopher Means;' David Gibson; Mike McCann; Stacey

Man, Mar 26, 2001 7:59 AM
San Juan Ck hydrologic study, Orange Co.... Water Rights application #30696

Staff, a Mr. David Zoutendyke of USFWLS, Carlsbad (760) 431-9440 left a voice mail message 3/23/2001
to say that their Fish and Wildlife hydrologist just completed a modeling study/report showing' what would
happen to the flow in San Juan Creek with regard to application #30696 by Capristrano Valley Water
District to appropriate water from San Juan Creek. FYI, this is one the RB protested and I have a copy of
that correspondence. I will call and ask him to forward a copy of this report to John Robertus, -Linda

CC: John Robertus



1303dlist - "Public Solicitation of Water Quality Information"
I.. '''''.'._ .... , .•.. .

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Jordan, Bob" <BOBJ@smwd.com>
"'colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov'" <colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Tue, Mar 27,2001 10:36 AM
"Public Solicitation of Water Quality Information"

As we discussed, the attachment is for water from Oso Creek in Mission
Viejo. The water is runoff from irrigation in the area and is normally
captured and returned to our reclaimed water reservoir for irrigation.

If you can use this data and need additional information, please let me
know.

Bob Jordan
Santa Margarita Water District

«results.xls»

cc: "Seymour, Dave" <DAVES@smwd.com>



Wi~ston H. Hickox
Secretary for

Environmental
Protection

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Central Coast Region

Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb3
81 Higuera Street, Suite 200, San Luis Obispo, California 93401-5411

Phone (805) 549-3147' FAX (805) 543-0397

Gray Davis
Governor

March 26, 2001

T AllIn dP
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0: tereste ames :;;: :J:: _. ',:.:;'
\ ;::.:) ~r-r;F~

CORRECTION TO PUBLIC SOLICITAlON OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATIO~ ~~~~ ~:;
7i t,~; ];; ;',C.

We are sending this letter to correct our March 7, 2001 letter regarding "Public Solicitation ofWater.:~~ C::::'
Quality Infonnation." In this letter, we provided a website for you to subscribe to future 303(~ '-;~7
announcements, infonnation, or reports. The correct website address is www.swrcb.ca.gov/r@cb3.
Please click on "subscribe to electronic mailing lists."

Ifyou need further assistance or information, please contact Angela G. Carpenter at (805) 542-4624 or
acament@rb3.swrcb.ca.gov.

Sincerely;

~ 6<f f/1 CCCl/J/l/J-.
~OGERW. BRIGGS

Executive Officer

California Environmental Protection Agency

o Recycled Paper
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From: "Jim Madaffer" <jmadaffer@cd7.sannet.gov>
To: <pardl@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>, <peteg@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>, <postb@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>,
<robej@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>
Date: Sat, Mar 24, 2001 6:26 PM
SUbject: Re: A plan to fix Mission Bay

Mike -

Thank you for your email and ideas. I invite you and any others that may be interested to attend the
Natural Resources and Culture Committee on Wednesday March 28, 2001. The meeting begins at gam
with the report of the Sewer Canyon Task Force. No sooner than 10:15am will be a staff report and pUblic
comment regarding the Tecolote Spill. The meeting will take place in the Council Chambers.

Any ideas and recommendations would be most welcome and I would encourage any and all to bring
written materials for the Committee. I won't repeat here my previous comments on this matter, but suffice
to say I am not satisfied with what we have heard from City staff to date on how these spills can be
prevented in the future. They are simply unacceptable.

Jim Madaffer
Councilmember

»> "Mike Pallamary" <psmike@pipeline.com> 3/24/01 7:31 :22 AM >>>
Howdy everyone,

As you may know the city of San Diego just released their report on the
reasons the Tecolote sewage spill occurred. There is a sizeable article in
the Union Tribune today. The problems cited are exactly the type that
would have been prevented if the system I proposed had been in
place. First, the fact that city inspectors failed to walk the line would
not have been an issue. The monitors I propose to install would have
allowed city engineers to monitor real time flows on the Internet. Thus,
even though it was a holiday weekend; they could have checked things out
from the privacy of their home as most everyone now has Internet access.
Plus because we would have some ten to twelve monitors in place, we would
have had a wonderfully effective redundant system which would have not only
assured the accuracy of the data, we would have been able to pinpoint the
location of the spill.

Second, the abnormal flows would have been detected and there would have
been'no need to rely upon a computerized hotline phone system or a field
visit. The self-contained system would have automatically sent a pager or
telephone alarm to all concerned parties.

Third, by using the rubber bladder dams I propose, the mouth of Tecolote
Creek could have been immediately dammed and the sewage would have been
prohibited from entering the bay. All in all the system is precisely
designed for these type of events. It is virtually foolproof. The problem
of course is that none of these engineering systems or devices are in
place. Thus it is evident the only way this problem can be fixed is by
applying fundamental engineering principles. After all this is the basis
for a gravity flow system such as the one that winds its way through
Tecolote Canyon.

What is most disturbing of course is the fact that we, the taxpayers face a
probable fine of another $1.5 M. That is all the more troubling when one
considers the system I propose could be installed for a mere



:'1'.~9_~~Jis.~-Re: A plan to fix Mission Bay
\.,

$100,000.00. I must tell you it is a heck of a way to be spending our tax
dollars, not to speak of damaging the bay with all this pollution.

If anyone has any other positive ideas, let's share them with each
other. We can beat this problem if we want. All that it requires is
teamwork and mutual goals.

Stay well.
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CALIFORNIA NEWSPAPER SERVICE

P.O. BOX 60460

LOS ANGELES, CA 90060

STATE OF CALIFORNIA} ss.
County of San Diego}

The Undersigned, being duly sworn,
deposes and says: That. ... She is a
resident of the County of San Diego.
THAT.. ..she is and at all times herein mentioned
was a citizen of the United States, over the age
of twenty-one years, and that She is not a
party to, nor interested in the above entitled
matter; that She is Chief
Clerk for the publisher of .

The San Diego Union;'Tribune
a newspaper of general circulation, printed and
published daily in the City of San Diego, County
of San Diego, and which newspaper is published
for the dissemination of local news and
intelligence of a general character, and which
newspaper at all the times herein mentioned had
and still has a bona fide subscription list of
paying subscribers, and which newspaper has
been established, printed and published at
regular intervals in the said City of San Diego,
County of San Diego, for a period exceeding one
year next preceding the date of publication of the
notice hereinafter referred to, and which
newspaper is not devoted to nor published for
the interests, entertainment or instruction of a
particular class, profession, trade, calling, race,
or denomination, or any number of same; that
the notice of which the annexed isa priIited
copy, has been published in each regular and
entire issue of said newspaper and not in any
supplement thereof on the following date, to-wit:

MARCH 7,2001
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Ordered by: GINGER

PUBLIC
SOLICITATION OF
WATER QUALITY
INFORMATION

T·he CalifornIa Regional
Wafer Quality Confrol
Board. San O.lego Region
(Regional Board) Is salle·
IfIng the public on behall of
the Slale WaierResources
Conlrol Board· (SWRCBI
lor Inlormatlon·.and dolo
regarding the waler quail·
ty condllions of surloce

lri?~~~~rl~~I~ITle~o~Se~hl~
assessments of the State's
waters fncludlng the devel­
opment of a submillol 10
USEPA reaulred bY Ihe
federal Clean' water Act
(section 303(dl). Thluub·
mllial. lo·be develooedby
Ihe SWRCB. will provide
USEPA with a revl~d list
01· walers considered by
Ihe Siale 10 be Impaired.
·Informatlon/dala wllf·olso
conlrlbule 10 Ihe preparo­
lion 01 ·the 2002 lederal
Clean water Act Secllon
305(bl Reporl on Water
Quailly.

Anyone. Including bill nol
limited 10, private citizens,
public agencies. stale and
federal governmental
agencies, non-prom organ-

'~gJ~~~~tn~ndI,,'}~~~~~fg:t
dolo· regarding the quallly
of the Region'S wafe'."s
may provide Inlormatlon/
data. All readily available
dolo and assessmenl Inlor­
mallon generated since Ju·
Iy 1997 may be submllted.
The Regional Board musl
receIve alliniormatlont da­
la.bY 5:00 p.m. on May IS, .

.~~~r fh~~~~:~I~lfJe~\v~
considered .for the April
2002 SUbmittal. to USEPA.

. For purposes of.lhls sollcl·
lotion; 'Information' Is any
documenlcillon describing
the current or·anllclpated·
waler quality condlllon of
a surface water body. ~Da­
to' Is considered. to be a
subset 01 Informallon. con­
slsllng of measuremenl' of
specific environmental
characlerlsllcs. This Infor­
mallon/ dota may perlaln '
10 physIcal, chemical. and!
or biological condllions of
the Region's walers or wa­
lersheds. Please refer 10
Ihe· Regional Board's web-
slle . .

www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwacb9
·for specific InformatIon reo
~rlrf~f~N~a't?g~ s~b~g:~~
Please contact the Region-
al Board at . .

3D3dllst@rb9.swrcb.co.goV
or (SS8) 476-2798 .for ques­
tions regarding- vour suI>-
milial. .

Please· send Informd·
lion/dolo to:

California Regional Water
QualllY Conlrol Board

~~H Ol'i;!l~I~~~~I Mesa .
. Blvd.

Suite A
· Son DIego. CA 92124-1324.
Attn: Kerl Cole

orelectronIColly·ta:
3QJd11,I@rb9:swrcb.co;gov ~
INFORMATIONAL
WORKSHOP. " .
An· hiformallonal ·;work- . '.

·~~~I1.I\lo~ a~or~~lg::,~~ , 6a~n~~·-9-·.·a·~.::.~:·:· f'
~:~~':-~~~r ~~~\r:.Y~:;,; ~

,localed at 9192 Topaz Wov,

·~~~~:~Y·Ih~tw~~~j,oT~~ C~Unfy.: •.':. ~
(1). to pravlde on overvrew -Feb= iii_A

~~J~I:, ~~~~~s::;ddI211l~~ > -=.~
ft~sv::i~yqu~~v~n~~&~r~P~
submittal 01 Inlormotlon/
data and ·the procedures
for 10 updotlnglhe 1151..

FORMAL PUBLIC
HEARING
The Regional Boards will
provide recommendallons
10 Ihe SWRCB, In Fall 2001
on Ihe condilion 01 Region­
al walers. The SWRCB will'
consider : .011 Regional·
Boords' recommenda11ons .
regarding the condilions 01
.Ihe Region'S walers when
.formulallng lis secllon

· 303(d) submlflal. The
. Stote's revisions to Ihe list

01 Impaired waters wlll be
considered by the SWRCB
In a formal public process
10 be conducted next wln­
ler. OpparlUnllleS for re­
view of Ihe SWRCB's pro­
posed submittal 10 USEPA
and public commenl on
this SUbmittal wlll be' an­
nounced at Q later dote.



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Bruce Posthumus
Keri Cole
3/21/01 4:35PM
Fwd: Re: Surtrider Foundation "State of the Beach Report"

Yes, I put it on your chair, but I don't think it would be much help for that purpose. The county health
departments should have records of what beaches have been closed / posted and for how many days
pursuant to AB411, etc. The Heal-the-Bay website on beach conditions might help. I think their info is
based on the AS 411 testing by the counties.

»> Keri Cole 03/21/01 01 :06PM »>
Do you still have this report? Do you think it would be helpful for 303d1305b? May I review it?
Thanks.
Keri
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From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Linda Pardy
Bruce Posthumus
9/18/00 9:52AM
Re: Surfrider Foundation "State of the Beach Report"

Bruce, When we update the 303(d) list, this would be a good reference and will be asking to look at it then
(Feb 2001 ?).-Linda

»> Bruce Posthumus 09/18/00 09:50AM »>
You are welcome to peruse my copy of the subject report (64 pp., 11"x17", color). The report includes info
and recommendations about water quality, as well as shoreline structures, beach erosion, beach
nourishment, beach access, and surfing areas.

cc: Lisa Brown





[EXECUTIVE SUMMARY]

IN 1999, SURFRIDER INmATED THE STATE OF THE BEACH REPORT AS PART OF ITS BEACHSCAPE PROGRAM TO PROVIDE AN ANNUAL UPDATE ON THE STATUS OF OUR HATlOH'S
BEACHES. BEACHSCAPE IS A COMMUNITY·BASED BEACH MAPPING PROGRAM THAT PROVIOES INFORMATION ON IMPORTANT COASTAL ISSUES SUCH AS PUBLIC ACCESS AND
WATER QUALITY. THE SURFRIDER FOUNDATION, AN lH.TERNATIONAL GRASSROOTS COASTAL ENVIRONMENTAL ORGANIZATION, BEGAN DEACHStAPE TO EMPOWER LOCAL CmIENS
AND GOVERNMENTS WITH INFORMATION NECESSARY.TO MONITOR CHANGES IN THEIR BEACHES.

~'kiP

The Surfrfder Found,tion hi: a non-profit environmentaL organization dedicated to the

protecdon and enjoyment of the world's oceans, waves, end beaches through conservation,
activism. research and educ:atlon. We are a gralsroou'organtzatton with 48 chapters

around the natton. The Surfrtder Foundation', core competency is community·baud
ed~c8tton ind aetfvilm. To strengthen Dnd bund on our gralSfGotl educational focus,

the organization df.semfnates sdenee-based information at the communtty levet.
Surfrider accomplishes this mOlt effectively through the development of program,.

such ali 8eachscape. for chapter Implementation. Surfrtder's programs work because

they are used at the community level. The progl'8ms and the data they genente eduate
stUdents. the public. and coastal ma'Ragement agendes about local. regional natlonal
and IVl!" global environmental tssues and problems, whUe also providing lessons, data,
and tools can be applied locatly in ~eople's backyards.

This inaugural State of the Beach report e'laluates the public availability of state level
coastal infonnation. and compares ea~h state's statw on critical beach health indicators.

Eventually, as the Beachscape database grows withinfolDlation gathered by local Surfridel
chapters, the State of the Beach report will become a true me..uring stick by which
locat citizens can judge the health of their beaches. Beachllcape wiU lerve al a central
data .ource for local citizen. to check the status of their beaches. and each year the
State oj th, Beach report win lummarize the health of our nation's beaches. For the
evaluations, Surhider chose criteria that reflected issues pertinent to monitoring the
health of America's beaches:

Beach Access is the pUblic" abiUty to reach the ocean and includes the faciUties that
improve access (such as parking lots, stairways, and restrooms). Because the beach is a
public resomee and aU people have a right to enjoy the beach, access to it 'heuld nGt be
limited. It is essential that beach access remains compatible with coastal conservation
goals. The public can ilnprove their access to the beach through awareness of beach access
locations and by fighting against any attempts to limit access.

, Sarf Zone Water Quality is the level of pollution in the ocean and its effect on recre~

ational uses such as surfing or swimming. Coastal outfalls, such as sewage pipelines and
storm drains. carry la.nd~based pollutants to the ocean. Although beach water quality
monitoring efforts are 1U1derway in most coastal states, consistent monitoring along with

C£J)tQjjQ(.......A&IP&zm LZlfWititUiJil...136idEJ"""""

information on outfaU locations CAn bnprove the correlation between ele'Yated poUutant
levels and upstteam sources of pollution.

Shoreline Struetures, also known as "annoring," are attempts to protect homes and other
devtlo'Pment along the shoreline horn beach erosion. Examples indude groins. jetties. and
seawalls. These structures often provide only short~tenn fixes and hequently have an
advene effect on the beach by accelerating etosion in areas adjacent tiJ the sttuctu~e.

Beach Erosion decreases the width of dry beach. Gradual sea level rise is causing beach
erosion to occur naturally; however, this erosion is not problematic unless it interferes
with human development. In alIdition, many coastal dmlopment aeti<llties, such as damming
rivers or constructing shoreline structUres that restrict the flow of sand. often accelerate
erosional processes. By having information on erosion rate:! for a coastline, local citizens and
their government can avoid shortsighted development of erosion·prone coastal areas.

Beach Nourtshment plojeets dump laM on abeach to offsetl&rld lost to erosion, Used as
an alternative to shoreUne structure" this ·,oft stabilization" method is often coltly and
is usually funded with taxpayer money at the federal. Itate. and local level Unfortunately.
many times the -life apeetancy· of a beach nourishment project u overestimated.

Surfing Areas Ire a valuable recreational resource. Shoreline armoring, loss of access. and
degradation of water quality threaten surfing areas. By aeating an inventory (not a guide)
of surfing areas that documents their existence and use, the loss and degradation of surf
bleaks can be tracked and prevented.

FeY this stu.dy, Surfridu: approached the sUtts from the nntage point of i concerned
local cit!zin. Using the Internet and telephone AI i~8 only research toots:. Surfrider
wanted to obtain as much freely available information U pOlsible from each nate..
This report evaluates each state based on the availabiUty Cif information and its compara­
tive s18tw of each indicator. Using the colors of lifeguard flags (green. yellow, and red)
as rankings, a green flag indicates a good condition, a yellow flag indicates a warning,
and a red flag indicates danger. Readers will be able to chart thanges in their respective
states by using this easy~to-use color-eoded system. Here iJ what the Surhider Foundation
found about the state of the beaches in 1999:



CONCLUS10NS/FINDINGS
. Surftid.r found ret.tiv.ly Iparu information for th, 5tott of the B.ach ,eport. Onr 70-. of the flags given to statt. tOf

Informltlon IVIUob1Uty .,. r.d (nat IvaH.Mt) or YIUllW (difficult to obttin or und'r.-tand). Surfrtd,r ~ncount."d numeroul

dltl g.p•• up_clally in the ,r••• of COlst.1 outflUs nd shoreline structures, 1n mlny cu.. w. were told the data doIS

not ,nn. HO"IVlr, d.t, gaps do not "ltClsllnly mil" tht information II entirely abs.nt - it simply may not b. obtaln,bl.

within two Dr ttt,.. rounds of lUrching. Ttl, Jtnus of th, b••ch h"lth indicator. Ire I warning th.1 wfthout bttter information

gath.ring or mot. stringent cDutil policies, mlny of our coast,l ntlDurell, " ••t risk. Almolt three qUlrt.1'& of the Itatul

lndleltors .,. red or yeUow, warning that th, status of the Indicator b not In agre.ment with the general gOlls of coastal

lone mlnagem.nt.

O""aU. the results of this study point to the need for more acc,nible Ind 'ny to under.tand informaUon:

Information that tin be found wfth relative tI.. 0"" tht lntern.t or through stat. coastal mlnlgement program offlc.s,

so the public tin make informed ded.lons. A more Itringent monitoring of bllch health tndlctton b needed to ensur'

thlt long-term co.st.1 manlgem.nt dllchlons Ind polides are bu.d on fans. THROUGH THIS R£SEARC.H, SURFRIDER

fOUNDATION MADE THE fOLLOWING CONCLUSIONS ON THE STATE OF THE BEACH:

BfACH ACCfSS

Beach aCCess is the strongest area of almost every ltate's coastal management program, AU but two states provide

informatlon on access. Unfortunately, most Bccess guides do not illustrate gains or losses in beach access,

Most states have published guides to beach access, with the California Coastal AC'C'ess Guide topping the
list as the most thorough and complete guide to state beach access,

ln general. beach access is plentiful on the West Coasl. Along the East Coast beach access is severely

limited in several states. The states with the highest level of accessibility (shortest average distance between

Dccess poinu) are California and Rhode Island With average distantes of 1.9 and 1,9" miles between arcess points,

respectively. Lateral acress, or the ability to walk along the beach, has been secured in most states; the notable

exceptions are Maine and M.assachusetts where the beach between high and low tide Ciln be private.

SURF ZONf WATER OUALITY

In general. information on water quality monitoring results is difficult to collect, The Natural Resources Defense

Council puts out a comprehensive report summarizing beach closures in their annual Testing tne Waters report.

Little to no information is available at the state level on the location or number of storm drains or sNage

outfalls, In most cases, this information exists at the local level. Although this may be appropriate for civil works

projects, it is not optimal for solving statewide water quality plOblems,

Beach water quality monitoring standards, testing, and public notification are not consistent among coastal

states. However. there has been an overall trend toward more frequent beach closures and advisories during the

past few years. This may indicate an increase in water Quality monitoring, changes in standards for closures,

increased storm events, or an actual increase in polluted waters,

SHORfLINf STRU(.TURfS

Little information is available on the location and number of structures built on the beach. Although many states

may have this information through their permitting process, it appears that few states have inventoried their

shoreline structures,

Although many stiltes have heavily armored coastlines, most are moving Away from the use of hardened

structures as the standard response to eroding shorelines. Structures (such as seawalls or groins) can protect
homes and businesses, but have adverse effects on the surrounding beach, By banning them. North Carolina and

South Carolina have led the charge 8911inst th@ use Clf these potentially beach-damaging structures. Of course,
exceptio~s are still made under emergency clauses.

ln addition. there is evidence that homeowners often put structures in place without permits undel
emergency conditions,

BfACH fROSION

Most states haw numerous studies on shoreline change and erosion. Much of this wealth of information is not readi­

ly accessible to the public. Even when the information is Bvailable, the reports are often so obscured by technical

language and length (some up to 1,000 pages) that only a select tew individuals outside the target Budiencf can

glean meaningful information from them. Without this important information. poor coastal development and plan­

ning win continue along the coastline, It is esstntial that the general public understand the dynamic and eroding

nature of the coastline 50 that beaches are not sacrificed to protect the "front row" of homes along the coast.

A few states have created "user-friendly" methods of distributing available erosion data. norida, for

example, has an excellent web site wheJe ilreas that are designated as critically eroding ate graphically represented

on a map of the slilte. A few other state tOBstal management programs, such as in Massacnusetts, have long·

term shoreline change/erosion rate maps available to the public.

BfACH NOURISHMfNT

In Jesponsl! to shoreline erosion. beach nouxi.shment has become the compromise between hardened structures

and outright retreat hom the coastline for many states, In places like Virginia Beach and Miami Beach, beach

nourishment is a regular eccunence. In these specific cases, the economic value of tourism far outweighs the

costs associated with nourishment.

Delaware, Florida, New Jersey, and South Carolina provide complete information on beac.h nourishment
projects. The reports include location. cost to rhe state, and date projects are completed. Florida nourishment

pTOject information is avaILable through the Florida State Univetsity web site.

SURFING ARfAS

Only two stales (California and Hawaii) have documented surfing areas in publishl!d beach access guides. A com­

ptehensive li.'it of weU-kno\t1n surf spots in an coastal states is available through Surfer Magazine's Surf Report,

Along the West Coast of the United States, surfing areas conditions range from good to fau and there is
a recognition of the value of surfing areas. California, through permit conditions, has stated that swfing areas are

important recreation resources that deserve ptotection. The main thteal affecting surfing areas is water quality.

On the East Coast. surfing areas are in good to fair condition as well. but beach access and beach nourishment

are major concerns.

RECOMMENDATIONS
lh.... Is • wide range tn our tndtclltolS between state coastal programs, partially

due to differenctl in fetl,nl funding. Undar the (oastal Zone Nanlg,mllnl Art.

state pragram. recliv' funds based on various factors, inclUding populltian and

length of coastline. HowtVer. it is im~orblnt for all cumlnates to recognize

the importlnt lelth.tic Ind ,conomlc valu. of Iheir buches and SlIt priorities to

gUlrantn the long_Illrm health of their coastat lone, Without proper monftoring

of balch indicators It b impossible to .valuate th@ .ffectiventss of cumnt coanal

lonll manag'm.nt pondes,

Within lach state program. dtff.renl prfortti., are set for different

coastll fuues. Thettfote, tnen recontmendatfons mlY not appty to all states;

howev,r, statts can Ilarn a grelt d.al from the .ucusses and shortcomings of

othllr nat. coutll managem.nt programs.

BfACH ACCfSS

States Ihould make effortl to provide informatton on beach atces&

to everyone. Whether this is through a web site (North Carolina) at

through a published guidebook (California). the information should

include not only access locations but also facilities at each location,

especially public transportation. pa.rking, and restrooms. These guides

should be used as a tool to track changes in the quantity and Quality

of beach access.

States wtth llmited beach acteas should open beaches to

everyone and provide information to the public on· region. Where

access is available or unavailable.

Beach access may be improved through collaborative efforts with

loc.al volunteer groups.

SURF ZONf WAHR QUALITY

At minimum, state••hould adopt the water quality monitoring

requirements of the 1999 federal B.E.A.C.B. bill. which include

standards. regular telting. and public notification of pollution u
minimum standards. States should also test for toxins, heavy metals,

Bnd viruses in areBS where known water quality problems exist.

In Older to improve water quality in the surf zone, local citizens

must first determine the source of the poUution, Obtaining information

on the locations of storm drains and sewage outfalls is useful to local and

state water quality officials. enabling them to make a mOle thorough

analysis of water quality monitoring results.

SHORELINf STRUCTURfS

State. Ihould create a. forward thinking, stringent policy againlt

hardenlng of the. •horeUne that can be defined. North Carolina and
South carolina lead this trend, A gtowing body of evidence points to the

detrimental nature of shoreline structures and illustrates their disruption
of natural shoreline proce"I!S,

Shoreline armoring infonnation for the entire COlst should be

made available to aU citizens. Knowing thE' extent of shoreline arrnoring

benefits local citilens and states by providing infonnation necessary to

evaluate the effectiveness of coastal policies and to assess the cumula­

tive impacts of structures.

HACH fRQSION

States shOUld improve the pubUc dJssernmatfon of erosion informa­

tion. Most states have erosion studies, often conducted by federal entities

such as the US Army Corps of Engineers or the US Geological Survey, but

the end·produC1: is usually a repon geared towards engineers or scientists,

not the local citizen. States should take the next step by transforming

this intormation into a format that thf general public can understand

and utilize, Interactive erosion maps on web sites (Florida) or long-term

erosion rate maps on papet (Massachusetts, North Carolina) are useful

toots fOJ conrerned citizens,

BfACH NOURISHMfNT

Information on beac~ nouriJhment should be readl1y available to

the publlc. The majority of funding for these projects comes hom tax
revenue (federal. state, and local). It is the taxpayer's right to have access
to information about beach nourishment expenditures.

States should provide beach nouIishment information that

indude. detaJled data on location. COlt and completion date of eath

project, The format used by South Carolina sets and excenent example,

Another successful template is Florida's FACT study, which includes a

geographic component to the nourishment data by creating a map of

nourishment project locations.

SURFING ARfAS

An inventory of surfing arelll should be maintained by each state

to prevent future loss of recreational resources. Documentation of

their existencE' will enable local activists to protect threatened surf spots.

Other important coastal recreational areas should also be documented.



From: Del Rasmussen
To: Chris Foe: Daniel McClure; Dyan Whyte; Judith Unsicker; Karen Worcester; Linda
Pardy; Michael Lyons; Pavlova Vitale; Peter Otis
Date: Tue, Mar 20,2001 11 :47 AM
Subject: MTRLs - Inland Surface Waters

It has come to my attention that some of you may not have received the revised freshwater MTRLs based
on the "California Toxic Rule" (CTR). Attached is the revised table in ".pdf" format. I apologize if you did
not receive this table earlier.

You will notice that arsenic and cadmium have been dropped from the table. The CTR did not contain
human health consumption criteria for these two. You will also notice that DDT (Total) has been replaced
with p,p' ddt, dde, and ddd. Likewise, Endosulfan (Total) has been replaced with endosulfan I, II, and
sulfate.

The attached table will be used for comparing filet samples in future T8M reports. Please let me know if
you have any questions. Thanks.

Del Rasmussen
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
(916) 341-5545
rasmd@dwq.swrcb.ca.gov

cc: Karen Taberski



· l~q~~H~f~Fwd: FW: Chollas Creek

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Laurie Walsh
Kyle Olewnik; Tom Alo
Thu, Mar 15, 2001 8:43 AM
Fwd: FW: Chollas Creek

These are some photos of what collected at Naval Station after a significant storm event. This is the type
of junk that is upgradient from the Navy that they don't want to be held responsible for. I can agree.

FYI
Laurie·



, 1~~q3dfis!-t~W: Chollas Creek

From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

"Morley, Theresa L (NRSW N4512)" <Morley.Theresa.L@asw.cnrsw.navy.mil>
Laurie W <walsl@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov> .
Wed, Mar 14, 2001 5:03 PM
FW: Chollas Creek

Laurie, these are the pictures I handed out at today's meeting. Yuki!

> -----Original ivlessage-----
> From: Gordon, Brian S (NRSW N4512)
> Sent: Monday, March 12,2001 02:06 PM
> To: Morley, Theresa L (NRSW N4512)
> Subject:
>
> «chollas1-11-01 (2).jpg» «chollas1-11-01 (3).jpg»
> «chollas1-11-01.jpg»





SAN DIEGO REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

:>;1l!E~@UTIVE'OFFICER'S REPORT

IVl~Fch14.,200>1

PART A
SAN DIEGO REGION STAFF ACTIVITIES (Staff Contact)

1. Personnel Report (David Barker)

As of March 9,2001, the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board is recmiting
to fill eight vacancies for a total of 79 staff positions. Sixty-nine of these positions are for
technical staff in the engineering, geology and biology job classifications. Ten of these
positions are for staff in the administrative office services and information management
job classifications.

Recruitment efforts are underway to fill the eight current vacant positions.

New Employee Hires
•. David Hanson will report to work on March 26, 2001 as a Water Resource Control

Engineer in the Publicly Owned Treatment Works Compliance Unit.

• Denise Rhaney reported to work on March 1, 2001 as an Office Technician in the
Administrative Support Services Unit.

2. Visitors to the Office (David Barker)

During the month of February 2001, we received 257 visitors to the Regional Board
office. A total of 469 persons have visited the Regional Board office so far this year.

The total number of visitors to the office reached 2,354 for the entire year in 2000.

3. Student Intern Program and Other Intern Positions (David Barker)

In FY 2000-01 we plan to allocate approximately $173,000 for 14 student intern
positions. The student intern positions are funded through the State Water Resources
Control Board's contract with the Foundation for California Community Colleges
(FCCC). Under this contract students currently enrolled in community colleges, colleges,
and universities work on a part time basis in the Regional Board office. The assistance
provided to Regional Board staff by these students is invaluable. Some of these students
eventually come to work for the State or Regional Water Boards following graduation.



Executive Officer's Report

PARTB
SIGNIFICANT REGIONAL WATER QUALITY ISSUES

1. Status of Compliance:

March 14,2001

a. Citv of LaQ:una NiQ:uel. County of OranQ:e and OraJ.1Q:e County Flood Control
District (Robert Morris)

A copy of City of Laguna Niguel, the County of Orange and the Orange County Flood
Control District fourth J03P02 Workplan Quarterly Progress RepOli is enclosed. The
quarterly reports are being submitted in response to Cleanup and Abatement Order No.
99-:211, which was issued to the~e agencies for high coliform bacteria levels discharged
from storm drain outfall "J03P02" to Sulphur Creek, atributary to Aliso Creek. Staff is
currently reviewing the report and will be providing written comments to the agencies in
the near future.

