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Region 9

New or Revised

Water Segment:
Pollutant:

Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Buena Creek
Sulfates
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list
under section 3.2 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.2 a single line of
evidence is necessary to assess listing status. One line of evidence is
available in the administrative record to assess this pollutant.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence
indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing this water
segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality
Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the
Policy.

2. The data used does not satisfy the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. Four of 4 samples exceeded the MCL guidelines for sulfate and this does
not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.2 of the Listing Policy
because there are not enough samples to list this water body for this pollutant.
4.Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes
that the water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section
303(d) list because applicable water quality standards for the pollutant are not
exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water Contact
Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm Freshwater
Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

Basin Plan WQO - Title 22 Table 64449-B Secondary Maximum
Contaminant Levels of 250 mg/l; Upper Limit- 500 mg/l; Short Term-
1500 mgl/l.

Data Used to Assess Water Four of 4 samples exceeded the Basin Plan recommended secondary

Quality:

MCL (SWAMP, 2004).

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

Two Stations at Buena Creek: 33.17225 -117.20887.
Samples were collected from March through September of 2002.
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Data Quality Assessment: SWAMP Quality Assurance Plan.
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Region 9

New or Revised

Water Segment:
Pollutant:

Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Buena Vista Creek
Total Dissolved Solids
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list
under section 3.2 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.2 a single line of
evidence is necessary to assess listing status.

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess this
pollutant. An insufficient number of samples exceed the water quality
objective.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence
indicates that there is not sufficient justification in favor of placing this water
segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality
Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the
Policy.

2. The data used does not satisfy the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. Two of 2 samples were in exceedance of the water quality objective for total
dissolved solids and this does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in
Table 3.2 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes
that the water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section
303(d) list because it cannot be determined if applicable water quality
standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, IN - Industrial Service Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial uses,
the WQO for total dissolved solids is 500 mg/L. This concentration is not
to be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by RWQCB9 in 1998. Two of 2 samples were in

Quality:

exceedance (SWRCB, 2003).
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Spatial Representation: One set of samples were collected at Buena Vista Creek at South Vista
Way. The other set were collected at Buena Vista Creek; exact location
was not reported.

Temporal Representation: Samples were collected once on 05/20/1998 and once on 06/29/1998.
QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

New or Revised

Water Segment:
Pollutant:

Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

De Luz Creek
Sulfates
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence
indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing this water
segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality
Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the
Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section 6.1.5 of
the Policy.

3. Two of 9 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and these do not
exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.2 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes
that the water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section
303(d) list because applicable water quality standards for the pollutant are not
exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN - Industrial
Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water Contact
Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare & Endangered
Species, SP - Fish Spawning, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI -
Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial use, the
WQO for Sulfate is 250 mg/L. This concentration is not to be exceeded
more than 10% of the time during any one year period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by LAW Crandall from 1997 to 2000. Two of 9

Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

samples were in exceedance.
Samples were collected at De Luz Creek near Fallbrook.
Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 12/1997 to 06/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

New or Revised

Water Segment:
Pollutant:

Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Del Dios Creek
Sulfates
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence
indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing this water
segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality
Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the
Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section 6.1.5 of
the Policy.

3. Three of 3 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and these do not
exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.2 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes
that the water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section
303(d) list because applicable water quality standards for the pollutant are not
exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial uses,
the WQO for sulfate is 250 mg/L. This concentration is not to be
exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from 04/1999

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

to 06/1999. Three of 3 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at Del Dios Creek at the "Rd crossing res at
entra."

One sample per day was collected on 04/26/1999, 05/24/1999, and
06/21/1999.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

New or Revised

Water Segment:
Pollutant:

Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Antimony
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list
under section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 a single line of
evidence is necessary to assess listing status.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence
indicates that there is insufficient justification in favor of placing this water
segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality
Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the
Policy.

2. The data used does not satisfy the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. Three of 97 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and these do not
exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes
that the water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section
303(d) list because applicable water quality standards are not exceeded and a
pollutant does not contribute to or cause the problem.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use, the
WQO for Antimony is 0.006 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from 1995 to

Quality:

2005. Three of 97 samples were in exceedance (City of San Diego,
2006).

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Samples were collected several times per year from 04/12/95 to 11/9/05.
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Region 9

New or Revised

Water Segment:
Pollutant:

Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Beryllium
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list
under section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 a single line of
evidence is necessary to assess listing status.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence
indicates that there is insufficient justification in favor of placing this water
segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality
Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the
Policy.

