CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LAHONTAN REGION
2018 Triennial Review
Comment Letters and Responses to Comments

Water Board staff received 16 comment letters related to the 2018 Triennial
Review. The table below lists the attached letters in order of date received.
Project

Author

1

Evaluate Bacteria Water
Quality Objectives

Karl Wilbur, Director of
Government Affairs

California
Cattlemen’s
Association

CCA

9/20/18

2

Section 304(a)
ammonia criteria
recommended by US
EPA in 2013

Ann Heil, Section
Head, Reuse and
Compliance
Department

Los Angeles
County
Sanitation
Districts

LACSD

9/21/18

Katherine Rubin,
Manager of
Wastewater Quality
and Compliance
Theresa A Dunham,
Somach Simmons &
Dunn

Los Angeles
Department of
Water and
Power
Centennial
Livestock

LADWP

9/24/18

CL

9/24/18

Lisa Wallace, Executive
Director; Matt Freitas,
Program Manager
Mathew Mitchell, Water
Quality Assessment
Section
Lance Eckhart, PG,
CHG, Director of Basin
Management and
Resource Planning
Peter Bernasconi, PE,
Public Works Director
Teri Red Owl,
Executive Director

Truckee River
Watershed
Council
USEPA

TRWC

9/24/18

USEPA

9/24/18

Mojave Water
Agency

MWA

9/24/18

Bishop Paiute
Tribe
Owens Valley
Indian Water
Commission

BTPW

9/24/18

OVIWC

9/24/18

3

Removal of GWR and
AGR Beneficial uses
from Piute Ponds
wetlands
Evaluate Bacteria Water
Quality Objectives

4

Evaluate Bacteria Water
Quality Objectives

5

Middle Truckee River
Objective for Deposited
or Embedded Sediment
Section 304(a) USEPA
recommended criteria

6

7

Site-Specific Water
Quality Objectives for
Mojave Ground Water

8

Tribal Beneficial Uses

9

Tribal Beneficial Uses

Organization

Comment Code

Received

10 Tribal Beneficial Uses
11 Tribal Beneficial Uses

Charlotte Lange,
Chairperson
Mary Wuester, Tribal
Chairperson

12 Tribal Beneficial Uses

Mel O. Joseph,
Environmental Director

13 Tribal Beneficial Uses

Kristopher Hohag,
member
BryAnna Vaughan

14 Tribal Beneficial uses
15 Tribal Beneficial Uses

16 Tribal Beneficial Uses

Monty J. Bengochia,
Tribal Historic
Preservation Office
Alan Bacock, Water
Program Coordinator

Mono Lake
Kutzadika Tribe
Lone Pine
PaiuteShoshone
Reservation
Lone Pine
PaiuteShoshone
Reservation
Bishop Paiute
Tribe member
Concerned
citizen
Bishop Paiute
Tribe

MLK

9/24/18

LPW

9/24/18

LPJ

9/24/18

Hohag

9/24/18

BV

9/24/18

Big Pine Paiute
Tribe of the
Owens Valley

BPPT

BTHPO

9/24/18
(email);
9/28/18 (mail)
9/24/18

Comment

Response

CCA1

CCA2

The Lahontan Water Quality Control Board (Water Board) staff’s proposal to
rank Evaluating Bacteria Water Quality Objectives prescribed by the Water
Quality Control Plan for the Lahontan Region (Basin Plan) is the highest
priority project for the 2018 Triennial Review. Water Board staff is now in a
position to move forward with this project because the State Water
Resources Control Board (State Board) recently adopted bacteria objectives
for the water contact beneficial use (i.e., REC-1) for surface waters statewide.
The State Board’s recently adopted bacteria objective for REC-1 beneficial
uses, based on E. coli, is less stringent than the Water Board’s current fecal
coliform objective of 20/100 ml. Because of this difference, Water Board
staff’s next steps for this project include regional data evaluation and
consultation with stakeholders, leading to a strategy for identifying and
implementing recommendations regarding the Lahontan Water Board’s
bacteria objectives. The California Cattlemen’s Association (CAA) and other
stakeholders will continue to have opportunities to participate throughout
this project. Water Board staff encourages the CCA to work with its members
to provide any and all pertinent water quality monitoring data to the Water
Board, so that decisions are, in part, based upon comprehensive data for the
region.

Comment

Response

Comment

Response

LACSD1

Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board (Water Board)
staff agrees that water quality objectives should be based upon
the most current and applicable science. Water Board staff also
believes it is more efficient for the State Water Resources Control
Board (State Water Board) to take action incorporating U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency recommended water quality
criteria rather than the nine regional water boards doing so
independently. It may also be necessary for the State Water Board
to address multiple constituents covered by the California Toxics
Rule. For these reasons, Water Board staff is recommending
identifying the Evaluate Section 304(a) Criteria project as “below
the line.”

Comment

Response

LACSD2

Before the Ground Water Recharge and Agricultural Supply
beneficial uses are considered for de-designation in the Amargosa
Creek section downstream of Lancaster Water Reclamation Plant
discharge, Water Board staff will be scheduling a meeting with the
Sanitation District to better understand the issues you noted.

