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Region 5

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Almanor Lake
Temperature, water
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list under
sections 3.2 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.2 asingle line of evidenceis
necessary to assess listing status.

Two lines of evidence are available in the administrative record to assess this
pollutant. Based on section 3.2 the site has afew exceedances of temperature
guidelines. Also, there is no evidence that human activities are modifying the
temperature regime so asto adversely impact cold water species.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence indicates
that there is insufficient justification in favor of placing this water segment-pollutant
combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality Limited Segments
category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The water temperature guideline used complies with the requirements of section
6.1.3 of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the Policy.
3. The data used satisfies the data quantity regquirements of section 6.1.5 of the Policy.
4. Three of 5 annual maximum temperature values exceeded the water temperature
guideline and this does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.2 of the
Listing Policy.

5. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and information
are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes that the
water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section 303(d) list
because applicable water quality standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:;

Evaluation Guideline:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat
Water

The natural receiving water temperature of intrastate waters shall not be altered
unlessit can be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the Regional Water Board
that such alteration in temperature does not adversely affect beneficial uses.

The guideline used was from Sullivan et a (2000) Published Temperature
Thresholds-Peer Reviewed Literature which includes reviewed sub-lethal and
acute temperature thresholds from a wide range of studies, incorporating
information from laboratory-based research, field observations, and risk
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Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

SFoatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

assessment approaches. This report cal culated the Annual Maximum
(instantaneous maximum observed during the summer) upper threshold criterion
for steelhead trout as 21.0°C. The risk assessment approach used by Sullivan et
al (2000) suggests that an upper threshold for the Annual Maximum of 21.0°C
for steelhead will reduce average growth 10% from optimum.

Lake Almanor was sampled at 2 stations (LA 1-B and LA1-S) for 2000-2002.
Each station had a set of 4 daily maximum temperature values, one for each
month (June to September) for each year. Only 2000 and 2002 data was used for
station LA1-B. Based on these sets of values, the annual maximum temperature
for each year was determined for each station. There were atotal of 5 annual
maximum temperatures. Three of these values exceeded the 21.0°C steelhead
criteria (PG& E, 2003C) (PG&E, 2003A).

Two samples out of 6 samples collected exceeded the temperature guideline for
steelhead (PG& E, Rock Creek-Cresta FERC Project No. 1962, 2003; PG& E,
Project FERC No. 2105, 2004). These samples were exceeded in July and
August for the site at Lake Almanor at Canyon Dam near the surface.

The two sample sites represent the area of the Lake that drains in the North Fork
Feather River. The two sample sites were at Lake Almanor at Canyon Dam near
the surface and near the bottom of the water body.

Samples were collected during the summer months (June, July, August, and
September) of 2000-2002.

Rock Creek--Cresta Project Water Temperature Monitoring Plan.

Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use

Information Used to Assess
Water Quality:

Non-Numeric Objective:

Testimonia Evidence
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat

Information received from RWQCB staff. The existence of reservoirsresultsin
an inherent temperature regime. Reservoirs take on their own individual
temperature regimes, which includes seasonal development of warm and cold
water layers. This has nothing to do with human induced impacts. Specifically
for Lake Almanor, there is no evidence that human activities are modifying the
temperature regime so as to adversely impact cold water species.

Basin Plan: ...Achievement of the [water quality] objectives depends on applying
them to controllable water quality factors. Controllable water quality factors are
those actions, conditions, or circumstances resulting from human activities that
may influence the quality of waters of the state...and that may be reasonably
controlled.
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Region 5

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

American River, Lower (Nimbus Dam to confluence with Sacramento River)
Diazinon
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list under
section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 asingle line of evidenceis
necessary to assess listing status.

Oneline of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess this pollutant.
Three of the samples exceed the water quality objective.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence indicates
that there is sufficient justification against placing this water segment-pollutant
combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality Limited Segments
category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the Policy.
2. The data used satisfies the data quantity reguirements of section 6.1.5 of the Policy.
3. Three of 86 samples exceeded the guideline and this does not exceed the allowable
frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and information
are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes that the
water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section 303(d) list
because applicable water quality standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion;

Evaluation Guideline:

Data Used to Assess Water

Pollutant-Water
WI - Wildlife Habitat
Water

No individual pesticide or combination of pesticides shall be present in
concentrations that adversely affect beneficial uses. Discharges shall not result in
pesticide concentrations in bottom sediments or aquatic life that adversely affect
beneficial uses. Total identifiable persistent chlorinated hydrocarbon pesticides
shall not be present in the water column at concentrations detectable within the
accuracy of analytical methods approved by the Environmental Protection
Agency or the executive Officer.

