TO: Administrative Record for the 2004-2006 section 303(d) list

FR: Craig J. Wilson

DATE:  January 26, 2005

SUBJECT: Consideration of all readily available data and information

Absolutely all data and information in the administrative record was considered in the development of the section 303(d) list.  This memorandum is documentation of the specific and cursory examinations made of all data and information.  The general categories of data and information in the record are:

1. 2004 Data Solicitation. Recently submitted data and information received during the SWRCB data solicitation conducted between April 2004 and June 2004.  Data received generally covered the period 2001 to early 2004.  Some data were submitted that addressed pre-2002 listings.

2. 2001 and 2002 Data Solicitations. Data and information used in support of the 2002 section 303(d) list.  This record contains data and information solicited by SWRCB and RWQCBs during the period 1997 through mid 2002.

3. USEPA Data Assembly. Additional data provided by USEPA resulting from an exhaustive search for data and information at each of the nine RWQCBs.  In early 2004, USEPA and their contractors searched the records of the RWQCBs to find any and all data that might be used to support listings or delistings.  The collection dates for the data were between the 1970s through 2003.  An estimated 2.5 million data points were submitted in electronic form and several hundred paper copies were submitted or referenced.

4. SWAMP data.  These data were available from 2000 through early 2004.  

Review of data and information

1. 2004 Data Solicitation. Completed review of all data and information submitted.  Thirty-eight data sets assembled (attachment).  Fact sheets developed generally for all data and information.  Fact sheets were developed if standards were not met.  Some data sets were quite extensive and showed very few exceedances.  These were reviewed cursorily and the review was documented in spreadsheets.

Examined all data from un-listed water bodies where standards are not met.

Examined all data with summary reports or executive summaries to guide efforts.

Reviewed data for un-listed pollutants for existing listed water bodies.

Examined data for water body-pollutant combinations without exceedances in most every case.  For some data sets scanned data for exceedances and record if no exceedances.  

Examined data sets that did not make sense, had no supporting information, or have no identifying information.  Generally fact sheets were not prepared for information of this sort.

Examined data without numeric water quality objectives, criteria, or evaluation guidelines.   Generally prepared fact sheets for these data sources.

2. 2001 and 2002 Data Solicitations.  All of these data and information were first considered in the development and adoption of the 2002 section 303(d) list. These data are summarized in the Staff Report on the Revision of the Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List of Water Quality Limited Segments (final version prepared by SWRCB staff in 2003).

For most of the waters and pollutants addressed on the 2002 list, no new data were submitted.  Many of the 2002 fact sheets were carried forward to the current assessment and combined with recently made-available data and information.  Some fact sheets were brought forward even though no new data were available because SWRCB were requested under the provisions of the Listing Policy to review the basis for previous listings.

If a listing or delisting was reviewed a fact sheet was prepared.

3. USEPA Data Assembly.  A cursory review of all these data and information was completed.  Data older than May 2001 were presumed to be previously assessed in the 2002 process or in the 1998 process.  These data were difficult to review in terms of the Listing Policy because generally the data had no or little supporting information to help in the description of sampling sites, had no supporting information, or had no identifying information, etc.

When it appeared based on the cursory review that standards were exceeded or not exceeded, fact sheets were developed.  Examples include perchlorate in Region 7, a copper listing in Region 6, and the FERC data from Region 5.  For the other data and information, fact sheets were developed only when there was a clear exceedance and the water was not listed previously.  Review was generally documented in spreadsheets (attached).  Most all of the data and information was assessed during the 2002 list development.  If the data were addressed in the 2002 list process then it was not addressed again. Data collected after 2001 that was linked to previously assessed data was reviewed.  No changes in listing status were observed.

4. SWAMP data.  Reviewed all data associated collected under the auspices of SWAMP (attachment).

Attachments