To comply with CAO 99-211, the City of Laguna Niguel is proposing to construct a

wetland capture and treatment network that would treat 100 percent of the low flow
runoff from the J03P02 watershed before releasing it to the creek system. In the interim,
the City is continuing to divert low flows to the AWMA Regional Sewage Treatment
Plant.

As part of the City's investigation of potential sources of the fecal coliform bacteria,
researchers fron1 the Southern California Coastal Water Research Project, UCLA aJ.ld
UCI conducted a study to determine if genetic and/or chemical markers for sewage were
present in the surface aJ.ld subsurface flows of the lower J03P02 drainage system. The
results of their study and the co-permittees analysis are presented on pages 9-11 of the
quarterly report.

b. Stonn Water and Urban Runoff in Aliso Creek Watershed (Robert Morris)

Pursuant to Water Code Section 13225, the Executive Officer has directed the storm
water permittees in the Aliso Creek Watershed to conduct an evaluation of their
contribution to the impairment of beneficial uses aJ.ld the exceedances of bacteriological
objectives. ·The Executive Officer further directed the pel111ittees to take appropriate
measures where necessary to eliminate the sources of pollution to Aliso Creek. The
permittees in the watershed consist of the County of Orange, the Orange County Flood
Control District, and the Cities of Laguna Beach, Laguna Hills, Laguna Niguel, Laguna
Woods, Lake Forest and Mission Viejo.

The Aliso Creek Mouth is listed as Clean Water Act Section 303(d) impaired for high
coliform levels. The Co-Permittees' discharge impairs the ability of the water to support
Potential Contact Recreation (REC-l) in violation of the Water Quality Control Plan for
the· San Diego Basin (9) Water Quality Objective, and creates a condition of pollution
and/or nuisance. On September 17, 1997 Addendum No.1 to Order No. 95-107 modified
the NPDES permit for Aliso Water MaJ.lagement Agency (AWMA) to allow the diversion
of summertime flow of Aliso Creek to the AWMA Ocean Outfall. This interim diversion
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was established to temporarily protect human health at the beach but is an inadequate
solution to correcting the nuisance leading to water quality impairment. Accordingly, it is
important for the Co-Permittees to take all necessary measures to ensure that discharges
into and from its storm water conveyance systems do not cause or contribute to
impairment of the Aliso Creek Mouth or the Laguna Beach HSA. Federal Regulations
require that water quality standards of downstream water must be considered and
maintained [40 CFR 131.1 O(b)]. Therefore, no tributary may contribute to an incidence of
pollution, which threatens the beneficial use of a receiving water body.

Order No. 96-03, NPDES No. CAS0108740, Waste Discharge Requirements for Storm
Water and Urban Runoff from the County of Orange, the Orange County Flood Control
District, and the Incorporated Cities of Orange County Within the San Diego Region
(Permit) requires that corrective actions be taken when a contribution to impairment is
identified. Based upon information contained in the permittees J NPDES Annual Report,'
the Aliso Creek Water Quality Planning Study; and the Report qfWaste Discharge:
Second Term Permit Program Summary, your staff has concluded that the condition of
impairment has not been adequately improved throughout the second Permit term. We
further concluded that neither the previously approved Drainage Area Management Plan
(DAMP) nor the proposed DAMP submitted as part of Report of Waste Discharge will be
adequate to serve as the foundation for a prograni to correct the impairment of Aliso
Creek.

The Permittees have been directed to submit detailed teclmical reports lU1til such time the
SDRWQCB determines nuisance discharges have been prevented to the MaximmTI Extent

Practicable. The reports are to include the results of weekly monitoring beginning during
the week of April, 1, 2001, for flow rate and fecal coliform, Enterococci and Escherichia
coli bacteria concentrations in discharges from the 54 major direct inputs to Aliso Creek
and the seven natural tributaries to Aliso Creek. In addition, the reports must include:

A description of the Permittee's efforts during the quarter to identify the
persistence, the significance, and to' extent feasible, the causes of the impairment
or exceedance, and to the extent feasible the technical and economic feasibility of
control actions available to the pennitteesto reduce or elimInate the impairment
or exceedance.

A description and an evaluation of the effectiveness of the structural and non­
structural BMPs currently being implemented to ensure that the discharge of
bacteria and other pollutants to the storm water conveyance systems which
discharges specifically to the Creek or its tributaries is prevented.

Identification of future measures that would eliminate levels of high bacteria from
~torm water conveyance system outfalls.

3
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Any update of the time schedule and work plan for eliminating sources of bacteria
and measures to prevent pollutants from contributing to any violation of the REC
1 standard.

The first quarterly status report is due by July 31, 2001: Staff will provide you with a
summary of the report at that time.

2. Watershed ManaQ:ement and Total Maximum Dailv Load (TMDL) Activities (Alan

Monji)

TMDL ProjeCt Update Report - March 14, 2001:

General: Currently, there are seven TMDLs in progress. Draft TMDLs for Chollas Creek·
Diazinon and Rainbow Creek-Nutrients have been submitted to the EPA for review
and comment. Work on Mission Bay-Coliform TMDL began in March 2001.

Regional Board staff attended a meeting with representatives from United States Navy,
SPAWAR Systems Center - San Diego, Port of San Diego, and City of San Diego on
February 5, 2001 to discuss the Toxic Hot Spots (THS) and TMDL issues in San
Diego Bay. Each lead agency summarized their progress and plans for the future.
Opportunities for collaboration and teaming on the THS issue were briefly discussed.
Another meeting between representatives from the above agencies was scheduled for
March 1,2001 at the SPAWAR SSC-San Diego to discuss the collaboration efforts
and bring the conclusions to the next THS meeting scheduled for April 2001.

Chollas
Cree),­

Diazinon

Rainbow
Cree),­

Nutrients

The draft technical TMDL was submitted on schedule to EPA on April 28, 2000. The
draft technical TMDL is now posted on the San Diego RWQCB website.

On December 5, 2000, US EPA announced elimination of all indoor uses of diazinon
beginning in March 2001 and phase-out of lawn and garden uses by December 2003.

On January 31,2001, US EPA announced the availability of the revised risk
assessments and related documents for diazinon, and the opening of a 60-day public
comment period for submitting risk management ideas.

The draft technical TMDL was submitted on schedule to US EPA on April 20, 2000
and is now available on the San Diego RWQCB website. Revisions to the technical
TMDL are in progress. The revised document will be forwarded to the US EPA when
completed in March. It is expected that US EPA will initiate its federal TMDL
approval process, which involves public notice of the revised technical TMDL in the
federal register, public comments, and response to public comments. The next step in
the TMDL process is developing the Implementation Plan and Monitoring Strategy.

A summary report is being prepared, which documents the nionitoring that was
performed by Regional Board staff and Hines Nursery in 2000. The report has been
distributed to the Rainbow Creek Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) for review.
The TAC met on February I and 14,2001 to develop the report and make findings and
recommendations. The findings and recommendations will be documented in the
finalized report. The TAC will continue to meet at least once a month to provide
technical support and input to the summary report and TMDL revisions.
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Chollas
Creek­
Metals

Shelter
Island
Yacht
Basin-

Dissolved
Copper

San Diego
Bay -Near

Chollas
Creek

San Diego
Bay­

Seventh
Sti'eet

Channel

The draft Problem Statement, Numeric Targets, and Source Analysis have been
submitted to EPA for review, and these draft documents are also posted on the San
Diego RWQCB web site. So far, EPA has only minor comments on these drafts.

The draft Load Allocations, Linkage Analysis, and Margin of Safety are complete and
have been reviewed by Regional Board staff. However, these drafts are under revision
again since new data have been collected in Chollas Creek in the last two months, and
the data may alter load allocations and source estimates. These revisions will be
included as soon as possible so that the drafts can be forwarded to EPA for review.

The draft Problem Statement through the Linkage Analysis is complete. Drafts of the
Problem Statement, Numeric Target and Source Analysis are posted on the San Diego
RWQCB web site, and were submitted for review to EPA, SWRCB, and DWQ.
Comments were received from DWQ and changes are being incorporated into the
drafts. Work continues on the Allocations section, which is nearing completion.

Senate Bill No. 315 was introduced on February 20, 200 1 by Senator Alpert. The Bill
would establish a San Diego Advisory Committee for Environmentally Superior
Antifouling Paints, composed of specified persons appointed by the Governor for 2­
year terms. The purpose of the committee would be to develop inc.entives to ensure
that superior coatings are put into use while copper-based paints are still available and
to encourage existing paint manufacturers to more quickly bring alternative, nontoxic
coatings to market.

UC SeaGrant Extension Program (Leigh Johnson) is beginning a demonstration
project of nontoxic boat bottom paints in San Diego Bay. The Southern California
Coastal Water Research Project (SCCWRP) (Ken Schiff) is beginning a project to
assess the contribution of copper from antifouling bottom paints and underwater hull
cleaning activities. Results from the projects should provide useful information for
TMDL development and implementation. Both Projects are funded by 319(h) grants.
Staff (Lesley Dobalian and Pete Michael) were invited to serve and attended the first
meeting of the Joint Project Advisory Committee to these two projects.

Work has begun on the draft Problem Statement and Numeric Targets for Near Chollas
Creek TMDL. Currently, background information and site assessment reports for San
Diego bay are under review.

Rough draft versions of the problem statement and numeric targets have been
submitted to selected in-house TMDL Regional Board stafffor review and comment.

Preliminary discussions continue with SCCWRP for proposed TIE work in San Diego
Bay. A meeting was scheduled with Regional Board staff and SCCWRP
representatives (Steve Bay, AnaRanasinghe, and Ken Schiff) in conjunction with the

previously mentioned THS/TMDL meeting to discuss the scope and cost of the TIE
work. A draft work plan is expected in April 2001.

Work has begun on the draft Problem Statement and Numeric Targets for Seventh
Street Channel TMDL.

Rough draft versions of the problem statement and numeric targets have been
submitted to selected in-house TMDL Regional Board staff for review and comment.

Preliminary discussions continue with SCCWRP for proposed TIE work in San Diego
Bay. A meeting was scheduled with Regional Board staff and SCCWRP
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Mission
Bay ­

Coliform

representatives (Steve Bay, Ana Ranasinghe, and Ken Schiff) in conjunction with the
previously mentioned THSITMDL meeting to discuss the scope and cost of the TIE
work. A draft work plan is expected in April 2001.

Work has begun on the draft Problem Statement and Numeric Target for the Mission
Bay coliform TMDL.

3. All Smash Auto Recycling, Inc., San Diego County (Gloria Fulton)

On February 28, 2001, the Executive Officer issued Cleanup and Abatement Order
(CAO) No. 2001-31 to All Smash Auto Recycling (discharger) for violations of the
statewide General Industrial Storm Water Permit, Order No. 97-03-DWQ. The violations
include the failure to adequately and effectively implement the facility Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and for discharging contaminated storm water from
the facility to the local storm drain system.

The CAO requires the discharger to correct the violations through proper implementation
of the SWPPP and prevention of contaminated storm water discharges. The discharger
also must conduct additional storm water sampling to verify that theSWPPP has
effectively reduced storm water contamination. A public hearing may be held on April
11,2001, if requested by the discharger.

4. Caulerpa taxifolia Response Activities (Lesley Dobalian)

Background
As previously reported, the"invasive marine algae Caulerpa taxifolia was discovered in

Agua Hedionda lagoon in Carlsbad in June 2000. Its presence was also identified in
Huntington Harbor in Orange County (Region 8) in July 2000. The presence of this
exotic alga along the California coast is cause for great concern due to its devastating
effects in the Mediterranean. The most likely source of the infestations both in the
Mediterranean and in California was through release from an aquarium. Although it is
illegal to import Caulerpa taxifolia into the United States under the Federal Noxious
Weed Act of 1999, it is sti11legal to sell and possess the algae in California.

Following its identification, a rapid plan of action aimed at eradication was developed
and is currently being implemented under the direction of the Southern California
Caulerpa Action Team (see below). As part of this effort, Agua Hedionda and
Huntington Harbor were surveyed through SCUBA diving, and the infested areas were
delineated. Treatment with chlorine was initiated. Initial eradication efforts are still
ongoing in Huntington Harbor, but are complete in Agua Hedionda. These areas will be
re~surveyed in the spring.· Follow-up treatments have begun in Agua Hedionda and will
most likely be needed in both Agua Hedionda and Huntington Harbor to achieve
complete eradication. Funding for the eradication efforts was accessed in large pmi
through the SWRCB's Cleanup and Abatement Account.

Legislation
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On February 23, 2001, Assembly Member Harman introduced Assembly Bill 1334. The
bill would add to the Fish and Game Code prohibitions on the sale, possession, and
transport of the saltwater a1gaeofthe genus Caulerpa. The bill would also prohibit
disposal of Caulerpa except under regulations adopted by the Resources Agency..

,

San Diego City Council member Scott Peters has expressed interest in pursuing an
ordinance to ban the sale of Caulerpa in San Diego.

SCCAT
The Southern California Caulerpa Action Team (SCCAT) met on February 27, 2001.
Members of SCCAT include representatives from various federal, state and local
government agencies, as well as other interested parties. San Diego Regional Board staff
(Bruce Posthumus) acts as chair of SCCAT. Topics included Llpdates on eradication,
surveillance, outreach, plalming, funding, and legislation. It was agreed that the
Resources Agency, specifically the California Department ofFish and Game, should act
as the lead state agency. It was also agreed that SCCAT would develop a long-term plan
to guide future actions and provide a basis for ongoing funding. SDRWQCB staff serve
on the Planning, Teclmical Advisory, and Outreach Committees.

GAO
At the request of the General Accounting Office (GAO),' staff (Elizabeth Lair, Chiara
Clemente, and Lesley Dobalial1) wrote up the history of the SCCAT's involvement in
responding to the Caulerpa taxifalia invasion. There is interest in using the SCCAT' s
experiences as a case study for federal involvement in invasive species control.

Mexica
Marine biology researchers from a university in Ensenada, Mexico met with Regional
Board staff (Greig Peters, Lesley Dobalian, and Kyle Olewnik) al1d biologist Enric Sala
from Scripps Institute of Oceanography on February 26, 2001. Topics discussed included
the need for 1) outreach, including the distribution of pal11phlets in Spanish in coastal
areas of Mexico, and 2) a plan for dealing with Caulerpa if/when it arrives inMexico's
waters. The researchers also attended the SCCAT meeting on the following day.

Outreach
On February 28,2001 Lesley Dobalial1 gave a presentation at a meeting of the UCSD
Dive Club on the threat of Caulerpa taxifalia to California's coastline.. Contact
information was provided and information materials were distributed..

The San Diego City Council passed a Resolution on March 6, 2001 calling for March 10
to be Caulerpa taxifalia Awareness Day.

5. Sanitary Sewer Overflows (SSO) and Other Overflows (Victor Vasquez)

In February 2001 there were 48 sanitary sewer overflows from public sewage collection
systems reported to the Regional Board office; 34 of these spills reached surface waters
or storm drains, and nine resulted in beach closures. Of the total number of public spills,

7



Executive Officer's Report March 14,2001

13 were 1,000 gallons or more. A major SSO in the City of San Diego is discussed
further below. An additional 10 sewage overflows from private property were reported in
February. Five ofthesereached surface waters or storm drains, and two resulted in beach
closures. One spill from an apartment complex in San Diego resulted in a discharge of
2,830 gallons.

The City of San Diego experienced a SSO in Tecolote Canyon just north ofMt. Acadia
Blvd. The overflow was discovered and reported by a Regional Board staff member on
February 19,2001 to the City's Emergency Water and Sewer Repair telephone number.
In the morning of February 28, 2001, Regional Board staff followed-up with a phone call
to City staff because the required report regarding the SSO had not been submitted.
Apparently, Regional Board staffs initial report of the SSG to the City went undetected,
and the City did not respond to the overflow on February 19. After making the phone
call on February 28, Regional Board staff investigated the spill site and confirmed that
the overflow was ongoing. The City subsequently responded and terminated the
overflow by the afternoon ofFebruary 28. The reported cause of the overflow was a
blockage in the line due to rocks and debris. The City estimates that 1.5 million gallons
ofraw sewage had been discharged to Tecolote Creek and subsequently to Mission Bay.
San Diego County Dept of Environmental Health closed Mission Bay from recreational
use for four days in response to the overflow. Regional Board staff is preparing a Notice
of Violation and Request for Teclmical Information for this spill and will provide
additional infonnation to the Board in the near future.

In addition to sanitary sewer overflows, the following other overflows were recently
reported to the Regional Board:

1) A 3,000-gallon spill of digested sludge from the Encina Water Pollution Control Facility in
Carlsbad occurred on February 20,2001 and resulted in closure of part of South Carlsbad
State Beach.

2) A 2.1 million-gallon spill of reclaimed tertiary-treated water occurred in Carlsbad due to a
break in the distribution lines. The spill entered Encina Creek and resulted in closure of
Carlsbad State Beach.

Three Notices of Violation (NOVs) and/or requests for information were issued in
February for significant overflows that occurred in December 2000 and January 2001. In
addition, several NOVs and/or requests for information are pending issuance for
significant sewage spills since February, including the recent overflow in Tecolote
Canyon as mentioned above. Upon receipt of the ~nformation, we will det~nnine if
additional enforcement action is warranted. NOVs and/or requests for information have
been issued to the following agencies:

City ofLaguna Beach
The City of Laguna Beach reported a 5,200-gallon SSO, which entered a storm drain and
traveled to the sand near the Pacific Ocean. The overflow occurred on January 22,2001
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as a result of a root blockage. Contamination wariling signs were, posted for tlTIee days at
the beach.

us. Navy Public Works Center
The U.S. Navy Public Works Center (PWC) reported a 45,000-gallon SSG at Miramar
U.S. Marine Corps Air Station that occurred on December 20, 2000. Sewer lines at the
Air Station are the responsibility of the PWC. Approximately two-thirds of the overflow
was recovered, and the remainder reached the dry bed of Rose Canyon Creek. The PWC
reported that the overflow resulted from a temporary sewer line plug that was not
removed after the installation of metering devices by contractors for the City of San
Diego. Preliminary inquiries with the City by Regional Board staff did not confirm the
reported cause.

City ofSan Diego
The City of San Diego reported a 128,250-gallon SSO in the area east of Miramar U.S.
Marine Corps Air Station that occurred on January 11, 2001. The overflow reached Rose
Canyon Creek and Mission Bay, and resulted in the closure of Mission Bay from
recreational use. The cause of the overflow was reported as rainwater infiltration into the
sewer lines at the Air Station due to heavy rains. The Air Station's sewer lines feed into
the City's sewer mains, which could not handle the increased flows. During the El Nino
storms in February 1998, the City experienced a series of similar overflows which were
also attributed to infiltration at the Air Station.

6. Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Qualitv Certification - Actions Taken (Stacey

Baczkowskz]

January:
A total of eight water quality certification actions were taken in January 2001. Two
standard certifications and six technically-conditioned certifications were issued. The
two standard certifications were issued for residential developments, the six teclmically­
conditioned certifications were issued for two road widening/extension projects, one park
trail, one natural gas line, one emergency sewer repair, and one mixed use development.

Both residential developments are located in northern San Diego County, include 104 lots
and 33 lots, and will result in minimal impacts to waters of the U.S. The first road project
will widen Rancho Santa Fe Road from La Costa to Melrose, and the second project will
extend a pOliion of Vista Sorrento Parkway. The park trail consists of a 9.5 mile segment
of the Coast to Crest trail and impacts will occur from two river crossings. The natural
gas pipeline extends for 17 miles through southwestern Riverside County. The
emergency sewer repair occurred at Cedar and 31 st Streets, and the mixed use (hotel,
office space, research facilities) project will be developed in La Jolla.

Receiving water bodies that will be impacted as a result of the 40 I actions taken in
January inClude San Marcos Creek, San Dieguito River, Kit Carson Creek, unnamed
tributary to Chollas Creek, an unnamed ephemeral stream, Pilgrim Creek, Salt Creek,
Warm Springs Creek, Tucalota Creek, unnamed tributary to the San Luis Rey River, and
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an unnamed tributary to Soledad Canyon. A total of 0.61 acre of permanent impacts and
1.19 acres of temporary impacts will be mitigated by the creation, restoration, and
preservation of5.71 acres of wetlands, 0.85 acre of riparian vegetation, and 0.62 acre of
unvegetated waters.

February:
A total of six water quality certification actions were taken in February 200 1. Five
standard certifications and one technically-conditioned certifications were issued. Four
of the standard certifications were issued for emergency repairs following the rain events
in January 2001. The teclmically~conditioned certification was issued for a residential
developments in Valley Center.

The conditional certification was for 43 residential lots on approximately 120 acres in
Valley Center that would impacts four ephemeral drainages at four culverted road
crossings. Water quality features included unmaintained detention basins at the outlets of
all storm drains. A standard certification was issued for the relocation of a chaImelized
stream segment adjacent to Old Grove Road; mitigation for this project will result in a
wider, more natural channel. The emergency repairs that received standard certification
included repair of a culvert and golf cart path in Coto de Caza, replacement of a leaking
potable water line in Rainbow, berth repair at National Steel aI1d Shipbuilding Company,
and filling ofthree sea caves for bluff stabilization in Solana Beach.

Receiving water bodies that will be impacted as a result of the 40 1 actions taken in
February include unnamed ephemeral drainages, Canada Gobernadora Creek, an

U1U1amed tributary to San LuisRey River, San Diego Bay, and the Pacific OceaI~. A total
of 0.25 acre of permanent impacts and 0.02 acre of temporary impacts will be mitigated
by the creation, restoration, and preservation of 1.5 acres of wetlands, 0.5 acre of riparian
vegetation, and 0.15 acre of unvegetated waters.

PARTC
STATEWIDE ISSUES OF IMPORTANCE TO THE SAN DIEGO REGION

;;1 ... ?ect!;~~'3Q~:C~),)niB~ir'ea~W§t~tlli8'ates'tlst'-::'2d02'·Lr ~t1JBaat~"(k~~1'C~fe)
The Section 303(d) list update process is being coordinated by the SWRCB as a single,
statewide list update for submittal to USEPA. Beginning March 7, 2001, the SDRWQCB
officially opened its public solicitation period, on behalf of the SWRCB, to obtain
infonnation on surface water quality for the purpose of updating the State's Clean Water
Act Section303(d) list of impaired waters. This solicitation period will close on May 15,
2001.

Background
Section 303(d) of the federal Clean Water Act (CWA, 33 USC 1250, et seq., at 1313(d)),
requires States to identify waters that do not meet water quality standards after applying
certain required tec1mology-based effluent limits (i.e."impaired" water bodies). States are
required to compile this information in a list and submit it to USEPA for review and
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approval. This list is known as the Section 303 (d) iist of impaired waters. As part of this
listing process, these waters/watersheds are prioritized for subsequent development of
total maximum daily loads (TMDLs). The SWRCB and Regional Boards have ongoing
efforts to monitor and assess water quality, to prepare the Section 303(d) list, and to
develop the required TMDLs. The State's most recent Section 303(d) list was approved
in 1998 and contains 509 water bodies, many listed as being impaired for multiple
pollutants.

Solicitation Process
On behalf of the SWRCB, the Regional Boards are currently soliciting data and
information regarding water quality conditions of surface waters in their respective
Regions. This information will be used in assessing the State's waters during the
development of the SWRCB's submittal to USEPA for updating the Section 303(d) list,
as well as for the preparation of the State's biennial Report on Water Quality for
submittal to the USEPA and Congress in 2002.

Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal
governmental agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses, possessing information
regarding the quality of the Region's waters may provide information and data. We sent
out solicitation letters to interested parties and posted newspaper notices requesting
information on March 7,2001 (see Attachments 1 & 2). Additionally, a Section 303(d)
List ofImpaired Waterbodies 2002 Update information page has been added to the
SDRWQCB's website (wW'0l.swrcb.ca.Qov/rwgcb9/ProQ:rams/TMDL/303d/303d.html).

The Regional Boards are assisting the SWRCB by seeking all readily available data and
assessment information generated since July 1997. The information/data may pertain to
physical, chemical, and/or biological conditions of the Regions' waters or watersheds.
The Regional Boards must receive all data/infonnation no later than 5:00 p.m. May 15,
2001. Submittals received after May 15th will not be considered in developing the

. SWRCB's April 2002 submittal to USEPA required by Clean Water Act Section 303(d).

SDRWQCB Process
Staff will provide regular updates to keep the Board infonned of ongoing activities
throughout this process, either in the form of periodic EO reports or agenda items, as
necessary. Tentative activities and timeframe for the process are summarized below and
in the attached schematic (Attachment 3).

• Conduct a "staff-level" public workshop to provide an overview of the Section 303(d)
list update process and to answer questions regarding submittal of information/data
and the procedures for updating the list (April 2001).

II Develop draft recommendations for updating the Region's list (late July 2001).
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• Conduct a "Board-level" public workshop at a regularly scheduled Board meeting.
Staff presents draft list update recommendations. Public input is heard. The Board
may provide direction to the Executive Officer (August 2001).

• Revise and finalize list update recommendations based on Board direction and public
input (late September 2001).

• Place item on the October Board meeting agenda to present the final list update
recommendations to the Board prior to transmitting them to the SWRCB. The Board
may consider adoption of a resolution transmitting the recommendations to the
SWRCB. .

SWRCB Formal Public Hearing Process
The Regional Boards will provide their recommendations on the condition of regional
waters to the SWRCB in Fall 2001. The SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards'
recommendations regarding the conditions of each Region's waters when formulating its
statewide Section 303(d) submittal. The State's revisions to the list of impaired waters
will be considered by the SWRCB in a statewide formal public hearing process (in lieu of
nine individual public hearings) to be conducted next winter. Opportunities for public
review of the SWRCB's proposed submittal to USEPA and public conunent on this
submittal will be announced at a later date. The Regional Boards will continue to be
actively involved during this part of the process by responding to comments specific to
their regional issues.

12
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SIGNIFICANT NPDES
PERMITS, WDRS, AND RS ACTIONS

3/9/01

STATUS OF SIGNIFICANT SAN DIEGO
DATE OF

REGIONAL PERMITS & WASTE DISCHARGE TYPE
REQUIREMENTS REPORT:

14 March 2001
Monllorlng PUBLIC BOARD Consent

APPLICATION D1SCHJRWa LIMITS Req'tmenls COMPL REVIEW & HEARING & Calendar
NAME OF PERMITIWDRIACTION ACTION COMPLETE KNOWN and Plan DRAFr COMMENTS ADOPTION lIem COMMENTS

PROpOSITION 13 PROJECT PROPOSALS 100% NA NA NA NA 14-Mar-Ol No
IN THE SAN DIEGO REGION Status Report

National Steel amI Shipbulldin·g Co.(NASSCO) Hearing: Admi NA NA NA 100% 80% 14-Mar-Ol No
Civil LIabilities

FALLBROOK PUBLIC UTILITY DIST. Hearing: Mand NA NA NA 100% 80% 14-Mar-Ol No
Min. Penalties

SWEETWATER AUTHORITY Hearing: Mand NA NA NA 100% 80% 14-Mar-Ol No
Min. Penatlies

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO--SAN MARCOS Hearing: ACL NA NA NA NA 0% 14-Mar-Ol No Postponed
LANDFILL--ACl Remanded by SWRCB Revision

BUDGET TRADE AND GAS. ESCONDIDO Hearing: CAO NA NA NA 100% 0% 14-Mar-Ol No
Chung Kwan and Huang Mel Hsu

BROOK HILLS DEVELOPMENT, Fallbrook Hearing: CAO NA NA NA 100% 80% 14-Mar-Ol No

SAN DIEGO BAY OIL SPILL REPORT-- Annual Status NA NA NA NA NA 14-Mar-Ol No
US NAVY AND US COAST GUARD Report

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO-VALLEY CENTER WDR Revision NA 100% 100% 100% 80% 14-Mar-Ol Yes

LANDFILL

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO--PALOMAR WDR Revision NA 100% 100% 100% 80% 14-Mar-Ol Yes
AIRPORT LANDFILL

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO-POWAY LANDRLL WDR Revision NA 100% 100% 100% 80% 14-Mar-Ol Yes

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO--JAMACHA WDR Revision NA 100% 100% 100% 80% 14-Mar-01 Yes
SANITARY LANDFILL

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO-VIEJAS WDR Revision NA 100% 100% 100% 80% 14-Mar-{)1 Yes

SANITARY LANDFILL

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO-NORTH MIRAMAR WDR Revision NA 100% 100% 100% 80% 14-Mar-Ol Yes

LANDFILL

SAN JUAN MEADOWS LP. and COUNTY OF WDR Revision NA 100% 100% 100~~ 80% 14-Mar-01 Ves
ORANGE FORSTER CANYON LANDFILL

CITY OF CARLSBAD-Water Recycling Facility NewWaterRe 100% 100% 100% 00/0 00/0 ll-Apr-Ol TBD
at Encina Wastewater Authority cycling Req'mts

I
STATE ROUTE 125 CALTRANS PROJECT 401 Certificatiol 0% 80% 80% 0'% 00/0 11-Apr-01 No

Hearing I
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SIGNIFk~_ 4T NPDES
PERMITS, WDRS, AND RB ACTIONS

3/9/01

STATUS OF SIGNIFICANT SAN DIEGO
DATE OF

REGIONAL PERMITS & WASTE DISCHARGE TYPE
REQUIREMENTS REPORT:

14 March 2001
Monitoring PUBLIC BOARD Consent

APPLICATION DISCHJRWa LIMITS Req'tments COMPL REVIEW & HEARtNG& Calendar

NAME OF PERMITIWDRIACTION ACTION COMPLETE KNOWN and Plan DRAFT COMMENTS ADOPTION Item COMMENTS

RAMONA MUN. WATER OISTRICT--REOUEST Basin Plan NA NA NA NA 0% ll-Apr-Ol No
FOR BASIN PLAN AMENDMENT Amend. Hearing

SAN DIEGO WilD ANIMAL PARK WDR Revision 0% 100% 0% 00/0 0% ll-Apr-Ol TBD

VAN TOl DAIRY-SD COUNTY New NPDES 100% 100% 100% 0% 0% l1-Apr-01 TBD

REVIEW OF WAIVERS OF WASTE Public Hearing NA NA NA NA 0% g-May-Ol No
DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS

SAN PASOUAL ACADEMY WDR Revision 50% 50% 50% 0% 0% 9-May-Ol TBD

ALLIED WASTE, INC.--OTAY CLASS III WDR Revision 100% 100% 100% 0% 0% 9-May-01 Yes
LANDFilL

CITY OF SAN DIEGO--SOUTH MIRAMAR WDR Revision NA 100% 100% 00/0 0% 9-May-Ol Yes
LANDFILL /

HYDROSTATIC TESTING I POTABLE New General 100% 100% 500/0 20% 00/0 9-May-Ql TBD
WATER DISCHARGES NPDES Permit