Diazinon - CDFG Hazard Assessment Criteria- 0.10 ug/L 4-day average and
0.16 ug/L 1-hour average (Siepmann & Finlayson, 2002).

Eighty-six samples were taken; 3 exceeded the CDFG 4-day average and 1

521



Quality:

Soatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

exceeded the 1-hour criteria. Two samples were less than values and could not
be used. Analysis methods used were GC/MS in 1991-92; ELISA in 1997-99;
and EPA 8141 from 1999-2003 (Larry Walker & Associates, 2002).

All samples were collected at the American River at Discovery Park.

Samples were collected monthly from 1997-99, 2001-2002; 2 samples were
collected in 1991; 3 in 1992; and 3 in 2000. Samples were collected for the first
6 months in 2003.

522



Region 5

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Linesof Evidence:

Bear River (Amador Co, Lower Bear River Reservoir to Mokelumne River, N Fork)
Oxygen, Dissolved
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list under
sections 3.2 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.2 asingle line of evidenceis
necessary to assess listing status.

Sixteen lines of evidence are available in the administrative record to assess this
pollutant. Based on section 3.2, numeric water quality objectives for dissolved oxygen
are not exceeded and the pollutant is not likely to cause or contribute to the
exceedance.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence indicates
that there is insufficient justification in favor of placing this water segment-pollutant
combination the toxic on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality Limited
Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the Policy.
2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section 6.1.5 of the Policy.
3. Four of 80 samples exceeded the Basin Plan water quality objective for dissolved
oxygen, and these do not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.2 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and information
are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes that the
water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section 303(d) list
because applicable water quality standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:;

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Soatial Representation:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
Water

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) concentrations shall not be reduced below 7.0 mg/L
(for waters designated as COL D) - From the Central Valley Regional Water
Quality Control Board's Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan).

One out of 5 samples had a DO concentration below 7.0 mg/L (PG&E, 2003).

Bear River above Upper Bear River Res., below its confluence with Tragedy
Creek.
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Temporal Representation:
Data Quality Assessment:

Latitude (38° 34.40N) ;
Longitude (120° 12.56W).

Samples taken monthly from 3/27/2002 to 7/17/2002.

Well documented QA/QC including 174 page report on Certified Analytical
Reports and Chain-of-Custody Documentation.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:;

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Soatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:
Environmental Conditions:
Data Quality Assessment:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
Water

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) concentrations shall not be reduced below 7.0 mg/L
(for waters designated as COLD)-From the Central Valley Regional Water
Quality Control Boards Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan).

Zero out of 3 samples had a DO concentration below 7.0 mg/L (PG&E, 2003).

Unnamed tributary entering midway up the west shore of Upper Bear River
Reservoir.

Latitude (38° 33.90 N);

Longitude (120° 13.23 W).

Sampl es taken monthly from 4/23/2002 to 6/11/2002.
No sample was taken in July 2002 due to the tributary being 'DRY".

Well documented QA/QC including 174 page report on Certified Analytical
Reports and Chain-of-Custody Documentation.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

SFoatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:
Environmental Conditions;
Data Quality Assessment:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
Water

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) concentrations shall not be reduced below 7.0 mg/L
(for waters designated as COL D)-From the Central Valley Regiona Water
Quality Control Boards Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan).

Zero out of 1 sample had a DO concentration below 7.0 mg/L (PG&E, 2003).

Unnamed tributary on the upper west shore of Lower Bear River Reservoir (due
to snowmelt).

Latitude (38° 33.23 N);

Longitude (120° 13.30 W).

Sample taken 3/27/2002
Sample could not be taken on 4/23/2002 due to tributary being 'DRY".

Well documented QA/QC including 174 page report on Certified Analytical
Reports and Chain-of-Custody Documentation.
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Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Soatial Representation:;

Temporal Representation:
Environmental Conditions:
Data Quality Assessment:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
Water

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) concentrations shall not be reduced below 7.0 mg/L
(for waters designated as COL D)-From the Central Valley Regional Water
Quality Control Boards Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan).

Zero out of 1 samples had a DO concentration below 7.0 mg/L (PG& E, 2003).

Unnamed tributary on the upper west shore of Lower Bear River Reservoir (due
to snowmelt).

Latitude (38° 33.21 N);
Longitude (120° 13.32 W).

Sample taken 3/27/2002.
No sample could be taken 4/23/2002 due to the tributary being ‘DRY".

