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DEVELOPMENT OF SEDIMENT QUALITY OBJEXTIVES FOR
' ENCLOSED BAYS AND ESTUARIES :
. August 17, 2006
COMMENTS

as required by Section 13396, Division 7, then the SQOs should be revised to include al
sediments, and not Just the surficia] sediments, :

2 Issue 2.7 What receptors Shisuld be targeted for protection? R TRRRPRE fss
SQOs that are limited to surficial sediments should attempt to protect benthic communities only.
Other environmenta] communities, such as fish, that are ecologically important, are oo mobile to
be directly linked to specific sediments. The use of human health is mappropriate and extremely
difficult to implement. Human health'risk assessments must be done on 3 site-specific basis and

3. Issue 2.8 How should the protected condition be defined for benithos? '
It is not entirely clear why a reference site[s] is required. The SQO should provide the standard
of comparison against which the sediments are compared to determine if the benthic community
- Is impacted. . We do not see the.need to establish a reference site for the same purpose. '

4. Issue 2.9 How should the prdiected condition be defined in Phase I for human
health? . _ : '
If human health is removed, as recommended jn response to Issue 2.7 above, than this question is
rendered moot and should be deleted, ' _ -
5. Issue 2.16 What sediment chehﬁstry indicators should the State Water Board use to -
Support the proposed SQO? -
All chemical-based sediment guidelines are inaccurate, Ope set, however, is usefu] for screening
sediments. That set is the NOAA effects range low (ER-L) and effects range median (ER-M).
They are the most rigorous and have the largest data set. The regional and state guidelines are
not rigorous enough and/or accepted sufficiently to be useful. The subject document restricted _