LACSD3

LACSD4

Water Board staff is proposing that this project continue to be
identified as requiring additional resources to proceed. However,
Water Board staff also proposes to review the results of the
Sanitation District’s investigative work, and to discuss the potential
for alternative approaches, including direct assistance from
Sanitation District staff to work on this project because of our
limited resources. The desired outcome of such discussions would
be consensus regarding the optimal approach to addressing the
situation and elevating the project’s priority in the next Triennial
Review.

Comment

Response

LACSD5

Water Board staff is proposing that this project be identified as
requiring additional resources to proceed. Please refer to the
previous responses LACSD2-4 regarding discussions of the Sanitation
District’s reasons for the request, evaluating alternative options, and
discussing an optimal or preferred approach to addressing the
Sanitation Districts’ request.

LACSD6

LACSD7

Water Board staff plans to engage with the Sanitation Districts in
further evaluating the issue and determining the optimal option to
address LACSD concerns while consistently upholding the Porter
Cologne Act’s water quality protections by considering past, present,
and probable future beneficial uses of water.

Comment

Response

LADWP1

LADWP2

LADWP3

Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board (Lahontan Water
Board) staff agrees with LADWP’s acknowledgement of the
important role the Lahontan Basin Plan plays in establishing goals for
water quality protection throughout the Lahontan Region. Water
Board staff also agrees the Triennial Review process must reflect the
best available science.

Water Board staff recommends the project of Evaluating Bacteria
Water Quality Objectives prescribed by the Basin Plan is the highest
priority project for the 2018 Triennial Review.

Comment

Response

The process of re-evaluating the Water Board’s fecal coliform
objectives for surface waters will include among other elements, a
thorough review of scientific information and water quality data
collected in the Lahontan Region.
LADWP4

LADWP5

LADWP6
LADWP7

Water Board staff recognizes the challenges that naturally occurring
sources of all fecal indicator bacteria pose to water quality
monitoring, and we will be evaluating the appropriate fecal indicator
in light of the State Board’s new E. coli standard as compared to the
Water Board’s existing fecal coliform standard. An evaluation of
current science pertaining to fecal contamination and how fecal
contamination correlates with human health risks will be a critical
part of the water quality objective evaluation. Water Board staff
appreciates the work undertaken by LADWP to collect bacteria data
in Mono and Inyo Counties and encourages LADWP to share its data
with Water Board staff.
The Water Board shares LADWP’s concerns related to the impacts of
climate change and encourages LADWP to continue monitoring and
to participate in the Water Board’s process towards creating a
Climate Change Adaptation and Mitigation Strategy.
Water Board staff is looking forward to including LADWP in this
process, and to incorporating LADWP’s datasets into the evaluation
process.

Comment

Response

The Lahontan Water Quality Control Board (Water Board) staff
proposes the project “Evaluating Bacteria Water Quality Objectives
prescribed by the Water Quality Control Plan for the Lahontan
Region (Basin Plan)” as the highest priority project for the 2018
Triennial Review. Water Board staff is now in a position to move
forward with this project considering the State Water Resources
Control Board’s (State Board) recently adopted bacteria objectives
for the water contact beneficial use (i.e., REC-1) for surface waters
state-wide.

CL1

CL2

CL3

Water Board staff will begin the process to evaluate the current
bacteria water quality objectives as resources allow. As with all
Triennial Review projects, the prioritization of a project does not
pre-suppose an outcome. Water Board staff will work with
stakeholders to ensure that stakeholder data is included in the
evaluation, and that stakeholder concerns help inform the process.
Water Board staff encourages Centennial Livestock to share their
water quality monitoring data with the Water Board at their earliest
convenience.
The State Board recently adopted bacteria objectives to protect the
water contact beneficial use (i.e., REC-1) that apply statewide. To
reflect the encouragement from the State Board, Water Board staff
have placed the review of the fecal coliform standard currently in
the Basin Plan at the top of the 2018 Triennial Review priorities. The
State Water Board’s adoption of a statewide bacteria standard to
protect the REC-1 beneficial use allows for consistency in the
regulation of recreational surface waters state wide. Water Board
staff will evaluate the mechanisms which will protect the highquality waters of the Lahontan Region from degradation while still
being protective of human health.

Comment

Response

CL4

CL5

The Basin Plan’s fecal coliform objective of 20 cfu/ 100 mL was
adopted to protect the high-quality waters found in the Lahontan
Region. The water quality objective for coliform organisms in the
1971 Interim Basin Plan for several waters, including the East Walker
River was “None attributable to human wastes.” The 1976 Basin Plan
applied a 20 cfu/100mL fecal coliform standard to REC-1 waters in
the East Walker River, as well as nine (9) other waterbodies. Further
iterations of the Basin Plan adopted in the 1990’s expanded the
standard regionwide in a recognition of the need to protect the highquality of waters in the Lahontan Region. Subsequent substantial
sampling efforts have shown that many of the waters of the region
attain the 20 cfu/100 mL standard.

