
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION IX 

75 Hawthornt~ Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105·3901 

Celeste Cantli, Executive Director 
CaliJ(Jmia State Water Resource' Control Board 
10011 Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Ms. Cantli: 

ll.q>l; [,) 
WTR-'i 

The C.S. Envm.mmcntai Pr01ecLion Agmcy ("Ei-'A ") huo ,-~vic·,;.·cd an umendment to th•: 
\-Vater Qualily Comrol Plan. Los Angeles Re;;iul! ("Basin Plan'') for tbe coa.,tal watersheds of 
Los Angele> and Ventura CmmlLCS which update<; ammonia water quahty objccti\'e_, Wld 
unplementatwn procedure,; applicable to inland 1urface wale~ n,)t characteristic <Jf fr~>hw dtcr 
(including enclo;ed hay<;_ estuarie> and wetlands) (hereinal-ter. ··mland W;lter:,"") "'ith benel1cial 
"'c designation; for the protection of aquatic life. This amendment wa:, adopted by the Lo' 
Angclc-; Regional Water Quality Control Bo~rd (''Regional Board'-) on March 4, 2004 {Regional 
Board Resolution No. 2004-022), and approved by the Smte \Vater Reoource> Contml Board 
("Stale Board"') and State Offtce of 1\dministrarive Law on July 22, 2004 (Staw Board 
Re"1l ution !\ o. 2004-0044) and September 14, 2004. re' pecti vel y. S~ction 303( c) of the Clean 
Wate!' Act ("'CW A"') require' EPA to appro\'e or disapprove new or rev1scd state-adopted water 
quality standards. By this letter, EPA i<> approvi11g the 2004 am~ndmem to Chapter 3, 1\'ater 
Q"ality Objectives, of the Basin Plan. a; detailed below. 

s~ope of EPA's Approval 

Today"s action uppli~'> only to those pornon~ of the 2004 amendment subject to EPA'> 
water quality ,tandnrds appwv al authority und~r CW A ;ection 303( c J. Sc:ction 303( c) require' 
EPA to revtcw und approve or di;upprovc new or revi:,ed \\·Uta quality standard:, 'uhnutted by a 
state. For purpo<>es of section 303( c). \\ ater qualit )' '>landards general] y m dude dc>tgnatcd u;e' 
and water quality criteria tor "beneficial uses'" and '\.vater quality objeCttYe>."' re1·p~dJvely, under 
C altfornia law), and amidegrudation policies. In addttion. Ul\dcr CPA'' W<lter quality >lomdard; 
regulation, a -;taw ha> di:,cn;~ion to inclull~ mit-; stand.!rd> "policie> gen~.-ally affecting then· 
appiLcation and implementation. such as nnxin~ zones. low tlow-; and variances.'' 40 C.I·.R. § 
IJ I. 13. Though adopti011 of such polictes i> optional for a 'late, surh implementation polkies 
~re abo subject to EPA rn ie" and apprO\'Jl under section 303(c) ld. 

F.P A ha<o determined that Implementation pro\· .sion number 5, Tmll\lation of Ob)Ccli <"<'l' 

into F}jluerll Limrts, o[ the 2004 amendment (>cc p. 2 of Attachment A to Re>olutwn 1'\o. 2004-

,'i', - I,-



022) c'lahkhes procedures expressly to implement specified EPA National Pollutant Discharge 
EliminatJO•l Syste-m ("NPDES") p~m1it regulation; at 40 CF.R. Pan 122, Subpart C, aml i' 
ouL>ule the pu,..,.icw oftod:<y's action. 

