ATTACHMENT 3a

COMMENTS ON INDIVIDUAL WATERBODY RECOMMENDATIONS FOR

SAN GABRIEL RIVER AND LOS ANGELES RIVER WATERSHEDS


Water Segment:
Aliso Canyon Wash

Pollutant:
Diazinon

SB Decision:
Do not list

RB4 comment:
List. The current draft states that 1/6 samples exceed the DFG Diazinon acute hazard assessment criterion of 0.16 ug/l 1-hour average for the protection of aquatic life beneficial uses. The previous draft listed diazinon based on 4/6 samples exceeding the DFG diazinon acute hazard assessment criterion of 0.08 ug/l 1-hour average for the protection of aquatic life beneficial uses, which is the correct criterion.
Water Segment: 
Burbank Western Channel

Pollutant: 
Diazinon

SB Decision: 
Do not list

RB Comment:
The fact sheet states that the 1/6 samples exceeded the CDFG Hazard Assessment Criteria for protection of aquatic life beneficial uses (0.16 ug/L-acute, 0.10 ug/L-chronic).  The CDFG acute criterion is .08 ug/L.

Water Segment: 
Coyote Creek

Pollutant: 
Zinc

SB Decision: 
Delist

RB Comment:
Do not delist. In the data review for the San Gabriel metals TMDL, Regional Board staff found 6/62 exceedances of the chronic objective, adjusted for site-specific hardness, which does not meet the delisting requirements. The data set examined by Regional Board staff includes only the wet-weather samples. It also includes more recent data from the 2004/2005 storm season (see Attachment 3c). Wet- and dry-weather data should not be combined in the assessment because these data represent very different conditions in the River. Instead, data from the two periods should be assessed independently. Regional Board staff’s interpretation of the LACDPW storm water data is that there is an impairment during wet weather. 

Although it does not appear to affect the delisting recommendation, the second line of evidence is from the same data set as the first line of evidence. The second line of evidence is based on total zinc. However, dissolved zinc was also reported and was analyzed as part of the first line of evidence.

Finally, an early draft fact sheet made available to Regional Board staff included another line of evidence that did not support a delisting (another data source with a greater than 18% exceedance rate) that is not included on the current draft fact sheet. Regional Board staff request clarification on this additional line of evidence and why it was not included in the current draft fact sheet. 

Water Segment: 
Coyote Creek

Pollutant: 
Copper

SB Decision: 
Do not delist

RB Comment:
Do not delist. Although Regional Board staff agrees with the decision not to delist, it should be noted that the State Board decision is based on combined wet- and dry-weather LACDPW storm water data. Wet- and dry-weather data should not be combined in the assessment because these data represent very different conditions in the River. Instead, data from the two periods should be assessed independently. In the data review for the San Gabriel metals TMDL, Regional Board staff found 19/62 exceedances based only on wet-weather samples and including more recent data from the 2004/2005 storm season (see Attachment 3c).

Although it does not appear to affect the do not delist recommendation, the second line of evidence is from the same data set as the first line of evidence. The second line of evidence is based on total copper. However, dissolved copper was also reported and was analyzed as part of the first line of evidence.

Finally, the fact sheet for the previous draft list made available to Regional Board staff had another line of evidence that did not support a delisting (another data source with a greater than 18% exceedance rate) that is not included on the current fact sheet. Regional Board staff request clarification on this additional line of evidence and why it was not included in the current draft fact sheet.  

Water Segment: 
Coyote Creek

Pollutant: 
Lead

SB Decision: 
Do not delist

RB Comment:
Do not delist. Although Regional Board staff agrees with the decision not to delist, it should be noted that the State Board decision is based on combined wet- and dry-weather LACDPW storm water data. Wet- and dry-weather data should not be combined in the assessment because these data represent very different conditions in the River. Instead, data from the two periods should be assessed independently. In the data review for the San Gabriel metals TMDL, Regional Board staff found 7/62 exceedances based only on wet-weather samples and including more recent data from the 2004/2005 storm season (see Attachment 3c).

Although it does not appear to affect the do not delist recommendation, the second line of evidence is from the same data set as the first line of evidence. The second line of evidence is based on total lead. However, dissolved lead was also reported and was analyzed as part of the first line of evidence.

Water Segment: 
Coyote Creek

Pollutant: 
Selenium 

SB Decision: 
Delist

RB Comment:
Delist. Although Regional Board staff agrees with the decision to delist, it should be noted that the State Board decision is based on combined wet- and dry-weather LACDPW storm water data. Wet- and dry-weather data should not be combined in the assessment because these data represent very different conditions in the River. Instead, data from the two periods should be assessed independently. In the data review for the San Gabriel metals TMDL, Regional Board staff found 4/62 exceedances based only on wet-weather samples and including more recent data from the 2004/2005 storm season (see Attachment 3c).

