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Changes from Region 4 August 2004 submittal packdge for LA/LB Harbor based on re¥
sediment quality guidelines in the final Listing Policy.. S. Birosik

. os Angeles Harbor — Cabrillo Marina




- Corrections/clarifications: . ; R

H

o Fact sheets prev1ously submitted under “San Pedro Bay (outside breakwater)” should be

" entitled “San Pedro Bay Near/Off Shore Zones”. The parenthetical “cutside breakwater””

* term had been added originally to make it clear the listing was not referring to the Outer.
Harbor which is inside the breakwater. Listings associated with San Pedro Bay were not re-
evaluated since the focus of the August 2004 evaluatlon was on harbor areas w1th new data.

e There is no separate “Los Angeles | Harbor Inner Breakwater” waterbody hstmg The fish
+advisories for PCBs and DDT that were part of that 11st1ng apply to a11 of the Inner Harbor

area, the Outer Harbor, and to the San Pedro Bay Near/Off Shore Zones (the latter two cover
all the breakwater areas) so there is no reason to list just the LA Harbor breakwater.
separately. Data which led to the old PAH listing (based on background levels) for inner
breakwater are now part of the larger dataset for LA/LB Outer Harbor which does not have

.~ enough data points above sediment quality guidelines to warrant any PAH listings.

¢ As mentioned in an E-mail on February 3, 2005, the waterbody “Dominguez Channel (lined
portion from Vermont to Estuary)" as shown on previously submitted fact sheets should be
referred to as “Dominguez Channel (hned portion above Vermont)” to make it clear it’s not
part of the estuary.



* This is background ‘and summary information iused in-house.  S. Birosik

. Based on re-evaluation of Hg, PCBs, and PAHs data at State Board’s request due to new sedlment quality gurdelmes in 2004 hstmg pollcy

including guidelines for individual PAHs where previously none existed

(rows hlghhghted in blue show where the re-evaluatlon led to a different recommendation based on the new gu1delmes)

Hg guldelme, =2.1.ug/g (up. from 0.7 ug/g)
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_PCBs guldehne = 400 ng/g (up from 180/188.8 ng/g)
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) On 2002 | Proposed 2004 | Current proposal Data summary.
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'PAHs guidelines:

(1) Total PAH:s — 1,800,000, ng/g (up from 16,771/44, 792 ng/g)
(2) 2-methylnaphthalene —201.28 ng/g
(3) . phenenathrene — 543.53 ng/g

" (4) low. molecular weight PAHs — 1,442 ng/g .
(5).benz(a)anthracene — 692.53 ng/g
(6) - benzo(a)pyrene — 763.22 ng/g
(7) chrysene — 845.98 ng/g
(8) dibenzo(a,h)anthracene — 260. ng/g

(9) pyrene—1397.4 ng/g

.(10) high molecular weight PAHs — 9,600 ng/g.
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PAHs (continued)
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LA/LB In? Yes, Do not list Do not list - One PAH (2- ' HPAH and LPAH had 5% and 7% of
arbor ) some ' methylnaphthalene) had | ~680 samples exceeded, respectively;
o parts 17% of 349 samples last year’s proposal to “do not list” was
L - B - - exceeding the guideline; | based on less than 5% of samples
other PAHs ranged from | exceeding the old total PAHs guidelines.
| 5= 12% of samples, Most of the exceedances noted
exceeding the .| (particularly 2-methlynaphthalene)
guidelines. These other | occurred at sites at refinery berths tested
1 PAHs also had a larger | for dredging. Random EMAP style sites
| N 4 N : . sample size (~680). had much lower concentrations.
| LANSB duter Do not list Do not list Xcke ts ranged Highest percentage of exceedances for
| HarbopX ] fromXf — 7% of about 75 | 2-methylnaphthalene -
\ ] Y spafiplgs for all PAHSs '