The Basin Plan defines the REC-1 beneficial use as “Water Contact
Recreation. Beneficial uses of waters used for recreational activities
involving body contact with water where ingestion of water is
reasonably possible. These uses include, but are not limited to,
swimming, wading, water-skiing, skin and scuba diving, surfing,
white water activities, fishing, and use of natural hot springs.”
Wading and Fishing are included in the REC-1 beneficial use. While
Water Board staff recognize that members of the public have limited
access to waters located on Centennial Ranch properties, these
waters flow downstream into waters that are held in public trust.

Comment

Response

CL6

CL7

CL8

Water Board staff is now in a position to move forward with this
project considering the State Board’s recently adopted bacteria
objectives for the water contact beneficial use (i.e., REC-1) for
surface waters state-wide.

Evaluating the Basin Plan’s bacteria water quality objective for
surface waters is currently identified on the Proposed 2018 Triennial
Review List as the top priority project. The List identifies regional
data evaluation, stakeholder consultation, and strategy development
as the first three actions to be initiated within the 2018 Triennial
Review period (2019-2021). Centennial Livestock and other
stakeholders will have multiple opportunities to share data,
information, and their concerns, as well as contribute ideas and
recommendations throughout the Water Board’s process.

Comment

Response

TRWC1

The Truckee River Embedded/Deposited Sediment Objective project
has been placed “above the line” within the Proposed 2018 Triennial
Review List. Water Board staff have identified collaborating with the
Truckee River Watershed Council in developing a strategy regarding
data collection, analysis, and needs assessment, followed by
evaluating options to address the beneficial use impairment. This
effort is scheduled to begin during the first year of the 2018 Triennial
Review period (2019-2021).

TRWC2

TRWC3

TRWC4

The Proposed 2018 Triennial Review List captures this situation in
the Description for the Truckee River Embedded/Deposited
Sediment Objective project.

As stated in Response TRWC1 above, the Truckee River
Embedded/Deposited Sediment Objective project has been
elevated in priority and is currently “above the line,” identifying
the project as one that Water Board staff intends to work on as a
priority. Water Board staff will need the assistance from the
Truckee River Watershed Council to advance this project because
of the Water Board’s limited resources.

Comment

Response

The Water Board recognizes the need to update or add water quality
criteria based on the CWA section 304(a) recommended criteria. The

USEPA1

Water Board has limited resources to address basin planning
work and the proposed Triennial Review list reflects Water Board
prioritization of potential basin planning related projects. The
proposed Triennial Review list anticipates a need for additional
resources to address 304(a) recommended criteria, placing the
project “below the line.” Many of these criteria revise human

health criteria included in the California Toxics Rule (CTR), which the
Water Board does not have the authority to modify. Such authority
lies with the State Board. Additionally, Water Board staff believes
having the State Board adopt water quality objectives based upon
304(a) criteria is, in many cases, more efficient that the nine
Regional Water Boards doing so individually. For example, the State
Board has done this with the update of REC-1 bacteria objectives and
has a current project to address cadmium. Therefore, Water Board
staff has placed this project “below the line” in the Proposed 2018
Triennial Review List. Notwithstanding this prioritization, Water
Board staff will be discussing with State Board staff a proposal for
addressing this matter on a statewide basis.

Comment

Response

MWA1

Next steps identified for the Site-Specific Water Quality Objectives
for Mojave Groundwater project include stakeholder participation,
where Water Board staff anticipates the collaborative relationship
between the Mojave Water Agency and Water Board will continue
to produce productive and positive results.

Comment

Response

Comment

Response

MWA2

Water Board staff agrees that groundwater quality and quantity is
complex across the Mojave Groundwater Basin. Water Board staff is
looking forward to building upon the Mojave Water Agency’s and
others’ scientific studies, further developing this project and
collaboratively moving forward towards a successful evaluation,
recommendation, and project outcome.

Comment

Response

The Tribal and Subsistence Beneficial Uses project has been placed “above
the line” within the Proposed 2018 Triennial Review List, meaning that
Water Board staff anticipates dedicating effort during the 2018 Triennial
Review Period (2019-2021). Next steps would include developing and
implementing a Tribal consultation process to facilitate the exchange of
information that is protective of Tribal cultural resources and helps support
the Water Board’s efforts to add the beneficial uses to the Basin Plan. Next
steps would also include developing an approach and schedule for adding
the beneficial uses to the Basin Plan, and to designate waterbodies with
one of more of those beneficial uses. Water Board staff anticipates
beginning such efforts during the first year of the Triennial Review Period.
BTPW1
BTPW2
BTPW3

This project does not involve establishing water quality objectives linked to
the new beneficial uses at this time. Establishing new water quality
objectives tied to the new beneficial uses could be a subsequent project.
There will be opportunities to discuss the need for additional water quality
objectives with respect to the new beneficial uses as we work on
incorporating the new beneficial uses into the Basin Plan, and subsequently
designating waterbodies with the new beneficial uses.