Water Segment: 
San Gabriel River Reach 2

Pollutant: 
Lead

SB Decision: 
Delist

RB Comment:
Do not delist. In the data review for the San Gabriel metals TMDL, Regional Board staff found 5/58 exceedances of the chronic objective, adjusted for site-specific hardness, which does not meet the delisting requirements. The data set examined by Regional Board staff includes only the wet-weather samples. It also includes more recent data from the 2004/2005 storm season (see Attachment 3c). Wet- and dry-weather data should not be combined in the assessment because these data represent very different conditions in the River. Instead, data from the two periods should be assessed independently. Regional Board staff’s interpretation of the LACDPW storm water data is that there is an impairment during wet weather. The fact sheet supporting the delisting reports 4/63 exceedances, using combined wet- and dry-weather LACDPW storm water data. 

In addition, Regional Board staff requests the removal of the “EL Niño” statement from the line of evidence. 

Water Segment: 
San Gabriel River Reach 2

Pollutant: 
Zinc

SB Decision: 
Delist

RB Comment:
Delist. Although Regional Board staff agrees with the decision to delist, it should be noted that the State Board decision is based on combined wet- and dry-weather LACDPW storm water data. Wet- and dry-weather data should not be combined in the assessment because these data represent very different conditions in the River. Instead, data from the two periods should be assessed independently. In the data review for the San Gabriel metals TMDL, Regional Board staff found 3/58 exceedances based only on wet-weather samples and including more recent data from the 2004/2005 storm season (see Attachment 3c). This data still supports a delisting, but is more representative of conditions in the river.

In addition, staff requests clarification on the source of data used in the first line of evidence. From the reference, it appears to be the same data set as the second line of evidence.  

Water Segment:
San Gabriel River Reach 2

Pollutant:
Copper

SB Decision:
Do not delist

RB comment:
Regional Board staff would like clarification on the weight of evidence used in the decision. Is the decision not to delist based on the total number of exceedances for both lines of evidence (i.e., 11/88 samples)? Regional Board staff requests clarification on the source of data used in the first line of evidence. Is it solely wet-weather data?  If so, Regional Board staff supports combing it with the data used in the second line of evidence.

Water Segment: 
San Gabriel River Estuary  

Pollutant: 

Copper  

SB Decision: 

Not considered  

RB Comment:
List. There are available data for the estuary reported as total recoverable metals (see Attachments 3b and 3d). When dissolved CTR criteria are translated into total recoverable criteria using translators provided in CTR, there are 5 out of 61 samples exceeding copper criteria in the data set. This does not require listing based on the Listing Policy. However, 54 of these samples had detection limits greater than CTR criteria. The more recent data with lower detection limits exceed the criteria. Therefore, it is reasonable to assume based on the weight-of-evidence approach that the nondetectable values in the older data are likely to have also exceeded CTR criteria.

Water Segment: 
San Gabriel River Estuary  

Pollutant: 

Lead  

SB Decision: 

Not considered

RB Comment:
List. There are available data for the estuary reported as total recoverable metals (see Attachments 3b and 3d). When dissolved CTR criteria are translated into total recoverable criteria using translators provided in CTR, there are 2 out of 60 samples exceeding lead criteria in the data set. This does not require listing based on the Listing Policy. However, 22 of these samples had detection limits greater than CTR criteria. The more recent data with lower detection limits exceed the criteria. Therefore, it is reasonable to assume based on the weight-of-evidence approach that the nondetectable values in the older data are likely to have also exceeded CTR criteria.

Water Segment: 
San Gabriel River Estuary  

Pollutant: 

Zinc  

SB Decision: 

Not considered

RB Comment:
List. There are available data for the estuary reported as total recoverable metals (see Attachments 3b and 3d). When dissolved CTR criteria are translated into total recoverable criteria using translators provided in CTR, there are 2 out of 60 samples exceeding zinc criteria in the data set. This does not require listing based on the Listing Policy. However, 7 of these samples had detection limits greater than CTR criteria. The more recent data with lower detection limits exceed the criteria. Therefore, it is reasonable to assume based on the weight-of-evidence approach that the nondetectable values in the older data are likely to have also exceeded CTR criteria.

Water Segment: 
San Jose Creek Reach 1  

Pollutant: 

Selenium  

SB Decision: 

Not considered

RB Comment:
List. There are available data for selenium in San Jose Creek Reach 1 expressed as total recoverable metals (see Attachments 3b and 3d). Chronic CTR criteria for selenium are expressed as total recoverable metals and no translation is necessary. When the available data are compared to chronic criteria, there are 11/78 exceedances of the criteria. This requires listing based on the Listing Policy.
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