VAllEY CENTER MWD - ORCHARD RUN NewWDRs 100% 100% 100% 100% 80% 9-May-Ol Yes

VALLEY CENTER MWD - LIVE OAK RANCH NewWDRs 100% 80% 50% 25% 0% 9-May-Ol Yes

GROUNDWATER DEWATERING DISCHARGES NPDES Gener 0% 0°' 0% 0% 0% 13-Jun-Ol TBD Permit expires June 13, 200110

OTHER THAN TO SAN DIEGO BAY Permit Reissue

CITY OF SAN DIEGO-CONVENTION CENTER New NPDES 100% 100% 50% 0% 00/0 13-Jun-Ol TBD
Dewatering Discharge to San Diego Bay

USMC CAMP PENDLETON New NPDES 75% 100% 100% acre 00/0 13-Jun-01 TBD
DISCHARGE TO OCEANSIDE'S OUTFALL Permit

US NAVY FACILITIES--SAN DIEGO BAY New NPDES 50% 40% 10% 00/0 5% 13,Jun-Ol TBD

Permit

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO--SAN MARCOS WDR Revision NA 100% 100% 0010 00/0 13-Jun-01 Yes
LANDFilL

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE--ANZA LANDFILL WDR Revision NA 100% 100% 0% 0% 13-Jun-Ol Yes

ENCINA WASTEWATER AGENCY--Revislons NPDES Permit 00/0 100% 100% 0°' 0% 13-Jun-Ol TBD10

10 Prelrealment Program Revision
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SIGNIFICANT NPDES
PERMITS, WDRS, AND RS ACTIONS

3/9/01

STATUS OF SIGNIFICANT SAN DIEGO
DATE OF

REGIONAL PERMITS & WASTE DISCHARGE TYPE
REQUIREMENTS REPORT:

14 March 2001
Monitoring' PUBLIC BOARD Consent

APPLICATION D1SCHlRWa LIMITS Req'tments COMPL REVIEW & HEARING & Calendar
NAME OF PERMITIWDRIACTION ACTION COMPLETE' KNOWN and Plan DRAFT COMMENTS ADOPTION Item COMMENTS

'"
ORANGE COUNTY MUNICIPAL NPOES Permit 10% 50% 25% 0 1% 0% 8-Aug-01 No Permit expires Aug. 8, 2001

STORM WATER PERMIT Reissuance

CITY OF SAN DIEGO PI. LOMA OCEAN NPDES Permit 50% 50% 50% 00/0 0% 8-Aug-01 No
OUTFALL DISCHARGE Reissuance

GROUNWATER DISCHARGES FROM New General 0% 100% . 100% 0°' 0% 8-Aug-Ol TBDf'

UTILITY VAULTS NPOES Permit

IBWC INTERNATIONAL WASTEWATER NPDES Permit 0% 100% 100% 0% 0% 1O-Oct-o1 No
TREATMENT PLANT AND SO.BAY OUTFALL Reissuance

IBWC INTERNATIONAL WASTEWATER Cease and De NA NA NA 0% 0% lQ-Oct-01 No
TREATMENT PLANT ANDSO.BAY OUTFALL Order Hearing

DUKE ENERGY-SOUTH BAY POWER PLANT NPDES Permit 0% 100% 100% 00;0 00/0 14-Nov-01 No
Reissuance

RANCHO CALIFORNIA WATER DISTRICT- NPOES Permit 0% 50% 50% 00/0 0% 14-Nov-01 TBD
Santa Rosa Reclamation Plant Reissuance

REVISIONS TO MONITORING PROGRAMS NPDESPermii NA NA 00/0 00/0 0% 12-Dec-Q1 No
FOR NPDES OCEAN DISCHARGERS Revisons

PE:NDlNGIUNSCHEDULED ACTIONS

SD REGION BOAT MARINAS New NPDES 0% 40% 0% 0% 0% NOT SCHEDULED
General Permit

GREGORY CANYON LANDFILL SITE . NewWDRs 0% 0% 00/0 0% 0% NOT SCHEDULEO

RHO SANTA FE WO-Waler Recycling Project NewWDRs 50% . 50% 0% 0% Waiting lor CEQA completion



. WATER QUALITY STANDARDS UNIT, FEBRUARY, 2001 MANAGEMENT REPORT

PROJECT START
ESTIMATED PERCENT

RANKING TRJENNIAL REVIEW PROJECT
DATE

STATUS· FISCAL YEAR PROJECT STAFF ASSIGNED
COMPLETION COMPLETION

1
Mission San Diego HSA Iron and Manganese in Ground

2/11/99 On Hold Not Scheduled 0% Not Assigned
Water

2 Update Map 1/15/99 On Hold Not Scheduled 0% Not Assigned

3
Dissolved Oxygen Objective for Inland Surface Waters and

114199 On Hold Not Scheduled 0% Linda Pardy
Enclosed Bays and Estuaries

4 Bacteria Objectives 10115/99 On Hold Not Scheduled 0% Not Assigned

5 Controllable Water Quality Factors 114/99 On Hold Not Scheduled 0% Linda Pardy

6 Chollas Creek Watershed TMDL • Diazinon 1/15/99 Ongoing FY 2000·01 39% Linda Pardy

7 Rainbow Creek TMDL 10/15/98' Ongoing FY 2000·01 57% Lisa Brown

8 Chollas Creek Watershed TMDL • Metals 9/15/99 Ongoing FY 2001·02 40% Kyle Olewnik

9 Gower HSA (7.23) Basin Plan Amendment Request 2116/99 On Hold Not Scheduled 0% Bob Morris

10
Poway HA, Scripps HA, and Miramar HA (6.20, 6.30, 6.40)

8/1/99 On Hold Not Scheduled 0% Bob Morris
Basin Plan Amendment Request

11 San Diego Formation 9/1/99 On Hold Not Scheduled 0% Not Assigned

12 Vertically Distinct Aquifers 6/15/99 On Hold Not Scheduled 0% Not Assigned

13 Nitrate Impacts from Septic Tanks 11/1/00 On Hold Not Scheduled 0% Not Assigned

14
Tijuana Valley Hydrologic Area 11.10 Basin Plan

1/15/01 On Hold Not Scheduled 0% Not Assigned
Amendment Request

15
Ground Water Beneficial Uses in Portions of HSA 4.51 and

2115101 On Hold Not Scheduled 0% Not Assigned
4.52 between Highway 78 and EI Camino Real.

16 Santa Margarita TMDL 5/15/01 On Hold FY 2009·tO 0% Not Assigned

17 Shelter Island Yacht Basin TMDL 4/15/02 Ongoing FY 2001·02 19% Lesley Dobalian

18 San Diego Bay; Near Chollas Creek TMDL 7/1/00 Ongoing FY 2002103 1% Alan Monji

19 San Diego Bay; Seventh Street Channel TMDL 7/1/00 Ongoing FY 2002103 1% Tom Ala

20 San Diego Bay; San Diego Naval Station 7/1/01 On Hold FY 2002103 0% I Not Assigned

21 San Diego Bay; North of 24th Street Marine Terminal TMDL 7/1/01 I On Hold FY 2002103 0% Not Assigned

22 San Diego Bay; Near Coronado Bridge TMDL 7/1/02 On Hold FY 2003/04 0% I Not Assigned

23 San Diego Bay; Near Sub Base TMDL 7/1/02 On Hold FY 2003/04 0% Not Assigned

24 San Diego Bay; Near Grape Street TMDL 7/1/03 On Hold FY 2004/05 0% Not Assigned

25 San Diego Bay; Downtown Piers TMDL 7/1/03 On Hold FY 2004/05 0% Not Assigned

26 San Juan Creek! Aliso Creek TMDL 2/1105 I On Hold FY 2006/07 0% Not Assigned

27
April 1, 1996 Interim Guidance on Required Cleanup at Low

11/15/01 On Hold Not Scheduled 0% Not Assigned
Risk Fuel Contaminated Sites

28 Cleanup and Abatement Policy on Risk Assessments 211/02 On Hold Not Scheduled 0% Not Assigned

29 Mission Bay' Coliform TMDL 3/t/01 Pending FY 2002·03 0% Joan Brackin

30 303(d) List Update 2/5/01 Ongoing FY 2001·2002 3% Keri Coie

• STATUS LEGEND

Pending =Project scheduled for work to start this fiscal year.
Ongoing =Work is currently underway on Project.
On Hold = Project will not be worked on this fiscal year.

Complete =Project has been completed.

Mnthmgmt031401.xls
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Monthly Management Report for the San Diego Bay Unit
FEBRUARY 2001

STAFF: Pete Michael

PROGRAMS: Bay Protection and Toxic Cleanup Program and tallow-up to
San Diego Interagencv Water Quality Panel Coordinated Monitoring Program

NO. PROJECT

Eradicatate the invasive
seaweed Caulerpa
taxito/fa clone in Agua
Hedionda Lagoon

START DATE

Aug. 2000

PERCENT
COMPLETE

PROJECTED
COMPLETION

DATE

Unknown

COMMENTS

The first-year eradication effort is
over but further observations will be
needed in the spring. Also assisting
the Southern Calif. Cau/erpa Action
Team to transition the program to
the ResQurcesAgency.

3 Participate on the State Oct-98 Ongoing No reports are available yet. Fish
Board's coastal fish collections will occur this year.
tissue sampling project Station locations have been

identified.
4 Assist in the effort to 11·Aug-99 Ongoing Shipyards and toxic hot spots

establish cleanup levels
for San Diego Bay sites

5 Advise the copper Total 9/30/99 28 7/1/01 Drafts of the source analysis,
Maximum Daily Load problem statement arid numeric
(TMDL) project at the target for the Shelter Island yacht
Shelter Island Yacht basin TMDL were sent to USEPA in
Harbor December

6 Act as contract manager Nov. 1999 28 7/1/02 SCCWRP will begin this spring to
for the 319(h) project sample for copper, interview divers,
with SCCWRP to review BMPs, and recommend
identify best BMPs. The contract was recently
management practices finalized and work may begin in
(BMPs) for divers early 2001.

7 Process existing Navy Nov. 1999 12 7/1/01 SCCWRP will process samples
samples to·identiiy using San Diego Bay Panel funding.
animals living in San A lab subcontractor has been
Diego Bay sediment identified.

8 . Act as contract manager Expect Nov. 9 7/1/01 The contract is being processed and
for the 319(h) project 2000 may begin as early as Feb. 2001.
with Univ. ot Calif. Sea
Grant to demonstrate
the use of non-toxic hull
paints
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Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.cagov/rwqcb9/
9771 Clairel110nt Mesa Boulevard, Strite A, San Diego, California 92124-1324

Phone (858) 467-2952' FAX (858) 571-6972

California Regional Water Quality Control Board .4:
. San Diego Region ~~~ ".w;:J

~~Il:!='iV
Gray Davis

Governor
!inston H. Hickox

Secretary for
:Environmental

Protection

DATE: March 7, 2001

TO: Interested Parties

RE: PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION

On behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), the California Regional Water Quality
Control Board, San Diego Region (Regional Board) is soliciting information and data regarding water
quality conditions of surface waters in the San Diego Region. This information will be used in various
assessments ufthe State's surface waters. One of these assessments results in development of a list of
impaired water bodies, commonly referred to as the Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List ofImpaired
Water Bodies. Under this assessment, water bodies within the State for which teclU1ology based effluent
limitations are not stringent enough to ensure attaimnent of applicable water quality objectives and
standards (i.e., "impaired water bodies") are identified as required by Section 303(d) of the federal Clean
Water Act (33 USC 1250, et seq, at 1313(d)). The current list of Section 303(d) impaired waters
developed in 1998 may be reviewed on the SWRCB's website (www.swrcb.ca.f1:ov/tmdl/303d lists.html).

The SWRCB will use the information and data we are soliciting to provide the United States
EnvirOlU11ental Protection Agency (USEPA) with a revised list of waters considered by the State to be
impaired. It is anticipated that the SWRCB' s submittal will be made to USEPA by April 2002, as
required by federal regulations. It will be based on information and data available to the SWRCB and the
Regional Water Quality Control Boards. This information and data will also contribute to the preparation
of the State's biennial Report on Water Quality for 2002 which is required to be submitted to USEPA for
transmittal to Congress lmder Section 305 of the federal Clean Water Act (33 USC 1315).

All Interested Persons Mav Submit Information/Data
. Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal govermnental

agencies, non-profit organizations, aI).d businesses, possessing information regarding the quality of the
Region's waters may provide information/data.

Specifics For InformationlData Submittal
We are seeking to obtain all readily available water quality data and assessment information generated
since July 1997. For purposes of this solicitation, "information" is any documentation describing the
current or anticipated water quality condition of a surface water body. "Data" is considered to be a subset
of infonnation that consists of reports of measurements of specific erivirom11ental characteristics. The
information and data may pertain to physical, chemical, and/or biological conditions of the Region's·
waters or watersheds.

California Environmental Protection Agency

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action 10 reduce energy consumption. For a list ofsimple
ways you can reduce demand and cur your energy costs. see our Web-site ar htlp:l/wlVw.s\Vrcb.ca.gov.
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Section 303(d) List - 2 ~ March 7,2001

Please include the following with any information yOll provide:
• Name of the organization, entity, or person providing the information.
• Mailing address, phone number, and email address for a contact person that can answer questions

about the information provided.
• Two hard copies and an electronic copy of all infonnation provided. Please specify the software

used to format the information and provide defInitions for any codes or abbreviations used. For
repOlis, Microsoft Word is the preferred software.

• Bibliographic citations for all infonnation provided.
• If computer model outputs are included, please provide bibliographic citations and specify any

calibration and quality assurance information available.

• Adescription and/or your interpretation of the infoTInation submitted.

Please include the following with any data you provide:
• Data in electronic form, spreadsheet, database or ASCII format. Please specify the format and

defIne any codes or abbreviations used.
• Description of and reference for your quality assurance procedures.
e Metadata for fIeld data (i.e. when measurements were taken, locations, number of samples,

detection limits, etc.)
• If possible, two hard copies of data so we can verify accuracy when transferring the data to our

database.
• A description and/or your interpretation of the data submitted.
• In addition, for data from citizen volunteer water quality monitoring efforts:

>- Name of your group;
> Indication of any training in water quality assessment completed by members of your

group.

Deadline and Address for InformationlData Submittal
We would like to receive information and data as soon as possible and no later than 5:00 p.m. May 15,
2001. Data and/or information received after May 15,2001 will not be considered in developing the April
2002 submittal to USEPA required by Clean Water Act Section 303(d). Please send all information and
data to:

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124-1324
Attention: Keri Cole

or electronically to 303dlist(a),rb9.swrcb.ca.gov (ifmes are <0.5 MB).

Informational Workshop
An informational workshop will be conducted on April 4, 2001 at 10:00 a.m., atMetropolitan Wastewater
Department Auditorium located at 9192 Topaz Way, San Diego, CA 92124. The purpose of this
workshop is (1) to provide an overview of the section 303(d) list update process and (2) to answer
questions the public may have regarding submittal of information/data and the procedures for updating the

California Environmental Protection Agency
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list. In preparation for the workshop, interested parties are encouraged to send in their questions to
303dlistrcV,rb9.swrcb.ca.gov prior to the workshop so that they can be addressed during the presentation.

Formal Public Hearing
The Regional Board willprovide recommendations to theSWRCB in Fall 2001 on the condition of waters
within the San Diego Region. The SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards' recommendations
regarding the conditions of each Region's waters when formulating its Section 303(d) submittal. The
State's revisions to the list of impaired waters will be considered by the SWRCB in a formal public
process to be conducted next winter. Opportunities for review of the SWRCB's proposed submittal to
USEPA and public comment on this submittal will be announced at a later date..

Options for Obtaining Future Section 303(d) List Information
The Regional Board would like to keep you fully informed on the development of the revised Section
303(d) list. However, future mailings of communications, notices, and announcements pertaining to the
development of the revised Section 303(d) list will only be made to persons who specifically request this
infonnation. There are three options available for you to routinely receive future mailings and notices, or

access information, on the development of the revised Section 303(d) list. You must select one of the
following options in accordance with the instructions below if you want to receive future notices
and other information pertaining to the development of the revised Section 303(d) list:

1. E-mail Delivery ofSection 303(d) List Information
If you select tIns option the Regional Board will routinely send communications, notices, and
mIDouncements directly to your e-mail account. Our goal in offering this service is to provide this
information to you quickly and to reduce out mailing costs. If you prefeTto receive this information
via e-mail, rather than regular mail, please do the following:

Visit our website at www.swrcb.ca.!wv/rwgcb9. choose "Electronic Mailing Lists" from the home
page and follow the instructions to subscribe. Be sure to select the "Section303(d) List" from the

drop down menu. You will receive an e-mail confirming your subscription. Please note that you
must reply to the e-mail to activate your subscription. You will receive all future information
regarding the development of the revised Section 303(d) list viae-mail delivery once your subscription
is activated. Step by step instructions for subscribing to the electronic mail list are also attached for
your convenience.

2. Regular Mail Delivery ofSection 303(d) List Information
If you select this option, the Regional Board will routinely send commtmications, notices, and
alU10Uncements via regular mail. If you wish to receive Section 303 (d) list information by regular mail,
complete and return the attached Section 303(d) Mail List Response Form to this office. It is
important that you submit this form to us so that we can add your name to our Section 303(d) regular
mail list.

3. Internet Access to Section 303 (d) List Information
Communications, notices, and m1l10Ul1cerhents pertaining to the development of the revised Section
303(d) list will be available for online viewing on our website at wyvw.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9. If you
select this option the Regional Board will not routinely send Section 303(cl) list information to you via

California Environmental Protection Agency
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regular mail or e-mail. Under this option it will be your responsibility to regularly access the
Regional Board's website to stay informed.

Questions on Submittal and Process
Questions regarding the revised Section 303(d) List process, or questions on information or data you wish
to submit, may be forwarded to the following Regional Board e-mail address:303dlist(cV.rb9.swrcb.ca.gov.
Alternatively you may contact Keri Cole at (858) 467-2798. Thank you in advaIlce for your assistance
during this very important process.

Sincerely,

JOHN H. ROBERTUS
Executive Officer

JHR/DSJ/KC
S:WQS\303dlist\303d solicitationrev DB 1 Review.doc

California Environmental Protection Agency
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ANNOUNCING THE NEW

March 7,2001

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN DIEGO REGION (9)

ELECTRONIC MAILING LIST

SUBSCRIBE NOW

TO RECEIVE ALL FUTURE SECTION 303(d) LIST COMMUNICATIONS,
NOTICES, AND ANNOUNCEMENTS

AUTOMATICALLY
BYEMAILl

How to Subscribe:

1. Go to the San Diego Regional Board home page on the Internet (http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9)
and choose "Electronic Mailing Lists" on the home page.

2. Enter your full name in the name field (this field can't be blank).

3. Enter your e-mail address in the address field (this field canlt be blank).

4. Under "Action to be taken" click the drop down box button and select "SUBSCRIBE".

5. Under "Mailing Lists" click the drop down box button and select "Section 303(d) List".

6. Click on the button that reads "subscribe".

7. Yau will receive an email message requesting that you confirm your subscription. Please reply to the
message in order for your subscription to be finalized.

8. Once subscribed, you will be automatically emailed Section 303(d) List infonl1ation. You can
lU1subscribe as easily as you subscribed.

California Environmental Protection Agency
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN DIEGO REGION (9)

SECTION 303(d) MAIL LIST RESPONSE FORM

Please complete this form if you wish to receive Section 303(d) List communications, notices and
announcements via regular mail.

Please return the completed fonn to:

Denise Rhaney
Office Technician
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A
San Diego, California 92124-1324

Please check the following box.

D Yes! I want to routinely receive Section 303(d) List communications, notices and aIU10Uncements
via regular mail.

Name: _

Organization: _

Mailing A~dUoddu.r~esJ..:lsu...: _

Phone Number: _

Signature: ____,---------

California Environmental Protection Agency
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PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION
The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region (Regional Board) is soliciting the
public on behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) for information and data
regarding the water quality conditions of surface waters in this Region. This information will be used in
assessments of the State's waters including the development of a submittal to USEPA required by the
federal Clean Water Act (Section 303(d)). This submittal, to be developed by the SWRCB, will provide
USEPA with a revised list of waters considered by the State to be impaired. Information/data will also
contribute to the preparation of the 2002 federal Clean Water Act Section 305(b) Report on Water Quality.

Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal governmental
agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses, possessing information/data regarding the quality of
the Region's waters may provide information/data. All readily available data and assessment information
generated since July 1997 may be submitted. The Regional Board must receive all information/data
by 5:00 p.m. on May 15, 2001. Submittals received after this date will not be considered for the April
2002 submittal to USEPA. . .

For purposes of this solicitation, "information" is any documentation describing the current or anticipated
water quality condition of a sUrface water body. "Data" is considered to be a subset of information,
consisting of measurements of specific environmental characteristics. This information/data may pertain
to physical, chemical, and/or biological conditions of the Region's waters or watersheds. Please refer to
the Regional Board's website www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwgcb9/ for the specific information. required with your
submittal of information/data. Please contact the Regional Board at 303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov or (858)
476-2798 for questions regarding your submittal. .

Please send information/data to:
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124-1324
Attn: Keri Cole

or electronically to 303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

INFORMATIONAL WORKSHOP
An informational workshop will be conducted on April 4, 2001 at 1.Q:00am, at Metropolitan Wastewater
Department Auditorium located at 9192 Topaz Way, San Diego, CA 92124. The purpose of this
workshop is (1) to provide an overview of the section 303(d) list update process and (2) to answer
questions the public may have regarding submittal of information/data and the procedures for to updating
the list.

FORMAL PUBLIC HEARING
The Regional Boards wilt provide recommendations to the SWRCB in Fall 2001 on the condition of
Regional waters. The SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards' recommendations regarding the
conditions of the Region's waters when formulating its section 303(d) submittal. The State'srevisions to
the list of impaired waters will be considered by the SWRCB in a formal public process to be conducted
next winter. Opportunities for review of the SWRCB's proposed submittal to USEPA and public comment
on this submittal will be announced at a later date., . . ~.

S:\WQS\303dlist\303d notice.doc



Section 303(d) Impaired Waterbodies List - 2002 List Update (Keri Cole)
The Section 303(d) list update process is being coordinated by the SWRCB as a single, statewide list update for
submittal to USEPA. Beginning March 7, 2001, the SDRWQCB officially opened its public solicitation period, on
behalf of the SWRCB, to obtain infonnation on surface water quality for the purpose of updating the State's Clean
Water Act Section 303(d) list of impaired waters. This solicitation period will close on May 15, 2001.

Background
Section 303(d) of the federal Clean Water Act (CWA, 33 USC 1250, et seq., at 1313(d)), requires States to
identify waters that do not meet water quality standards after applying certain required technology-based
effluent limits (i.e."impaired" water bodies). States are required to compile this information in a list and
submit it to USEPA for review and approval. This list is known as the Section 303(d) list of impaired
waters. As part ofthis listing process, these waters/watersheds are prioritized for subsequent development of
total maximum daily loads (TMDLs). The SWRCB and Regional Boards have ongoing efforts to monitor
and assess water quality, to prepare the Section 303(d) list, and to develop the required TMDLs. The State's
most recent Section 303(d) list was approved in 1998 and contains 509 water bodies, many listed as being
impaired for multiple pollutants.

Solicitation Process
On behalf ofthe SWRCB, the Regional Boards are currently soliciting data and information regarding water
quality conditions of surface waters in their respective Regions. This information will be used in assessing
the State's waters during the development of the SWRCB's submittal to USEPA for updating the Section
303(d) list, as well as for the preparation ofthe State's biennial Report on Water Quality for submittal to the
USEPA and Congress in 2002.

Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal governmental
agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses, possessing information regarding the quality of the
Region's waters may provide information and data. We sent out solicitation letters to interested parties and
posted newspaper notices requesting information on March 7, 2001 (see Attachments 1 & 2). Additionally, a
Section 303(d) List of Impaired Waterbodies 2002 Update information page has been added to the
SDRWQCB's website (www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/Programs/TMDL/303d/303d.html).

The Regional Boards are assisting the SWRCB by seeking all readily available data and assessment
information generated since July 1997. The information/data may pertain to physical, chemical, and/or
biological .conditions of the Regions' waters or watersheds. The Regional Boards must receive all
data/information no later than 5:00 p.m. May 15, 2001. Submittals received after May 15

th
will not be

considered in developing the SWRCB's April 2002 submittal to USEPA required by Clean Water Act
Section 303(d).

SDRWQCB Process
Staff will provide regular updates to keep the Board informed of ongoing activities throughout this process,
either in the form of periodic EO reports or agenda items, as necessary. Tentative activities and timeframe
for the process are summarized below and in the attached schematic (Attachment 3).

• Conduct a "staff-level" public workshop to provide an overview of the Section 303(d) list update process
and to answer questions regarding submittal of information/data and the procedures for updating the list
(April 2001).

• Develop draft recommendations for updates to the Region's list (late July 2001).

• SDRWQCB conducts a "Board-level" public workshop at a regularly scheduled Board meeting. Staff
presents draft list update recommendations. Public input is heard. The Board may provide direction to
the Executive Officer (August 2001).



• Revises and fmalize list update recommendations based on Board direction and public input (late
September 2001).

• Place item on the October Board meeting agenda to present the final list update recommendations to the
Board prior to transmitting them to the SWRCB. The Board may consider adoption of a resolution
transmitting the recommendations to the SWRCB.

SWRCB Formal Public Hearing Process
The Regional Boards will provide their recommendations on the condition of regional waters to the SWRCB
in Fall 2001. The SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards' recommendations regarding the conditions of
each Region's waters when formulating its statewide Section 303(d) submittal. The State's revisions to the
list of impaired waters will be considered by the SWRCB in a statewide formal public hearing process (in
lieu of nine individual public hearings) to be conducted next winter. Opportunities for public review of the
SWRCB's proposed submittal to USEPA and public comment on this submittal will be announced at a later
date. The Regional Boards will continue to be actively involved during this part of the process by
responding to comments specific to their regional issues.



California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region

Winston H. Hickox
Secretary for

Environmental
Protection

DATE:

TO:

RE:

Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/twqcb9/
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A, San Diego, California 92124-1324

Phone (858) 467-2952 • FAX (858) 571-6972

March 7,2001

Interested Parties

PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION

Gray Davis
Governor

On behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), the California Regional Water Quality
Control Board, San Diego Region (Regional Board) is soliciting infonnation and data regarding water
quality conditions of surface waters in the San Diego Region. This infonnation will be used in various
assessments of the State's surface waters. One of these assessments results in development of a list of
impaired water bodies, commonly referred to as the Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List ofImpaired
Water Bodies. Under this assessment, water bodies within the State for which technology based effluent
limitations are not stringent enough to ensure attainment of applicable water quality objectives and
standards (i.e., "impaired water bodies") are identified as required by Section 303(d) of the federal Clean

Water Act (33 USC i250, et seq, at 13l3(d)). The current list of Section 303(d) impaired waters
developed in 1998 may be reviewed on the SWRCB's website (www.swrcb.ca.gov/tmdV303d lists.html).

The SWRCB will use the information and data we are soliciting to provide the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) with a revised list of waters considered by the State to be
impaired. It is anticipated that the SWRCB's submittal will be made to USEPA by April 2002, as
required by federal regulations. It will be based on infonnation and data available to the SWRCB and the
Regional Water Quality Control Boards. This infonnation and data will also contribute to the preparation
of the State's biennial Report on Water Quality for 2002 which is required to be submitted to USEPA for
transmittal to Congress under Section 305 ofthe federal Clean Water Act (33 USC 1315).

All Interested Persons May Submit Information/Data
Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal governmental
agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses, possessing infonnation regarding the quality of the
Region's waters may provide information/data.

Specifics For InformationlData Submittal
We are seeking to obtain all readily available water quality data and assessment infonnation generated
since July 1997. For purposes of this solicitation, "information" is any documentation describing the
current or anticipated water quality condition of a surface water body. "Data" is considered to be a subset
of infonnation that consists of reports of measurements of specific environmental characteristics. The
infonnation and data may pertain to physical, chemical, and!or biological conditions of the Region's
waters or watersheds.

California Environmental Protection Agency

The energy cha//engefa~ing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption. For a list ofsimple
ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at hUp://www.swrcb.ca.gov.
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Section 303(d) List - 2- March 7, 2001

Please include the following with any information you provide:
• Name of the. organization, entity, or person providing the information.
• Mailing address, phone number, and email address for a contact person that can answer questions

about the information provided.
• Two hard copies and an electronic copy of all information provided. Please specify the software

used to format the information and provide definitions for any codes or abbreviations used. For
reports, Microsoft Word is the preferred software.

• Bibliographic citations for all information provided.
• If computer model outputs are included, please provide bibliographic citations and specify any

calibration and quality assurance information available.
• A description and/or your interpretation ofthe information submitted.

Please include the following with any data you provide:
• Data in electronic form, spreadsheet, database or ASCII format. Please specify the format and

define any codes or abbreviations used.

• Description of and reference for your quality assurance procedures.
• Metadata for field data (i.e. when measurements were taken, locations, number of samples,

detection limits, etc.)
• Ifpossible, two hard copies of data so we can verify accuracy when transferring the data to our

database.
• A description and/or your interpretation of the data submitted.
• In addition, for data from citizen volunteer water quality monitoring efforts:

)0> Name of your group;
)0> Indication of any training in water quality assessment completed by members of your

group.

Deadline and Address for Information/Data Submittal
We would like to receive information and data as soon as possible and no later than 5:00 p.m. May 15,
2001. Data and/or information received after May 15,2001 will not be considered in developing the April

2002 submittal to USEPA required by Clean Water Act Section 303(d). Please send all information and
data to:

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124~1324

Attention: Keri Cole

or electronically to 303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov (if files are <0.5 MB).

Informational Workshop
An informational workshop will be conducted on April 4, 2001 at 10:00 a.m., at Metropolitan Wastewater
Department Auditorium located at 9192 Topaz Way, San Diego, CA 92124. The purpose of this
workshop is (1) to provide an overview of the section 303(d) list update process and (2) to answer
questions the public may have regarding submittal of information/data and the procedures for updating the

California Environmental Protection Agency
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list. In preparation for the workshop, interested parties are encouraged to send in their questions to
303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov prior to the workshop so that they can be addressed during the presentation.

Formal Public Hearing
The Regional Board will provide recommendations to the SWRCB in Fall 2001 on the condition of waters
within the San Diego Region. The SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards' recommendations
regarding the conditions of each Region's waters when formulating its Section 303(d) submittal. The
State's revisions to the list of impaired waters will be considered by the SWRCB in a formal public
process to be conducted next winter. Opportunities for review of the SWRCB's proposed submittal to
USEPA and public comment on this submittal will be announced at a later date.

