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Re: Comment Letter regarding Draft Plan Sediment Quality Objectives

Dear Chair Doduc and State Board Members: .

On behalf of San Francisco Baykeeper (Baykeeper) and the California Sportfishing Protection
Alliance and our respective members, thank you for accepting these comments on the

Proposed Water Quality Control Plan for Enclosed Bays and Estuaries of California, Sediment
Quality Objectives (SQO Plan). Please note that we support and incorporate by reference our
previous comments from November 30, 2007, San Diego Coastkeeper's comments on this SQO
Plan, as well as the comments Baykeeper submitted on November 28, 2006 on the SQO
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) scoping documents. In the interests of brevity, we
have chosen not to restate all of our previous concerns and instead focus our comments on two
main points. We sincerely hope that the State Board will carefully consider and address all of
the outstanding issues raised in our previous comments.

Relationship to 303d Listing

We appreciate that Staff have clarified the language regarding the relationship of this policy to
303d Listing (Section VIl E8). Baykeeper feels it is extremely important to make it clear that the
SQO policy provides an additional listing criteria (“Part 1 adds an additional listing criterion that
applies only to listings for exceedances of the narrative sediment quality objective for aquatic life.
protection in Section IV.A"). We feel it is critical that this SQO policy does not override current
criteria for listing waterbodies and that the current criteria for listing are given the same
consideration as the SQO Pelicy. In addition, we believe the SQO policy should clarify that
currently listed waterbodies will not be delisted unless and until there is sufficient scientific
evidence to demonstrate that the waterbody complies with all applicable water quality and
sediment quality objectives, and that the adoption of the SQO policy does not alter the listing
status of any water quality limited segment.
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Phase il SQOs must fully address indirect effects.

The Staff Report currently only addresses direct effects to sediment dwelling benthic organisms

and only marginally addresses indirect effects on human health. This is an unacceptably low

level of protection: SQOs should address the indirect effects of sediment quality on all aquatic

organisms and incorporate important issues such as bioaccumulation and biomagnification of
ami ate. We understand that the consent decree in the lawsuit that

@t i i;SQO Policy allows State Board to address indirect impacts at the
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Thank you for your consideration of these comments. We look forward to answering any
questions you may have.

‘Sincerely,
Jen Kovecses, Staff Scientist, San Francisco Baykeeper

Sejal Choksi, Baykeeper and Program Director, San Francisco Baykeeper

Bill Jenningé, Executive Director, California Sportfishing Protection Alliance
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Submitted via electronic mail fo commentietters@waterboards.ca. gov.

Re: Comment Letter regarding Draft Plan Sediment Quality‘Objectives

Dear Chair Doduc and State Board Members:

On behalf of San Francisco Baykeeper (‘Baykeeper”) and our members, thank you for
accepting these comments on the Proposed Water Quality Control Plan for Enclosed
Bays and Estuaries of California, Sediment Quality Objectives (“‘SQO Plan”). Please
note that we support and incorporate by reference San Diego Coastkeeper's comments
on this SQO Plan as well as those we submitted on November 28, 2006 on the SQO
_California Environmental Quality Act (‘CEQA") scoping documents. While our
comments today do not reiterate many of the issues raised in our previous comments,
we have not abandoned them. Rather, in the interests of brevity, we have chosen not to
restate them here. We sincerely hope that the State Board will carefully consider and
address all of the outstanding issues raised in our previous comments, a copy of which
is attached.

We appreciate the time and effort that the staff of the State Water Quality Control Board
(“State Board”) dedicated to developing this Plan. It has been a long process and we
understand that developing objectives to protect sediment quality is a complex task with
a great deal of uncertainty. Staff's attempts to create a plan that is scientifically sound
and that minimizes bias are recognized and much appreciated. We remain concemned,
however, that the SQO Plan is overly complex, provides the Regional Water Quality
Control Boards (“Regional Boards") with too much discretion, and fails to afford
adequate protection for either the ecosystems that depend on California’s waters or
human heaith.
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