Same as Response to Comment BPTPW1

Comment

Response

BTPW4
BTPW5

BTPW6

BTPW7

BTPW8
BTPW9

In response to your requests:
(1) The project proposes to amend the Basin Plan to include the CUL and T-SUB
beneficial uses (BU), as well as the SUB BU.
(2) The Water Board will develop a process to consult with the Tribes in the
Lahontan Region to determine the appropriateness for beneficial use designation
for specific waterbodies, while protecting sensitive and confidential information.
The Water Board intends to develop the consultation process in coordination
with the Tribes, other Regional Water Boards, and the State Water Board. There
are more than 10 Tribes that reside in or maintain historical cultural interest in
the water resources of the Lahontan Region.
(3) The timing of project implementation is dependent on available resources
and information, and Water Board direction. Your commitment to helping Water
Board staff move forward with this project by providing assistance should
facilitate the project moving forward more quickly.
In response to your recommendations:
1. The Water Board values participation in its decision-making processes
by those that live and work in and visit the Lahontan Region. So, while
the Tribal and Subsistence Fishing Beneficial Uses and Mercury
Provisions specify that waters designated with the new beneficial uses
must be associated with uses of California Native American Tribes, and a
California Native American Tribe must confirm the designation is
appropriate, non-recognized indigenous tribes and communities will
also be able to participate in the Water Board’s decision-making
process.
2. Water Board staff anticipates outreach beyond tribal governments will
be vital in accessing and understanding the indigenous community
members’ knowledge regarding historic and existing cultural beneficial
uses of waters. Water Board staff looks forward to working with the
California Native American Heritage Commission and Tribal
Governments in reaching out and communicating with tribal elders and
other tribal members.
3. Part of this project involves determining the nature or type of
information necessary to support beneficial use designations. Tribal
government input will play a critical role, as will consultation with the
State Water Board, in further defining “…appropriate evidence or tribal
claims.” Additionally, the CUL beneficial use definition itself provides
examples of resource use categories that are to be interpreted as
constituting the presence of the CUL beneficial use.

Comment

Response

Comment

Response

OVIWC1

The Tribal and Subsistence Beneficial Uses project has been placed
“above the line” within the Proposed 2018 Triennial Review List, meaning
that Water Board staff anticipates dedicating effort during the 2018
Triennial Review Period (2019-2021). Next steps would include developing
and implementing a Tribal consultation process to facilitate the exchange
of information that is protective of Tribal cultural resources and helps
support the Water Board’s efforts to add the beneficial uses to the Basin
Plan. Next steps would also include developing an approach and schedule
for adding the beneficial uses to the Basin Plan, and to designate
waterbodies with one or more of those beneficial uses. Water Board staff
anticipates beginning such efforts during the first year of the Triennial
Review Period.

Comment

Response

OVIWC2
OVIWC3

This project does not involve establishing water quality objectives linked
to the new beneficial uses at this time. Establishing new water quality
objectives tied to the new beneficial uses could be a subsequent project.
There will be opportunities to discuss the need for additional or revised
water quality objectives with respect to the new beneficial uses as we
work on incorporating the new beneficial uses into the Basin Plan, and
subsequently designating waterbodies with the new beneficial uses.
Same as Response to Comment OVIWC1

OVIWC4
OVIWC5

OVIWC6

OVIWC7

In response to your requests:
(1) The project proposes to amend the Basin Plan to include the CUL and
T-SUB beneficial uses (BU), as well as the SUB BU.
(2) The Water Board will develop a process to consult with the Tribes in
the Lahontan Region to determine the appropriateness for beneficial use
designation for specific waterbodies, while protecting sensitive and
confidential information. The Water Board intends to develop the
consultation process in coordination with the Tribes, other Regional
Water Boards, and the State Water Board. There are more than 10 Tribes
that reside in or maintain historical cultural interest in the water
resources of the Lahontan Region.
(3) The timing of project implementation is dependent on available
resources and information, and Water Board direction. Your commitment
to helping Water Board staff move forward with this project by providing
assistance should facilitate the project moving forward more quickly.

In response to your recommendations:
1. The Water Board values participation in its decision-making
processes by those that live and work in and visit the Lahontan
Region. So, while the Tribal and Subsistence Fishing Beneficial Uses
and Mercury Provisions specify that waters designated with the new
beneficial uses must be associated with uses of California Native
American Tribes, and a California Native American Tribe must
confirm the designation is appropriate, non-recognized indigenous
tribes and communities will also be able to participate in the Water
Board’s decision-making process.

Comment

Response

2.
OVIWC8

OVIWC9

3.

Water Board staff anticipates outreach beyond tribal governments
will be vital in accessing and understanding the indigenous
community members’ knowledge regarding historic and existing
cultural uses of waters. Water Board staff looks forward to working
with the California Native American Heritage Commission Tribal
Governments in reaching out and communicating with tribal elders
and other tribal members.
Part of this project involves determining the nature or type of
information necessary to support beneficial use designations. Tribal
government input will play a critical role, as will consultation with
the State Water Board, in further defining “…appropriate evidence or
tribal claims.” Additionally, the CUL beneficial use definition itself
provides examples of resource use categories that are to be
interpreted as constituting the presence of the CUL beneficial use.

Comment

Response

The Tribal and Subsistence Beneficial Uses project has been placed
“above the line” within the Proposed 2018 Triennial Review List,
meaning that Water Board staff anticipates dedicating effort during
the 2018 Triennial Review Period (2019-2021). Next steps would
include developing and implementing a Tribal consultation process
to facilitate the exchange of information that is protective of Tribal
cultural resources and helps support the Water Board’s efforts to
add the beneficial uses to the Basin Plan. Next steps would also
include developing an approach and schedule for adding the
beneficial uses to the Basin Plan, and to designate waterbodies with
one or more of those beneficial uses. Water Board staff anticipates
beginning such efforts during the first year of the Triennial Review
Period.