Options for Obtaining Future Section 303(dl List Information
The Regional Board would like to keep you fully informed on the development of the revised Section
303(d) list. However, future mailings of communications, notices, and announcements pertaining to the
development of the revised Section 303(d) list will only be made to persons who specifically request this
information. There are three options available for you to routinely receive future mailings and notices, or

access information, on the development of the revised Section 303(d) list. You must select one of the
following options in accordance with the instructions below if you want to receive future notices
and other information pertaining to the development of the revised Section 303(d) list:

1. E-mail Delivery ofSection 303(d) List Information
If you select this option the Regional Board will routinely send communications, notices, and
announcements directly to your e-mail account. Our goal in offering this service is to provide this
information to you quickly and to reduce our mailing costs. Ifyou prefer to receive this information
via e-mail, rather than regular mail, please do the following:

Visit our website at www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwgcb9. choose "Electronic Mailing Lists" from the home
page and follow the instructions to subscribe. Be sure to select the "Section 303(d) List" from the
drop down menu. You will receive an e-mail confirming your subscription. Please note that you
must reply to the e-mail to activate your subscription. You will receive an future information

regarding the development of the revised Section 303(d) list via e-mail delivery once your subscription
is activated. Step by step instructions for subscribing to the electronic mai1tist are also attached for
your convenience.

2. Regular Mail Delivery ofSection 303(d) List Information
If you select this option, the Regional Board will routinely send communications, notices, and
announcements via regular mail. Ifyou wish to receive Section 303(d) list information by regular mail,
complete and return the attached Section 303(d) Mail List Response Form to this office. It is
important that you submit this form to us so that we can add your name to our Section 303(d) regular
mailtist.

3. Internet Access to Section 303 (d) List Information
Communications, notices, and announcements pertaining to the development of the revised Section
303(d) list will be available for online viewing on our website at www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9. If you
select this option the Regional Board will not routinely send Section 303(d) list information to you via

California Environmental Protection Agency
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regular mail or e-mail. Under this option it will be your responsibility to regularly access the
Regional Board's website to stay informed.

Questions on Submittal and Process
Questions regarding the revised Section 303(d) List process, or. questions on information or data you wish
to submit, may be forwarded to the following Regional Board e-mail address:303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov.
Alternatively you may contact Keri Cole at (858) 467-2798. Thank you in advance for your assistance
during this very important process.

Sincerely,

JOHN H. ROBERTUS
Executive Officer

JHRlDSJ/KC
S:WQS\303dlist\303d solicitationrev DB 1 Review.doc

California Environmental Protection Agency
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ANNOUNCING THE NEW

March 7, 2001

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN DIEGO REGION (9)

ELECTRONIC MAILING LIST

SUBSCRIBE NOW

TO RECEIVE ALL FUTURE SECTION 303(d) LIST COMMUNICATIONS,
NOTICES, AND ANNOUNCEMENTS

AUTOMATICALLY
BY EMAILI

How to Subscribe:

1. Go to the San Diego Regional Board home page on the Internet (http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9)
and choose "Electronic Mailing Lists" on the home page.

2. Enter your full name in the name field (this field can't be blank).

3. Enter your e-mail address in the address field (this field can't be blank).

4. Under "Action to be taken" click the drop down box button and select "SUBSCRIBE".

5. Under "Mailing Lists" click the drop down box button and select "Section 303(d) List".

6. Click on the button that reads "subscribe".

7. You will receive an email message requesting that you confirm your subscription. Please reply to the
message in order for your subscription to be finalized.

8. Once subscribed, you will be automatically emailed Section 303(d) List information. You can
unsubscribe as easily as you subscribed.

California Enl'ironmmtal Protection Agency
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CALIFORNIA REGiONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN DIEGO REGION (9)

SECTION 303(d) MAIL LIST RESPONSE FORM

Please complete this fonn if you wish to receive Section 303(d) List communications, notices and
announcements via regular mail.

Please return the completed fonn to:

Denise Rhaney
Office Technician
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A
San Diego, California 92124-1324

Please check the following box.

D Yes! I want to routinely receive Section 303(d) List communications, notices and announcements
via regular mail.

Name: _

Organization:, _

Mailing A\.IdllJdu.r~es~s;i.-. _

Phone Number: _

Signature: _

.0 Recycled Paper



PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION·
The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region (Regional Board) is soliciting the
public on behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) for information and data
regarding the water quality conditions of surface waters in this Region. This information will be used in
assessments of the State's waters including the development of a submittal to USEPA required by the
federal Clean Water Act (Section 303(d)). This submittal, to be developed by the SWRCB, will provide
USEPA with a revised list of waters considered by the State to be impaired. Information/data will also
contribute to the preparation of the 2002 federal Clean Water Act Section 305(b) Report on Water Quality.

Anyone, including but not'limited to, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal governmental
agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses, possessing information/data regarding the quality of
the Region's waters may provide information/data. All readily available data and assessment information
generated since July 1997 may be submitted. The Regional Board must receive all information/data
by 5:00 p,m. on May 15, 2001. Submittals received after this date will not be considered for the April.
2002 submittal to USEPA.

For purposes of this solicitation, "information" is any documentation describing the current or anticipated
water quality condition of a surface water body. "Data" is considered to be a subset of information,
consisting of measurements of specific environmental characteristics. This information/data may pertain
to physical, chemical, and/or biological conditions of the Region's waters or watersheds. Please refer to
the Regional Board's website www.swrcb.ca.gov/rw9cb9/ for the specific information required with your
submittal of information/data. Please contact the Regional Board at 303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov or (858)
476-2798 for questions regarding your submittal.

Please send information/data to:
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124-1324
Attn: .Keri Cole

or electronically to 303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

INFORMATIONAL WORKSHOP
An informational workshop will be conducted on April 4, 2001 at 10:00am, at Metropolitan Wastewater
Department Auditorium located at 9192 Topaz Way, San Diego, CA 92124. The purpose of this
workshop is (1) to provide an overview of the section 303(d) list update process and (2) to answer
questions the public may have regarding submittal of information/data and the procedures for to updating
the list.

FORMAL PUBLIC HEARING
The Regional Boards will provide recommendations to the SWRCB in Fall 2001 on the condition of
Regional waters. The SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards' recommendations regarding the
conditions of the Region's waters when formulating its section 303(d) submittal. The State's revisions to
the list of impaired waters will be consid~red by the SWRCB in a formal public process to be conducted
next winter. Opportunities for review of the SWRCB's proposed submittal to USEPA and public comment
on this submittal will be announced at a later date.

S:\WQS\303dlistI303d notice.doc



SECTION 303(d) LIST OF IMPAIRED WATERBODIES
2002 UPDATE

(tentative timeline & activities)
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California R(~)onal Water Quality ('~~')ntrol Board
San Diego Region

Winston R Hickox
Secretaryfor

Environmental
Protection

Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A, San Diego, California 92124-1324

Phone (858) 467-2952' FAX (858) 571-6972

Gray Davis
Governor

TO: FILE

FROM: . K.Cole ~CI
SAN DIEGO REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

DATE: March 14,2001

SUBJECT: Telephone Call Report - 303(d) List Solicitation

Mr. Doug Clark from the Otay Water District called on 3/14/01 inquiring about the recent
notice/letter we sent out requesting information to support list updates. He was uncertain as to
what information we were requesting from them. I explained what we were looking for and
assured him that he would not have to resubmit any data which he already submits to us as a
NPDES discharger. I explained that we sent the letter to our complete mailing list in order
identify any information, studies, data etc. that we don't already have access to. Mr. Clark
wasn't currently aware of any other activity in and around his facility and/or receiving waters,
but would keep us informed if he knows of anything in the future.

California Environmental Protection Agency

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption. For a list of
simple w~s you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at hnp:/Iwww.swrcb.ca.gov.



Winston H. Hickox
Secretaryfor

Environmental
Protection

State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Water Quality

1001 I Street· Sacramento, California 95814· (916) 341-5455
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 944213 • Sacramento, California· 94244·2130

FAX (916) 341-5463 ",Internet Address: http://WWW.sWTcb.ca.gov

Gray Davis
Governor

WAR 142001

To: Interested Parties

PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY lNFORMATION

» c:-
~~':~" ,".-

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) is seeking data and information on1Re
quality of surface waters of the State. The'SWRCB has asked the nine Regional Water QP.ality
Control Boards (RWQCBs) to solicit this information from the public on its behalf. The
information gathered will be used in various assessments of the State's waters including the
development of a submission to the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) required
by federal Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 303 (d). This submission will be developed by the
SWRCB and will provide USEPA with a revised list ofwaters considered by the State to be
impaired (not attaining water quality standards) after certain required technology based water
quality controls are in place. It is anticipated that this submission will be provided to USEPA by
April 2002, as required by federal regulations. The submission will be based on information and

"data available to the SWRCB and the RWQCBs. The information gathered in this solicitation
will also contribute to the preparation of the 2002 federal CWA Section 305(b) Report on Water
Quality.

Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, State and federal
governmental agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses possessing information
regarding the quality of the Region's waters may provide information to the appropriate
RWQCB.

We are seeking to obtain all readily available data and assessment information generated si'nce
July 1997. All data and information you wish to provide must be received ,by the RWQCBs
by 5:00 p.m. on May 15, 2001 for developing the A,pril2002 submission to USEPA. For

purposes of this solicitation, infonnation is any documentation describing the current or
anticipated water quality condition of a surface water body. We consider data to be a subset of
information that consists of reports ofmeasurements of specific,environmental characteristics.
The data and infonnation may pertain to physical, chemical, and/or biological conditionsof the
Region's waters or watersheds. All submittals must be provided to the RWQCB responsible
for the waters in question. THE SWRCB WILL NOT ACCEPT INFORMATION
DIRECTLY. For further information on the specific procedures for submitting data and

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Califor:nian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy
consumption. For a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at:

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Interested Parties - 2 - MAR 14'2001

information, please see the RWQCB solicitation notice posted on the (RWQCB) website. You
can link to the RWQCB websites at the SWRCB website:
http://www.swrcb.cagov/rwgcbs/index.html. You may also contact the following RWQCB staff:

North Coast Region: Matt St. John, 707) 570-3762, email: StjoM@rbl.swrcb.ca.gov.
San Francisco Bay Region: Steve Moore, (510) 622-2439, email: 303dlist@rb2.swrcb.ca.gov.
Central Coast Region: Angela Carpenter, (805) 542-4624, email: acatpenter@rb3.swrcb.ca.gov.
Los Angeles Region: Renee DeShazo, (213) 576-6783, email: 303d@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov.
Central Valley Region: Gene Davis, (916) 255-3387, email: 303dlist@rb5.swrcb.ca.gov.
Lahontan Region: Judith Unsicker, (530) 542-5462, email: Unsij@rb6s.swrcb.ca.gov.
Colorado River Basin Region: Teresa Newkirk, (760) 776-8931,

email: newkt@rb7.swrcb.ca.gov.
Santa Ana Region: Pavlova Vitale, (909) 782-4920, email: pvtale@rb8.swrcb.ca.gov.
San Diego Region: Ken Cole, (858) 467-2798, email: colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov.

Information provided should conform to the following considerations:

• The name o~ the entity or person providing the information.

• Mailing·address, telephone numbers, and email addresses for a contact person who can
answer questions about the information provided.

• Two hard copies and an electronic copy of all information provided. For reports,
Microsoft Word is the preferred software. Please specify the software used to format the
information and provide definitions for any codes or abbreviations used.

• Bibliographic citations for ail information provided.

• If computer model outputs are included in the information, please provide bibliographic
citations and specify any calibration and quality assurance information available for the
mode1(s) used.

Any data provided should conform to the following considerations:

• Data~in electronic form, in a spreadsheet, database or Ascn formats. Please specify the
format and define any codes or abbreviations used in your database.

• Metadata for the field data, Le., when measurements were taken, locations, number of
samples, deteytion limits, etc.

• Metadata for GIS data must be included. The preferred projection is Teale Albers, NAD27.
If you need an explanation ofTeale Albers projection, please see Teale Data Center website
address: http://www.gislab.teale.ca.gov/wwwgis/albers.html. Otherwise the metadatamust
detail all the parameters of the projection, including datum (e.g., NAD27,WGS84).

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy
consumption. For a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at:

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov
California Environmental Protection Agency
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• A description of and reference for the quality assurance procedures.

• Two hard copies of the data.

• In addition, for data from citizen volunteer water quality monitoring efforts:
~ The name of the group;
~ Indication of any training in water quality assessment completed by members of the

group;

Anyone regularlyproviding.data to an RWQCB, such as in a Discharge Monitoring Report,
should not resubmit that data in response to this request. However, if you had subsequently
conducted any assessment or evaluation of that data, you should submit the assessment to the
RWQCB for its review and consideration.

The RWQCBs have been requested to provide recommendations to the SWRCB in Fall 2001 on
the condition of regional waters. TheSWRCB will consider all RWQCBs' recommendations
regarding the conditions of the Regions' waters when formulating the CWA Section 303(d)
submission. The State's submission revising The list of impaired waters will be considered by the.
SWRCB in a public process to be conducted during December 2001 through March 2002.
Opportunities for review of the proposed submission and public comment on the submission will
be.announced at a later date.

. If you have any questions about this SWRCB solicitation notice, you may leave a message on
voice mail number (916) 322-4165, and SWRCB staffwill return your call as·soon as possible.

Sincerely,

tfLii4--
Stan Martinson, Cbir
Division ofWater Quality

.The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy
consumption. For a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at:

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov

California Environmental Protection Agency
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(',?Q~~Ii~EFwd: Meeting with Navy (TRASH 303d listing)

From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Linda Pardy
Deborah Jayne; Erick Burres; Keri Cole; Lisa Brown
Wed, Mar 14, 2001 4:45 PM
Fwd: Meeting with Navy (TRASH 303d listing)

Staff, It would be interesting to utilize citizen monitors for documenting the scope of the Trash problem in
our rivers and streams (snapshot day). It's measurable, and might be a bit easier to start with than some
other types of analytical measurements for citizens (like diazinon), The photos could be linked to our
WBS/WQA/GIS and help us to prioritize clean up activities, How would we quantify the extent of the
problem, or should we worry about this now/later? I know we are limited in staff, but this might be
something citizens could measure for us w/photos. We would need to give them guidance of course, but it
might helpus in selecting the biggest problems firsL
-Linda

><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><>
Linda Pardy, Environmental Specialist
California Regional Water Quality Control Board·
San .Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd, Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124-1324
(858) 627-3932, fax (858) 571-6972
calnet 8-734-3932
email <PARDL@RB9.SWRCB.CA.GOV>
Internet Address <www.swrcb.ca.gov/-rwqcb9>
Primary Office Phone Number (858) 467-2952
><> ><> ><> ><> ><> .><> »>: ><> »>:

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce
energy consumption. For a list of simple ways to reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see the tips
at: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/news/echallenge.html

cc: Cynthia Gorham-Test; David Barker; David Gibson; Joan Brackin



i'~Q~d.li~L- Fyvd: Meeting with Navy (TRASH 303d listing),

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Linda Pardy
Deborah Jayne; Keri Cole; Kyle Olewnik; Lisa Brown
Wed, Mar 14, 2001 4:23 PM
Fwd: Meeting with Navy (TRASH 303d listing)

Kyle, Maybe. We'll have to meet w/everyoneworking on 303(d) list and figure out how we want to
proceed to list for trash ... l'm thinking mostof our urban streams,estuaries, bays look like this after rains
especially if we had booms to collect the trash ... Should where the trash ends up be listed or where it
originates from upstream...
First step would be to see how other Regions proceeded...Lesley and/or Joan has the Ballona Creek

Trash TMDL (also check LA River TMDL) ...and how much evidence would we want to collect to convince
the RB and others there is an impairment? If we looked, we might find this to be a very pervasive problem
in urban areas ... how should we proceed? Is a TMDL th!9 best alternative... is there a better way...do we
need to look at some of our other streams (to be fair) .... This will be among things to discuss. Is there
value to a 303(d) listing or can we approach the problem another way? By the way, the Tijuana River is
already listed for trash ...Would this complement other TMDLs in the creek...What about storm water
permit, how does this fit in? What about funding ...can we get $$ to solve the problem now? what about
storm water ordinances? do we want to wait for a TMDL...it might be a while before we could solve the
problem...what can be done now...what's the best way to correct this ...where is the best place to start... I've
seen tons of trash even in the most beautiful watercourses because of road crossings and the highway
litterbug.... its one reason the toll road being planned over San Mateo Creek (our southern steelhead
water) would be another source of pollutants to a unique natural area/stream (if planned construction goes
through). -Linda

cc: Joan Brackin; Lesley Dobalian
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Kyle Olewnik
Pardy, Linda
Wed, Mar 14, 2001 2:46 PM
Fwd: Meeting with Navy

Linda, here is the pic I was telling you about - if you wanted to do a trash TMDL for Chollas - this would
justify it, huh?





State Water Resources Control Board

Gray Davis
Governor

Division of Water Quality
1001 I Street· Sacramento, California 95814· (916) 341-5455

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 944213 • Sacramento, California' 94244-2130
FAX (916) 341-5463' Internet Address: http://WWW.sWTcb.ca.gov

To: Interested Parties

MAR 142001

Winston H. Hickox
Secretary for

Environmental
Protection

i,..
\

, I
t

PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) is seeking data and infonnation on the
quality of surface waters of the State. The SWRCB has asked the nine Regional Water Quality
Control Boards (RWQCBs) to solicit this infonnation from the public on its behalf. The
information gathered will be used in various assessments of the State's waters including the
development of a submission to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) required
by federal Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 303 (d). This submission will be developed by the
SWRCB and will provide USEPA with a revised list ofwaters considered by the State to be
impaired (not attaining water quality standards) after certain required technology based water
quality controls are in place. It is anticipated that this submission will be provided to USEPA by
April 2002, as required by federal regulations. The submission will be based on infonnation and
data available to the SWRCB and the RWQCBs. The infonnation gathered in this solicitation
will a.lso contribute to the preparation of the 2002 federal CWA Section 305(b) Report on Water
Quality.

Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, State and federal
govemmental agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses possessing infonnation
regarding the quality of the Region's water~may provide infonnation to the appropriate
RWQCB.

We are seeking to obtain all readily available data and assessment infonnation generated since
July 1997. All data and information you wish- to provide must be received by the RWQCBs
by 5:00 p.m. on May 15, 2001 for developing the April 2002 submission to USEPA. For
purposes of this solicitation, infonnation is any documentation describing the current or
anticipated water quality condition of a surface water body. We consider data to be a subset of
information that consists of reports of measurements of specific environmental characteristics.
The data and infonnation may pertain to physical, chemical, and/or biological conditions.of the
Region's waters or watersheds. All submittals must be provided to the RWQCB responsible
for the waters in question. THE SWRCB WILL NOT ACCEPT INFORMATION
DIRECTLY. For further infonnation on the specific procedures for submitting data and

,'t •. ~.

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Califomian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy
consumption. For a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at:

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Interested Parties - 2 - . MAR 14 2001

, information, please see the RWQCB solicitation notice posted on the (RWQCB) website. You
- ·can.link to the RWQCB websites at the SWRCB website: .

http://www.swrcb.cagov/rwgcbs/index.html. You may also contact the following RWQCB staff:

North Coast Region: Matt Sf. John, 707) 570-3762, email: StjoM@rbl.swrcb.ca.gov.
San Francisco Bay Region: Steve Moore, (510) 622-2439, email: 303dlist@rb2.swrcb.ca.gov.
Central Coast Region: Angela Carpenter, (805) 542-4624, email: acarpenter@rb3.swrcb.ca.gov.
Los Angeles Region: Renee DeShazo, (213) 576-6783, email: 303d@rb4.swrcb.ca;gov.
Central Valley Region: Gene Davis, (916) 255-3387, email: 303dlist@rb5.swrcb.ca.gov.
Lahontan Region: Judith Unsicker, (530) 542-5462, email: Unsij@rb6s.swrcb.ca. gov.
Colorado !qver Basin Region: Teresa Ne\Vkirk, (760) 776.;8931,·- .

email: newkt@rb7.swrcb.ca. gov. _
-Santa Ana Region: Pavlova Vitale, (909) 782-4920, em~jJ: pvtale@rb8.swrcb~ca.gov.

San Diego Region: K-eri Cole, {858) 467-2798, email:colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov. -

Inf0nriation provided should conform to t~e.foilowing.c,?nsiderati()ns:

It Th~ pame of~e entity or persoll pf()viding th~ infol1Il~tion.

• Mailing addres$, telephone nllmb~r$, and email addre$ses for a c()Jltact p~rsoll who can
an~Wer questions ab()~t the ipfqnnation provided.

• Two h;ifd copies and an electronic copy of ~ll informatiQn provided. For reports,
Microsoft Word is the preferred software. Please.specify the software used to format the. . '. .
information and provide definitions for any codes or abbreviations used.

• Bibliographic citations for all infOImation provided.

• If computer model outputs are included in the information, please provide bibliographic
citations and specify aIlY calibration and quality a,sSUfance information available for the
model(s) used.

Any data provided should conform to the following considerations:

• Data in ele~tronic form, in a spreadsheet, database or ASCII formats. Please specify the
forinat and define any codes or abbreviations used in your database.

• Metadata for the field data, i.e., when measurements were taken, location$, number of
samples, detection limits, etc.

• Metadata for GIS data must be included. The preferred projection is Teale Albers, NAD27.
If you need an explanation ofTeale Albers projection, please see Teale Data Center website
address: http://www.gislab.teale.ca.gov/wwwgis/albers.html. Otherwise the metadata must
detail all the parameters of the projection, including datum (e.g., NAD27,WGS84).

The,energy challenge facing Califomia is real. Every Califomian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy
consumption. For a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at:

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov
California Environmental Protection Agency
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Interested Parties - 3 - MAR 14 2001

• A description of and reference for the quality assurance procedures.

• Two hard copies of the data.

• In addition, for data from citizen volunteer water quality monitoring efforts:
~ The name of the group;
~ Indication of any training in water quality assessment completed by members of the

group;

Anyone regularly providing data to an RWQCB; such as in a Discharge Monitoring Report,
should not resubmit that data in response to this request. However, if you had subsequently
conducted any assessment or evaluation of that data, you should submit the assessment to the
RWQCB for its review and consideration.

The RWQCBs have been requested to provide recommendations to the SWRCB in Fall 2001 on
the condition of regional waters. The SWRCB will consider all RWQCBs' recommendations
regarding the conditions of the Regions' waters when fonnulating the CWA Section 303(d)
submission. The State's submission revising the list of impaired waters will be considered by the
SWRCB in a public process to be conducted during December 2001 through March 2002.
Opportunities for review ofthe proposed submission and public comment on the submission will
be announced at a later date.

If you have any questions about this SWRCB solicitation notice, you may leave a message on
voice mail number (916) 322-4165, and SWRCB staff will return your call as soon as possible.

Sincerely,

tfLlk-
Stan Martinson,Cbi~
Division ofWater Quality

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy
consumption. For a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at:

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov
California Environmental Protection Agency

a Recycled Paper



California 'Regional Water ,Quality Control Boa'rd
Lahontan Region

~
VJ

Winston H. Hickox
Secretary for

Environmental
Protection

March 13, 2001

To Interested Parties:

Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb6
2501 Lake Tahoe Boulevard. South Lake Tahoe. California 96150

Phone (530) 542-5400 • FAX (530) 544-2271

Gray Davis
Governor

PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION

The Lahontan Regional Water Quality, Control Boar-d (Regional Board) is contacting the public on
behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) to solicit data and information regarding
water quality conditions in surface waters in this Region. The information gathered will be used in
various assessments of the State's waters including the development of a submission to the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (US EPA) required by the federal Clean Water Act (Section 303(d)).
This submission will be developed by the SWRCB and will provide the US EPA with a revised list of
waters considered by the State to be impaired (not attaining water quality standards) after certain
required technology-based water quality controls are in place. It is anticipated that this submission will
be provided to the US EPA by April 2002, as required by federal regulations. The submission will be
based on information and data available to the SWRCB and the Regional Water Quality Control Boards.
The information gathered in this solicitation will also contribute to the preparation of the 2002 federal

Clean Water Act Section 305(b) Report on Water Quality.

Anyone, inclUding but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal governmental
agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses, possessing information regarding the quality of the
Region's waters may provide information.

We are seeking to obtain all readily available data and assessment information generated' since July
1997. All data and information you wish to provide must be received by the Regional Board by 5:00
p.m. on Mav 15, 2001. For purposes of this solicitation, "information" is any documentation describing
the current or anticipated water quality condition of a surface water body. We consider "data" to be a
subset of "information" that consists of reports of measurements of specific environmental
characteristics. The data and information may pertain to physical, chemical, and/or biological
conditions of the region's waters or watersheds.

Information provided should conform to the following considerations:

• The name of the entity or person providing the information.

• Mailing address, phone number, and email address for a contact person able to answer questions
about any of the information provided.

• Two hard copies and an electronic copy of all information provided. For reports Microsoft Word is
the preferred software. Please specify the software used to format the information and provide
definitions for any codes or abbreviations used.

• Bibliographic citations for all information provided.

• If computer model outputs are included in the information, please provide bibliographic citations and (;
specify any calibration and quality assurance information available. (llL'?l ~ v \'

California Environmental Protection Agency ~-j"3r~ \
The energy challenge facmg CalifOrnia 1s real. Every Californian needs to take 1mmedmte action to reduce energy

consumption. For a 11st of Simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energyc~sts.see 0 Web-site at . •/ fO '111\,,1)
http://wv!.w.sWl·-=b.ca.gov r 0 I pV 7 'Y'o Recycled Paper . , . -: \"'--0
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Any data provided should conform to the following considerations:

• Data in electronic form, in a spreadsheet, database or ASCn format. Please specify the format and
define any codes or abbreviations used in your database.

• A description of, and reference for your quality assurance procedures.

• Metadata for the field data, i.e., when measurements where taken, locations, number of samples,
detection limits, etc.

• If possible, two hard copies of the data, so that we can verify that we have accurately transferred the
data to our database.

• In addition, for data from citizen volunteer water quality monitoring efforts:

~ The name of your group; .
~ Indication of any training in water quality assessment completed by members of your group;

We would like to receive data and information as soon as possible and no later than May 15,2001.
Data or information received after May 15,2001 will not be considered in developing the April 2002
submission to US EPA required by Clean Water Act Section 303(d).

Please send any information and data you wish to provide to:

Judith Unsicker
Lahontan RWQCB
2501 Lake Tahoe Boulevard
South Lake Tahoe CA 96150

Email address:<unsij@rb6s.swrcb.ca.gov> .

If you have questions regarding information or data you wish to submit, please contact
Judith Unsicker at the mailing or email addresses above, or by telephone at (530) 542-5462).

The Regional Boards have been requested to provide recommendations to the SWRCB in Fall 2001 on
the condition of Regional waters. The SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards' recommendations
regarding the conditions of the Region's waters when formulating the 303(d) submission. The State's
submission revising the list of impaired waters will be considered by the SWRCB in a public process to
be conducted next winter. Opportunities for review of the proposed submission and public comment on'
the submission will be announced at a later date.

Si~ly, ?\.~_
,/th££rf ti--~
Robert S. Dodds
Assistant Executive Officer

Enclosure:

JEUlshT:303dsolic.doc".
[Basin Plan-Water Quality Assessment" general file]
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MAILING LIST NOTICE

Your name is on our mailing list to receive water quality infonnation of the Lahontan Regional
Water Quality Control Board.

If you wish to continue receiving information, please complete the form below (indicating any
necessary corrections), and return this notice to Shirley Harada.

UNLESS THIS FORM IS RETURNED BY MAY 15, 2001, YOUR NAME WILL BE
REMOVED FROM OUR MAILING LIST.

Please return this notice to:

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Lahontan Region

2501 Lake Tahoe Blvd.
South L~e.rahoe, CA 9,6150

." , .:; ~~

. .~ '.
.; :

"j

Please check the appropriate box and provide updated information where appropriate.

SAME AS LABEL D
Please print information below:

REVISED D NEW ADDRESSEE D

NAME, _

ORGANIZATION _

ADDRESS, _

CITY STATE, ZIP CODE, _

303d Mail List Update.doc
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California R(~'~'ional Water Quality C'ptrol Board
. . .

San Diego Region
Winston H. Hickox

Secretary for
Environmental

Protection

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/lWqcb9/
9771 Clairernont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A, San Diego, California 92124-1324

Phone (858) 467-2952· FAX (858) 571-6972

FILE

K.Cole ~CI
SAN DIEGO REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

March 13, 2001

Telephone Call Report - 303(d) List Solicitation

Gray Davis
Governor

Mr. Eugene Sprofera at (619) 463-1831 left a voicemail message on 3/9/01 inquiring about the
recent noticelletter we sent out requesting information to support list updates. I tried to return
his call on 3/12/01, but got no answer. I tried again on 3/13/01 and left a message with his
wife.

California Environmental Protection Agency

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption. For a list of
simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs. see our Web-site at http://www.swrcb.ca.gov.



From: Nancy Richard
To: Angela Carpenter; Gene Davis; Judith Unsicker; Keri Cole; Matt St. John; Pavlova
Vitale; Renee DeShazo; Steve Moore; Teresa Newkirk
Date: 3/13/01 4:02PM
Subject: Collecting items for Administrative Record

Hi All,

I know many of you are new to the 303d listing process, so I thought I should inform you of a couple of
administrative items. It will be very important for you to keep an accurate record of your efforts during the
303d process. The State Board may need these documents for its Administrative Record for the 2002
303(d) listing. At a minimum, the following items should be kept and sent to the State Board with your
2002 303(d) listing recommendations.

1. Recommended revisions to the 303(d) list. Please identify pollutant or stressors, pollutant sources,
extent of impairment (e.g. miles of stream, acres of estuary), TMDL

priority ranking and schedule for TMDL development for all recommended listed water bodies by the
RWaCB; and

2. The basis for your recommendation to list or delist specific waterbodies, to prioritize TMDL
development, and to generate TMDL

development schedules. If your recommendation changed due to public comment, please identify the
public comment and commentor; and

3. Description of the public participation process and copies of any notices;

4. Copies of water body assessment data, information, etc. upon which the listing decision was made.

We found that it is best to start assembling the record while you are doing the work, so you don't have to
go back and recreate it. If you have questions about this, send Stefan or me an email or give us a call.

Nancy

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to
take immediate action to reduce energy consumption. For a list of simple
ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at http://www.swrcb.ca.gov
Nancy Richard
Environmental Specialist
SWRCB



Gray Davis
Governor

Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcbl
SSSQ Skylane Boulevard, Suite A, Santa Rosa, California 9S4Q3

Phone 1 (877) 721-9203 (toll free) Office (707) 576-2220 FAX (707) 523-0I3S

California Rtgional Water Quality eJntrol Board
North Coast Region

Daniel F. Crowley, ChairmanWinston H. Hickox
Secretary for

Environmental
Protection

March 12,2001

:" /.

