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SECTION III - PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. PROJECT DEFINITION

The project is a State Policy that includes provisions for:

(1) Establishing effluent limitations and determining compliance with effluent limitations for
chemical-specific criteria for priority toxic pollutants set forth in the proposed CTR and in
the National Toxics Rule (adopted by U.S. EPA on December 22, 1992), and for
chemical-specific basin plan objectives for priority toxic pollutants that are not superseded
by the CTR;

(2) Monitoring for 16 congeners of 2,3,7,8-TCDD; and

(3) Statewide chronic toxicity requirements.

In addition, the proposed Policy addresses implementation of the above criteria and water quality
objectives relating to the following topics:

(1) Storm water and urban runoff;

(2) Nonpoint source pollution discharges;

(3) Site-specific objectives;

(4) Watershed management and TMDLs; 

(5) Exceptions; and

(6) Special studies (that may be used for site-specific objectives, mixing zones, metals
translators, etc.).

The proposed Policy is applicable to the surface waters of California, excluding oceans.  Figure
III-1 is a map of this area.

B.  STATEMENT OF GOALS

The SWRCB’s goals for this project are to:
1. Provide more consistent statewide methods for the regulation of toxic pollutants;

and 2. Provide methods that attain the highest water quality that is reasonable and protect
the quality of the waters in the State from degradation.



1

5a 6a

5b

6b

2

3 5c

7

4
8

9

 •

Santa
Monica Bay

•  SAN LUIS
   OBISPO

SAN       
•

DIEGO

•  LOS
       ANGELES

Santa     •
Cruz

Monterey     •

•  REDDING

Jenner       • • SANTA
  ROSA

•  FRESNO

Morro     •
Bay

•  Quincy

• Brawley

Eureka     •

• RIVERSIDE

San Francisco   •

Ukiah  •

Oroville  •

Bishop  •

•  Bakersfield

           •

Santa Barbara

•  SOUTH LAKE
   TAHOE

•  VICTORVILLE

•  OAKLAND

Lake
Tahoe

•  SACRAMENTO

N

Surface Waters
of California

Figure III-1

III-2

Salton
Sea

Los Angeles

Sa
n 

G
ab

ri
el

 R
iv

er

 Ana

Lake
Elsinore

Whitewater Colorado

Rive
r

M
oja

ve
River

G
uadalupe

River

R
ussian

N
apa R

iver

Pajaro

River

Salinas        River

Kern

O
w

ens       R
iver

Mono
Lake

Tulare
Lake

Lake
Isabella

California

Aqueduct

Friant-

K
ern

Lake
Oroville

Cosumnes

Mokelumne

Calaveras

Stanisla
us

Tuolumne

River

River

Merced

Chowchilla

Ri
ve

r

C
anal

D
elta-M

endota

Joaquin

Creek

Clear
Lake

Rive
r

F
eather  R

iver

South

N
or

th

River

River

Fresno

San

 River

Millerton
Lake

Lake
Almanor

N
or

th

Middle

River

M
attole  River.

Putah Cr.

Honey Lake

Creek

St
on

y

Kings

Tule

R
iver

Sacram
ento

Cuyama

River
Santa Ynez

Santa

Santa M
argarit

a

Santa
Maria
River

Luis

San Diego River

Alam
o R.

N
ew

R
iver

Aqueduct

C
olorado

R
iver

All    American Canal

Havasu
Lake

Scott River

Smith
M

ad

Goose
Lake

Lake
Shasta

River

R
iv

er

K
lam

ath

Pit

Eagle
Lake

Trinity

Clair Engle
Lake

River

River

Eel

Tijuana
    River

Aq
ue

du
ct

s

Lo
s A

ng
el

es

Americ
an

Owens
Lake

Cache

 Rive
r

Ri
ve

r

Ri
ve

r

River

River

River

San Luis
Reservoir

River

River

River

River

Sisquoc

Fork

Fork

•  PALM
   DESERT

Canal

Clara

River

Fork

Fork
Folsom

Lake

Camanche
Res.

New  Hogan
Lake

New Melones
Lake

New Don
Pedro Res.

Lake
Mc Clure

Pine Flat
Res.

 R
iv

er

R
iv

er

Rive
r

River

Sa
nt

a

Rive
r

Kawaeh

Rey
San River

Pardee Res.

Lake
Berryessa



III - 3

C.   PROPOSED ACTION

The proposed action is SWRCB adoption of the proposed Policy outlined in the Project
Definition in A above.

The SWRCB will not adopt the proposed Policy until U.S. EPA has adopted the CTR because the
Policy is being proposed primarily to provide a consistent statewide program of implementation
for the water quality criteria that are being established by the CTR.

The proposed Policy is being developed as a part of a phased approach to development of an
ISWP and EBEP.  (This phased approach and components of a water quality control plan are also
explained in the Introduction to this FED.)  Under Phase 1 of development of the ISWP/EBEP,
water quality standards will be based on a combination of existing RWQCB beneficial use
designations and the following criteria/objectives to protect those beneficial uses:

• CTR criteria (for priority pollutants);
• NTR criteria (for priority pollutants);
• chemical-specific objectives for priority pollutants in the basin plans that are not superseded

by the CTR; and
• statewide chronic toxicity objective (in the proposed Policy).
 
Phase 1 will focus on implementation of those standards.  In Phase 2, the SWRCB will develop
and adopt the State's ISWP and EBEP.  The ISWP and EBEP will (1) incorporate by reference
existing basin plan beneficial uses; (2) establish State-adopted water quality objectives (the CTR
criteria will be included among the alternatives considered in establishing these objectives); and
(3) incorporate the Phase 1 implementation policy, with appropriate modifications, as the program
of implementation.