MLK1
MLK2
MLK3

This project does not involve establishing water quality objectives
linked to the new beneficial uses at this time. Establishing new water
quality objectives tied to the new beneficial uses could be a
subsequent project. There will be opportunities to discuss the need
for additional or revised water quality objectives with respect to the
new beneficial uses as we work on incorporating the new beneficial
uses into the Basin Plan, and subsequently designating waterbodies
with the new beneficial uses.
Same as Response to Comment MLK1

MLK4
MLK5

MLK6

In response to your requests:
(1) The project proposes to amend the Basin Plan to include the CUL
and T-SUB beneficial uses (BU), as well as the SUB BU.
(2) The Water Board will develop a process to consult with the Tribes
in the Lahontan Region to determine the appropriateness for
beneficial use designation for specific waterbodies, while protecting
sensitive and confidential information. The Water Board intends to
develop the consultation process in coordination with the Tribes,
other Regional Water Boards, and the State Water Board. There are
more than 10 Tribes that reside in or maintain historical cultural
interest in the water resources of the Lahontan Region.
(3) The timing of project implementation is dependent on available
resources and information, and Water Board direction.

Comment

Response

MLK7

MLK8

MLK9

MLK10

In response to your recommendations:
1. The Water Board values participation in its decision-making
processes by those that live and work in and visit the Lahontan
Region. So, while the Tribal and Subsistence Fishing Beneficial
Uses and Mercury Provisions specify that waters designated with
the new beneficial uses must be associated with uses of
California Native American Tribes, and a California Native
American Tribe must confirm the designation is appropriate,
non-recognized indigenous tribes and communities will also be
able to participate in the Water Board’s decision-making
process.
2. Water Board staff anticipates outreach beyond tribal
governments will be vital in accessing and understanding the
indigenous community members’ knowledge regarding historic
and existing cultural beneficial uses of waters. Water Board staff
looks forward to working with the California Native American
Heritage Commission and Tribal Governments in reaching out
and communicating with tribal elders and other tribal members.
3. Part of this project involves determining the nature or type of
information necessary to support beneficial use designations.
Tribal government input will play a critical role, as will
consultation with the State Water Board, in further defining
“…appropriate evidence or tribal claims.” Additionally, the CUL
beneficial use definition itself provides examples of resource use
categories that are to be interpreted as constituting the
presence of the CUL beneficial use.

Your commitment to helping Water Board staff move forward with
this project by providing assistance should facilitate the project
moving forward more quickly.

Comment

Response

The Tribal and Subsistence Beneficial Uses project has been placed
“above the line” within the Proposed 2018 Triennial Review List,
meaning that Water Board staff anticipates dedicating effort during
the 2018 Triennial Review Period (2019-2021). Next would steps
include developing and implementing a Tribal consultation process
to facilitate the exchange of information that is protective of Tribal
cultural resources and helps support the Water Board’s efforts to
add the beneficial uses to the Basin Plan. Next would steps also
include developing an approach and schedule for adding the
beneficial uses to the Basin Plan, and to designate waterbodies with
one of more of those beneficial uses. Water Board staff anticipates
beginning such efforts during the first year of the Triennial Review
Period.

LPW1
LPW2
LPW3

LPW4
LPW5

LPW6

This project does not involve establishing water quality objectives
linked to the new beneficial uses at this time. Establishing new water
quality objectives tied to the new beneficial uses could be a
subsequent project. There will be opportunities to discuss the need
for additional or revised water quality objectives with respect to the
new beneficial uses as we work on incorporating the new beneficial
uses into the Basin Plan, and subsequently designating waterbodies
with the new beneficial uses.
Same as Response to Comment LPW1
In response to your requests:
(1) The project proposes to amend the Basin Plan to include the CUL
and T-SUB beneficial uses (BU), as well as the SUB BU.
(2) The Water Board will develop a process to consult with the Tribes
in the Lahontan Region to determine the appropriateness for
beneficial use designation for specific waterbodies, while protecting
sensitive and confidential information. The Water Board intends to
develop the consultation process in coordination with the Tribes,
other Regional Water Boards, and the State Water Board. There are
more than 10 Tribes that reside in or maintain historical cultural
interest in the water resources of the Lahontan Region.
(3) The timing of project implementation is dependent on available
resources information, and Water Board direction. Your
commitment to helping Water Board staff move forward with this
project by providing assistance should facilitate the project moving
forward more quickly.