Public Solicitation of Water Quality Information

Interested Parties

The North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Water Board) is solicitffig the.:?:: .
""'r"1 \,.... ; .... :.. "

public on behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board) for data and "~~.'.'

information regarding water quality conditions in surface waters in this region. The infoI'11'fition ,,";., ' "..
gathered will be used in various assessments of the state's waters including the developme~fa
submission to U.S. EPA required by the Federal Clean Water Act Section 303(d). This
submission will be developed by the State Water Board and will provide U.S. EPA with a
revised list ofwaters considered by the state to be impaired (not attaining water quality
standards) after certain required technology-based water quality controls are in place. It is
anticipated that this submission will be provided to U.S. EPA by April 2002, as required by
Federal Regulations. The submission will be based on information and data available to the
State Water Board and the Regional Water Boards. The information gathered in this solicitatIon
will also contribute to the preparation of the 2002 Federal Clean Water Act Section 305(b)
Report on Water Quality.

Subject:

To:

.Anyone, including, but not limited to private citizens, public agencies, state and federal
governmental agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses possessing information
regarding the quality of the region'swaters may provide information.

We. are seeking to obtain all readily available data and assessment information generated since
July 1997. All data and information you wish to provide must be received by the Regional
Water Board by 5:00 p.m. on May 15,2001. For purposes of this solicitation, information is
any documentation describing the current or anticipated water quality condition of a surface
water body. We consider data to be a subset of information that consists of reports of
measurements of specific environmental characteristics. The data and information may pertain to
physical, chemical, and/or biological conditions of the region's waters or watersheds.

To receive the greatest consideration, information and data provided should conform to the
following specifications:

• The name of the entity or person providing the information.
• Mailing address, phone numbers, and email addresses fora contact person that can answer

questions about any of the information provided.

California Environmental Protection Agency

Recycled Paper
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From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Phil Hammer
Cole, Keri
3/8/01 9:31AM

Re: 303(d) List of Imapried Waterbodies • 2002 Update

Keri,
The cities of San Diego County annually monitor storm water quality. They collect these samples from
local creeks. They also run toxicity tests and other supplemental monitoring projects. A close review of
these reports might identify some new impairments.
-Phil

>>> Keri Cole 03/08/01 08:36AM »>
R9 Staff-
We have begun the process of gathering info/data to update the 303(d) list of impaired water bodies (also
to be used for 305(b) WO Assessment). Yesterday we sent out letters and posted newspaper notices in
an attempt to obtain input form the public (see attached). We have also added a web page to the R9 site
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwgcb9/ProgramsITMDU303d/303d.html.

The 303(d) team is also requesting your assistance in collecting info to support revisions. If you have any
info/data, contacts, or know of any recent reports, studies, etc. that might be helpful, please let us know.
See attachments for submittal specifics.

If you or anyone have questions, please give them this email address303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov or my
number at 858-467-2798.

Thanks in advance for your help.

1··\

/



California E.gional Water Quality .bntrol Board
San Diego Region

Winston H. Hickox
Secretary for

Environmental
Protection

DATE:

TO:

RE:

Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A, San Diego. California 92124-1324

Phone (858) 467-2952· FAX (858) 571-6972

March 7, 2001

Interested Parties K11 q
PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFOR

Gray Davis
Governor

On behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), the California Regional Water Quality
Control Board, San Diego Region (Regional Board) is soliciting information and data regarding water
quality conditions of surface waters in the San Diego Region. This information will be used in various
assessments of the State's surface waters. One of these assessments results in development of a list of
impaired water bodies, commonly referred to as the Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List of Impaired
Water Bodies. Under this assessment, water bodies within the State for which technology based effluent
limitations are not stringent enough to ensure attainment of applicable water quality objectives and
standards (i.e., "impaired water bodies") are identified as required by Section 303(d) of the federal Clean
Water Act (33 USC 1250, et seq, at 13l3(d». The current list of Section 303(d) impaired waters
developed in 1998 may be reviewed on the SWRCB's website (www.swrcb.ca.gov/tmdl/303d lists.htrnl).

The SWRCB will use the information and data we are soliciting to provide the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) with a revised list of waters considered by the State to be
impaired. It is anticipated that the SWRCB's submittal will be made to USEPA by April 2002, as
required by federal regulations. It will be based on information and data available to the SWRCB and the
Regional Water Quality Control Boards. This information and data will also contribute to the preparation
of the State's biennial Report on Water Quality for 2002 which is required to be submitted to USEPA for
transmittal to Congress under Section 305 of the federal Clean Water Act (33 USC 1315).

All Interested Persons May Submit InformationlData
Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal governmental
agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses, possessing information regarding the quality of the
Region's waters may provide information/data.

Specifics For InformationlData Submittal
We are seeking to obtain all readily available water quality data and assessment information generated
since July 1997. For purposes of this solicitation, "information" is any documentation describing the
current or anticipated water quality condition of a surface water body. "Data" is considered to be a subset
of information that consists of reports of measurements of specific environmental characteristics. The
information and data may pertain to physical, chemical, and/or biological conditions of the Region's
waters or watersheds.

California Environmental Protection Agency

The energy challenge faDing California is real. Every Californian need( to take immediate action to reduce energy consllmptioll. For a list ofsimple
ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at http://www.swrcb.ca.gov.
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Section 303(d) List ·2· March 7, 2001

Please include the following with any information you provide:
• Name of the organization, entity, or person providing the information.
• Mailing address, phone number, and email address for a contact person that can answer questions

about the information provided.
• Two hard copies and an electronic copy of all information provided. Please specify the software

used to format the information and provide definitions for any codes or abbreviations used. For
reports, Microsoft Word is the preferred software.

• Bibliographic citations for all information provided.
• If computer model outputs are included, please provide bibliographic citations and specify any

calibration and quality assurance information available.
• A description and/or your interpretation of the information submitted.

Please include the following with any data you provide:
• Data in electronic form, spreadsheet, database or ASCn format. Please specify the format and

define any codes or abbreviations used.
• Description of and reference for your quality assurance procedures.

• Metadata for field data (i.e. when measurements were taken, locations, number of samples,
detection limits, etc.)

• If possible, two hard copies of data so we can verify accuracy when transferring the data to our
database.

• A description and/or your interpretation of the data submitted.
• In addition, for data from citizen volunteer water quality monitoring efforts:

~ Name of your group;
~ Indication of any training in water quality assessment completed by members of your group.

Deadline and Address for InformationlData Submittal
We would like to receive information and data as soon as possible and no later than 5:00 p.m. May 15,
2001. Data and/or information received after May 15, 2001 will not be considered in developing the April
2002 submittal to USEPA required by Clean Water Act Section 303(d). Please send all information and
data to:

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A'
San Diego, CA 92124-1324
Attention: Keri Cole

or electronically to 303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov (if files are <0.5 ME).

Informational Workshop
An infOlmational workshop will be conducted on April 4, 2001 at 10:00 a.m., at Metropolitan Wastewater
Department Auditorium located at 9192 Topaz Way, San Diego, CA 92124. The purpose of this
workshop is (1) to provide an overview of the section 303(d) list update process and (2) to answer
questions the public may have regarding submittal of information/data and the procedures for updating the
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list. In preparation for the workshop, interested parties are encouraged to send in their questions to
303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov prior to the workshop so that they can be addressed during the presentation.

Formal Public Hearing
The Regional Board will provide recommendations to the SWRCB in Fall 2001 on the condition of waters
within the San Diego Region. The SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards' recommendations
regarding the conditions of each Region's waters when formulating its Section 303(d) submittal. The
State's revisions to the list of impaired waters will be considered by the SWRCB in a formal public
process to be conducted next winter. Opportunities for review of the SWRCB's proposed submittal to
USEPA and public comment on this submittal will be announced at a later date.

(

Options for Obtaining Future Section 303(d) List Information
The Regional Board would like to keep you fully informed on the development of the revised Section
303(d) list. However, future mailings of communications, notices, and announcements pertaining to the
development of the revised Section 303(d) list will only be made to persons who specifically request this
information. There are three options available for you to routinely receive future mailings and notices, or

access information, on the development of the revised Section 303(d) list. You must select one of the
following options in accordance with the instructions below if you want to receive future notices
and other information pertaining to the development of the revised Section 303(d) list:

1. E-mail Delivery ofSection 303(d) List Information
If you select this option the Regional Board will routinely send communications, notices, and
announcements directly to your e-mail account. Our goal in offering this service is to provide this
information to you quickly and to reduce our mailing costs. If you prefer to receive this information
via e-mail, rather than regular mail, please do the following:

Visit our website at www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwgcb9. choose "Electronic Mailing Lists" from the home.
page and follow the instructions to subscribe. Be sure to select the "Section 303(d) List" from the
drop down menu. You will receive an e-mail confirming your subscription. Please note that you
must reply to the e-mail to activate your subscription. You will receive all future information
regarding the development of the revised Section 303(d) list via e-mail delivery once your subscription
is activated. Step by step instructions for subscribing to the electronic mail list are also attached for
your convenience.

2. Regular Mail Delivery ofSection 303(d) List Information
If you select this option, the Regional Board will routinely send communications, notices, and
announcements via regular mail. If you wish to receive Section 303(d) list information by regular mail,
complete and return the attached Section 303(d) Mail List Response Form to this office. It is
important that you submit this form to us so that we can add your name to our Section 303(d) regular
mail list.

3. Internet Access to Section 303 (d) List Information
Communications, notices, and announcements pertaining to the development of the revised Section
303(d) list will be available for online viewing on our website at www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9. If you
select this option the Regional Board will not routinely send Section 303(d) list information to you via
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regular mail or e-mail. Under this option it will be your responsibility to regularly access the
Regional Board's website to stay informed.

Questions on Submittal and Process
Questions regarding the revised Section 303(d) List process, or questions on information or data you wish
to submit, may be forwarded to the following Regional Board e-mail address:303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov.
Alternatively you may contact Keri Cole at (858) 467-2798. Thank you in advance for your assistance
during this very important process. .

Sincerely,

JOHN H. ROBERTUS

Executive Officer

JHRlDSJ/KC
S:WQS\303dlist\303d solicitationrev DB 1 Review.doc
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ANNOUNCING THE NEW

March 7, 2001

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN DIEGO REGION (9)

ELECTRONIC MAILING LIST

SUBSCRIBE NOW

TO RECEIVE ALL FUTURE SECTION 303(d) LIST COMMUNICATIONS,
NOTICES, AND ANNOUNCEMENTS

AUTOMATICALLY
BYEMAILI

How to Subscribe:

1. Go to the San Diego Regional Board home page on the Internet (http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9)
and choose "Electronic Mailing Lists" on the home page.

2. Enter your full name in the name field (this field can't be blank).

3. Enter your e-mail address in the address field (this field can't be blank).

4. Under "Action to be taken" click the drop down box button and select "SUBSCRIBE".

5. Under "Mailing Lists" click the drop down box button and select "Section 303(d) List".

6. Click on the button that reads "subscribe".

7. You will receive an email message requesting that you confirm your subscription. Please reply to the
message in order for your subscription to be finalized.

8. Once subscribed, you will be automatically emailed Section 303(d) List information. You can
unsubscribe as easily as you subscribed.

California Environmental Protection Agency
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN DIEGO REGION (9)

SECTION 303(d) MAIL LIST,RESPONSE FORM

Please complete this form if you wish to receive Section 303(d) List communications, notices and
announcements via regular mail.

Please return the completed form to:

Denise Rhaney
Office Technician
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A
San Diego, California 92124-1324

Please check the following box.

D Yes! I want to routinely receive Section 303(d) List communications, notices and announcements
via regular mail.

Name: _

Organization: _

Mailing A""'d"""d.....r,.,es""'s"-: _

Phone Number: _

Signature: _

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Gray Davis
GovernorInternet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb3

81 Higuera Street, Suite 200, San Luis Obispo, California 93401-5411
Phone (805) 549-3147' FAX (805) 543-0397

r) '.

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Central Coast Region

Winston II. Hickox
Secretary for

Environmental
Protection

March 7, 2001

To: All Interested Parties

PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION

% B.i~·
On behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), the Central Coast Regffihal ::::;''::;,::;
Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board) is soliciting data and infonnation regardi;g w'!rt6{:..··
quality conditions in surface waters in this Region. The inionnation gathered win be usr~ in r·l.: ::::.,

various assessments of the State's waters including the federal Clean Water Act Sectiolk305(~t····
Report on Water Quality and the developm.ent of the federal Clean Water Act Section ~3(d)';:.:=::·.,

List for submission to the US Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA). Regarding .the Clean
Water Act Section 303(d) List, the Regional Board will review data and infonnation gathered
and provide a recommendation to the SWRCB regarding which waters/conditions should be
added to the 303(d) List. The SWRCB will consider the Regional Board's recommendation in
developing the 303(d) List to submit to USEPA. .

This version of the 303(d) List will include additional waters/conditions considered by the State
to be impaired. "Impaired" refers to waters not attaining, or at risk of not attaining, water quality
standards, after required technology-based water quality controls are in place. We have attached
a description of the criteria that will be applied to the data/infonnation provided through this
solicitation to detennine if a waterbody is impaired (Attachment One). The SWRCB is required
(by federal regulations) to submit the 303(d) List to USEPA by April 2002. A description of the
process and schedule for development of the fina1303(d) List is as follows:

• The Regional Board must receive data and infonnation as soon as possible, but no later
than May 15,2001;

~ Regional Board st~f:t\vill prepare a draft staff report, including a recommendation.that
contains the waters in Region 3 that should be added to the 303(d) List, and distribute it
for public comment in mid-July;

• The Regional Board will hold a public hearing to consider the recommendation from
staff, containing the waters in Region 3 that should be added to the 303(d) List and
changes resulting from public comments, in October 2001;

• The SWRCB will review the recommendations from all the Regional Boards from
October 2001 through March 2002; and .

• The SWRCB will conduct a public process and a hearing, finalize the 303(d) List, and
transmit it to USEPA in April 2002.

We are seeking to obtain all readily available data and assessment infonnation generated since
July 1997. For purposes of this solicitation, "information" is any documentation describing the
current or anticipated water quality condition of a surface water body. We consider" data" to be

California Environmental Protection Agency
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a subset of information that consists of reports of measurements of specific environmental
characteristics. The data and information may pertain to physical, chemical, and/or biological
conditions of the regions waters or watersheds.

Anyone, including private citizens, public agencies, state and federal governmental agencies,
non-profit organizations, and businesses possessing information regarding the quality of the
Region's waters, may provide information. .

Attached to this letter (Attachment Two) is a list of the information sources presently available to
the Central Coast Regional Board. Please review this attachment to determine if you have
information or data that we do not already have. Also the attachment indicates some specific
requests for additional infOlmationidata.

Please submit your information in the format and with items described below:

• . Two hard copies and an electronic copy of all information provided. For reports, Microsoft
Word is the preferred software. Please specify the software used to format the information
and provide definitions for any codes or abbreviations used.

• The name of the entity or person providing the information.

• Mailing address, phone numbers, and email addresses for a contact person that can answer
questions about any of the information provided.

• Bibliographic citations for all information provided.
• If computer model outputs are included in the information, please provide bibliographic

citations and specify any calibration and quality assurance information available.

Please submit your data in the format and with the items described below:

• Data in electronic form, in a spreadsheet, database or ASCII format. Please specify the
format and define any codes or abbreviations used in your database.

• A description of, and reference for, your quality assurance procedures.

• Metadata for the field data, i.e., when measurements were taken, locations, number of
samples, detection limits, etc.

• One, and if possible, two hard copies of the data, so that we can verify that we have
accurately transferred the data to our database.

• For citizen volunteer water quality monitoring data:

);> Name of the group;
);> Indication of any training in water quality assessment completed by members of

your group;

Data and information should be submitted as soon as possible and no later than May 15,2001.
Data or information received after May 15,2001 will not be considered in developing the April
2002 report to US EPA required by Clean Water Act Section 303(d).

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Please send any information and data you wish to provide to:

Angela G. Carpenter
Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board
81 Higuera Street, Suite 200
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
(acarpent@rb3.swrcb.ca.gov)
Fax: (805) 543-0397

You may also contact Angela G. Carpenter for any of the following:

1. to receive any future announcements, information, or reports related to this process ( you
may also subscribe to the mailing list at our website located at
~//swrcb8.swrcb.ca.gov/lyrisregion3/ (select "Year 2001 Update of303(d) List of
Impaired Waters" from the Mailing List pick list);

2. to request a copy of the mailing list for this letter;
3. to notify us of other interested parties and contact information for them; and/or
4. if you have questions regarding information or data you wish to submit.

If you have other questions about this process or about information or data you wish to submit,
you may also contact Lisa McCann at (805) 549-3132 (lmccann@rb3.swrcb.ca.gov).

Sincerely,

;7~~
f ROGER W. BRIGGS

Executive Officer

Attachments:

Attachment One: 303(d) Listing Criteria

Attachment Two: Information Sources Currently Available

California Environmental Protection Agency
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ATTACHMENT ONE

303(d) Listing Criteria

March 7,2001

1. Effluent limitations or other pollution control requirements [e.g., Best Management
Practices (BMPs)] are not stringent enough to assure protection ofbeneficial uses and
attainment ofSWRCB and RWQCB objectives, including those implementing SWRCB
Resolution Number 68-16 "Statement ofPolicy with Respect to Maintaining High
Quality of Waters in California."

2. Fishing, drinking water, or swimming advisory currently in effect. This does not apply to
advisories related to discharge in violation ofexisting Waste Discharge Requirements or
NPDES permit.

3. Beneficial uses are impaired or are expected to be impaired within the listing cycle (i.e. in
next two years). Impairment is based upon evaluation of chemical, physical, or
biological integrity. Impairment will be determined by "qualitative assessment",
physical/chemical monitoring, bioassay tests, and/or other biological monitoring.
Applicable Federal criteria and RWQCB Water Quality Control Plans determine the basis
for impairment status. .

4. The water body is on the previous 303(d) list and either: (a monitored assessment"
continues to demonstrate a violation ofobjective(s) or (b) "monitored assessment" has
not been performed.

5. Data indicate tissue concentrations in consumable body parts of fish or shellfish exceed
applicable tissue criteria or guidelines. Such criteria or guidelines may include SWRCB
Maximum Tissue Residue Level values, FDA Action Levels, NAS Guidelines, and U.S.
EPA tissue criteria for the protection of wildlife as they become available.

6. The water quality is of such concern that the RWQCB determines the water body needs
to be afforded a level of protection offered by a 303(d) listing.

California Environmental Protection Agency
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ATTACHMENT TWO

"

)
March 7,2001

INFORMATION SOURCES CURRENTLY AVAILABLE

Monitoring Programs

Bay Protection and Toxic Cleanup Program
Central Coast Ambient Monitoring Program (CCAMP)
Marine Research Specialists and Tenera sampling reports for Morro Bay, December 1995
Morro Bay National Monitoring Program Data
Morro Bay Sediment Sampling in Support ofMaintenance Dredging, Marine Research

Specialists, May 1999
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System and Waste Discharge Requirement monitoring
data
Regional Board water quality sampling prior to CCAMP
Regional Board water quality observations of erosion/sedimentation and eutrophication
San Luis Obispo Land Conservancy data
Santa Cruz County Environmental Health bacteria and nitrogen sampling
State Department of Health Services pathogen data for Goleta Slough and Morro Bay
State Mussel Watch Program
Toxic Substances Monitoring Program
Waddell Creek Survey, Bill Jons, Ca. Department ofFish and Game, 1980
Water quality Surveys by Jennifer Nelson, Ca. Department ofFish and Game

Reports·

Analysis ofSediments from City ofMorro Bay Mooring Area A-I Maintenance Dredging
Project, Tenera, January 1996

An Evaluation ofthe Fishery Resources ofthe Pajaro River Basin, California Department ofFish
and Game, June 17, 1968

A Review ofWater Quality Standards for the San Lorenzo and Salinas Rivers, Ca. Regional
\-Vater Quality Control Board, 1981

Aquatic Toxicity in the Pajaro River Watershed: Tributary Sources and Chemicals ofConcern,
Hunt, et al 1998

Aquatic Vegetation Management Optionsfor Schwan Lake, Lars Anderson, 1993
Carneros Creek Association Elkhorn Slough Project, Resources Conservation District, March

2000
Carpinteria Marsh Enhancement Project Water Quality Study Initial Report, Santa Barbara

County Flood Control and Water Conservation District, May, 1986
Clean Water Quality Management Plan for the Monterey Bay Region, AMBAG, 1978
Clean Lakes Assistance Program for Lake Nacimiento, Coastal Resource Institute, California

Polytechnic State University, March 1993
Clear Creek Management Area Water Quality Monitoring Narrative Report, Dynamac Corp,

1998
Consolidated Toxic Hot Spot Cleanup Plan, State Water Resources Control Board, 1997

'>
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Data Evaluation Report and Monitoring Frameworkfor the Elkhorn Slough Watershed (draft),
California Coastal Commission, January 1995

Elkhorn Slough Conservation Plan, Scharffenberger Land Planning & Design, July 2, 1999
Erosion and Sediment Study, Morro Bay Watershed, USDA Soil Conservation Service,

September 1989

Inactive Metal Mines in Four San Luis Obispo County Watersheds Surface Water Quality
Impacts and Remedial Options, California Regional Water Quality Control Board, June 1999

Morro Bay Bacteria Study 1986-87, Regional Water Quality Control Board, 1987
Morro Bay National Estuary Program: A Characterization, Volume II, Comprehensive

Conservation and Management Plan, Morro Bay National Estuary Program, July 2000
Morro Bay Watershed Enhancement Plan, USDA Soil Conservation Service, 1989
Non-point Source Ewiluation for Shellfish Contamination in the Santa Barbara Channel, Ca.

Regional Water Quality Control Board, 1992
Nutrient Objectives and Best Management Practices for San Luis Obispo Creek, Co~stal

Resources Institute, California Polytechnic State University, May 1994
Pajaro River Watershed Water Quality Management Plan, June 1999, Applied Science and

Engineering, Inc
Qualitative and Quantitative Analyses ofDegradation ofthe San Benito River, Golder

Associates, Inc, 1997
Rider Creek Sediment Management Plan, Santa Cruz County, Ca., WRC-Environmental1991
Salinas Basin Investigation, Bulletin 52, California Department of Public Works, Division of

Water Resources, 1946
Sanitary Survey Reportfor Morro Bay, DRS, 1996
Sedimentation Processes In Morro Bay, California, Prepared for Coastal San Luis Resource

Conservation District and California Coastal Conservancy by Philip Williams and
Associates, San Francisco. Raltiner, J. 1988

Source ofMetal Contamination Within the Seafloor Sediments ofNorthern Estero Bay, City of
Morro Bay and Cayucos Sanitary District, October 2000

South County Regional Wastewater Discharge Evaluation, James Montgomery Engineering,
1993

Surface Water Degradation by Inactive Metal Mines in Northwest San Luis Obispo County,
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, December 1993

The Establishment ofNutrient Objectives, Sources, Impacts, and Best lvlanagement Practices for
the Pajaro River and Llagas Creek, San Jose State University, 1994

The Impact ofAgricultural Return Flows on Surface Water Quality in the Monterey Bay Area,
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Coast Region, 1981

The San Lorenzo River Watershed Management Plan, Santa Cruz County Planning Department,
December 1979

Water Resources Management Plan for Watsonville Slough System Santa Cruz County, Questa
Engineering Corporation, Nov 6, 1995

1) Many of the references contained within these reports are also currently available.
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Other Indications ofBeneficial Use Impairment

DHS Shellfish Harvesting Advisory at Elkhorn Slough
DHS Shellfish Harvesting Advisory at Morro Bay
Nacimiento Fish Advisory Posting
Santa Barbara County Beach Closure Postings for Pacific Ocean at Arroyo Burro Creek(l997­

98)
Santa Barbara County Beach Closure Postings for Point Rincon (1997-98)

Data WeAre Seeking

AB411 Pathogen Monitoring Data
Beach Closure Information
Local Agency Monitoring Data

California Environmental Protection Agency
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Keri:

John Richards
Keri Cole
3/5/01 11 :58AM
Re: 303(d) List soliCitation letter & notices

Good stuff. Following the State Board's script is usually satisfactory, but I have made some suggestions
for clarity and legal reference that you may elect to consider. I have attached marked-up versions of your
drafts.

John

cc: David Barker; Deborah Jayne



SECTION 303(d) IMPAIRED WATERBODIES LIST
2002 UPDATE

Section 303(d) of the federal Clean Water Act (CWA, 33 USC 1250, et seq., at 1313(d)), requires States to identify
waters that do not meet water quality standards after applying certain required technology-based effluent limits
("impaired" water bodies). States are required to compile this information in a list and submit the list to USEPA for
review and approval. This list is known as the section 303(d) list of impaired waters. As part of this listing process,
States are required to prioritize waters/watersheds for future development of total maximum daily load (TMDl). The
State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) and Regional Water Quality Control Boards (Regional Boards)
have ongoing efforts to monitor and assess water quality, to prepare the section 303(d) list, and to subsequently
develop TMDLs. The State's most recent section 303idl list was approved in 1998 and contains 509 water bodies,
many listed as being impaired for multiple pollutants.

SOLICITATION OF INFORMATION
On behalf of the SWRCB, the San Diego Regional Board is currently soliciting data and information regarding water
quality conditions of surface waters in this Region. This information will be used in assessing the State's waters
during the development of the SWRCB's submittal to USEPA for updating the section 303(d) list, as well as for the
preparation of the state's biennial Report on Water Quality for submittal to the U.S. EPA and Congress in 2002.

Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal governmental agencies, non­
profit organizations, and businesses, possessing information regarding the quality of the Region's waters may
provide information and data. Solicitation letters have been sent out to interested parties and newspaper notices
posted requesting information. We are seeking to obtain all readily available data and assessment information
generated since July 1997.

For purposes of this solicitation, "information" is any documentation describing the current or anticipated water
quality condition of a surface water body. "Data" is considered to be a subset of information that consists of reports
of measurements of specific environmental characteristics. The information and data may pertain to physical,
chemical, and/or biological conditions of the Region's waters or watersheds.

Please include the following with any information you provide:
• Name of the entity or person providing the information.
• Mailing address, phone numbers, and email addresses for a contact person that can answer questions about any of

the information provided.
• Two hard copies and an electronic copy of all information provided. Please specify the software used to format the

information and provide definitions for any codes or abbreviations used. For reports, Microsoft Word is the
preferred software.

• Bibliographic citations for all information provided.
• If computer model outputs are included, please provide bibliographic citations and specify any calibration and quality

assurance information available.
• A description and/or your interpretation of the information submitted.

Please include the following with any data you provide:
• Data in electronic form, spreadsheet~ database or ASCII formal. Please specify the format and define any codes or

abbreviations used.
• Description of and reference for your quality assurance procedures.
• Metadata for field data (i.e. when measurements were taken, locations, number of samples, detection limits, etc.)
• If possible, two hard copies of data so we can verify accuracy when transferring the data to our database.
• A description and/or your interpretation of the data submitted.
• In addition, for data from citizen volunteer water quality monitoring efforts:

> Name of your group;
> Indication of any training in water quality assessment completed by members of your group;
> Quality assurance methods or procedures used.

DEADLINE FOR SUBMITTAL
The Regional Board must receive all data and information you wish to provide no later than 5:00 p.m. May
15, 2001. Data and/or information received after May 15, 2001 will not be considered in developing the April 2002



submittal to USEPA required by Clean Water Act section 303(d).

Please send all information and data to:
California Regional Water Quality Control Soard
San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124-1324
Attn: Keri Cole

or electronically to 303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov. (for files <0.5 MB).

PUBLIC WORKSHOP
An informational workshop will be conducted on April 4, 2001 at 10:00 a.m.
at the following location:

Metropolitan Wastewater Department
Auditorium
9192 Topaz Way
San Diego, CA 92124.

The purpose of this workshop is to:
(1) to provide an overview of the section 303(d) list update process; and
(2) to answer questions the public may have regarding submittal of information/data and the
procedures for to updating the list.

PUBLIC HEARING
The Regional Boards will provide recommendations to the SWRCB in Fall 2001 on the condition of Regional waters.
The SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards' recommendations regarding the conditions of the Region's waters
when formulating its section 303(d) submittal. The State's revisions to the list of impaired waters will be considered
by the SWRCS in a formal public process to be conducted next winter. Opportunities for review of the SWRCB's
proposed submittal to USEPA and comment on this submittal will be announced at a later date.

LINKS
The following links contain more information on. the section 303(d) listing:

http://www.epa.gov/owow/monitoring/calm.html
USEPA has a web page which provides information on current activities associated with the section 303(d) listing
and section 305(b) assessment processes. The Consolidated Assessment and Listing Methodology (CALM)
initiative is currently being developed and addresses identification of impaired waters under section 303(d) and
preparation of water quality assessment reports under section 305(b) of the Clean Water Act.

http://www.epa.gov/region09/water/tmdl/index.html
Region IX of the USEPA covers Arizona, California, Hawaii, Nevada, the Pacific Islands subject to U.S. law, and
approximately 140 Tribal Nations. EPA Region IX's web page on includes California's 1998 Section 303(d) list,
USEPA's letter to SWRCB containing public comment responsiveness summary and USEPA's letter to the SWRCB
of the final the final decision (May 12, 1999).



California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region
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9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A, San Diego, California 92124-1324

Phone (858) 467-2952' FAX (858) 571-6972

Winston H. Hicko
Secretary for

Environmental
Protection

DATE: March 7/ 2001

TO: interested Parties

Gray Davi
Governor

RE: PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION

On behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), the California Regional Water Quality
Control Board, San Diego Region (Regional Board) is soliciting information and data regarding water
quality conditions in surface waters in the Region. This information will be used in various assessments of
the State's waters including the identification... [see comments on 303dnotice.doc] required by the
federal Clean Water Act (Section 303(d». This submittal, to be developed by the SWRCB, will provide
USEPA with a revised list of waters considered by the State to be impaired (not attaining water quality
standards) after certain required technology-based water quality controls are in place. The current ,list of
impaired waters may be reviewed on the SWRCB's website (www.swrcb.ca.gov/tmdl/303d lists.html). It
is anticipated that this submittal will be made to USEPA by April 2002, as required by federal regulations.
It will be based on information and data available to the SWRCB and the Regional Water Quality Control
Boards. This information and data will also contribute to the preparation of the state's biennial Report on
Water Quality for 2002 which is required to be submitted to the U.S. EPA for transmittal to the Congress
under Section 305 of the federal Clean Water Act (33 USC 1315).

Interested parties to submit information/data
Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal governmental
agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses, possessing information regarding the quality of the
Region's waters may provide information.

Specifics for information/data submittal
We are seeking to obiain all readily available data and assessment information generated since July
1997. For purposes of this solicitation, "information" is any documentation describing the current or
anticipated water quality condition of a surface water body. "Data" is considered to be a subset of
information that consists of reports of measurements of specific environmental characteristics. The
information and data may pertain to physical, chemical, and/or biological conditions of the Region's waters
or watersheds.