Well documented QA/QC including 174 page report on Certified Analytical
Reports and Chain-of-Custody Documentation.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion;

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

SFoatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:
Data Quality Assessment:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
Water

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) concentrations shall not be reduced below 7.0 mg/L
(for waters designated as COLD)-From the Central Valley Regiona Water
Quality Control Board's Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan).

Two out of 5 samples had a DO concentration below 7.0 mg/L (PG&E, 2003).

Upper Bear River Reservoir outflow to Lower Bear River Reservoir.
Latitude (38° 33.44 N);
Longitude (120° 12.89 W).

Samples taken monthly from 3/27/2002 to 7/17/2002.

Well documented QA/QC including 174 page report on Certified Analytical
Reports and Chain-of-Custody Documentation.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
Water

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) concentrations shall not be reduced below 7.0 mg/L
(for waters designated as COL D)-From the Central Valley Regional Water
Quality Control Boards Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan).

Zero out of 4 samples had a DO concentration below 7.0 mg/L (PG& E, 2003).
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Foatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:
Data Quality Assessment:

Little Bear River on the northwest shore of Lower Bear River Reservoir.
Latitude (38° 33.57 N);
Longitude (120° 14.86 W).

Samples taken monthly from 3/27/2002 to 6/11/2002.

Well documented QA/QC including 174 page report on Certified Analytical
Reports and Chain-of-Custody Documentation.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:;

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Soatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:
Data Quality Assessment:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
Water

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) concentrations shall not be reduced below 7.0 mg/L
(for waters designated as COLD)-From the Central Valley Regional Water
Quality Control Boards Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan).

Zero out of 7 samples had a DO concentration below 7.0 mg/L (PG&E, 2003).

L eakage flow from the right abutment of the Lower Bear River Res. Dam
collected at the weir.

Latitude (38° 32.30 N);

Longitude (120° 15.48 W).

Samples taken monthly from 6/11/2002 to 12/11/2002.

Well documented QA/QC including 174 page report on Certified Analytical
Reports and Chain-of-Custody Documentation.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

SFoatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:
Data Quality Assessment:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
Water

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) concentrations shall not be reduced below 7.0 mg/L
(for waters designated as COL D)-From the Central Valley Regiona Water
Quality Control Boards Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan).

One out of 7 samples had a DO concentration below 7.0 mg/L (PG& E, 2003).

L eakage flow from the right abutment of the Lower Bear River Res. Dam
collected below the weir, below the spillway confluence.

Latitude (38° 32.23 N);

Longitude (120° 15.44 W).

Samples taken monthly from 5/15/2002 to 12/11/2002.

Well documented QA/QC including 174 page report on Certified Analytical
Reports and Chain-of-Custody Documentation.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
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Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

SFoatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:
Data Quality Assessment:

Water

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) concentrations shall not be reduced below 7.0 mg/L
(for waters designated as COL D)-From the Central Valley Regional Water
Quality Control Boards Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan).

Zero out of 7 samples had a DO concentration below 7.0 mg/L (PG&E, 2003).

Outflow from the instream flow release pipe below Lower Bear River Res.
upstream of station BR1.

Latitude (38° 32.21 N);

Longitude (120° 15.40 W).

Samples taken monthly from 5/15/2002 to 12/11/2002.

Well documented QA/QC including 174 page report on Certified Analytical
Reports and Chain-of-Custody Documentation.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:;

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Foatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:
Data Quality Assessment:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
Water

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) concentrations shall not be reduced below 7.0 mg/L
(for waters designated as COLD)-From the Central Valley Regional Water
Quality Control Boards Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan).

Zero out of 7 samples had a DO concentration below 7.0 mg/L (PG&E, 2003).

Leakage flow from left abutment below Lower Bear River Res. Dam collected at

the weir.
Latitude (38° 32.26 N);
Longitude (120° 15.41 W).

Samples taken monthly from 6/11/2002 to 12/11/2002.

Well documented QA/QC including 174 page report on Certified Analytical
Reports and Chain-of-Custody Documentation.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Soatial Representation;

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
Water

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) concentrations shall not be reduced below 7.0 mg/L
(for waters designated as COL D)-From the Central Valley Regional Water
Quality Control Boar's Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan).

Zero out of 7 samples had a DO concentration below 7.0 mg/L (PG& E, 2003).

Leakage flow from left abutment below Lower Bear River Res. Dam collected
below the welir.

Latitude (38° 32.23 N);

Longitude (120° 15.42W).
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Temporal Representation:
Data Quality Assessment:

Samples taken monthly from 6/11/2002 to 12/11/2002.