Attadnncnt A to Resolution No. 2004-022 contains the' new saltwater ammonia wmer 
quality objective~ antl unplcmcntation provisions ;ubjed to review and approval_ For inland 
wmcr<;, the new water quality objedi~es ror lm-ionizcd ammonia (NH 3) arc a fixed one-hour 
a~erage ccmcentration of 0.233 mg/L and a fixed 4-day average concentration of 0.035 mg!L 
These objectives are independent of pH, temperature. or salmity_ In accordance with n~" 
implementation provision number 1, Derem1inarion of Fre.<hwara. Bmrkish Water or Saltwater 
Conditions. these ohjective~ apply to inland waters in which the salinity is equal to or gr~atcr 
than 10 parts per thousand ("ppt"}, 95 percent or more of the time; in inland waters where the 
salinity is greater than I butles; than 10 ppt, the more stringent of either the current freohwater 
~mmonia objective or new saltwater ammonia objective applies. Implementation pro,iswn 
number 6, Receiving Wmer Compliance Determination. de,cribe; methods by which mland 
water salinity level> are w,ed to determine the applicable ammonia objccl!ve when evalu~ting 
in_-,tream compliance with the Basin Plan's freshwater and saltwater ammonia objective,. L'pon 
EPA approval, the new saltwater ammonia ohjectivcs for inland water; with aquatic iife 
berreficial usc de:,ignations and two •mplcmentatJon provisions, each described above, entirely 
replace the curr~nt Basin Plan ammonia objective; and implementation provision; b~'cd ,Jn 
GP A's 1984 304(a) water quality criteria for ammonia. 

ESA Consultation with the Services on EPA's Action 

Section 7( a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act ("ESA '') -;wtes each federal agency shall 
en;ure that dny action authonzcd, funded, or carried out by such agency is not l!l;:ely to 
jeopardize the cominued existence of any endangered or threatened >pedes, or re>ult in the 
destruction or adver:.e modification of critical habitat. EPA has entered mto natmnal 
consultation with the U.S. F11h and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisherie; Service 
( collectively, the "Ser~ ice,,") on CW A section 304( a) amb1cnt water qual!ty criteria protecting 
aguauc life. This consultation includes EPA·, water quality criteria for ammonia. In a 
memorandum of agreement, EPA and the Services have agreed that iF, during the national 
con.<uhation, EPA propmeh to take an action approving numeric water quality criteria that are 
identical to EPA's existing 304(a) criteria. :.uch action will be covered by the national 
cun:.ultation; such action:. by EPA arc subject to rev1sion ha>ed on the result> oF the nauonal 
consultation_ See 66 Fed. Reg. 11202-11217. Today, EPA is takmg action on the 2004 
amendment which contains :.altwater ammonia ObJeCtive; identical to F.PA 's exi;ting 304(a) 
c·riteria for ammonia in -,altwater. 

EPA's Apprond 

Because we find the 2004 amendment to be consistent with CW A requirement;. w~ 
herehy appru~e it: this approval is subject to revision based on the re<>Ulls nf the nation:tl 
consultatwn described above. 



If there are any qucstioltS regarding our action. please contact Robyn Stuh<:r. of my 'taf( 
at (4\5) 972-3524. As alv,.ays. we look forward to continued cooperation with the State in 
achieving om mutual environmental goals. 

Sincerely, 

•' )' -
_.J-(:<-1·-- _ _)h :1'-"--l.-'"' 

A!cxos Straus,, Director 
WaterDlvi>ion 11_£~ 'l,J-o-0 

cc: Jonathan Bo>hop, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Stan Martinson, State Water Resource' Control Board, Division of \Vater Quality 
Catherine Kuhlman, :-!onh Coast Regwnal Water Quality Control Board 
l:lruce II. Wolfe. San Francisco Bay Regional Water Qual it) C'ontml Board 
Roger W. Bngg>, Cemral Coa.\t Regional Water Quahty Control Board 
Thoma> R. Pinkos, Central V al!ey Regional \1/ ater Qualuy Control l:l oard 
Harold J. Singer. Lahontan Regional Water Quahty Control Roan! 
Roher! E. Perdue, Colorado Rt\·er Basm Rcgoonal Water Quahty Control Board 
Gerard J. Thibeault. Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Controll:loar-d 
John Robenu>, San Diego Regionul Water Quulit)· Control Board 
Di~ne Nod~. C,S_ Fi'h and \Vildhfe Service. Ventura Ofllce 
Jim Bartc I. C .S. f'ish and \V tldlife Service, C arl>bad Office 
James Lccky, National Marine Fbherie> Service, Southv,.e;t Region 
Claudia tabiano. ll.S. Environmental Prnkction Agenc). Office of Scoence and Technology 
1\lanjali Vic an, U.S Environmemal Protection Agency, Office of Science and Technology 