Please include the following with any information you provide:
• Name of the entity or person providing the information.
• Mailing address, phone numbers, and email addresses for a contact person that can answer
questions about any of the information provided.
• Two hard copies and an electronic copy of all information provided. Please specify the software
used to format the information and provide definitions for any codes or abbreviations used. For
reports, Microsoft Word is the preferred software.
• Bibliographic citations for all information provided.
• if computer model outputs are included, please provide bibliographic citations and specify any
calibration and quality assurance information available.
• A description and/or your interpretation of the information submitted.

Please include the following with any data you provide:

Cal~fornia Environmental Protection Agency
The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs 10 take immediate action 10 redace energy consumption. For a list of
Simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs. see our Web-site at http://www.swrcb.ca.gov.

,.'''d California Envi'f.!:!mental Protection Agency
~ ~ecycledPaper
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• Data in electronic form, spreadsheet, database or ASCII format. Please specify the format and define
any codes or abbreviations used.
• Description of and reference for your quality assurance procedures.
• Metadata for field data (i.e. when measurements were taken, locations, number of samples, detection
limits, etc.)

• If possible, two hard copies of data so we can verify accuracy when transferring the data to our
database.
• A description and/or your interpretation of the data submitted.
• In addition, for data from citizen volunteer water quality monitoring efforts:

~ Name of your group;
~ Indication of any training in water quality assessment completed by members of your group;
~ Quality assurance methods or procedures used.

Deadline and address for information/data submittal
We would like to receive information and data as SOon as possible and no later than 5:00 p.m. May 15, 2001.
Data and/or information received after May 15, 2001 will not be considered in developing the April 2002 submittal
to USEPA required by Clean Water Act Section 303(d). Please send all information and data to:

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124-1324
Attn: Keri Cole

or electronically to 303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov (if files are <0.5 MB)

Informational Workshop
An informational workshop will be conducted on April 4, 2001 at 10:00 a.m., at Metropolitan Wastewater
Department Auditorium located at 9192 Topaz Way, San Diego, CA 92124. The purpose of this workshop is (1)
to provide an overview of the section 303(d) list update process and (2) to answer questions the public may have
regarding submittal of information/data and the procedures for updating the list. In preparation for the workshop,
interested parties are encouraged to send in their questions to 303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov prior to the workshop
so that they can be addressed during the presentation.

Formal Public Hearing
The Regional Boards will provide recommendations to the SWRCB in Fall 2001 on the condition of Regional
waters. The SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards' recommendations regarding the conditions of the
Region's waters when formulating its section 303(d) submittal. The State's revisions to the list of impaired
waters will be considered by the SWRCB in a formal public process to be conducted next winter. Opportunities
for review of the SWRCB's proposed submittal to USEPA and public comment on this submittal will be
announced at a later date.

Questions on submittal and/or process
If you have questions regarding information or data you wish to submit, please submit them to
303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov or contact Keri Cole at (858) 467-2798. Thank you in advance for your assistance
during this very important process.

Respectfully,

JOHN H. ROBERTUS
Executive Officer

California Environmental Protection Agency

~
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PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION
The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region (Regional Board) is soliciting
information and data regarding the water quality conditions of surface waters in this Region from the pUblic
on behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) , This information will be used in
assessments of the State's surface waters including the identification of water bodies within the state for
which technology based effluent limitations are not stringent enough to ensure attainment of applicable
water quality objectives and standards (I.e" "impaired water bodies") as required by Section 303(d) of the
federal Clean Water Act (33 USC 1250, et seq, at 1313(d)), SWRCB will use this information and data to
provide USEPA with a revised list of waters considered by the State to be impaired. This information and
data will also contribute to the preparation of the state's biennial report to the U.S. EPA on water quality in
2002 for transmittal to the Congress under Section 305 of the Clean Water Act (33 USC 1315).

Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal governmental
agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses, possessing information/data regarding the quality of
the Region's waters may provide information/data. All readily available data and assessment information
generated since JUly 1997 may be submitted. The Regional Board must receive all information/data
by 5:00 p.m. on May 15, 2001. Submittals received after this date will not be considered for the April
2002 submittal to USEPA.

For purposes of this solicitation, "information" is any documentation describing the current or anticipated
water quality condition of a surface water body. "Data" is considered to be a subset of information,
consisting of measurements of specific environmental characteristics. This information/data may pertain
to physical, chemical, and/or biological conditions of the Region's waters or watersheds. Please refer to
the Regional Board's website www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/ for the specific information required with your
submittal of information/data. Please contact the Regional Board at 303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov or (858)
476-2798 for questions regarding your submittal.

Please send information/data to:
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124-1324
Attn: Keri Cole

or electronically to 303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

INFORMATIONAL WORKSHOP
An informational workshop will be conducted on April 4, 2001 at 10:00am, at Metropolitan Wastewater
Department Auditorium located at 9192 Topaz Way, San Diego, CA 92124. The purpose of this workshop
is (1) to provide an overview of the section 303(d) list update process anp (2) to answer questions the
public may have regarding submittal of information/data and the procedures for to updating the list.

FORMAL PUBLIC HEARING
The Regional Boards will provide recommendations to the SWRCB in Fall 2001 on the condition of
Regional waters. The SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards' recommendations regarding the
conditions of the Region's waters when formulating its section 303(d) submittal. 'The State's revisions to
the list of impaired waters will be considered by the SWRCB in a formal public process to be conducted
next winter. Opportunities for review of the SWRCB's proposed submittal to USEPA and public comment
on this submittal will be announced at a later date.
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March 5, 2001

Gray Day
Governor

Interested PartiesTO:

~ California ~ )gional Water Qualit~"-~ontrolBoard
~ . . Los Angeles R;~pi:~~. '~i; ;.:;: '>" .••

Winston H. Hickox (50 Years Servmg Coastal Los Angeles~H~~~~~if:eJ;:~~Ccquniles)

Secrelary for 320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200, Los Angeles,CcU!rtJrffi~1190Q,d J.\ r; u
Environmental

Protection Phone (213) 576-6600 FAX (213) 576-6640

Internet Address: http://www.swr2hor'1~1:W!1 PI: 5 I

®
RE: PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION

. The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (Regional Board) is
soliciting the public on behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) and ourselves for
data and information regarding water quality conditions in surface waters in this Region. The information
gathered will be used in various assessments of Regional waters and the State's waters including the
development of a statewide submission to US EPA required by the federal Clean Water Act (Sections
305(b) and 303(d». This submission will be developed by the SWRCB. The information gathered in this
solicitation will be used to assess the quality of waters in California, culminating in the State's 2002
federal Clean Water Act Section 305(b) Report on Water Quality. In addition, it will be used to provide
US EPA with a revised list of waters considered by the State to be impaired (not attaining water quality
standards) after certain'required technology based water quality controls are in place (known as the
303(d) List). It is anticipated that this submission will be provided to US EPA by April 2002, as required
by federal regulations.

Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal governmental
agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses, possessing information regarding the quality of the
Region's surface waters may provide information. While our highest priority is data on surface water
quality, we are also interested in improving our understanding of the Region's groundwater quality.
However, data on groundwater quality is not included in the submissions to US EPA required by the
federal Clean Water Act.

We are seeking to obtain all readily available data and assessment information generated since July
1997. The Regional Board must receive all data and information you wish to provide by 5:00 p.m.
on May 15, 2001. If your agency submitted data in response to our Fall 2000 solicitation letter, it is not

. necessary to resubmit that data. For purposes of this solicitation, information is any documentation
describing the current or anticipated water quality condition of a surface water body. We consider data to
be a subset of information that consists of reports ofmeasurements of specific environmental
characteristics. The data and information may pertain to physical, chemical, and/or biological conditions
of the region's waters or watersheds. •

Information provided should conform to the following criteria:

•
•

Tre name of the entity or person providing the information.

Mailing address, phone number, and email address for a contact person that can answer questions
about any of the information provided.

California Environmental Protection Agency
***The energy challenge/acing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy

consumption***
***For a list o/simple ways to reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see the tips at:

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/newslecha//enge.html***

IV
~J Recycled Paper

Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality ofCalifornia 's water resources for the benefit ofpresent and future generations.
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• Two hard copies and an electronic copy of all information provided. For reports, Microsoft Word is
the preferred software. Please tpecify ~pe ~Oftware 'used to format the information and provide
definitions for any codes or aQl;>~v~:~~~1{sed.

• Bibliographic citations for alwnforrnation provided.

• If computer model outputs are included in the information, please provide bibliographic citations and
specify any calibration and quality assurance infonnation available.

Any data provided should conform to the [onowing criteria:

• Data in electronic form, in a spreadsheet, database or ASCII format. Please specify the format and
define any codes or abbreviations used in your database.

• A description of, and reference for your quality assurance procedures.

• Metadata for the field data, i.e., when measurements where taken, locations (latitude/longitude
coordinates), number of samples, methods, detection limits, etc.

• If possible, two hard copies of the data so that we can verify that we have accurately transferred the
data to our database. (Hard copies of data previously submitted to the Regional Board in DMRs do
not need to be submitted.)

• In addition, for data from citizen volunteer water quality monitoring efforts:
>- The name of your group, and
>- Indication of any training in water quality assessment completed by members of your group,

including dates of training and the agency that performed the training.

We would like to receive data and information as soon as possible and no later than May 15, 2001. Data
or information received after May 15,2001 will not be considered in developing the Apri12002
submission to us EPA required by Clean Water Act Section 303(d).

The Regional Boards have been requested to provide recommendations to the SWRCBin Fall 2001 on
the condition of Regional waters. The SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards' recommendations
regarding the conditions of the Region's waters when formulating the 303(d) submission. The State's
submission revising the list of impaired waters will be considered by the SWRCB in a public process to
be conducted next winter. Opportunities for review of the proposed submission and public comment on
the submission will be announced at a later date.

Regional Board staff will hold workshops to answer questions regarding the 303(d) listing process. The
dates and locations of the workshops will be announced in the near future. In preparation for these
meetings, we are requesting that all questions be sent via e-mail t0303d@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov by April 20,
200LIfyou do not have Internet access, you may submit your questions in writing, by April 20, 2001, to
the address below. Staff will prepare responses to questions and distribute the responses at the workshops
and on our website.

California Environm'ental Protection Agency
***T/re mergy challenge facing California is real. Eve')' Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption***

***For a lisl ofsimple ways 10 reduce demand and cui your energy costs, see the lips at: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/news/echa/lenge.html***
ItS
~e1 Recycled Paper

Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality ofCalifornia's water resources for the benefit ofpresent and future generations.
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Any infonnation and data (including electronic versions on CD, zip disks or floppy disks) you wish to
provide can be sent via ground mail to:

Renee DeShazo
Environmental Specialist III
California Water Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region
320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200
Los Angeles, CA 90013

Information and data of less than 5 MB in size can also be sent electronically to 303d@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov.

California Environmental Protection Agency
***The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption***

***For a list ofsimple ways to reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see the tips at: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/newslechallenge.lrtml***

liS
~J Recycled Paper

Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality ofCalifornia's water resources for the benefit ofpresent andfuture generations.
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Gray Da'
Governo

Interested PartiesTO:

~ California P~gional Water Qualit~y'ControIBoard
,\;;;} . L~~\~\~~~les Region .

Winston H. Hickox (50 Years SeITmg\,~9~,~t.a.I;Ivf;lsAngeles and Ventura Counties)

:::::::;,!n~;l 320' W~~~!~~~~\\iJj[~)2r6b~'tos Angeles, California 90013
Prolection I}lione (213) 576-6600 F~213) 576-6640

Internet Address: h\!y/~~Cb,ca.gov/rwqCb4

l\jti\ \~~t\ ... '\

RE: PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (Regional Board) is
soliciting the public on behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) and ourselves for
data and information regarding water quality conditions in surface waters in this Region. The information
gathered will be used in various assessments of Regional waters and the State's waters including the
development of a statewide submission to US EPA required by the federal Clean Water Act (Sections
305(b) and 303(d». This submission will be developed by the SWRCB. The information gathered in this
solicitation will be used to assess the quality of waters in California, culminating in the State's 2002
federal Clean' Water Act Section 305(b) Report on Water Quality. In addition, it will be used to provide
US EPA with a revised list of waters considered by the State to be impaired (not attaining water quality
standards) after certain'required technology based water quality controls are in place (known as the
303(d) List). It is anticipated that this submission will be provided to US EPA by April 2002, as required
by federal regulations.

Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal governmental
agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses, possessing information regarding the quality of the
Region's surface waters may provide information. While our highest priority is data on surface water
quality, weare also interested in improving our understanding of the Region's groundwater quality.
However, data on groundwater quality is not included in the submissions to US EPA required by the

.federal Clean Water Act.

We are seeking to obtain all readily available data and assessment information generated since July
1997. The Regional Board must receive all data and information you wish to provide by 5:00 p.m.
on May 15, 2001. Ifyour agency submitted data in response to our Fall 2000 solicitation letter, it is not

. necessary to resubmit that data. For purposes of this solicitation, information is any documentation
describing the current or anticipated water quality condition of a surface water body. We consider data to
be a subset of information that consists ofreports of measurements of specific environmental
characteristics. The data and information may pertain to physical, chemical, and/or biological conditions
of the region's waters or watersheds.

Information provided should conform to the following criteria:

• The name of the entity or person providing the infonnation.

• Mailing address, phone number, and email address for a contact person that can answer questions
about any of the information provided.

California Environmental Protection Agency
***The energy challenge facing California is reaL Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy

consumption·**
***For a list ofsimple ways to reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see the tips at:

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/newslecha/lenge.html***
ItS
"'J Recycled Paper

Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality ofCalifornia's water resources for the benefit ofpresent andfuture generations.
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• Two hard copies and an electronic copy of all information provided. For reports, Microsoft Word is
the preferred software. Please specify the software used to fonnat the infonnation and provide
definitions for any codes or abbreviations used.

• Bibliographic citations for all information provided.

• If computer model outputs are included in the information, please provide bibliographic citations and
specify any calibration and quality assurance information available.

Any data provided should conform to the following criteria:

• Data in electronic form, in a spreadsheet, database or ASCII format. Please specify the format and
define any codes or abbreviations used in your database.

• A description of, and reference for your quality assurance procedures.

• Metadata for the field data, i.e., when measurements where taken, locations (latitude/longitude
coordinates), number of samples, methods, detection limits, etc.

• Ifpossible, two hard copies of the data so that we can verify that we have accurately transferred the
data to our database. (Hard copies of data previously submitted to the Regional Board in DMRs do
not need to be submitted.)

• In addition, for data from citizen volunteer water quality monitoring efforts:
>- The name of your group, and
>- Indication of any training in water quality assessment completed by members of your group,

including dates of training and the agency that performed the training.

We would like to receive data and information as soon as possible and no later than May 15, 2001. Data
or information received after May 15,2001 will not be considered in developing the April 2002
submission to US EPA required by Clean Water Act Section 303(d).

The Regional Boards have been requested to provide recommendations to the SWRCBin Fall 2001 on
the condition of Regional waters. The SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards' recommendations
regarding the conditions of the Region's waters when formulating the 303(d) submission. The State's
submission revising the list of impaired waters will be considered by the SWRCB in a public process to
be conducted next winter. Opportunities for review of the proposed submission and public comment on
the submission will be announced at a later dat,e.

Regional Board staff will hold workshops to answer questions regarding the 303(d) listing process. The
dates and locations of the workshops will be announced in the near future. In preparation for these
meetings, we are requesting that all questions be sent via e-mail t0303d@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov by April 20,
2001. Ifyou do not have Internet access, you may submit your questions in writing,by April 20, 2001, to
the address below. Staff will prepare responses to questions and distribute the responses at the workshops
and on our website. .

California Environmental Protection Agency
***The energy chtl/lengefacing California is reaL Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption***

***For a list ofsimple ways to reduce demand and cutyour energy costs, see the tips at: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/newslechallenge.html***

itS
~J Recycled Paper

Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality o/California 's water resources/or the benefit o/present and/uture generations.
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Any information and data (including electronic versions on CD, zip disks or floppy disks) you wish to
provide can be sent via ground mail to: .

Renee DeShazo
Environmental Specialist III
California Water Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region
320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200
Los Angeles, CA 90013

Information and data ofless than 5 MB in size can also be sent electronically to 303d@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov.

California Environmental Protection Agency
.r.: ***The energy challengefacing California is reaL Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption***

***For a list ofsimple ways to reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see the tips at: http://www.swrcb.ca.govlnewslecha/lenge.htm/***
Ii)

~~ Recycled Paper
Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality ofCalifornia's water resources for the benefit ofpresent andfuture generations.
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Peter M. Rooney
Secretaryfor
rnvironmerual

Protection

California RegionalWater Quality Control Board
San Diego Region

Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A, San Diego, California 92124-1331

Phone (858) 467-2952 - FAX (858) 571·6972

Pete Wilson
Governor

March 2, 2001

Ms. Shirley Allen-Cross
California Newspaper Service Bureau
915 East First Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Shirley:

Post-it" Fax Note

roece /p f .;j.J!..

Enclosed is a copy ofa public notice we would like published in the following newspapers on
Wednesday, March 7th.

San Diego Union TriblU1e
Riverside Press Enterprise
Orange County Register

We rely on your proofreading of the newspaper copy.

Please bill us in triplicate and provide an affidavit of publication for each newspaper in which the
notice appears.

Respectfully,

eY~(!~
LORI COSTA
Executive Assistant

Enclosure

California Environmental Protection Agency

o Recycled Paper



PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION
The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region (Regional Board) is soliciting the
pUblic on behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) for information and data
r-egarding the water quality conditions of surface waters in this Region. This information will be used in
assessments of the State's waters including the development of a submittal to USEPA required by the
federal Clean Water Act (Section 303(d)). This submittal, to be developed by the SWRCB, will provide
USEPA with a revised list of waters considered by the State to be impaired. Information/data will also
contribute to the preparation of the 2002 federal Clean Water Act Section 305(b) Report on Water Quality.

Anyone, including but not limited t.o, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal governmental
agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses, possessing information/data regarding the quality of
the Region's waters may provide information/data. All readily available data and assessment information
generated since July 1997 may be submitted. The Regional Board must receive all information/data
by 5:00 p.m. on May 15, 2001. Submittals received after this date will not be considered for the April
2002 submittal to USEPA.

For purposes of this solicitation, "information" is any documentation describing the current or anticipated
water quality condition of a surface water body. "Data" is considered to be a subset of information,
consisting of measurements of specific environmental characteristics. This information/data may pertain
to physical, chemical, and/or biological conditions of the Region's waters or watersheds. Please refer to
the Regional Board's website www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwgcb9/ for the specific information required with your
submittal of information/data. Please contact the Regional Board at 303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov or (858)
476-2798 for questions regarding your submittal.

Please send information/data to:
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124-1324
Attn: Keri Cole

or electronically to 303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

INFORMATIONAL WORKSHOP
An informational workshop will be conducted on April 4, 2001 at 10:00am, at Metropolitan Wastewater
Department Auditorium located at 9192 Topaz Way, San Diego, CA 92124. The purpose of this
workshop is (1) to prOVide an overview of the section 303(d) list update process and (2) to answer
questions the public may have regarding submittal of information/data and the procedures for to updating
fuel~ .

FORMAL PUBLIC HEARING
The Regional Boards will provide recommendations to the SWRCB in Fall 2001 on the condition of
Regional waters. The SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards' recommendations regarding the
conditions of the Region's waters when formulating its section 303(d) submittal. The State's revisions to
the list of impaired waters will be considered by the SWRCB in a formal public process to be conducted
next winter. Opportunities for review of the SWRCB's proposed submittal to USEPA and public comment
on this submittal will be announced at a later date.

,
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Lori Costa
colek@ rb9.swrcb.ca.gov,
2/26/01 10:11 PM
Re: mailing lists & newspaper notices

Keri,
Equilla would be the one to talk to about the mailing lists.
I handle the pUblic notices in the newspapers. I need to have the notice four days before you need it to be
published (the newspaper bureau needs four days). Just give me a copy of the notice and I will do the
rest (also, I need to know what paper(s) you want it noticed in) ..
Lori

«< Keri Cole 2/26 7:28a >>>
Hi Equilla & Lori

We are going to be sending out a solicitation letter for the 303(d) list update, as well as put notices in the
local papers opening this solicitation period. I would like the letters and notice out for Tues. March 6th (1
week from tomorrow).

I would like to send this letter to everyone on the Board meeting mailing list and anyone else on the storm
water permit mailing list. What is the process for this? How far in advance do you need to have the final
letter? Do we have any other list that would include others not already on the other lists I mentioned?

As far as the newspapernotices, again how far in advance do I need to provide the copy? Do you handle
contacting the CA Newspaper Bureau? Do I?

Please email me or let me know when we would be a convenient time to talk about this procedure. Thank
You.

-Keri

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWaCS
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Lori Costa
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov,
2/26/01 10:15PM
Re: workshop location

You would call Ed McGee at the Metropolitan Wastewate Dept. I can give you his phone number on Wed.
if you need it (I will be out of the office tomorrow).

<<< Keri Cole 2/26 8:21 a »>
I forgot to include this in my last email. ..

We also need to schedule a location for our 303(d) workshop. We are considering the room where the
Board meetings are currently held and are hoping to schedule the workshop for the first week in April. It
would be for a maximum of 2 hours. How do we schedule this?
Thanks for your help.

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWaCB
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov



California R( ,ional Water Quality C 'ntrol Board
San Diego Region

Peter M. Rooney
,Secretaryfor
;J;nvironmerltal

Protection

Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov Pete Wilson
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A, San Diego, California 92124·1331 Governor

Phone (858) 467·2952 - FAX (858) 571·6972

March 2, 2001

Ms. Shirley Allen-Cross
California Newspaper Service Bureau
915 East First Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Shirley:

7671 Date :;L

Enclosed is a copy of a public notice we would like published in the following newspapers on
Wednesday, March 7th.

San Diego Union Tribune
Riverside Press Enterprise
Orange County Register

We rely on your proofreading of the newspaper copy.

Please bill us in triplicate and provide an affidavit of publication for each newspaper in which the
notice appears.

Respectfully,

eY~{!~
LORI COSTA
Executive Assistant

Enclosure

California Environmental Protection Agency

o Recycled Paper



PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION
The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region (Regional Board) is soliciting the
public on behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) for information and data
r€garding the water quality conditions of surface waters in this Region. This information will be used in
assessments of the State's waters including the development of a submittal to USEPA required by the
federal Clean Water Act (Section 303(d)). This submittal, to be developed by the SWRCB, will provide
USEPA with a revised list of waters considered by the State to be impaired. Information/data will also
contribute to the preparation of the 2002 federal Clean Water Act Section 305(b) Report on Water Quality.

Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal governmental
agenCies, non-profit organizations, and businesses, possessing information/data regarding the quality of
the Region's waters may provide information/data. All readily available data and assessment information
generated since July 1997 may be submitted. The Regional Board must receive all information/data
by 5:00 p.m. on May 15, 2001. Submittals received after this date will not be considered for the April
2002 submittal to USEPA.

For purposes of this solicitation, "information" is any documentation describing the current or anticipated
water quality condition of a surface water body. "Data" is considered to be a subset of information,
consisting of measurements of specific environmental characteristics. This information/data may pertain
to physical, chemical, and/or biological conditions of the Region's waters or watersheds. Please refer to
the Regional Board's website www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwgcb9/ for the specific information required with your
submittal of information/data. Please contact the Regional Board at 303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov or (858)
476-2798 for questions regarding your submittal.

Please send information/data to:
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124-1324
Attn: Keri Cole

or electronically to 303dlist@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

INFORMATIONAL WORKSHOP
An informational workshop will be conducted on April 4, 2001 at 10:00am, at Metropolitan Wastewater
Department Auditorium located at 9192 Topaz Way, 'San Diego, CA 92124. The purpose of this
workshop is (1) to provide an overview of the section 303(d) list update process and (2) to answer
questions the public may have regarding submittal of information/data and the procedures for to updating
the list. .

FORMAL PUBLIC HEARING
The Regional Boards will provide recommendations to the SWRCB in Fall 2001 on the condition of
Regional waters. The SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards' recommendations regarding the
conditions of the Region's waters when formUlating its section 303(d) submittal. The State's revisions to
the list of impaired waters will be considered by the SWRCB in a formal pUblic process to be conducted
next winter. Opportunities for review of the SWRCB's proposed submittal to USEPA and pUblic comment
on this submittal will be announced at a tater date.
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From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Lori Costa
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov,
2/26/01 10:11 PM
Re: mailing lists & newspaper notices

Keri,
Equilla would be the one to talk to about the mailing lists.
I handle the public notices in the newspapers. I need to have the notice four days before you need it to be
published (the newspaper bureau needs four days). Just give me a copy of the notice and I will do the
rest (also, I need to know what paper(s) you want it noticed in)..
Lori

<<< Keri Cole 2/26 7:28a >>>
Hi Equilla & Lori

We are going to be sending out a solicitation letter for the 303(d) list update, as well as put notices in the
local papers opening this solicitation period. I would like the letters and notice out for Tues. March 6th (1
week from tomorrow).

I would like to send this letter to everyone on the Board meeting mailing list and anyone else on the storm
water permit mailing list. What is the process for this? How far in advance do you need to have the final
letter? Do we have any other list that would include others not already on the other lists I mentioned?

As far as the newspaper notices, again how far in advance do I need to provide the copy? Do you handle
contacting the CA Newspaper Bureau? Do I?

Please email me or let me know when we would be a convenient time to talk about this procedure. Thank
You.

-Keri

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWQCB
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
{858} 467-2798
cOlek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Lori Costa
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov,
2/26/01 10:15PM
Re: workshop location

.. > ••••l •.•.• ,..", •.•••,.,•."_,,, •..

You would call Ed McGee at the Metropolitan Wastewate Dept. I can give you his phone number on Wed.
if you need it (I will be out of the office tomorrow).

«< Keri Cole 2/26 8:21 a >>>
I forgot to include this in my last email...

We also need to schedule a location for our 303(d) workshop. We are considering the room where the
Board meetings are currently held and are hoping to schedule the workshop for the first week in April. It
would be for a maximum of 2 hours. How do we schedule this?
Thanks for your help.

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWaCB
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov
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PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION

California R~lionarWafer~~r :>lltrol Board
- -/ g?lorado River Basin Region)

February 28, 2001
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The Colorado River Basin Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board) is'~licitiiE5;
public on behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) for data a~info@~~

regarding water quality conditions in surface waters in this Region. The information ga,lbered willrbe
used in various assessments of the State's waters including the development of a su~issjon to US

EPA required by the federal Clean Water Act (Section 303(dll. This submission will be developed by
the SWRCB and will provide US EPA with a revised list of waters considered by the State to be
impaired (not attaining water quality standards) after certain required technology based water
quality controls are in place. It is anticipated that this submission will be provided to US EPA by
April 2002, as required by federal regulations. The submission will be based on information and data
available to the SWRCB and the Regional Water Quality Control Boards. The information gathered in
this solicitation will also contribute to the preparation of the 2002 federal Clean Water Act Section
305(b) Report on Water Quality.

Winston H. Hickox
Secretary for

Environmental
Protection

Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal
governmental agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses, possessing ir:formation regarding
the quality of the Region's waters may provide information.

We are seeking to obtain all readily available data and assessment information generated since July
1997. All data and information you wish to provide must be received by the Regional Board by 5 :00
p.m. on May 15, 2001. For purposes of this solicitation, information is any documentation
describing the current or anticipated water quality condition of a surface water body. We consider
data to be a subset of information that consists of reports of measurements of specific
environmental characteristics. The data and information may pertain to physical, chemical, and/or
biological conditions of the region's waters or watersheds.

Information provided should conform to the following considerations:

• The name of the entity or person providing the information.

• Mailing address, phone numbers. and email addresses for a contact person that can answer
questions about any of the information provided.

• Two hard copies and an electronic copy of all information provided. For reports Microsoft Word
is the preferred software. Please specify the software used to format the information and
provide definitions for any codes or abbreviations used.

• Bibliographic citations for all information provided.

• If computer model outputs are included in the information, p!ease provide bibliographic citations
and specify any calibration and quality assurance information available.

California Environmental Protection Agency

o Recycled Paper



Page 2 of 2
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Any data provided should conform to the following considerations:

• Data in electronic form, in a spreadsheet, database or ASCII format. Please specify the format
and define any codes or abbreviations used in your database.

• A description of, and reference for your quality assurance procedures.

• Metadata for the field data, i.e., when measurements where taken, locations, number of
sampra, detection limits, etc.

C~,

:,."'If, poss}hle, two hard copies of the data, so that we can verify that we have accurately
:,~ffansfi¥ed the data to our database .

• ~~i~additt.9n, for data from citizen volunteer water quality monitoring efforts:
::?{>"
-::~~'~ The<~ame of your group;
\~~~:, Indi~ion of any training in water quality assessment completed by members cif your group.

·~o

We would like to receive data and information as soon as possible and no later than May 15, 2001.
Data or information received after May 15, 2001 will not be considered in developing the April
2002 submission to US EPA required by Clean Water Act Section 303(d).

Please send any information and data you wish to provide to:
Teresa Newkirk
73-720 Fred Waring Drive, Suite 100
Palm Desert, CA 92260
newkt@rb7.swrcb.ca.gov

If you have questions regarding'information or data you wish to submit, please contact:
Teresa Newkirk
73-720 Fred Waring Drive, Suite 100
Palm Desert, CA 92260
newkt@rb7.swrcb.ca.gov
(760) 776-8931

The Regional Boards have been requested to provide recommendations to the SWRCB in Fall 2001
on' the condition of Regional waters. The SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards'
recommendations regarding the conditions of the Region's waters when formulating the 303(d)
submission. The State's submission revising the list of impaired waters will be considered by the
SWRCe in a public process to .be conducted next winter. Opportunities for review of the proposed
submission and public comment on the submission will be announced at a later date.

California Environmental Protection Agency

o Recycled Paper



California Rr ional Water Quality (' ;ntrol Board
Colorado River Basin Region 7J f3

Gray Davis
Governor
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73-720 Fred Waring Drive. Suite 100. Palm Desert. California 92260

Phone(76O)3~7491' FAJ(76O)341-6820

February 28, 2001

Winston H. Hickox
Secretary for

Environmental
Protection
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The Colorado River Basin Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board) is'~citin~~
public on behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) for data and:J!iformation
regarding water quality conditions in surface waters in this Region. The information gathered wili be
used in various assessments of the State's waters including the development of a submission to US

EPA required by the federal Clean Water Act (Section 303(d)). This submission will be developed by
the SWRCB and will provide US EPA with a revised list of waters considered by the State to be
impaired (not attaining water quality standards) after certain required technology based water
quality controls. are in place. It is anticipated that this submission will be provided to US EPA by
April 2002, as required by federal regulations. The submission will be based on information and data
available to the SWRCB and the Regional Water Quality Control Boards. The information gathered in
this solicitation will also contribute to the preparation of the 2002 federal Clean Water Act Section
305(b) Report on Water Quality.

Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal
governmental agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses, possessing information regarding
the quality of the Region's waters may provide information.

