
State (If Califomia 
California Regional Water Qualit~· Control Board, Lo• Angeles Region 

RESOLUTIO.'oll\0. 2002-011 
April 25, 2002 

Amendment to the Water Quality Comrol Plan for the Lo., Angeles Region to Update the 
Ammonia Objectives for Inland Surface Waters (including enclosed ba}·s, estuaries and 

"'ctlands) with Bcnefidall.'se designation~ for protection of" Aquatic Life" 

WHEREAS, the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Re~ion, 
finds that: 

1. The federal Clean Water Act {CW A) requires the Caltfomta Regional Water Quality Control 
Board (Reg10nal Board) to develop walcr quality objecllves which are suffi~ient to protect 
b~'I!cficml u;es designated for each water body found within its region. 

2. The proposed amendment to the \Vater Quality Control Plan for the Los Angeles Region 
(Ba<;m Plan) was developed in accordance w1th secllon 13241 of the l'oner-Cologne Water 
Quality Control Act (CalJfomJa Water Code, Division 7, Chapter 4. Article 3). 

3. The current Basin Plan contains armnoma obj ect1ves t.u pro led inland surface waters 
>upporting aquat1c life. These obJeel!vcs are based on U.S. EPA crit<."Tia adapted in 19H4. 

4. "I he amendment propo.<ed for adoption int.u the Basm Plan will upd•lc the current ammon1a 
obJech I'CS for mbnd ourface watern, w1th the ex.ccplion of enclosed baY!' and estuaries not 
charactenstic of freshwater as <lcocribcd in the amendment, supporting aquatic life to Include: 

(A) Greater rccognition of the temperature dependence of the chronic objective. 
e.<pectally at low lcmpcmlures. 

(BJ An Early Life Stage (ELS) chron1c objective. 
(C) A 30-day averagmg period for the chronic objective 1nslcad of a 4-day averaging 

peno(L 
In addition: 

(A) The acute objective is no longer temperature d~'Jl~'Ildcnt. 
(B) The chrontc objcct1vc is no longer dependent on !he fish species pre.<ent. 

5. For enclosed bays and estuaries not characteri<;t1C of freshwater, the extstmg ammonw 
objectives contamed in the 1994 Basin Plan shall remam m effect until the Regtonal Board 
detetTilmes the most appropriate objecttves for ilicoc water bodies 

6. The Regional F!oard re-cognizes that the ext sting Basin Plan !llcludes a proVlsion that required 
compliance with exlSI!llg Basm Plan ammonia objectives hy June 13, 2002. Wlule the 
amendment remows the 8-ycar compliance provision, 11 doc,; ;o in recognition that the 
rev1sed obJective:; are no more stringent. and in fact ~"-'I!crally are less ltrlllg<.'IIL than the 
existing objectives. The removal of the 8-year compliance language will not result m an 
1mpact to dt<chargcrs bccm"e the Basm Plan amendment w!llnot take effect, given the need 
for Stale Board, Office of Adnum.<tratt>c La"', and US EPA review and approval, unt1l afu.T 
the C>..pirmion of the 8-year complim1ce language. 
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7_ The amendment w1ll revise Chapter 3 "Water Quality Objectives"' of the Basm Plan and 
include impkm~'I!tation language. 

R_ The proposed amendment i~ based on acute and clrronic toxicity data puhl1shed smce 1985. 

Y. Spemtlca11y, as a re.<ult ofthese rev1sions, the acute objective for mnrnonia is now dependent 
on pH and fish species, and the chronic objective is dependent on pH amltcmp~'IatUJe. At 
lower temperatures, the chrome objective is also dependent on the presence or absence of 
early life stages offish (ELS)_ 

10. Fm the cold wak'I acute objective, the new ohJe<:tove IS high~'I thon the old objective except m 
the pH range of7 25-8.25 wh~'Ic the k'mperature is between 0 and 15 degrees Celsius or 32 to 
59 degree; Falrrcnheit. For the warm water acute obJccllvc, the new objective is hogher at all 
temperature and pH values. 

II The new chronic ohJectJVes for ammonia are higher than the objectives currently m the Basin 
Plan in all cases. 

12. 'I he proposed amendment provides implementation language to determme whether a water 
body is charackristic of freshwater, brackosh water or saltwater to dcknuine which objectoves 
should be applied. \Vater bodies that are no/ charactensnc of tfeshwater arc defined as those 
in which the s.alinity is greater than l part per thousand 95% or more of the time_ 

1} _ Water bod1cs with a Basin l'bn designation ot "SPWN" <opport high quality aquatic hahitat< 
suitable fm reproduction and early development of fi;h and, therefore, these water hod1es arc 
designated as Jiarly Life Stage (ELS) present waters_ 

14 Where threatened or endangered species are present, the amendment requires that mure 
;tringmt, site-specitlc modificatoons of the ObJectives be perfonned_ 

15. "I he propmed amendment uttli<'<'S metholls similar to that contained in the Technical Supp01t 
f><:Jeurn~'Ilt for Wat~'I Quality-based Toxics Control (US EPA 1991) and Policy for 
Implementation ofTo'<ic< Standards for Jnlaml Surface Waters, Enclosed Rays, and Estuaries 
of Cahfomia (also known as the Sll') to translate the objectives contained m th1s propo<;ed 
ammdmmt into effluent hmits m the absence of a TMDL. 

16. The Regional Board has considered the costs of implementing the amendment, and other 
factors, as requ~red by the Cahfomia Water Code, section 1324 I. 

