
APPENDIX B: RECOMMENDED DELISTINGS FOR 2012 ASSESSMENT CYCLE

Waterbody or Segment Pollutant Comment Additional Information 

East Walker Tributaries HU

Clearwater Creek
sedimentation/    
siltation

Applicable water quality objective is attained and original basis for 
listing was incorrect.

Staff recommendations for 
Clearwater Creek; Bioassessment 
Study (Herbst 1995); Clearwater 
Creek Surveys (Tetra Tech 2003); 
refer to fact sheet for Clearwater 
Creek in Appendix I

Amargosa River HU

Amargosa River (Willow Creek 
confluence to Badwater) Arsenic

Original listing was flawed and based on insufficient information. 
No state or federal aquatic life criteria to assess whether aquatic 
saline habitat within this segment of the Amargosa River is being 
supported or impaired by arsenic. Data were not temporally 
representative. Arsenic is naturally high in this waterbody. 

Refer to fact sheet for Amargosa 
River (Willow Creek confluence to 
Badwater) in Appendix I

 Waters are grouped by watershed (Hydrologic Unit or HU).
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STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS FOR CLEARWATER CREEK DE-LIST 
 
 

beneficial use impairments or water quality standard exceedances in 
Clearwater Creek.  

Spatial  
Representation: Two sites for bioassessments and two sites for watershed assessment 
 
Temporal  
Representation: Initial listing was based on qualitative data produced by BLM survey 

conducted in 1988 and 1993. Herbst’s bioassessment study was conducted 
in 1995. Tetra Tech performed Rosgen characterization in 2003.  

 
Water Body  
Specific Issue:  Listing basis was derived from data collected over 20 years ago from two 

points on Clearwater Creek. More recent information developed by 
Herbst’s bioassessment study and Tetra Tech Rosgen characterization 
does not indicate impairment. 

 
Data Quality  
Assessment:  Good 
 
QAPP 
Information:    Bioassessment impairment evaluation used US EPA-RBP III protocol  
   1989 
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