Well documented QA/QC including 174 page report on Certified Analytical
Reports and Chain-of-Custody Documentation.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion;

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Foatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:
Data Quality Assessment:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
Water

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) concentrations shall not be reduced below 7.0 mg/L
(for waters designated as COLD)-From the Central Valley Regiona Water
Quality Control Boards Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan).

Zero out of 1 sample had a DO concentration below 7.0 mg/L (PG&E, 2003).

Spill over Lower Bear River Res. during one sampling event only.
Latitude (38° 32.26 N);
Longitude (120° 15.44 W).

Samples taken on 6/11/2002.

Well documented QA/QC including 174 page report on Certified Analytical
Reports and Chain-of-Custody Documentation.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:;

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Soatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:
Data Quality Assessment:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
Water

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) concentrations shall not be reduced below 7.0 mg/L
(for waters designated as COLD)-From the Central Valley Regional Water
Quality Control Boards Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan).

Zero out of 5 samples had a DO concentration below 7.0 mg/L (PG&E, 2003).

Bear River above gaging station.
Latitude (38° 29.604N);
Longitude (120° 17.304 W).

Samples taken monthly from 8/29/2002 to 12/11/2002.

Well documented QA/QC including 174 page report on Certified Analytical
Reports and Chain-of-Custody Documentation.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
Water

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) concentrations shall not be reduced below 7.0 mg/L
(for waters designated as COL D)-From the Central Valley Regiona Water
Quality Control Boards Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan)
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Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Soatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:
Data Quality Assessment:

None of the 5 samples had a DO concentration below 7.0 mg/L (PG& E, 2003).

Bear River above Confluence with Rattlesnake Creek
Latitude (38° 31.145 N)
Longitude (120° 16.008 W)

Samples taken monthly 8/29/2002 to 12/11/2002

Well documented QA/QC including 174 page report on Certified Analytical
Reports and Chain-of-Custody Documentation.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Soatial Representation;

Temporal Representation:
Data Quality Assessment:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
Water

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) concentrations shall not be reduced below 7.0 mg/L
(for waters designated as COL D)-From the Central Valley Regional Water
Quality Control Boards Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan).

Zero out of 5 samples had a DO concentration below 7.0 mg/L (PG&E, 2003).

Bear River below Confluence with Rattlesnake Creek.
Latitude (38° 31.035 N);
Longitude (120° 16.105 W).

Samples taken monthly from 8/29/2002 to 12/11/2002.

Well documented QA/QC including 174 page report on Certified Analytical
Reports and Chain-of-Custody Documentation.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

SFoatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:
Data Quality Assessment:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
Water

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) concentrations shall not be reduced below 7.0 mg/L
(for waters designated as COL D)-From the Central Valley Regiona Water
Quality Control Boards Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan).

Zero out of 10 samples had a DO concentration below 7.0 mg/L (PG& E, 2003).

Bear River below Lower Bear River Reservoir.
Latitude (38° 32.14 N);
Longitude (120° 15.48W).

Samples taken monthly from 3/27/2002 to 12/11/2002.

Well documented QA/QC including 174 page report on Certified Analytical
Reports and Chain-of-Custody Documentation.
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Region 5

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Linesof Evidence:

Bear River (Amador Co, Lower Bear River Reservoir to Mokelumne River, N Fork)
pH
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list under
sections 3.2 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.2 asingle line of evidenceis
necessary to assess listing status.

Oneline of evidence are available in the administrative record to assess this pollutant.
Based on section 3.2, numeric water quality objectives for pH are exceeded and the
pollutant is likely to cause or contribute to the exceedance.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence indicates
that there is not sufficient justification in favor of placing this water segment-pollutant
combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality Limited Segments
category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The pollutant exceeds the water quality objective in the Basin Plan.

2. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the Policy.
3. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section 6.1.5 of the Policy.
4. Nine of 77 samples exceeded the Basin Plan pH water quality objective, and these
exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.2 of the Listing Policy.

5. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and information
are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes that the
water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section 303(d) list
because applicable water quality standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:;

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Soatial Representation:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
Water

"pH is not to be depressed below 6.5"- From the Central Valley Regional Water
Quality Control Board's Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan).

Nine out of 77 samples had a pH below 6.5.
[Historical Water Quality Results for Analytical Laboratory Measurements
PG& E Company Mokelumne River Project (FERC 137)] (PG&E, 2003).

Bear River below Lower Bear River Reservoir.
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Temporal Representation: Samples taken between 2000 and 2003.