Comment

Response

LPW7

LPW8

LPW9

In response to your recommendations.
1. The Water Board values participation in its decision-making processes
by those that live and work in and visit the Lahontan Region. So, while
the Tribal and Subsistence Fishing Beneficial Uses and Mercury
Provisions specify that waters designated with the new beneficial uses
must be associated with uses of California Native American Tribes, and
a California Native American Tribe must confirm the designation is
appropriate, non-recognized indigenous tribes and communities will
also be able to participate in the Water Board’s decision-making
process.
2. Water Board staff anticipates outreach beyond tribal governments will
be vital in accessing and understanding the indigenous community
members’ knowledge regarding historic and existing cultural beneficial
uses of waters. Water Board staff looks forward to working with the
California Native American Heritage Commission and Tribal
Governments in reaching out and communicating with tribal elders and
other tribal members.
3. Part of this project involves determining the nature or type of
information necessary to support beneficial use designations. Tribal
government input will play a critical role, as will consultation with the
State Water Board, in further defining “…appropriate evidence or tribal
claims.” Additionally, the CUL beneficial use definition itself provides
examples of resource use categories that are to be interpreted as
constituting the presence of the CUL beneficial use.

Comment

Response

The Tribal and Subsistence Beneficial Uses project has been placed
“above the line” within the Proposed 2018 Triennial Review List,
meaning that Water Board staff anticipates dedicating effort during
the 2018 Triennial Review Period (2019-2021). Next steps would
include developing and implementing a Tribal consultation process
to facilitate the exchange of information that is protective of Tribal
cultural resources and helps support the Water Board’s efforts to
add the beneficial uses to the Basin Plan. Next steps would also
include developing an approach and schedule for adding the
beneficial uses to the Basin Plan, and to designate waterbodies with
one of more of those beneficial uses. Water Board staff anticipates
beginning such efforts during the first year of the Triennial Review
Period.
LPJ1
LPJ2
LPJ3

The Tribal and Subsistence Beneficial Uses project does not involve
establishing water quality objectives linked to the new beneficial
uses at this time. Establishing new water quality objectives tied to
the new beneficial uses could be a subsequent project. There will be
opportunities to discuss the need for additional or revised water
quality objectives with respect to the new beneficial uses as we work
on incorporating the new beneficial uses into the Basin Plan, and
subsequently designating waterbodies with the new beneficial uses.
Same as Response to Comment LPJ1

Comment

Response

LPJ4
LPJ5

LPJ6

LPJ7

LPJ8
LPJ9

In response to your requests:
(1) The project proposes to amend the Basin Plan to include the CUL
and T-SUB beneficial uses (BU), as well as the SUB BU.
(2) The Water Board will develop a process to consult with the Tribes
in the Lahontan Region to determine the appropriateness for
beneficial use designation for specific waterbodies, while protecting
sensitive and confidential information. The Water Board intends to
develop the consultation process in coordination with the Tribes,
other Regional Water Boards, and the State Water Board. There are
more than 10 Tribes that reside in or maintain historical cultural
interest in the water resources of the Lahontan Region.
(3) The timing of project implementation is dependent on available
resources information, and Water Board direction. Your
commitment to helping Water Board staff move forward with this
project by providing assistance should facilitate the project moving
forward more quickly
In response to your recommendations.
1. The Water Board values participation in its decision-making
processes by those that live and work in and visit the Lahontan
Region. So, while the Tribal and Subsistence Fishing Beneficial
Uses and Mercury Provisions specify that waters designated with
the new beneficial uses must be associated with uses of
California Native American Tribes, and a California Native
American Tribe must confirm the designation is appropriate,
non-recognized indigenous tribes and communities will also be
able to participate in the Water Board’s decision-making
process.
2. Water Board staff anticipates outreach beyond tribal
governments will be vital in accessing and understanding the
indigenous community members’ knowledge regarding historic
and existing cultural beneficial uses of waters. Water Board staff
looks forward to working with the California Native American
Heritage Commission and Tribal Governments in reaching out
and communicating with tribal elders and other tribal members.
3. Part of this project involves determining the nature or type of
information necessary to support beneficial use designations.
Tribal government input will play a critical role, as will
consultation with the State Water Board, in further defining
“…appropriate evidence or tribal claims.” Additionally, the CUL
beneficial use definition itself provides examples of resource use
categories that are to be interpreted as constituting the
presence of the CUL beneficial use.

Comment

Response
The Tribal and Subsistence Beneficial Uses project has been placed
“above the line” within the Proposed 2018 Triennial Review List,
meaning that Water Board staff anticipates dedicating effort during
the 2018 Triennial Review Period (2019-2021). Next steps include
developing and implementing a Tribal consultation process to
facilitate the exchange of information that is protective of Tribal
cultural resources and helps support the Water Board’s efforts to
add the beneficial uses to the Basin Plan. Next steps also include
developing an approach and schedule for adding the beneficial uses,
and to designate waterbodies with one of more of those beneficial
uses. Water Board staff anticipates beginning such efforts during
the first year of the Triennial Review Period.

Hohag1
Hohag2

The Tribal and Subsistence Beneficial Uses project does not involve
establishing water quality objectives linked to the new beneficial
uses at this time. Establishing new water quality objectives tied to
the new beneficial uses could be a subsequent project. There will be
opportunities to discuss the need for additional or revised water
quality objectives with respect to the new beneficial uses as we work
on incorporating the new beneficial uses into the Basin Plan, and
subsequently designating waterbodies with the new beneficial uses.

Hohag3

Same as Response to Comment Hohag1.