2. The data used does not satisfy the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. Three of 87 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and these do not
exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes
that the water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section
303(d) list because applicable water quality standards are not exceeded and a
pollutant does not contribute to or cause the problem.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use, the
WQO for Beryllium is 0.004 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from 1995 to

Quality:

2005. Three of 87 samples were in exceedance (City of San Diego,
2006).

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Samples were collected once each in 12/4/95 to 9/11/05.
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Region 9

New or Revised

Water Segment:
Pollutant:

Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Forester Creek
Oxygen, Dissolved
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list
under section 3.2 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.2 a single line of
evidence is necessary to assess listing status.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence
indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing this water
segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality
Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the
Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section 6.1.5 of
the Policy.

3. Three of 10 samples exceeded the water quality objective and this does not
exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.2 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes
that the water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section
303(d) list because applicable water quality standards for the pollutant are not
exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

IN - Industrial Service Supply
Water

From the Basin Plan: Dissolved oxygen levels shall not be less than 5.0
mg/l in inland surface waters with designated MAR or WARM beneficial
uses or less than 6.0 mg/l in waters with designated COLD beneficial
uses. The annual mean dissolved oxygen concentrations shall not be
less than 7 mg/l more than 10% of the time.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected at Forester Creek by the City of El Cajon in 09/1997

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

and monthly from 04/2000-12/2000. Three of 10 averages were below
7.0 mg/L, which is more than 10% of the time (SWRCB, 2003)

Samples were collected at Forester Creek. The exact sample location is
unknown.

Samples were collected in 09/1997 and monthly from 04/2000-12/2000.
Averages were reported. It is unknown how many samples were
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collected per month.
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Region 9

New or Revised

Water Segment:
Pollutant:

Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Kitchen Creek
Turbidity
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list
under section 3.2 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.2 a single line of
evidence is necessary to assess listing status.

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess this
pollutant. No samples exceeded the water quality objective.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence
indicates that there is insufficient justification in favor of placing this water
segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality
Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

4. It cannot be determined if the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of
the Policy are satisfied due to the absence of the information.

5. The data used does not satisfy the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. The one sample did not exceed the 5 NTU water quality objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.2 of the Listing
Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes
that the water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section
303(d) list because applicable water quality standards for the pollutant are not
exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Turbidity is 5 ntu. For other beneficial uses,
the WQO for turbidity is 20 ntu.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 1997. None

Quality:

of 1 sample was in exceedance.

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

Samples were collected at Kitchen Creek at site KTCS5.
One sample was collected on 05/19/1997.
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QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

New or Revised

Water Segment:
Pollutant:

Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Kitchen Creek
pH
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for listing on the section 303(d) list under
section 3.2 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.2 a single line of evidence is
necessary to assess listing status.

Two lines of evidence are available in the administrative record to assess this
pollutant.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence
indicates that there is insufficient justification in favor of placing this water
segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality
Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the
Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section 6.1.5 of
the Policy.

3. One of 29 samples from two combined lines of evidence exceeded the 6 -
8.5 pH Basin Plan water quality objective and this does not exceeds the
allowable frequency listed in Table 3.2 of the Listing Policy.

3. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes
that the water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section
303(d) list because applicable water quality standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR - Freshwater
Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal &
Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water Contact
Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, SP - Fish Spawning, WA -
Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial uses,
the WQO for pH is 6.5 (minimum) to 8.5 (maximum).

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 1997. None
of the 8 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at Kitchen Creek site KTC2.

Samples were collected 3-5 times over a period of 6 minutes or less on
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QA/QC Equivalent:

New or Revised

03/12/1997 and 06/18/1997.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Pollutant-Water

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR - Freshwater
Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal &
Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water Contact
Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, SP - Fish Spawning, WA -
Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial uses,
the WQO for pH is 6.5 (minimum) to 8.5 (maximum).

Data were collected by the City of San Diego in 1997 and 1998. Five of
the 21 samples were in exceedance. Since all 5 exceedances occurred
on one day, 05/19/1997, it is averaged as one exceedance.

Samples were collected at Kitchen Creek at site KTCS5.

Samples were collected on 01/01/1997, 04/01/1997, 05/19/1997,
06/18/1997, and 01/29/1998.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

New or Revised

Water Segment:
Pollutant:

Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Loma Alta Creek
Total Dissolved Solids
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list
under section 3.2 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.2 a single line of
evidence is necessary to assess listing status. One line of evidence is
available.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence
indicates that there is insufficient justification in favor of placing this water
segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality
Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the
Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section 6.1.5 of
the Policy.

3. None of the 2 samples were in exceedance of the water quality objective
and the sample size is insufficient to determine if standards are being met or
exceeded with the confidence and power of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes
that the water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section
303(d) list because it cannot be determined if standards are being met or
exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, WA -
Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial uses,
the WQO for total dissolved solids is 500 mg/L. This concentration is not
to be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year period.