Data Quality Assessment: Well documented QA/QC including report on Certified Analytical Reports and
chain-of-custody documentation.
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Region 5

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Bear River, Lower (below Camp Far West Reservoir)
Mercury
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list under
sections 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 asingle line of evidenceis
necessary to assess listing status.

Oneline of evidence are available in the administrative record to assess this pollutant.
Based on section 3.1 the site does not exceed the water quality criterion.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence indicates
that there is sufficient justification against placing this water segment-pollutant
combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality Limited Segments
category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the Policy.
2. The data used satisfies the data quantity reguirements of section 6.1.5 of the Policy.
3. None of the 30 samples exceeded the CTR freshwater acute or chronic values and
this does not exceed the allowabl e frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.
4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and information
are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes that the
water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section 303(d) list
because applicable water quality standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:;

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Pollutant-Water

CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
Water

CdliforniaToxics Rule: 50 ng/L.

None of the 49 filtered samples exceeded the CTR criterion. Data are provided
based on several recent and ongoing U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) projects.
In some cases the data are preliminary and are therefore subject to change.
Publication of the data by the USGS in most cases is expected by December
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2005 (USGS, 20043).

Soatial Representation: All samples were taken from one station near Wheatland.

Temporal Representation: Samples were taken from 6/23/99 to 7/1/03; with afew breaks, samples were
taken primarily on a monthly basis.

Data Quality Assessment: Data from USGS reports are considered of adequate quality per section 6.1.4 of
the Policy.
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Region 5

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Big Chico Creek (Bidwell Park)
Diazinon
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list under
section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 asingle line of evidenceis
necessary to assess listing status.

Oneline of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess this pollutant.
None of the samples exceed the water quality objective for pesticides.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence indicates
that there is sufficient justification against placing this water segment-pollutant
combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality Limited Segments
category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the Policy.
2. The data used satisfies the data quantity reguirements of section 6.1.5 of the Policy.
3. None of the 9 samples exceeded the CDFG criteria and this does not exceed the
allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and information
are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes that the
water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section 303(d) list
because applicable water quality standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use

Non-Numeric Objective:

Evaluation Guideline:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat

No individual pesticide or combination of pesticides shall be present in
concentrations that adversely affect beneficial uses. Discharges shall not result in
pesticide concentrations in bottom sediments or agquatic life that adversely affect
beneficial uses. Total identifiable persistent chlorinated hydrocarbon pesticides
shall not be present in the water column at concentrations detectable within the
accuracy of analytical methods approved by the Environmental Protection
Agency or the executive Officer. Waters designated for use as domestic or
municipal supply (MUN) shall not contain concentrations of pesticidesin excess
of the Maximum Contaminant L evels set forth in California Code of
Regulations, Title 22, Division 4, Chapter 15.

CDFG Hazard Assessment Criteria 0.10 ug/L 4-day average and 0.16 ug/L 1-
hour average.
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Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Soatial Representation:;

Temporal Representation:

Data was analyzed using GC/ECD/TSD. Samples collected at the mouth were
also analyzed using EPA 8141A; al data points were non-detect. None of the
concentrations from the 9 samples from this site exceeded the CDFG criteria
(Dileanis, 2003).

Samples were collected on Big Chico Creek at Chico and near the mouth.

Nine samples were collected at both |ocations during February.
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Region 5

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Linesof Evidence:

Butt Valley Reservoir
Temperature, water
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list under
sections 3.2 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.2 asingle line of evidenceis
necessary to assess listing status.

Two lines of evidence are available in the administrative record to assess this
pollutant. Based on section 3.2 the site has a few exceedances of temperature
guidelines. Also, there is no evidence that human activities are modifying the
temperature regime so asto adversely impact cold water species.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence indicates
that there is insufficient justification in favor of placing this water segment-pollutant
combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality Limited Segments
category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The water temperature guideline used complies with the requirements of section
6.1.3 of the Palicy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the Policy.
3. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section 6.1.5 of the Policy.
4. Three of 3 annual maximum temperature val ues exceeded the water temperature
guideline of 21.0 degrees Celsius, and this does not exceed the allowabl e frequency
listed in Table 3.2 of the Listing Policy.

5. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and information
are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes that the
water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section 303(d) list
because applicable water quality standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, M| - Fish Migration, SP - Fish Spawning
Water

At no time or place shall the temperature of COLD or WARM intrastate waters
be increased more than 5°F above natural receiving water temperature. To the
extent of any conflict with the above, the more stringent objective applies. In
determining compliance with the water quality objectives for temperature,
appropriate averaging periods may be applied provided that beneficial uses will
be fully protected.
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Evaluation Guideline:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Soatial Representation;

Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

The guideline used was from Sullivan et a (2000) Published Temperature
Thresholds-Peer Reviewed Literature which includes reviewed sub-lethal and
acute temperature thresholds from a wide range of studies, incorporating
information from laboratory-based research, field observations, and risk
assessment approaches. This report calculated the Annual Maximum
(instantaneous maximum observed during the summer) upper threshold criterion
for steelhead trout as 21.0°C. The risk assessment approach used by Sullivan et
al (2000) suggests that an upper threshold for the Annual Maximum of 21.0°C
for steelhead will reduce average growth 10% from optimum.

Butt Valley Reservoir was sampled at 3 stations: BV1, BV2-S, BV2-B. Each
station had a set of 4 daily maximum temperature values, one for each month
(June to September) for 2002. Based on this set of values the annual maximum
temperature was determined for 2002. Three of the 3 total annual maximum
temperatures for 2002 exceeded the 21.0°C steelhead criteria (PG& E, 2003c).

Samples were taken at three stations; BV 1 (Butt Valley Powerhouse), BV 2-S
(Butt Valley Res. at Caribou Intake near the surface), BV 2-B (Butt Valley Res.
at Caribou Intake near the bottom).

Samples were collected during the summer months (June, July, August, and
September) of 2002.

Rock Creek--Cresta Project Water Temperature Monitoring Plan.

Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use

Information Used to Assess
Water Quality:

Non-Numeric Objective:

Testimonial Evidence
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, M| - Fish Migration, SP - Fish Spawning

Information received from RWQCB staff. The existence of reservoirsresultsin
an inherent temperature regime. Reservoirs take on their own individual
temperature regimes, which includes seasonal development of warm and cold
water layers. This has nothing to do with human induced impacts. Specifically
for Butt Reservoir, there is no evidence that human activities are modifying the
temperature regime so asto adversely impact cold water species.

Basin Plan: ...Achievement of the [water quality] objectives depends on applying
them to controllable water quality factors. Controllable water quality factors are
those actions, conditions, or circumstances resulting from human activities that
may influence the quality of waters of the state...and that may be reasonably
controlled.
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Region 5

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Butte Creek (Butte County)
Diazinon
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list under
section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 asingle line of evidenceis
necessary to assess listing status.

Oneline of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess this pollutant.
None of the samples exceed the water quality objective.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence indicates
that there is sufficient justification against placing this water segment-pollutant
combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality Limited Segments
category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the Policy.
2. The data used satisfies the data quantity reguirements of section 6.1.5 of the Policy.
3. None of the 45 samples exceeded the CDFG Hazard Assessment Criteria and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and information
are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes that the
water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section 303(d) list
because applicable water quality standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use

Non-Numeric Objective:

Evaluation Guideline:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat

No individual pesticide or combination of pesticides shall be present in
concentrations that adversely affect beneficial uses. Discharges shall not result in
pesticide concentrations in bottom sediments or agquatic life that adversely affect
beneficial uses. Total identifiable persistent chlorinated hydrocarbon pesticides
shall not be present in the water column at concentrations detectable within the
accuracy of analytical methods approved by the Environmental Protection
Agency or the executive Officer. Waters designated for use as domestic or
municipal supply (MUN) shall not contain concentrations of pesticidesin excess
of the Maximum Contaminant L evels set forth in California Code of
Regulations, Title 22, Division 4, Chapter 15.

CDFG Hazard Assessment Criteria- 0.10 ug/L 4-day average and 0.16 ug/L 1-
hour average (Siepmann & Finlayson, 2002).
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Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Soatial Representation:;

Temporal Representation:

None of the concentrations from the 45 samples from this site exceeded the
CDFG criteria. Datawas analyzed using ELISA and GC/ECD/TSD. Some of the
data was questionable due to a possible bias (higher diazinon conc) from the
EL1SA method and as such could not be used in this assessment (Dileanis,
20033a), (Dileanis, 2002).

Samples were taken on Butte Creek at Gridley Road.
Samples were taken late January/early February 2000-01.
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Region 5

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Linesof Evidence:

Butte Creek (Butte County)
Temperature, water
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list under
section 3.2 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.2 asingle line of evidenceis
necessary to assess listing status.