17. The propo>e<l amendment results in no or de minimis pokntial for adverse effect, either 
mdividually or cumlllativcly, on wildlife 

l R_ The regulatory action proposed meets the "Necess11y" standard of the Administratove 
Procedure; Act, GoYemment Code. sect1on 11353. ;ubdi\1s1on (b)_ 

19_ The amendment" consistent with the State AnttdegHdation Policy (State Water Resources 
Control Hoard (SWRCB) Resolul!on No 68"16). in that the changes to water quality 
ObJCeti;cs (1) cons1der maximum benefits to the people ofthe state, (ii) will not unrea<onably 
affect present and antJC1patcd beneficial use of waters, and (iii) will not result m water quality 
less than that prescribed in pohc1es L1 kewJSe, the amendment lS con<;~stent with the federal 
Anlidcgradanon PolJCy (40 CFR 131.12)_ 
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20. The basm planning process has been certified as 'filllctionally equivalent' to the California 
Environm~'Il!al Quality Ad rcqu1rcments for preparing CfiVliOruncn!al Uocumcnts and is, 
therefOre, exempt ti"om tho<e requirements (Pub11c Resotrrces Code, Se<:t10n 21 000 et seq_)_ 

21. Regional Board staffpr~-parcd a staff report dated February 4, 2002, dcscnbmg the proposed 
amendment, and sent the staff report to all kno"n interested persons to allow a 45-day public 
comment period in advance ofthe publ!c hearing. 

22. Reg10nal Board staff prepared a revised staff report and amendment language in response to 
public comments on the February 4, 2002 nollce, and sent the staff report to all known 
inl<:rcstcd p<-Tsons on March 22, 2002 to allow an additiona130-day comment penod on the 
revis10ns in advance of the public hearmg. 

23_ The Regional Board held a public hearmg on April25, 2002, for the pLIIpO>e of receiving 
testimony on the proposccl Basin Plan ornendment. Notice of the pubhc hearmg was sent to 
all known interested persons and published inaccordance w1th California Water Code, section 
13244. 

24. At the Apnl25, 2002, Board meeting, the Regional Board narrowed the scope of the March 
22, 2002, proposed achon, so that the updated ammonia objectives would not apply to 
enclosed bays and estuaries that are not characterist1c of freshwater_ The A-pril 25, 2002, 
narrowmg prov1ded that e,-.!sling ammonia objectives would remain in effect for enclosed 
bays and esruanes that are no/ charactenstic of freshwater_ 

25. In addition, the Regional Board directed stalfto conduct further study of two related to;ucs. 
The first !<sue os a review of the ammonia objechves for enclosed bays ancl estuaries that are 
not charack'Tistic of frcshwat~T, and the ;econcl issue is an evaluation of sofi-hortom aquatic 
habitats to assess their suitabihty for early l!fe otage (ELS) fish. If warrankJ, ba>ed upon 
further review, a Basm Phm ammdm~nt addressing the;e issues is to be pre<ented fnr the 
Regional Board's considerat1on w1thm one year after this action. 

26. The Basin Plan amcndm~Tlt must be ;ubmitted for review and approval hy the State Water 
Resources Controllloard (State Board), Otfice of Adm!mstralivc Law (OAL), and U.S_ EPA_ 
Once approved by the State Boarcl, the amendment is submitted to OAL and U.S. EPA. The 
Basin Plan amendment w1ll become effective for ;late law purpose> upon approval by OAL 
For purposes of federol law, the Basm Phm =~'I!clment will be effect1ve upon approval by 
both OAL and U.S. EPA. A Notice of Decision will he tlled_ 

THEREFORE, be it resot>·ed that 

I. Pursuant to sections 13240 and 13241 of the California Water Code. the Regional Board, 
after consid~Ting: the entire record, including oral test1mony at the hearing, hereby adopt>; tbe 
amendment to the Water Quahty Control Phm for the Los Angele> Region, to amend the 
water <.JUality objective for ammonia m inland >urtace waters (including mclosed bays, 
estuanes and wetland<) a.< set forth m Attachment A. 

2. The Regwnal Board ,<taff shall convene a tccluucal ad\isory group to further im''"tigatc the 
most appropr1ate ways to 1clcntify JOLS-present waterbodies and shall prc>ent the findings of 
thts group to the Regional Board wtthin one year after Regional Boarcl adoption of th1s 
rc;olution. 
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3_ The Regional Board shall bring another Basm Plan amendment before the Reg~onal Board 
;vithin one year after the adoption of this resolution to update the ammonia objecllves for 
mland surface waters (1.e., enclosed bays and estuaries} that are no/ charaekristic of 
freshwakr. 

4_ The Execut1ve Officer 1S dircekd to forward copies of the Basin Plan amendment 10 the State 
Bo;rrd in accordance with the requirements of section 13245 of the Cahfom1a Water Code. 

5_ The Regional Board n.x]ueots that the State Board approve the Basin Plan amendment in 
accordance with the requirement:; of sectwns 13245 and 13246 of the Cal!fornia \Vater Code 
and forward it to OAL and the U.S. EPA_ 

6. If during its approval process the State Brntrd or OAL determines that rninur, non-substantive 
corrections to the lunguage of the amendment are needed for clarity or constslcncy, the 
Execul!ve Officer may make such changes, and shall infonn the Brntrd of any such changes. 

7. The Executive Officer is authomed to stgn a Certificate of Fee Exemption. 

I, Dennis A. Dickerson, Executive Officer, do hereby certifY that the foregoing is a full, ttue, and 
correct copy of a resolution adopted by the Cal1fom1a Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los 
Angeles Region, on Apnl 25, 2002. 

---D.._. ,rc,Z_ 
Dennis A. Dickerson 
Executive Offic~-r 

4- · fz~. -.._ 
Date 