We are seeking to obtain all readily available data and assessment information generated since July
1997. All data and information you wish to provide must be received by the Regional Board by 5:00
p.m. on May 15, 200 1. For purposes of this solicitation, information is any documentation
describing the current or anticipated water quality condition of a surface water body. We consider
data to be a subset of information that consists of reports of measurements of specific
environmental characteristics. The data and information may pertain to physical; chemical, and/or
biological conditions of the region's waters or watersheds.

Information provided should conform to the following considerations:

• The name of the entity or person providing the information.

• Mailing address, phone numbers, and email addresses for a contact person that can answer
questions about any of the information provided.

• Two hard, copies and an electronic copy of all information provided. For reports Microsoft Word
is the preferred software. Please specify the software used to format the information and
provide definitions for any codes or abbreviations used.

• Bibliographic citations for all information provided.

• If computer model outputs are included in the information, please provide bibliographic citations
and specify any calibration and quality assurance information available.

California Environmental Protection Agency

o Recycled Paper



Page 2 of 2

Any data provided should conform to the following considerations:

2/28/01

• Data in electronic form, in a spreadsheet, database or ASCII format. Please specify the format
and define any codes or abbreviations used in your database.

• A description of, and reference for your quality assurance procedures.
, . '-"'"

• . M~tadai.i for the field data, i.e.. when measurements where taken, locations, number of
$~@,ple~;;;detection limits, etc .

.... .-.;'.. -«
'~;if~::poss'Wile. two hard copies of the data, so that we can verify that we have accurately
.~ ~:::~f.insfe~d the data to our database.

-: ~g;addi~iGn, for data from citizen volunteer water quality monitoring efforts:;-•• -<r. 'J.
,:......-t;;:::

;;'~j;;'j The1lame of your group;
~ ~ Ind~tion of any training in water quality assessment completed by members of your group.

We would like to receive data and information as soon as possible and no later than May 15, 2001.
Data or information received after May 15, 2001 will not be considered in developing the April
2002 submission to US EPA required by Clean Water Act Section 303(d).

Please send any infqrmation and data you wish to provide to:
Teresa Newkirk
73-720 Fred Waring Drive, Suite 100
Palm Desert, CA 92260
newkt@rb7.swrcb.ca.gov

If you have questions regarding information or data you wish to submit, please contact:
Teresa Newkirk
73- 720 Fred Waring Drive, Suite 100
Palm Desert, CA 92260
newkt@rb7.swrcb.ca.gov
(760) 776-8931

The Regional Boards have been requested to provide recommendations to the SWRCB in Fall 2001
on the condition of Regional waters. The SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards'
recommendations regarding the conditions of the Region's waters when formulating the 303(d)
submission. The State's submission revising the list of impaired waters will be considered by the
SWRCB in a public process to be conducted next winter. OpportunitiAs for review of the proposed
submission and public comment on the submission will be announced at a later date.

California Environmental Protection Agency

o Recycled Paper



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Stefan Lorenzato
. Cole, Keri
2/26/01 10:17AM
Re: 303(d) list

Keri,
See the bold itallics below for answers

>>> Keri Cole 02/26/01 07:59AM »>
Hi Stefan
We have a few more questions re: the listing process.

1. Will there be criteria/guidance established by the Board for verifying accuracy and/or validity of
incoming data/information? No there will not be guidance on verification or validation of data and
information. We are intending to develop considerations that may be used by DWQ when we
assemble the final proposed list. This probably wont be available till April or may.

2. Is there a specific format in which the Board wants the duplicate data/information submitted to them
following the close of the Regions' solicitation period.

We haven 't yet defined formats but we hope to have something put together before the close of
the solicitation. Nancy Richard will be in charge of this portion. For some of the information the
GeoWBS will define the format. But if we get in photos and models we will need to consider how
to accommodate this information. We have some starts on photo libraries, but we will likely need
more defined formats for the meta data that goes with this information.

3. Is there a conference call this Thursday, 3/1? Time & phone number? We are real short on meeting
space around here so the sooner you can let us know, the sooner we can find a place to take the call.

Yes, see my other email
Thanks.

Keri Cole, P.E.
Water Resource Control Engineer
San Diego RWaCS
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124
(858) 467-2798
colek@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov

cc: Richard, Nancy
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PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION·_...· v ,~. ;: {:., ,

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Valley (Regional Board) is soliciting the
public on behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) for data and information
regarding water quality conditions in surface waters in this Region. The infonnation gathered will be
used in various assessments of the State's waters including the development of a submission to US EPA
required by the federal Clean Water Act (Section 303(d)). This submission will be developed by the
SWRCB and will provide US EPA with a revised list of waters considered by the State to be impaired
(not attaining water quality standards) after certain required technology based water quality controls are
in place. It is anticipated that this submission will be provided to US EPA by April 2002, as required by
federal regulations. The submission will be based on information and data available to the'SWRCB and
the Regional Water Quality Control Boards. The information gathered ill this solicitation will also
contribute to the preparation of the 2002 federal Clean Water Act Section 305(b) Report on Water
Quality. Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal '
governmental agencies; non-profit organizations, and businesses, possessing infonnation regarding the
quality of the Region's waters may provide information.

We are seeking to obtain all readily available data and assessment information generated since July
1997. All data and information you wish to provide must be received by the Regional Board by
5:00 pm on May 15, 2001. For purposes of this solicitation, information is any documentation
describing the current or anticipated water quality condition of a surface water body. We consider data to
be a subset of infonnation that consists of reports ofmeasurements of specific environmental
characteristics. The data and information may pertain to physical, chemical, anclJor biological
conditions of the regions waters or watersheds.

State Board has requested that infonnation provided confonn to the following considerations:

G The name ofthe entity or person providing the infonnation.

& Mailing addresses, phonenumbers, and email addresses for a contact person that can answer
questions about any oftbe infonnation provided.

• Two hard copies and an electronic copy of all information provided. For reports Microsoft Word is
the preferred software..Please specify the software used to format the infonnation and provide
definitions for any codes or abbreviations used.

.. Bibliographic citations for all information provided.

Califomia Environmental Protection Agency

~ Recycled Paper

TIle energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption.
For a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcbS
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e If computer model outputs are included in the information, please provide bibliographic citations and
specify any calibration and quality assurance information available.

State Board has requested that any data nrovided conform to the following considerations:

o Data in electronic form, in a spreadsheet, database or ASCII format. Please specify the format and
define any codes orabbreVIations used in your database.

• A description of, and reference fOI your quality assurance procedures.

$ Metadata for the field data, i.e., when measurements where taken, locations, number of samples,
detection limits, etc. '

0) Ifpossible, two hard copies of the data.
CD In addition, fordata from citizen volunteer water quality monitoring efforts:
>- The name of your group;
? ' Indication of any training in water quality assessment completed by members of your group;

We would like ,to receive data and information as soon as possible and no later than May 15~ 200l.
Data or information received after May 15, 2001 willnot be considered in developing the April 2002
submission to US EPA required by Clean Water Act Section 303(d);

The Regional Boards have been requested to provide recommendations to the SWRCBin Fall 2001 on
the condition of Regional waters. The SWRCBwill consider all Regional Boards' recommendations
regarding the conditions of the Region's waters when formulating the 303(d) submission. The State's
submission revising the' list ofimpaired waters will be considered by the SWRCB in a public process to
be conducted next winter. Opportunities for review of the proposed submission and public comment on
the submission will be annoUnced at a later date.

Regional Board staffwill hold workshops to answer questions regarding the 303(d) listing process. In
preparation for those meetings, we are requesting that all questions be sent via e,.mail to
"303dlist(ci),rb5s.swrcb;ca.gov" by March 12,2001. Ifyou do not have internet access, you may call
Gene DaVIS at (916) 255- 3387 to record your question. Staffwill prepare responses to questions and
distribute the responses atthe workshops and on our website. Any information and data (including
electronic versions on CD or floppy disks) you wish to provide can be sent via ground mail to:

Joe Karkoski
303(d) List Update Coordinator
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Central Valley Region
3443 Routier Road, Suite A
Sacramento, CA 95827-3003

Information and data oflessthan 500kB (0~5 MB) in size can also be sent electronically to
303dlist(cl).rb5s.swrcb.ca.gov .



303(d) List Distribution ..,
- .J - 21 February 2001

Central Valley Regional Board Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List Workshops

March 21,2001
12:00 pm - 5:00 pm
Fresno Education Department·
AuditoriUm, Second Floor
Tulare and M Streets
Fresno, California

March 28,2001
10:00 am - 2:00 pm
Employment Development Department
722 Capitol Mall
Sacramento, California

The date and location for a workshop in the Redding area will be identified in the next one to two weeks
on the Central Valley Regional Board web site: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb5/TMDLI .
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Aegion 9 303(d) List Update for April 2002

As you are aware via recent emails,the SWACS has directed the Regional Boards to begin the
process of updating 303(d) list of impaired water bodies. In an attempt to update this list in the
most comprehensive and efficient manner, as well as begin this process immediately, the
following overview and schedule have been developed. Based on the time frame, which is
ultimately constrained by the April 2002 date for SWACB's submittal of the listing revisions to
EPA, the attached schedule is proposed.

Those of us that are new to this process have been informed of the extensive work reqUired and
will need to rely on the previous experience of other staff. However, with a team approach
.combined with that expertise and more resources available, this project should be successful.
Any suggestions and comments on this plan/schedule are welcomed.

Solicitation
The SWACB has defined a 60-day solicitation period to end on May 15, 2001. Therefore, this
period must be opened no later than March 15, 2001. The attached schedule proposes to open
the solicitation period March 6, 2001. Opening will include (1) sending out the solicitation letter
to our existing board meeting and storm water permit mailing lists and any other interested
parties identified, (2) noticing the solicitation in local papers, and (3) noticing on the Aegion 9
website. .



,
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scientifically defensibly. Lack of ambient monitoring data for comparative purposes, may limit
ability to use some of this information.

It is this team's responsibility that the entire office is aware that we are seeking this information
and any applicable studies should be routed to us. Since this information will be available for
other uses in the office (Le. Water Quality Assessment, SWAMP, etc.), this communication and
coordination is essential.,

Those with expertise in current TMDL development will be extremely helpful in evaluating data
and information, particularly with respect to information on similar water bodies and
contaminants.

Recommendations
Upon review of all information and data, the team will make recommendations for list updates,
including additions, delistings, and/or prioritizations. This component will largely be defined by
the information received. Organization and· documentation will be critical during this
process.

Per SWRCS's direction, recommendations for list updates should be provided to the Regional
Boards in either the form of an informational item or adopted as a resolution. SWRCB also
recommends public noticing of these recommendations. Per SWRCS the public comment
period and formal responses to comments are optional.

Upon completion of our draft list update, it will be posted on the website and a public comment
period provided. The schedule also proposes another workshop to discuss the draft and get
public feedback. This mayor may not be necessary and will be reevaluated as this project
progresses.

The schedule proposes to forward the recommendations to the SWRCS following the Regional
Board's October 10, 2001 meeting.

SWRCS Submittal
Upon our submittal to the SWRCS, they will be compiling all information from all regions and
formulating a statewide recommendation. They will conduct a formal public comment/response
period. All regions will be required to assist in addressing comments as needed. Following
their revisions,they will forward the recommended list update to EPA for final
review/revision/approval.

1
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Lisa Brown

Keri Gole ¥-CI

Region 9 303(d) List Update for April 2002

As you are aware via recent emails, the SWRGB has directed the Regional Boards to begin the
process of updating 303(d) list of impaired water bodies. In an attempt to update this list in the
most comprehensive and efficient manner, as well as begin this process immediately, the
following overview and schedule have been developed. Based on the time frame, which is
ultimately constrained by the April 2002 date for SWRGB's submittal of the listing revisions to
EPA, the attached schedule is proposed.

Those of us that are new to this process have been informed of the extensive work required and
will need to rely on the previous experience of other staff. However, with a team approach
combined with that expertise and more resources available, this project should be successful.
Any suggestions and comments on this plan/schedule are welcomed. .

Solicitation
The SWRGB has defined a 60-day solicitation period to end on May 15, 2001. Therefore, this
period must be opened no later than March 15, 2001. The attached schedule proposes to open
the solicitation period March 6, 2001. Opening will include (1) sending out the solicitation letter
to our existing board meeting and storm water permit mailing lists and any other interested
parties identified, (2) noticing the solicitation in local papers, and (3) noticing on the Region 9
website.

As suggested by Region 3, establishment of a 303(d) list page on our website, complete with an
email address may be useful for this process. Jeff Howard's assistance will be requested to set
this up for our Region. This will hopefully, centralize all incoming requests, questions and
disseminated regarding this process, as well as decrease phone inquires.

An informational workshop, also suggested by other regions to further educate the public on the
listing process, is also proposed for our Region. A tentative April 3, 2001 date is proposed.
This workshop will include a brief presentation by our team on the process, however the focus
will be on the question and answer by the attendees. Questions and answers during the
workshop can subsequently be posted on the web page as FAQs for others' reference.

Evaluation
SWRGB has limited the data. set to include information/data collected between July 1997 and
May 15, 2001. Evaluation of data should begin as soon as possible. In addition to submitted
data from the public and/or outside agencies, staff should identify and consider any in-house
data (Le. NPDES monitoring data, studies, etc.) which could support updating the list. It is
important to note however, all recommendations for list updates should be supported and



scientifically defensibly. Lack of ambient monitoring data for comparative purposes, may limit
ability to use some of this information.

It is this team's responsibility that the entire office is aware that we are seeking this information
and any applicable studies should be routed to us. Since this information will be available for
other uses in the office (i.e. Water Quality Assessment, SWAMP, etc.), this communication and
coordination is essential.

Those with expertise in current TMDL development will be extremely helpful in evaluating data
and information, particularly with respect to information on similar water bodies and
contaminants.

Recommendations
Upon review of all information and data, the team will make recommendations for list updates,
including additions, delistings, and/or prioritizations. This component will largely be defined by
the information received. Organization and documentation will be critical during this
process.

Per SWRCB's direction, recommendations for list updates should be provided to the Regional
Boards in either the form of an informational item or adopted as a resolution. SWRGB also
recommends public noticing of these recommendations. Per SWRGB the public comment
period and formal responses to comments are optional.

Upon completion of our draft list update, it will be posted on the website and a public comment
period provided. The schedule also proposes another workshop to discuss the draft and get
public feedback. This mayor may not be necessary and will be reevaluated as this project
progresses.

The schedule proposes to forward the recommendations to the SWRGS following the Regional
Board's October 10, 2001 meeting.

SWRGS Submittal
Upon our submittal to the SWRGS, they will be compiling all information from all regions and
formulating a statewide recommendation. They will conduct a formal public commenVresponse
period. All regions will be required to assist in addressing comments as needed. Following
their revisions, they will forward the recommended list update to EPA for final
review/revision/approval.
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DATE:
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February 22, 2001

Deborah Jayne
Linda Pardy
Alan Monji
Lisa Brown

Keri Gole ¥C1
RE: Region 9 303(d) List Update for April 2002

As you are aware via recent emails, the SWRGB has directed the Regional Boards to begin the
process of updating 303(d) list of impaired water bodies. In an attempt to update this list in the
most comprehensive and efficient manner, as well as begin this process immediately, the
following overview and schedule have been developed. Based on the time frame, which is
ultimately constrained by the April 2002 date for SWRGB's submittal of the listing revisions to
EPA, the attached schedule is proposed.

Those of us that are new to this process have been informed of the extensive work required and
will need to rely on the previous experience of other staff. However, with a team approach
combined with that expertise and more resources available, this project should be successful.
Any suggestions and comments on this plan/schedule are welcomed.

Solicitation
The SWRGB has defined a 60-day solicitation period to end on May 15, 2001. Therefore, this
period must be opened no later than March 15, 2001. The attached schedule proposes to open
the solicitation period March 6, 2001. Opening will include (1) sending out the solicitation letter
to our existing board meeting and storm water permit mailing lists and any other interested
parties identified, (2) noticing the solicitation in local papers, and (3) noticing on the Region 9
website.

As suggested by Region 3, establishment of a 303(d) list page on our website, complete with an
email address may be useful for this process. Jeff Howard's assistance will be requested to set
this up for our Region. This will hopefully, centralize all incoming requests, questions and ~A ~.
disseminated regarding this process, as well as decrease phone inquires.· ,~~V'he,C~\j .'is7~

An informational workshop, also suggested by other regions to fuate the public on the ~... d
listing process, is also proposed for our Region. A tentative prj! , 2001 }date is proposed. ~N~i $fl'
This workshop will include a brief presentation by our team on e process[however the focus vt· 7
will be on the question and answer by the attendees. Questions and answers during the 11 .: t.qi;,
workshop can subsequently be posted on the web page as FAQs for others' reference. ~i"tr

Evaluation
SWRGB has limited the data set to include information/data collected between July 1997 and
May 15, 2001. Evaluation of data should begin as soon as possible. In addition to submitted
data from the public and/or outside agencies, staff should identify and consider any in-house
data (i.e. NPDES monitoring data, studies, etc.) which could support updating the list. It is
important ·to note however, all recommendations for list updates should be supported and
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scientifically defensibly. Lack of ambient monitoring data for comparative purposes, may limit
ability to use some of this information..

It is this team's responsibility that the entire office is aware that we are seeking this information
and any applicable studies should be routed to us. Since this information will be available for
other uses in the office (i.e. Water Quality Assessment, SWAMP, etc.), this communication and
coordination is essential.

Those with expertise in current TMDL development will be extremely helpful in evaluating data
and information, particularly with respect to information on similar water bodies and
contaminants.

Recommendations
Upon review of all information and data, the team will make recommendations for list updates,
including additions, delistings, and/or prioritizations. This component will largely be defined by
the information received. Organization and documentation will be critical during this
process.

Per SWRGS's direction, recommendations for list updates should be provided to the Regional
Soards in either the form of an informational item or adopted as a resolution. SWRGS also
recommends pUblic noticing of these recommendations. Per SWRGS the public comment
period and formal responses to comments are optional. .

Upon completion of our draft list update, it will be posted on the website and a public comment
period provided. The schedule also proposes another workshop to discuss the draft and get
public feedback. This mayor may not be necessary and will be reevaluated as this project
progresses.

The schedule proposes to forward the recommendations to the SWRGS following the Regional
Board's October 10, 2001 meeting.

SWRGS Submittal
Upon our submittal to the SWRGS, they will be compiling all information from all regions and
formulating a statewide recommendation. They will conduct a formal public comment/response
period. All regions will be required to assist in addressing comments as needed. Following
their revisions,they will forward the recommended list update to EPA for final
review/revision/approval.
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34 13 Adopl resolution ot recommendalions Wed 10110101 Wed 10110101

.~'i '. 13 Forward recommendations 10 SWAGS Man 10115101 Man 10115101

I
SWRGS Submittal to EPA Wed 10117/01 Mon 4/1/02.. ..-,.

37 @3 Formulate Statewide recommendation Wed 10117101 Fri 11130101

38 !3 ConduCI public review/comment Man 1213101 Fri 2/1102

39 l3 Conduct public wollcshops Wed 112102 Fri 2/1102

40 £3 Revise recommendations Man 2/4102 Fri 3/1102

41 l3 Adopt Updated lisl Fri 3/1102 Fri 3/1102

42 £3 Submltlal To EPA Mon 4/1102 Man 4/1102

Page 1 013 Fri 2/23101

.. ,.
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Central Valley Region

Robert Schneider, Chair

21 February 2001

TO: Interested Parties

Winston H. Hickox
Secretary for

Environmental
Protection

PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Valley (Regional Board) is soliciting the
public on behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) for data and information
regarding water quality conditions in surface waters in this Region. The information gathered will be
used in various assessments of the State's waters including the development ofa submission to US EPA
required by the federal Clean Water Act (Section 303(d)). This submission will be developed by the
SWRCB and will provide US'EPA with a revised list of waters considered by the State to be impaired
(not attaining water quality standards) after certain required technology based water quality controls are
in place. It is anticipated that this submission will be provided to US EPA by April 2002, as required by
federal regulations. The submission will be based on information and data available to the SWRCB and
the Regional Water Quality Control Boards.' The information gathered in this solicitation will also

contribute to the preparation of the 2002 federal Clean Water Act Section 305(b) Report on Water
Quality. Anyone, including but not 'limited to, private citizens, public agencies, state and federal
governmental agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses, possessing information regarding the
quality of the Region's waters may provide information.

We are seeking to obtain all readily available data and assessment information generated since July
1997. All data and information you wish to provide must be received by the Regional Board by
5:00 pm on May 15, 2001. For purposes of this solicitation, information is any documentation
describing the current or anticipated water quality condition of a surface water body. We consider data to
be a subset of information that consists of reports of measurements of specific environmental
characteristics. The data and information may pertain to physical, chemical, and/or biological
conditions of the regions waters or watersheds.

State Board has requested that infonnation provided confonn to the following considerations:

• The name of the entity or person providing the information.

• Mailing addresses, phone numbers, and email addresses for a contact person that can answer
questions about any of the information provided.

• Two hard copies and an electronic copy of all information provided. For reports Microsoft Word is
the preferred software. Please specify the software used to format the information and provide
definitions for any codes or abbreviations used.

• Bibliographic citations for all information provided.

California Environmental Protection Agency

o Recycled Paper

The energy challenge facing California is reaL Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption.
For a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb5



303(d) List Distribution - 2- 21 February 2001

r

• If computer model outputs are included in the information, please provide bibliographic citations and
specify any calibration and quality assurance information available.

State Board has requested that any data provided conform to the following considerations:

• Data in electronic fonh,"in a spreadsheet, database or ASCn format. Please specify the format and
define any codes or abbreviations u~ed in your database.

. .~"

• Ad~scription of, and referenct for your quality assurance procedures.
• Metadata for the field data" i.e.; when measurements where taken, locations, number ofsamples,

detection limits, etc.

• Ifpossible, two hard copies'of the data.

• In addition, for data from citizen volunteer water quality monitoring efforts:
~ The name of your group; ,
~ ' Indication of any traiIiing in water quality assessment completed by members of your group;

We would.Iiketo receive data and information as soon as possible and no later than May 15, 2001.
Data or information received after May 15, 2001 will not be considered in developing the April 2002
submission to US EPA required by Clean Water Act Section 303(d).

The Regional Boards have been requested to provide recommendations to the SWRCB in Fa112001 on

the condition ofRegional waters. The SWRCB will consider all Regional Boards' recommendations
regarding the conditions of the Region's waters when formulating the 303(d) submission. The State's
submission revising the list of impaired waters will be considered by the SWRCB in a public process to
be conducted next winter. Opportunities for review of the pr()posed submission and public commellt on
the submission will be announced at a later date.

Regional Board staff will hold workshops to answer questions regarding the 303(d) listing process. In
preparation for those meetings, we are requesting that all questions be sent via e-mail to
"303dlist@rb5s.swrcb.ca.gov" by March 12,2001. Ifyou do not have internet access, you may call
Gene Davis at (916) 255-,3387 to record your question. Staff will prepare responses to questions and
distribute the responses at the workshops and on our website. Any information and data (including
electronic versions on CD or floppy disks) you wish to provide can be sent via ground mail to:

Joe Karkoski
303(d) List Update Coordinator
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Central Valley Region '
3443 Routier Road, Suite A
Sacramento, CA 95827-3003

Information and data ofless than 500kB (0.5 MB) in size can also be sent electronically to
303dlist@rb5s.swrcb.ca.gov .
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Central Valley Regional Board Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List Workshops

March 21,2001
12:00 pm - 5:00 pm
Fresno Education Department
Auditorium, Second Floor
Tulare and M Streets
Fresno, California

March 28,2001
10:00 am - 2:00 pm
Employment Development Department
722 Capitol Mall
Sacramento, California

';

The date and location for a workshop in the Redding area will be identified in the next one to two weeks
on the Central Valley Regional Board web site: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb5/TMDL/ .



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Stefan Lorenzato
Brunetti, Kathy
2/20/01 12:41 PM
soliciting info for 303(d) listing

Kathy,
As you know we will need to submit a proposed revision to the 303(d) lit to US EPA in April 2002. In order
to allow time to review information and provide for public comments we are starting the information
gathering now. Attached are a memo from Stan to the Regions and a sample notice that we provided to
them recently. We are asking the regions to solicit information on behalf of the SWRCB.

I want to get you plugged in early to this effort. All the info should go to the appropriate regions. So if you
or the folks you are working with have relevant information you should plan on providing it to the regions.

Let me know if you have questions about this.

Stefan Lorenzato
TMDL Coordinator
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 944213
Sacramento, CA 94244-2130
ph: 916/341-5525
fax: 916/341-5463
fax: 916-657-2388 Calnet 8-437-2388
email: lores@dwq.swrcb.ca.gov

cc: Becker, Melinda; Bishop, Jonathan; Curtis, Chuck; Grober, Les; Gwynne, Bruce;
Jayne, Deborah; Karkoski, Joe; Leland, David; Levy, Michael; McClure, Daniel; Monji, Alan; Mumley,
Thomas; Heid, Mike; Smythe, Hope; Unsicker, Judith



,.

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Kathy Brunetti <brunetti @empm.cdpr.ca.gov>
Mike Reid <reidm@dwq.swrcb.ca.gov>, Walt Shannon <shanw@dwq.swrcb.ca.gov>
2/20/01 11 :12AM
Re: Fwd: Annual meeting. with DPR to prioritize monitoring projects

>Mike,
>Can I assume that "monitoring" can be defined rather broadly and
>that the funds to which you refer are the same as those the
>Pesticide TMDL Workgroup has been trying to reach consensus on?

I think it might help to clarify things a bit if I provide a little
background about the meeting. A few years ago, both DPR and the
SWRCB got BCPs that included funds for water quality monitoring. The
original DPR SCP stated that DPR would contract with the SWRCS to do
the monitoring. However, after several meetings of SWRCS, RWaCS, and
DPR management, it was agreed that, as the SWRCS had also received
its own monitoring funds, it would be more useful if DPR administered
the DPR funds directly. As a result of the meetings, management of
DPR, the SWRCS, and the RWaCSs agreed that DPR would consult with the
boards about monitoring needs and would give highest priority to
those monitoring projects that furthered the development and
implementation of TMDLs involving currently registered pesticides.
The goal was to assist in developing already identified TMDLs, not to
identify candidates for 303 (d) listing. The managers decided that
an annual meeting with the SWRCB and RWQCBs, with smaller follow-up
meetings if necessary, would be the venue for determining TMDL
monitoring priorities. Final funding decisions are not made at the

.meetings; DPR uses the consensus from the meeting, as well as DPRls

. own assessment of monitoring needs to develop and fund projects.
Information about which projects have .been funded and the results of
the projects is shared with the boards.

Since DPR must consider monitoring needs on a statewide basis, it is
really helpful to us when we can find monitoring projects that meet
the needs of several boards.. The work that Sill Johnson and his
urban TMDL group are doing is a great example where several boards
are reaching consensus on needs. DPR is also very interested in
monitoring projects that will further TMDL development in agriculture
and other settings such as forestry. We'd like to encourage boards
with interests in those areas to let us know what their monitoring
needs are. If we can help to facilitate discussions among boards
with similar needs in the ago or other sectors, let us know.

• ******.*.
Kathy Brunetti, Management Agency Agreement Coordinator
Department of Pesticide Regulation
......Address Change......
1001 I Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
P.O. Sox 4015, Sacramento 95812-4015
voice (916) 324-4100, FAX (916) 324-4088
<brunetti@empm.cdpr.ca.gov>
**********

FLEX YOUR POWER! The energy challenge facing Californiais real.
Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy
consumption. For a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut
your energy costs, see our Web site at <www.cdpr.ca.gov>.



From:
To:
Karkoski, Joe;
Date:
Subject:

Judith Unsicker
Becker, Melinda; Bishop, Jonathan; Curtis, Chuck; Gwynne, Bruce; Jayne, Deborah;

Leland, David; McClure, Daniel; Monji, Alan; Mumley, Thomas; Smythe, Hope
2/15/01 8:22AM
Re: Fwd: 303 Solicitation

. )

I second the motion for a conference call. My reaction to the "example" letter is that the requirements for
electronic data and QNQC information, etc. are likely to discourage most people who receive the
solicitation (including John Q. Public) from responding. If the solicitation is really directed toward other
agencies, consultants, and university researchers, why don't we say so up front, and tell the rest of the
public that "qualitative" information (on taste/odor problems, "ugly" algae blooms, etc.) is acceptable but
may not receive the same weight in our recommendations for changes in the list?

>>> Joe Karkoski 02/15/01 08:02AM >>>
Stefan,
Could we have a quick conference call on this? Overall I think the solicitation letter and description of the
process is fine, but I need clarification of a couple of key issues:

1) Did you want to give the public 90 days to provide information? Before, we had talked about 60 days.
90 days may put back our submittal to you even further.

2) Wouldn't it be O.k. for people to submit information/data after the solicitation period if that information
only becomes available after May 15? After the text in bold, I would suggest adding: "Data and
information submitted after May 15, 2001, may be considered if that data or information was not available
prior to May 15, 2001."

3) In the 3rd paragraph, the sentence beginning "For purposes of this solicitation... " implies that the only
data or information we are interested in is that which shows impairment. We are also interested in
data/information that might support delisting a waterbody/pollutant combination or might suggest beneficial
uses for an unlisted water body are supported. I would suggest rewording the sentence to: "For purposes
of this solicitation, information is any documentation describing the current or anticipated water quality
condition of a surface water body."

The other idea I would like to discuss is the following:
Rather than have people inundate us with phone calls, I would like to have them send questions via e-mail
to a 303(d) list address - e.g. 303dlist@rb5s.swrcb.ca.gov. We would then compile the questions
regarding the solicitation and 303(d) process and prepare a "Frequently Asked Questions" paper. In
mid-March we would conduct a number of work shops and provide answers to those questions and any
others that come up in the workshop.

I will probably come up with other things, but those were the issues that immediately came to mind.

»> Stefan Lorenzato 02/14/01 03:58PM »>
Our so.licitation example and the transmittal memo. This went to EOs and AEOs today by email, hard
copy to follow. Per management instructions we will be informing the PAG in a day or two.

Stefan

cc: Ali, Syed; Barksdale, Pamela; Beaulaurier, Diane; Bruns, Jerry; Frantz, Greg;
Grober, Les; Heiman, Dennis; Kassel, Jim; Levy, Michael; Lorenzato, Stefan; Morris, Patrick; Rao,
Linda; Richard, Nancy; Westcot, Dennis; Wilson, Craig J.; Yee, Betty



From: Joe Karkoski
) To: Alan Monji; Bruce Gwynne; Chuck Curtis; Daniel McClure; David Leland; Deborah

Jayne; Hope Smythe; Jonathan Bishop; Judith Unsicker; Les Grober; Melinda Becker; Thomas
Mumley
Date: 2/15/01 8:02AM
Subject: Re: Fwd: 303 Solicitation

Stefan,
Could we have a quick conference calion this? Overall I think the solicitation letter and description of the
process is fine, but I need clarification of a couple of key issues:

1) Did you want to give the public 90 days to provide information? Before, we had talked about 60 days.
90 days may put back our submittal to you even further.