Hohag4

In response to your requests:
(1) The project proposes to amend the Basin Plan to include the CUL
and T-SUB beneficial uses (BU), as well as the SUB BU.
(2) The Water Board will develop a process to consult with the Tribes
and Tribal individuals in the Lahontan Region to determine the
appropriateness for beneficial use designation for specific
waterbodies, while protecting sensitive and confidential information.
The Water Board intends to develop the consultation process in
coordination with the Tribes, other Regional Water Boards, and the
State Water Board. There are more than 10 Tribes that reside in or
maintain historical cultural interest in the water resources of the
Lahontan Region.
(3) The timing of project implementation is dependent on available
resources information, and Water Board direction.

Hohag5

Hohag6

Comment

Response

In response to your recommendations.

1. The Water Board values participation in its decision-making

Hohag7

Hohag8

Hohag9

processes by those that live and work in and visit the Lahontan
Region. So, while the Tribal and Subsistence Fishing Beneficial
Uses and Mercury Provisions specify that waters designated with
the new beneficial uses must be associated with uses of
California Native American Tribes, and a California Native
American Tribe must confirm the designation is appropriate,
non-recognized indigenous tribes and communities will also be
able to participate in the Water Board’s decision-making
process.
2. Water Board staff anticipates outreach beyond tribal
governments will be vital in accessing and understanding the
indigenous community members’ knowledge regarding historic
and existing cultural beneficial uses of waters. Water Board staff
looks forward to working with the California Native American
Heritage Commission and Tribal Governments in reaching out
and communicating with tribal elders and other tribal members,
such as yourself, who have cultural and historic knowledge
integral to the designation process.
3. Part of this project involves determining the nature or type of
information necessary to support beneficial use designations.
Tribal government input will play a critical role, as will
consultation with the State Water Board, in further defining
“…appropriate evidence or tribal claims.” Additionally, the CUL
beneficial use definition itself provides examples of resource use
categories that are to be interpreted as constituting the
presence of the CUL beneficial use.

Reference to Native American tribes in the Basin Plan is currently
limited to brief discussion on the ability of tribes to set water quality
standards, and for those waters affected to be considered interstate
waters.
The Tribal and Subsistence Beneficial Uses project has been placed
“above the line” within the Proposed 2018 Triennial Review List,
meaning that Water Board staff anticipates dedicating effort during
the 2018 Triennial Review Period (2019-2021). Next steps include
developing and implementing a Tribal consultation process to
facilitate the exchange of information that is protective of Tribal
cultural resources and helps support the Water Board’s efforts to
add the beneficial uses to the Basin Plan. Next steps also include
developing an approach and schedule for adding the beneficial uses,
and to designate waterbodies with one of more of those beneficial
uses. Water Board staff anticipates beginning such efforts during
the first year of the Triennial Review Period.

BV1

BV2
BV3
BV4
BV5
BV6

BV7

The Tribal and Subsistence Beneficial Uses project does not involve
establishing water quality objectives linked to the new beneficial
uses at this time. Establishing new water quality objectives tied to
the new beneficial uses could be a subsequent project. There will be
opportunities to discuss the need for additional or revised water
quality objectives with respect to the new beneficial uses as we work
on incorporating the new beneficial uses into the Basin Plan, and
subsequently designating waterbodies with the new beneficial uses.
See Response to Comment BV1.
In response to your requests:
(1) The project proposes to amend the Basin Plan to include the CUL
and T-SUB beneficial uses (BU), as well as the SUB BU.
(2) The Water Board will develop a process to consult with the Tribes
and Tribal individuals in the Lahontan Region to determine the
appropriateness for beneficial use designation for specific
waterbodies, while protecting sensitive and confidential
information. The Water Board intends to develop the consultation
process in coordination with the Tribes, other Regional Water
Boards, and the State Water Board. There are more than 10 Tribes
that reside in or maintain historical cultural interest in the water
resources of the Lahontan Region.
(3) The timing of project implementation is dependent on available
resources information, and Water Board direction.

Comment

Response

Comment

Response

The Tribal and Subsistence Beneficial Uses project has been placed
“above the line” within the Proposed 2018 Triennial Review List,
meaning that Water Board staff anticipates dedicating effort during
the 2018 Triennial Review Period (2019-2021). Next steps include
developing and implementing a Tribal consultation process to
facilitate the exchange of information that is protective of Tribal
cultural resources and helps support the Water Board’s efforts to
add the beneficial uses to the Basin Plan. Next steps also include
developing an approach and schedule for adding the beneficial uses,
and to designate waterbodies with one of more of those beneficial
uses. Water Board staff anticipates beginning such efforts during
the first year of the Triennial Review Period.

BTHPO1
BTHPO2

BTHPO3

BTHPO4
BTHPO5

BTHPO6

The Tribal and Subsistence Beneficial Uses project does not involve
establishing water quality objectives linked to the new beneficial
uses at this time. Establishing new water quality objectives tied to
the new beneficial uses could be a subsequent project. There will be
opportunities to discuss the need for additional or revised water
quality objectives with respect to the new beneficial uses as we work
on incorporating the new beneficial uses into the Basin Plan, and
subsequently designating waterbodies with the new beneficial uses.
See Response to Comment BV1.
In response to your requests:
(1) The project proposes to amend the Basin Plan to include the CUL
and T-SUB beneficial uses (BU), as well as the SUB BU.
(2) The Water Board will develop a process to consult with the Tribes
and Tribal individuals in the Lahontan Region to determine the
appropriateness for beneficial use designation for specific
waterbodies, while protecting sensitive and confidential information.
The Water Board intends to develop the consultation process in
coordination with the Tribes, other Regional Water Boards, and the
State Water Board. There are more than 10 Tribes that reside in or
maintain historical cultural interest in the water resources of the
Lahontan Region.
(3) The timing of project implementation is dependent on available
resources information, and Water Board direction.