Oneline of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess this pollutant.
The data provided is insufficient to determine if standards are being met or exceeded
against the water quality criteria and with the confidence and power required by the
Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence indicates
that there is sufficient justification against placing this water segment-pollutant
combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality Limited Segments
category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the Policy.
2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section 6.1.5 of the Policy.
3. The data provided is insufficient to determine if standards are being met or
exceeded against the water quality criteria and with the confidence and power
required by the Listing Policy. Based on the data provided, the 7-day mean, 7-day
maximum, annual maximum and maximum weekly average temperatures (MWAT)
cannot be determined so as to compare to the water quality criteriaas outlined in
Sullivan et a (2000) Published Temperature Thresholds-Peer Reviewed Literature.
4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and information
are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes that the
water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section 303(d) list
because it cannot be determined if applicable water quality standards for the pollutant
are met or exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Pollutant-Water
CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat
Water

The natural receiving water temperature of intrastate waters shall not be altered
unlessit can be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the Regional Water Board
that such alteration in temperature does not adversely affect beneficial uses.
Temperature objectives for COLD interstate waters, WARM interstate waters,
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Evaluation Guideline:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Soatial Representation:;

Temporal Representation:

Environmental Conditions:

and Enclosed Bays and Estuaries are as specified in the Water Quality Control
Plan for Control of Temperature in the Coastal and Interstate Waters and
Enclosed Bays of Californiaincluding any revisions. There are also temperature
objectives for the Deltain the State Water Board's May 1991 Water Quality
Control Plan for salinity. At no time or place shall the temperature of COLD or
WARM intrastate waters be increased more than 5°F above natural receiving
water temperature. To the extent of any conflict with the above, the more
stringent objective applies. In determining compliance with the water quality
objectives for temperature, appropriate averaging periods may be applied
provided that beneficia useswill be fully protected.

The guideline used was from Sullivan et a (2000) Published Temperature
Thresholds-Peer Reviewed Literature which includes reviewed sub-lethal and
acute temperature thresholds from a wide range of studies, incorporating
information from laboratory-based research, field observations, and risk
assessment approaches. This report calculated the 7-day Mean (maximum value
of the 7-day moving average of the daily mean temperature) upper threshold
criterion for steelhead trout as 17.0°C. The risk assessment approach used by
Sullivan et a (2000) suggests that an upper threshold for the 7-day average of
17.0°C for steelhead will reduce average growth 10% from optimum.

Thermal recording data loggers were deployed in pools at the fives sites within
the SRCS holding and spawning reach of Butte Creek. They were set for 1-hour
interval readings and recorded average daily temperatures which ranged as high
as 22.9 degrees Celsius on July 23, at the Cable Bridge location. The
measurements were recorded from June 1st to October 31st, 2003 at all 5 sites.
Only the number of sampling days equal to or exceeding 15.0°C, 17.5°C and
20.0°C were given for each site. The total number of samples was not specified
(Ward et a. 2003).

Daily temperature readings were recorded at 5 sites on Butte Creek - Quartz
Bowl Pool, Chimney Rock, Pool 4, Centerville Estates, and Cable Bridge.

Daily temperatures were recorded from June to October 2003 (6/01/03-
10/31/03).

Temperatures in Butte Creek above Centerville Powerhouse averaged 3.1 degree
Celsius warmer (7/1 to 9/15) than LCDD (average flow of 46.3 cfs).
Temperatures at Lower Centerville Canal averaged 0.6 degree Celsius warmer
(7/1 to 9/15) than LCDD (average flow of 108 cfs).

Stream flows at LCDD were at spill levels through July 6, 2003. Temperature
changes were evaluated for the period June 15 through July 6, 2003. During this
period the delta-T in the bypass reach of Butte Creek (between LCDD and Butte
Creek above the Centerville Powerhouse) was +1.5 degrees Celsius with flow in
the creek exceeding 200cfs. In comparison, the delta-T through Lower
Centerville Cana (between LCDD and the Centerville Powerhouse Headworks)
was +0.9 degrees Celsius with an average flow of 77 cfs.
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Region 5

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Carson Creek (from WWTP to Deer Creek)
Aldrin
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list under
section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 asingle line of evidenceis
necessary to assess listing status.

Oneline of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess this pollutant.
One of the samples exceed the pesticide water quality objective.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence indicates
that there is sufficient justification against placing this water segment-pollutant
combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality Limited Segments
category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the Policy.
2. The data used satisfies the data quantity reguirements of section 6.1.5 of the Policy.
3. One of 4 samples exceeded the CTR Human Health criterion and this does not
exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and information
are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes that the
water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section 303(d) list
because applicable water quality standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion;

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

No individual pesticide or combination of pesticides shall be present in
concentrations that adversely affect beneficial uses. Discharges shall not result in
pesticide concentrations in bottom sediments or aquatic life that adversely affect
beneficial uses. Total identifiable persistent chlorinated hydrocarbon pesticides
shall not be present in the water column at concentrations detectable within the
accuracy of analytical methods approved by the Environmental Protection
Agency or the executive Officer. Pesticide concentrations shall not exceed the
lowest levelstechnically and economically achievable. Waters designated for
use as domestic or municipal supply (MUN) shall not contain concentrations of
pesticides in excess of the Maximum Contaminant Levels set forth in California
Code of Regulations, Title 22, Division 4, Chapter 15.
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Evaluation Guideline:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Soatial Representation:;
Temporal Representation:
Data Quality Assessment:

CTR Human Hedlth.