2) Wouldn't it be o.k. for people to submit information/data after the solicitation period if that information
only becomes available after May 15? After the text in bold, I would suggest adding: "Data and
information submitted after May 15, 2001, may be considered if that data or information was not available
prior to May 15, 2001."

3) In the 3rd paragraph, the sentence beginning "For purposes of this solicitation ... " implies that the only
data or information we are interested in is that which shows impairment. We are also interested in
data/information that might support delisting a waterbody/pollutant combination or might suggest beneficial
uses for an unlisted water body are supported. I would suggest rewording the sentence to: "For purposes
of this solicitation, information is any documentation describing the current or anticipated water quality
condition of a surface water body."

The other idea I would like to discuss is the following:
Rather than have people inundate us with phone calls, I would like to have them send questions via e-mail
to a 303(d) list address - e.g. 303dlist@rb5s.swrcb.ca.gov. We would then compile the questions
regarding the solicitation and 303(d) process and prepare a "Frequently Asked Questions" paper. In
mid-March we would conduct a number of work shops and provide answers to those questions and any
others that come up in the workshop.

I will probably come up with other things, but those were the issues that immediately came to mind.

>>> Stefan Lorenzato 02/14/01 03:58PM »>
Our solicitation example and the transmittal memo. This went to EOs and AEOs today by email, hard
copy to follow. Per management instructions we will be informing the PAG in a day or two.

Stefan

cc: Betty Yee; Craig J. Wilson; Dennis Heiman; Dennis Westcot; Diane Beaulaurier;
Greg Frantz; Jerry Bruns; Jim Kassel; Les Grober; Linda Rao; Michael Levy; Nancy Richard; Pamela
Barksdale; Patrick Morris; Stefan Lorenzato; Syed Ali



Gray Davis
Governor

All Regional Board Executive Officers

State ~"{1ater Resources ContI : Board
Division of Water Quality

10011 Street· Sacramento, California 95814' (916) 341-5455
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 944213' Sacramento. California' 94244-21~

FAX (916) 341-5463 (I/VI':; Z:-~ oj

Wt.-f-~ ~J-~r-~ '"'I '/i-M/~,j-i2:/...,..­
I. f:J u;.j1~

2-'~~~h

~ A f loI. .. A""",ll '0-.. ··-

k t VV'l '''-'-'n ' ..,., .... ):,. e'''". .. < _ rrl ,,*"-_~,_J

'~ . ~, ::;~;~
S an Martinson, Chie J \ E£> ((p~ ~ ("2 e , ;,:::

DIVISION OF WATE QUALITY. ,I' .t:,~1.'f;:::'?~~
-rr;......~~ J> ::;:' ..-.:.~

FEB 14 2001 ./!~ .iff ¥o;
SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITYINF~

TO:

DATE:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

Winston H. Hickox
SecretolJJ.!or

Environmental
Prplection

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) needs to begin the process of evaluating the
condition of the State's waters to begin preparing the April 2002 submission to USEPA
(the revised 303(d) list). We need the assistance of the Regional Boards in two areas. First, we
would like each Regional Board to conduct a public solicitation, on behalf of the SWRCB, of
information describing the condition of each Region's Waters. Second, we would like each
Regional Board to evaluate the information provided by the public and any information they
have at their disposal that has been generated since July of 1997. We would like the Regions to
convey their conclusions regarding these evaluations, and about the ability for their waters to
attain standards, in the form of a recOlmnendation to the SWRCB as to whether and in what
respects the 1998-303 (d) list should be modified for the 2002 submission.. ' ,

In order to talce advantage of the significant local contact between Regional Board staff and
various parties, I am requesting that each Regional Board conduct a public solicitation of water
quality information on behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board. This solicitation
should be initiated as soon as possible. We would like to provide at least 60 days for response to
the notice of the solicitation. We need the solicitation to close on May 15,2001. To assist you
in undertaking this effort, I have enclosed an example solicitation letter. The announcement of
the solicitation should be posted in newspapers of general circulation, on each Region's Web
page and provided to interested parties lists that you maintain.

~ -, i~l'S'l~(~~ r1f
D· IJ\,~ J~ '/-0 ~ fI~
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California Environmental Protection Agency

o Recycled Paper



All Regional Board Executive Officers - 2 - FEB 14 2001

Each region should identify a staff contact to receive and catalog infonnation as it comes in. We
also intend to circulate a notice statewide that refers people to the Regional Boards, if they want
to contribute available data and infonnation. We will need the names ofRegional Board staff
contacts to include in the statewide notice. Please forward these names as soon as possible to
Nancy Richard (916/341-5546, RICHN(@dwg.swrcb.ca.gov). Our intent is to have all infonnation
provided to the Regional Boards and then forwarded to the SWRCB. Accordingly, the example
notice requests two copies of any infonnation as well as electronic versions; One copy would be
forwarded to the SWRCB while the other would stay with the Region. We would like copies of
all solicited infonnation forwarded to the SWRCB in one package after the close of the
solicitation period and after all the submittals are noted and cataloged. Evaluations and

recommendations can be forwarded to the SWRCB separately and at a later date.

If you have any questions regarding this request please contact Stefan Lorenzato,
(916/341-5525, lores@dwg.sWrcb.ca.gov) in the Division ofWater Quality.

Attachment

cc: Edward C. Anton
Acting Executive Director

Tom Howard

Deputy Director

John Norton
Office of Statewide Initiatives

Assistant Executive Officers

California Environmental Protection Agency

~ Recycled Paper



EXAMPLE

PUBLIC SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION

The <Name> R~gional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board) is soliciting the public on behalf of the
State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) for data and information regarding water quality conditions
in surface waters in this Region. The information gathered will be used in various assessments of the State's
waters including the development of a submission to US EPA required by the federal Clean Water Act
(Section 303(d)). This submission will be developed by the SWRCB and will provide US EPA with a revised
list of waters considered by the State to be impaired (not attaining water quality standards) after certain
required technology based water quality controls are in place. It is anticipated that this submission will be
provided to US EPA by April 2002, as required by federal regulations. The submission will be based on
information and data available to the SWRCB and the Regional Water Quality Control Boards as of the close
of this solicitation period. The information gathered in this solicitation will also contribute to the preparation of
the 2002 federal Clean Water Act Section 305(b) Report on Water Quality.

Anyone, including but not limited to, private citizens, pUblic agencies, state and federal governmental
agencies, non-profit organizations, and businesses, possessing information regarding the quality of the
Region's waters may provide information.

We are seeking to obtain all readily available data and assessment information generated since JUly 1997.
All data and information you wish to provide must be delivered to the Regional Board by the close of
business May 15,2001. For purposes of this solicitation, information is any documentation that a water
quality impairment is likely to be occurring or will occur under anticipated conditions. We consider data to be
a subset of information that consists of reports of measurements of specific environmental c;haracteristics.
The data and information may pertain to physical, chemical, and/or biological conditions of the regions
waters or watersheds.

Information provided should conform to the following considerations:

• The name of the entity or person providing the information.

• Mailing address, phone numbers, and email addresses for a contact person that can answer questions
about any of the information provided.

• Two hard copies and an electronic copy of all information provided. For reports Microsoft Word is the
preferred software. Please specify the software used to format the information and provide definitions for
any codes or abbreviations used.

D Bibliographic citations for all information provided.

D If computer model outputs are included in the information, please provide bibliographic citations and
specify any calibration and quality assurance information available.

Any data provided should conform to the following considerations:

• Data in electronic form, in a spreadsheet, database or ASCII format. Please specify the format and
define any codes or abbreviations used in your database.



Addressee - 2 - Date

· .

• A description· of, and reference for your quality assurance procedures.

• Metadata for the field data, Le., when measurements where taken, locations, number of samples,
detection limits, etc.

t) If possible, two hard copies of the data, so that wecari verify that we have accurately transferred the
data to our database.

• In addition, for data from citizen volunteer water quality monitoring efforts:

:;;. The name of your group;
..,. Indication of any training in water quality assessment completed by members of your group;

We would like to receive data and information as soon as possible and no later than May 15, 2001. Data
received after May 15, 2001 will not be considered in developing the April 2002 submission to US EPA
required by Clean Water Act Section 303(d).

Please send any information and data you wish to provide to:
< name of RB staff person>
< mailing address>
< email/web address>

If you have questions regarding information or data you wish to sUbmit, please contact
<name of RB staff person>
<mailing address>
<email address>

<phone>

,
'\

The Regional Boards have been re uested to provide recommendations to the SWRCB in Fall 2001 0 the
con I 10 0 e jonal waters. The SWR WI consl er a eglona oards' recommendations regarding
t e conditions of the Region's waters when formulating the 303(d) submission. The State's submission .
revising the list of impaired waters will be considered by the SWRCB in a pUblic process to be conducted
next winter. Opportunities for review of the proposed submission and public comment on the submission will
be announced at a later date. .

*~.tH> If.... 'J~ r ~~ ft.-/S m; 2fJq! JlI
~



""., """,.,.."., ,,,,,',.,,,,,,,,,,, ""'''''''''''''''''''''''''''' ,,,.1,,,,,,.,,,,,.,, """'P13:""8"'1'·'.•. 1
"""",."""".""" .. "'''''''''''_'''''''''''''' ''''''''''''''''''-''''''''''''''''''''".""""",.,,, ,."",."""g" •.... " .'

From: Stefan Lorenzato
To: Ali, Syed; Becker, Melinda; Bishop, Jonathan; Curtis, Chuck; Grober, Les; Gwynne,
Bruce; Jayne, Deborah; Karkoski, Joe; Leland, David; Levy, Michael; McClure, Daniel; Monji, Alan;
Mumley, Thomas; Rofer-Wise, Cindy; Smythe, Hope; Unsicker, Judith
Date: 2/7/01 10:43AM
Subject: MCC and TMDL work

Hi all.
A quick update. At MCC they told us to go ahead with the solicitation asap. We are penning a memo to
you folks with a sample solicitation letter today. I hope to have it on the wire to you tomorrow, but I need
to check with several folks here before I get it out.

Also, they told us to develop master contracts for next year. There is a lot of discussion about how to
manage increases in federal dollars and how to streamline contracting to avoid some of the Beach money
log jam that will hit during the Prop 1310g jam, monitoring log jam, TMDL log jam, stormwater log jam......
You get the picture. I haven't yet identified who will lead the master contract efforts here, but we will need
to be plugged into regional folks. It would be helpful to have one contact in each region to work on this
with us. I assume we will develop at least two contracts, one with univeristy systems-( we can get to UC,
CSU and private univeristies all in the same contract) and one for a commercial consulting firm or
consortium. The private sector contract will take longer to put in place due to public contracting law. We
may also develop some interagency contracts, but I am not clear what these would be at this point. The
master contracts would run for 5 year unless there is some limitation that forces us into a shorter term
contract.

This has some repercussions for workplanning for next year. First, you will need to think about pieces of
your efforts that could be switched to contracts. Second we may need to have you articulate technical
advisory work for the master contracts (defining task orders, reviewing products). We can talk about this
more in the near future.

Joe left me a message that he would like to try to have us come to more of a consensus on issues that
EPA needs to discuss before we all get on the phone with Dave. I am tending to agree at this point. I
believe we need to articulate the California approach as a group. Previously, management has deferred
to EPA when EPA had all or most of the money in the process. Now that the State has a bunch of money
in as well, we need to be sure we are achieving state goals as well as federal goals. I continue to believe
that the California approach is one that strives to work on a watershed scale and manage the TMDL
development process using a high degree of stakeholder input. This is not what Dave wants or believes is
the proper 'Product" for TMDL money. I don't have the time or energy to continue to voice my perception
of the California approach if you folks are not in agreement. So I need a process check. As I mentioned
on the phone call regarding workplans, I do not believe that we have the same short term products for all
regions. I think we are much closer in terms of long term products. I need to know from you folks whether
you agree. I have the sense that I am doing pretty well in articulating your opinions (e.g. several folks said
they agreed with my email on the competitive fed grants), but I still feel the need to confirm.

Upshot of all this is that I would like to try to schedule weekly conference calls among us for the next 6
weeks. These would be 1 hr long and serve to touch base on pressing topics, schedule more talks, etc.
Please send me 2 or 3 times that you could make a call each of the next six weeks. Thursdays at 10AM
or 2 PM are best for me.

Please also give me aname of aperson in your region to serve as the contact for developing master
contracts.

Stefan

cc: Kassel, Jim; Levy, Michael
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Secretary for
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TO:

FROM:

DATE:

State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Water Quality

1001 I Street· Sacramento. California 95814· (916) 341-5455
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 944213 • Sacramento. California· 94244-2130

FAX (916) 341-5463

All Regional Board Executive Officers

Stan Martinson, Chief
DIVISION OF WATER QUALITY

Gray Davis
Governor

SUBJECT: SOLICITATION OF WATER QUALITY INFORMATION

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) needs to begin the process of evaluating the
condition of the State's waters to begin preparing the April 2002 submission to USEPA
(the revised 303(d) list). We need the assistance of the Regional Boards in two areas. First, we
would like each Regional Board to conduct a public solicitation, on behalf of the SWRCB, of
information describing the condition of each Region's Waters. Second, we would like each
Regional Board to evaluate the information provided by the public and any information they
have at their disposal that has been generated since July of 1997. We would like the Regions to
convey their conclusions regarding these evaluations, and about the ability for their waters to
attain standards, in the form of a recommendation to the SWRCB as to whether and in what

.respects the 1998-303 (d) list should be modified for the 2002 submission.

In order to take advantage of the significant local contact between Regional Board staff and
various parties, I am requesting that each Regional Board conduct a public solicitation of water
quality information on behalf of the State Water Resources Control Board. This solicitation
should be initiated as soon as possible. We would like to provide at least 60 days for response to
the notice of the solicitation. We need the solicitation to close on May 15,2001. To assist you
in undertaking this effort, I have enclosed an example solicitation letter. The announcement of
the solicitation should be posted in newspapers of general circulation, on each Region's Web
page and provided to interested parties lists that you maintain.

California Environmental Protection Agency
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All Regional Board Executive Officers - 2 -

Each region should identify a staff contact to receive and catalog information as it comes in. We
also intend to circulate a notice statewide that refers people to the Regional Boards, if they want
to contribute available data and information. We will need the names of Regional Board staff
contacts to include in the statewide notice. Please forward these names as soon as possible to
Nancy Richard (916/341-5546, RICHN@dwg.swrcb.ca.gov). Our intent is to have all information
providedto the Regional Boards and then forwarded to the SWRCB. Accordingly, the example
notice requests two copies of any information as well as electronic .versions. One copy would be
forwarded to the SWRCB while the other would stay with the Region. We would like copies of
all solicited information forwarded to the SWRCB in one package after the close of the
solicitation period and after all the submittals are noted and cataloged. Evaluations and
recommendations can be forwarded to the SWRCB separately and at a later date.

If you have any questions regarding this request please contact Stefan Lorenzato,
(916/341-5525, lores@dwq.swrcb.ca.gov) in the Division of Water Quality.

Attachment

cc: Edward C. Anton
Acting Executive Director

Tom Howard
Deputy Director

John Norton
Office of Statewide Initiatives

Assistant Executive Officers

bcc: Stefan Lorenzato

S.Lorenzato:Csmithlklh
2/13/01; 2114/01
Desktop:WQStaff;Slorenzto:MemoSolic

California Environmental Protection Agency
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Thank,
this will help.

Stefan Lorenzato
Dominic Gregorio
2/7/01 1:08PM
Re: 303d listing criteria, Citizen Monitors

>>> Dominic Gregorio 02/07/01 12:06PM »>.
Stefan:
The following is an excerpt (in red) from an email I sent Joe Karkoski when we were working on listing
criteria last summer. It relates to criteria for citizen monitoring data. Will this be of use to you in developing
your blanket criteria for the regions?
Dominic Gregorio

Solicitation should specifically request information from citizen monitoring groups that meet any of the
following criteria:

a) The group's leader(s) have been certified as completing a training course offered by the State Water
Resources Control Board;

b) for fresh water benthic macroinvertebrate data, the group leader(s) have completed the Sustainable
Lands Stewardship Institute's training program for the California Stream Bioassessment Training
Procedure;

c) The group operates under a quality assurance project plan that has been approved by either the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, the State Water Resources Control Board, or the Regional Water
Quality Control Board;

d) The group's data and procedures has been reviewed and considered consistent with the preceding
criteria by either the State or Regional Board staff.

All citizen monitoring data solicited and accepted must then still meet the same minimum quality
requirements as any other data (e.g., agency, academic, etc.) considered under the solicitation.



t~9,~~li~(~R.e: Impaired Waters List (CWA Section 303(d))
----~~---------================~

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

John Robertus
Harold Singer: Tom Howard
Tue, Jan 23, 2001 12:58 PM
Re: Impaired Waters List (CWA Section 303(d))

Harold and Tom, I agree with Harold. The MCC forum is a good one to plan actions and try to
"normalize" our process/results, One example is for listing swimming beaches. The AB411 monitoring is
producing data on beach bacteria levels and on closures. The coastal regions may meet with great
resistance to list one of these beaches based on this data, but lots of interested parties are eager to do
just that. How many days in the year does a beach need to be closed to be "impaired"? Some NGOS see
the listing of a water as a "win" for them so they can stop the pollution, while dischargers are prepared to
take us to court if we list tile same water.

Our last round to list 303d impaired waters was a real dog fight. We should have an open discussion to
build on the proposed plan. Where is EPA on their instructions for us? Will the new administration do a
right-face? I look forward to a dialogue. JHR
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Linda Pardy
Tom Howard
1/23/01 2:11 PM
Guidance for update of the Clean Water Act, Section 303(d) Impaired Waters List

Tom Howard, Acting Deputy Director,

Please find attached a word file with our comments on subject guidance. Thank you very much for
seeking our input.

- Linda Pardy

><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><>
Linda Pardy, Environmental Specialist
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd, Suite A
San Diego, CA 92124·1324
(858) 627·3932, fax (858) 571-6972
calnet 8-734-3932
email <PARDL@RB9.SWRCB.CAGOV>
Internet Address <www.swrcb.ca.gov/-rwqcb9>
Primary Office Phone Number (858) 467-2952
><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> »>: ><> »>:

cc: David Barker; Deborah Jayne; Joe Karkoski; John Ladd; Stefan Lorenzato



Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb9/
9771 Clairernont Mesa Boulevard, Suite A, San Diego, California 92124-1324

Phone (858) 467-2952· FAX (858) 571-6972

", California R Jional Water Quality
San Diego Region

Winston H. Hickox
Secretary for

Environmental
Protection

.lntrol Board

Gray Davis
Governor

TO: Mr. Tom Howard
Acting Deputy Director

FROM: Linda Pardy, Environmental Specialist
SAN DIEGO REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

DATE: January 23, 2001

SUBJECT: Guidance for update of the Clean Water Act, Section 303(d) Impaired Waters List

San Diego Regional Board staff concurs with the memo of the Central Valley Regional Board
staff dated December 13, 2000 regarding the subject guidance for the 2002 list. Regional Board
staff need consistent guidance in the Clean Water Act, Section 303(d) listing process. We agree
with the Central Valley Regional Board staff that guidance is primarily needed in the following
areas: (1) The relative roles and responsibilities of the State and Regional Boards; (2) the

. expected process steps; (3) the evaluation criteria that are to be used for listing and delisting
decisions, and (4) expectations regarding documentation of decisions.

We have reviewed the general schedule for the process in the email dated January 18,2001 from
John Ladd to Tom Howard, and also the copy of the draft letter dated December 5,2000 entitled

"Notice of the Clean Water Act Sect~on 303(d) update process for the Central Valley Regional
Water Quality Control Board". In the San Diego Region, we hope to follow a timeline and
process similar to the one proposed by the Central Valley Region draft letter. The benefit of the
latter is the additional step of Task 7 (Revisions to Staff Recommended changes to 303(d) list
based upon Public Comment) and of Task 8 (Distribution of Final Staff Recommended Changes
to the 303(d) List) which should allow for enhanced public participation.

We encourage the State Board to issue new guidance on the Clean Water Act, Section 303(d)
process for 2002. However, if the final guidance is not yet available, then draft guidance would
be valuable to help to us in our listing decisions.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this matter. If there are any questions, please
contact me at (858) 627-3932 or email at<pardl@rb9.swrcb.ca.gov>.

cc: John Ladd
Joe Karkoski
Stefan Lorenzato
David Barker
Deborah Jayne

California Environmental Protection Agency
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From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

John Robertus
David Barker; Deborah Jayne
1/19/01 5:39PM
Fwd: Impaired Waters List (CWA Section 303(d))

David and Deborah, this is the first hint I've seen on an attempt to prescribe a method to do the 303d list
for 2002. I think this concept is doable, but it will be a lot of work for us. I don't know what options or
alternative methods are possible either nor do I know if EPA will move on this fast enough to give us
guidance this year. Pis review and send in you thoughts via Art, copy to me. thanks JHR

cc: Art Coe
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FrQm:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Tom Howard
AEO; EO; MGM
1/19/01 2:27PM
Fwd: Impaired Waters List (CWA Section 303(d))

Attached is a brief description of a recommended approach for preparing the next 303(d) list. Please
review and transmit comments to me and John Ladd by cob Wednesday, January 24. We hope to get a
final out by next Friday. If you have any serious concerns, feel free to call me a 916-341-5613.

cc: John Ladd



Impaired Waters List (CWA Section 303(d»
Proposed Listing Process for 2002

The next revision to the 303(d) list is due in April 2002. Given the heightened awareness of the list
and TIvIDLs it is anticipated that a number of parties will want to contribute information to the listing
process and will be willing to challenge the list for one reason or another. After discussing options for
conducting the listing process among the TIvIDL roundtable and talking with ace about legal
obligations, the following approach to developing the 2002 CWA Section 303(d) list is proposed.

Regional Boards will be asked to solicit information from the public on behalf of the State Board.
Regional Boards will also be asked to make recommendations to the State Board regarding specific
waters and pollutants to be listed. It is hoped'that this will take the form of a regional board resolution
formally recommending specific listing options to the State Board. The State Board staff will assemble
the record that includes information solicited from the public and recommendations from the regions
along with any information the regions relied on in making those recommendations. State Board staff
will prepare a recommended statewide list for State Board consideration. The State Board will then
formally consider a statewide list at a regularly scheduled hearing (item discussed at workshop prior to
the hearing). The State Board will act to approve or modify the staff recommendation as needed and
transmit the approved list to US EPA for consideration.

This process envisions regional board staff managing a solicitation of information from the public,
reviewing the information together with any other information on the status of the State's waters that
Regional Board staff may have at their disposal, formulating a recommended list for each region,
taking this list before their Boards for consideration as the recommendation to forward to the State
Board, and responding to any comment that results in a change to the initial staff recommendation.

It is anticipated that issues that may be considered in soliciting information, evaluating the information
and formulating recommendations will be described to some extent in memos from the Division of
Water Quality or OCC to the Regional Boards. These memos will not be directive of Regional Board
actions.

The general schedule for this process would be as follows:
January 200l-Notice public solicitation of information.
March 2001- Close solicitation period.
April through June 200l - Regional Board staff assess available information and formulate
recommendations.
July 2001 - Regional Board staff provide public review copies of staff recommended listings
August/September 200l-Regional Boards adopt resolutions forwarding recommendation to SWRCB
OctoberlNovember 2001 - SWRCB staff formulate statewide recommendation
December 2001 - SWRCB staff provide public review copy of statewide list recommendation
January/February 2002 - SWRCB workshop and hearing adopting statewide list
MarchiApril - Transmit to US EPA



~ California Regional Water Quality Control Board
~,
~ Central Valley Region

Sacramento Main Office
Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/-rwqcb5

3443 Routier Road, Suite A, Sacramento, California 95827-3003
Phone (916) 255·3000' FAX (916) 255-3015

Gray Davis
Governor

Ken LandauFROM:

SIGNATURE:

Stan Martinson, Chief
Division ofWater Quality

13 December 2000

TO:

DATE:

Winston H. Hickox
Secretaryfor

Environmental
Protection

SUBJECT: GUIDANCE FOR THE UPDATE OF THE CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d)
LIST

Central Valley Regional Board staffwould like to begin the process of updating the Clean Water Act
Section 303(d) list (303(d) list) for waters within our Region. The TMDL Round Table and work groups
of the Round Table have discussed the timeline and likely steps involved in updating the 303(d) list. In
January of next year, most Regional Boards will begin the process of solicitation of information related
to the 303(d) list update. In orderto be successful in this update, we will need to be clear among the
State and Regional Boards, as well as with the public, as to what our 303(d) list update process will
entail. As we have discussed at the Round Table, clarity is lacking and Regional Board staffwould like
the State Board to provide the minimum guidance that we believe is necessary to begin the 303(d) list
update process.

Guidance is primarily needed in the following areas: ,1) The relative roles and responsibilities of the '
State and Regional Boards; 2) the expected process steps; 3) the evaluation criteria that are to be used for
listing and delisting decisions; and 4) expectations regarding documentation of decisions.

Roles and Responsibilities: Last year, the State Board decided to take formal action on the 303(d) list
update. In prior years, the Regional Boards had submitted their lists to the State Board staff to be "
compiled and forwarded to the EPA without formal State Board action. The Regional Boards need to
mow whether theywill be expected to "adopt" changes to the 303(d) list, whether we will be developing
recommendations for State Board consideration, or whether we will only forward information to the,
State Board for your staff to assess. The Regional Boards also need to know whether the State Board
intends to take a separate action on the 303(d) list should the Regional Boards go through the process of
adopting changes to the list.

Expected Process Steps: The Regional Boards need to mow what the expectations are regarding the
process steps that we are to go through. The timeline and level of effort for these process steps will
depend greatly on the defined roles and responsibilities (see TaskiTimeframe table in attachment).

Evaluation Criteria: The Regional Boards had previously referred to guidelines that had been approved
by U.S. EPA and issued by the State Board to evaluate information for the purposes of 303(d) listing and
delisting (1998 CLEAN WATER ACT (CWA) SECTION 303(d) LISTING GUIDELINES FOR
CALIFORNIA(August 11, 1997). The Regional Boards need to mow whether they are expected to

California Environmental Protection Agency
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refer to those existing guidelines, develop their own guidelines, or await updated guidelines from the
State Board. The solicitation for information that goes out to the public in January should at least give
an indication ofhow information submitted will be considered.

Documentation: The decisions that the Regional Boards make will need to be documented in some
fashion. The Regional Boards and State Board should agree to the minimum level of detail and
information that will go into that documentation.

Central Valley Regional Board staff expects to receive a great deal ofpublic comment on our 303(d) list
during the next update. In order to thoroughly consider all infonmi.tion submitted by the public and to
give a sufficient opportu:i1ity for public review of any proposed decisions, the 303(d) list update process
will need to begin soon. Based on Round Table meetings, it appears the State Board will not be issuing
new guidance on the 303(d) process. We are, therefore, requesting comments on our proposed process.

We would like to send out a letter to various interested parties early next month to describe the 303(d)
process. The attached letter describes the 303(d) process planned for the Central Valley Region. Your
comments prior to release ofthis letter would help ensure that we accurately portray the 303(d) listing
process to our stakeholders.

Please contact me or your staff can contact Joe Karkoski if you have any questions of us. We look
forward to hearing from you.

.Attachment

Cc: Regional Board AEOs
Regional Board TMDL Coordinators
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TO; Interested Parties

Sacramento Main Office
Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.goy/-rwqcb5

3443 Routier Road, Suite A, Sacramento, California 95827·3003
Phone (916) 255-3000' FAX (916) 255-3015

Gray Davis
Governor

NOTICE OF THE CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(D) UPDATE PROCESS FOR THE
CENTRAL VALLEY REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act requires the State to identify those surface waters that are not
meeting water quality standards. Starting in 1975, and approximately every two years since, the State,
Water Resources Control Board (State Board) has submitted to the United States Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 9 (EPA) a list of waters and associated pollutants that are not meeting the
State's narrative or numeric water quality objectives or are otherwise impairing the designated beneficial
uses of the State's surface waters. The State Board compiles this list (the "303(d) list") based on

information provided by-gte,' egional ater,'~oardS' This notice describes
the process that staff fro e .Ii .ona ater· a . 0 1 oard, Central Valley Region
(Regional Board) intends us co ed es to . 303(d) listto the State Board.

The Federal regulations governing preparation of the 303(d) list can be found in the Code ofFederal
Regulations title 40, section 130.7(b) (40 CPR § 130.7(b)). On March 31,2000, the EPA published a
final rule that removed the requirement for States to submit an updated 303(d) list by Aprill, 2000
[Federal Register: March 31, 2000 (Volume 65, Number 63)]. States are required to submit an update
to their 303(d) lists by April 1, 2002 to EPA.' .

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Regional Board staff intends to use the following process and timeline for the 2002 303(d) list update:

Task
,

Timeframe
1. Fonnal Solicitation ofInfonnation 01/15/2001 - 03/15/2001
2. Regional Board staff Workshop 2/2001
3. StaffEvaluation ofInfonnation Submitted and 01115/2001- 06/15/2001
Preparation of StaffReport
4. Distribution of StaffReport on Recommended 06/15/2001
changes to the 303(d) List
5. Public Comment Period 06/15/2001-08/15/2001
6. Regional Board staff Workshop 7/2001
7. Revisions to StaffRecommended changes to 08/15/2001-10/05/2001
303(d) list based on Public Comment
8. Distribution ofFinal StaffRecommended 10/05/2001
changes to the 303(d) List
9. Regional Board adoption ofupdated 303(d) List 10/17/2001
**State Board Distribution ofproposed state-wide 112002
2002 303(d) list
**State Board Adoption of2002 303(d) List 3/2002
**Estimated timeframe for State Board actions.

The above tasks and timeframes could change based on direction from the Regional Board, State Board,
or EPA.

It is anticipated that the solicitation for infonnation will include: preferred fonnats for submittal of
infonnation; minimum data needs; request for quality assurance/quality control documentation; and a

general deSCriPtionlj oard ff inp' r.p0nnation submitted. A staff
workshop will be he I sho er trib of 'citati for infonnation to address questions
andconcems about sol' a n ocesfl'l'.-.

After Regional Board staff has had an opportunity to review and evaluate the available infonnation, a
staff report will be written that will document the basis for any staff recommended changes to the 303(d)
list. Following distribution of that staff report, a staffworkshop will be held to address questions and
comments on the content of the staff report.

Following a 60-day comment period, staffwill finalize the recommended changes to the 303(d) list.
Regional Board staff will then bring the recommended changes to the 303(d) list to the Regional Board

for their consideration. Any proposed changes to the 303(d) list for waters in the Central Valley Region
will then be submitted to the State Board for,consideration in the state-wide update of the 303(d) list.

Ifyou have any questions regarding the 303(d) update process described above, I can be reached via e­
mail at karkosj@rb5s.swrcb.ca.gov or by phone at (916) 255-3368.