Comment

Response

BTHPO7

BTHPO8
BTHPO9

BTHPO10

In response to your recommendations.
1. The Water Board values participation in its decision-making
processes by those that live and work in and visit the Lahontan
Region. So, while the Tribal and Subsistence Fishing Beneficial
Uses and Mercury Provisions specify that waters designated
with the new beneficial uses must be associated with uses of
California Native American Tribes, and a California Native
American Tribe must confirm the designation is appropriate,
non-recognized indigenous tribes and communities will also be
able to participate in the Water Board’s decision-making
process.
2. Water Board staff anticipates outreach beyond tribal
governments will be vital in accessing and understanding the
indigenous community members’ knowledge regarding historic
and existing cultural beneficial uses of waters. Water Board
staff looks forward to working with the California Native
American Heritage Commission and Tribal Governments in
reaching out and communicating with tribal elders and other
tribal members.
3. Part of this project involves determining the nature or type of
information necessary to support beneficial use designations.
Tribal government input will play a critical role, as will
consultation with the State Water Board, in further defining
“…appropriate evidence or tribal claims.” Additionally, the CUL
beneficial use definition itself provides examples of resource
use categories that are to be interpreted as constituting the
presence of the CUL beneficial use.
The Triennial Review project provides an opportunity to recognize
within the Basin Plan the significance of the waters of the Owens
River Watershed to the Bishop Paiute Tribe.

Comment

Response

The Tribal and Subsistence Beneficial Uses project has been placed
“above the line” within the Proposed 2018 Triennial Review List,
meaning that Water Board staff anticipates dedicating effort during
the 2018 Triennial Review Period (2019-2021). Next steps include
developing and implementing a Tribal consultation process to
facilitate the exchange of information that is protective of Tribal
cultural resources and helps support the Water Board’s efforts to
add the beneficial uses to the Basin Plan. Next steps also include
developing an approach and schedule for adding the beneficial uses,
and to designate waterbodies with one of more of those beneficial
uses. Water Board staff anticipates beginning such efforts during
the first year of the Triennial Review Period.

BPPT1
BPPT2

BPPT3

BPPT4
BPPT5

BPPT6

The Tribal and Subsistence Beneficial Uses project does not involve
establishing water quality objectives linked to the new beneficial
uses at this time. Establishing new water quality objectives tied to
the new beneficial uses could be a subsequent project. There will be
opportunities to discuss the need for additional or revised water
quality objectives with respect to the new beneficial uses as we work
on incorporating the new beneficial uses into the Basin Plan, and
subsequently designating waterbodies with the new beneficial uses.
Same as Response to Comment BPPT1.
In response to your requests:
(1) The project proposes to amend the Basin Plan to include the CUL
and T-SUB beneficial uses (BU), as well as the SUB BU.
(2) The Water Board will develop a process to consult with the Tribes
and Tribal individuals in the Lahontan Region to determine the
appropriateness for beneficial use designation for specific
waterbodies, while protecting sensitive and confidential information.
The Water Board intends to develop the consultation process in
coordination with the Tribes, other Regional Water Boards, and the
State Water Board. There are more than 10 Tribes that reside in or
maintain historical cultural interest in the water resources of the
Lahontan Region.
(3) The timing of project implementation is dependent on available
resources information, and Water Board direction.

Comment

Response

BPPT6 (cont’d)

BPPT7

BPPT8

BPPT9

BPPT10

The Water Board values participation in its decision-making
processes by those that live and work in and visit the Lahontan
Region. So, while the Tribal and Subsistence Fishing Beneficial Uses
and Mercury Provisions specify that waters designated with the new
beneficial uses must be associated with uses of California Native
American Tribes, and a California Native American Tribe must
confirm the designation is appropriate, non-recognized indigenous
tribes and communities will also be able to participate in the Water
Board’s decision-making process.
Water Board staff anticipates outreach beyond tribal governments
will be vital in accessing and understanding the indigenous
community members’ knowledge regarding historic and existing
cultural beneficial uses of waters. Water Board staff looks forward to
working with the California Native American Heritage Commission
and Tribal Governments in reaching out and communicating with
tribal elders and other tribal members.
Part of this project involves determining the nature or type of
information necessary to support beneficial use designations. Tribal
government input will play a critical role, as will consultation with
the State Water Board, in further defining “…appropriate evidence
or tribal claims.” Additionally, the CUL beneficial use definition itself
provides examples of resource use categories that are to be
interpreted as constituting the presence of the CUL beneficial use.
The Triennial Review project provides an opportunity to recognize
within the Basin Plan the significance of the waters of the Owens
River Watershed to the Bishop Paiute Tribe.