One out of 4 samples exceed the CTR Human Health standard (CVRWQCB,
2003a).

One station was sampl ed.
Samples were collected from March 2001 through Feb. 2002.

The effluent and receiving water monitoring study was initiated in March 2001,
consistent with the QAPP prepared by RBI (RBI 2001) and submitted to and
reviewed by the RWQCB permitting staff.




Region 5

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Carson Creek (from WWTP to Deer Creek)
Heptachlor epoxide
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list under
section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 asingle line of evidenceis
necessary to assess listing status.

Oneline of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess this pollutant.
One of the samples exceeded the pesticide water quality objective.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence indicates
that there is sufficient justification against placing this water segment-pollutant
combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality Limited Segments
category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the Policy.
2. The data used satisfies the data quantity reguirements of section 6.1.5 of the Policy.
3. One of 4 samples exceeded the CTR Human Health Freshwater criterion and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and information
are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes that the
water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section 303(d) list
because applicable water quality standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion;

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

No individual pesticide or combination of pesticides shall be present in
concentrations that adversely affect beneficial uses. Discharges shall not result in
pesticide concentrations in bottom sediments or aquatic life that adversely affect
beneficial uses. Total identifiable persistent chlorinated hydrocarbon pesticides
shall not be present in the water column at concentrations detectable within the
accuracy of analytical methods approved by the Environmental Protection
Agency or the executive Officer. Pesticide concentrations shall not exceed the
lowest levelstechnically and economically achievable. Waters designated for
use as domestic or municipal supply (MUN) shall not contain concentrations of
pesticides in excess of the Maximum Contaminant Levels set forth in California
Code of Regulations, Title 22, Division 4, Chapter 15.

544



Evaluation Guideline:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Soatial Representation:;
Temporal Representation:
Data Quality Assessment:

CTR Human Hesalth Freshwater criteria (0.00021 ppb).

One out of 4 samples exceed the CTR Human Health Freshwater criteria
(CVRWQCB, 20038).

Samples were collected at one station.
Samples were collected from March 2001 through Feb. 2002.

The effluent and receiving water monitoring study was initiated in March 2001,
consistent with the QAPP prepared by RBI (RBI 2001) and submitted to and
reviewed by the RWQCB permitting staff.
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Region 5

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Carson Creek (from WWTP to Deer Creek)
Iron
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list under
section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 asingle line of evidenceis
necessary to assess listing status.

Oneline of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess this pollutant.
One of the samples exceeded the chemical constituent water quality objective.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence indicates
that there is sufficient justification against placing this water segment-pollutant
combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality Limited Segments
category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the Policy.
2. The data used satisfies the data quantity reguirements of section 6.1.5 of the Policy.
3. One of 4 samples exceeded the DHS Secondary MCL (300 ug/L) and this does not
exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and information
are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes that the
water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section 303(d) list
because applicable water quality standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion;

Evaluation Guideline:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Soatial Representation:

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

At aminimum, water designated for use as domestic or municipal supply

(MUN) shall not contain concentrations of chemical constituents in excess of the
maximum contaminant levels (MCLs) specified in the following provisions of
Title 22 of the California Code of Regulations, which are incorporated by
reference into this plan

DHS Title 22 Secondary MCL Human Health criteria (0.3 mg/L).
One out of 4 samples exceed the DHS MCL criteria (CVRWQCB, 2003a).

One station was sampl ed.
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Temporal Representation: Samples were collected from March 2001 through Feb. 2002.

Data Quality Assessment: The effluent and receiving water monitoring study was initiated in March 2001,
consistent with the QAPP prepared by RBI (RBI 2001) and submitted to and
reviewed by the RWQCB permitting staff.
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Region 5

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Linesof Evidence:

Carson Creek (from WWTP to Deer Creek)
PCB-1248
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list under
section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 asingle line of evidenceis
necessary to assess listing status.

Oneline of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess this pollutant.
One of the samples exc