Data Used to Assess Water Two samples were collected by the Regional Board on 5/20/1998 at two

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

locations on Loma Alta Creek. Both samples exceeded the water quality
objective.

Two samples were taken along Loma Alta Creek; one at College Blvd.
and one at El Camino Real.

One sample was taken at each of the two locations on one day,
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5/20/1998.
QA/QC Equivalent: Data was used in the 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment: Murrieta Creek
Pollutant: Arsenic
Decision: Do Not List

Weight of Evidence:  This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list
under section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 a single line of
evidence is necessary to assess listing status.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence
indicates that there is not sufficient justification in favor of placing this water
segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality
Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the
Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section 6.1.5 of
the Policy.

3. Two of 51 water samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and these do
not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes

Recommendation: that the water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section
303(d) list because applicable water quality standards are not being
exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:
QA/QC Equivalent:

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use, the
WQO for Arsenic is 0.05 mg/L.

Data were collected by the RWQCB on 06/09/1998. One sample was
collected, and it was in exceedance of the water quality objective
(SWRCB, 2003).

Samples were collected at Murrieta Creek at Calle Del Oso Rd.
One sample was collected on 06/09/1998.
Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence

Pollutant-Water
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Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:
Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

New or Revised

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use, the
WQO for Arsenic is 0.05 mg/L.

Data were collected by LAW Crandall from 1997 to 2000. None of the 11
samples were in exceedance (SWRCB, 2003).

Samples were collected at Murrieta Creek at Temecula. Exact location
was not reported.

Samples were collected from 12/09/1997 to 06/01/2000. One to 4
samples were collected per year. One to 2 samples were reported per
sampling day.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:
Data Quality Assessment:

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use, the
WQO for Arsenic is 0.05 mg/L.

The Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
collected water samples from 1994 to 2005 for their NPDES MS4 Permit.
Of the 39 samples, only 1 was in exceedance of the WQO (RCFCWCD,
2005).

The samples were collected on Murrieta Creek, however, sites were not
specified.

The samples were collected from September 1994 to May 2005.

Data was collected under an appropriate QAPP consistent with section
6.1.4 of the Listing Policy.
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Region 9

Water Segment: Murrieta Creek
Pollutant: Copper
Decision: Do Not List

Weight of Evidence:  This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list
under section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 a single line of
evidence is necessary to assess listing status.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence
indicates that there is not sufficient justification in favor of placing this water
segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality
Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the
Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section 6.1.5 of
the Policy.

3. Two of 56 water samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and these do
not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes

Recommendation: that the water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section
303(d) list because applicable water quality standards are not being
exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:
QA/QC Equivalent:

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the water quality objective for Copper is 1.0 mg/L.

Data were collected by the San Diego Regional Board on 06/09/1998.
One sample was collected and it exceeded the water quality objective
(SWRCB, 2003).

Sample was collected at Murrieta Creek at Calle Del Oso Rd.
One sample was collected on 06/09/1998.
Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence

Pollutant-Water
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Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:
QA/QC Equivalent:

New or Revised

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Copper is 1.0 mg/L.

Data were collected by the San Diego Regional Board on 06/09/1998.
One sample was collected, it was in exceedance (SWRCB, 2003).

Sample was collected at Murrieta Creek behind the cement factory.
One sample was collected on 06/09/1998.
Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:
Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Copper is 1.0 mg/L.

Data were collected by LAW Crandall from 1997 to 2000. None of the 11
samples were in exceedance (SWRCB, 2003).

Samples were collected at Murrieta Creek. Exact location was not
reported.

Samples were collected from 12/09/1997 to 06/01/2000. One to 4
samples were collected per year. One to 2 samples were reported per
sampling day.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

Data Quality Assessment:

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Copper is 1.0 mg/L.

The Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
collected water samples from 1994 to 2005 for their NPDES MS4 Permit.
Of the 43 samples, none was in exceedance of the WQO (RCFCWCD,
2005).

The samples were collected on Murrieta Creek, however sites were not
specified.

The samples were collected from September 1994 to May 2005.

Data was collected under an appropriate QAPP consistent with section
6.1.4 of the Listing Policy.
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Region 9

New or Revised

Water Segment:
Pollutant:

Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Murrieta Creek
Zinc
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence
indicates that there is not sufficient justification in favor of placing this water
segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality
Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the
Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section 6.1.5 of
the Policy.

3. Two of 56 water samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and these do
not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes
that the water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section
303(d) list because applicable water quality standards are not being
exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:
QA/QC Equivalent:

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for zinc is 5.0 mg/L.

Data were collected by the San Diego Regional Board on 06/09/1998.
One sample was collected, it was in exceedance of the water quality
objective (SWRCB, 2003).

Samples were collected at Murrieta Creek at Calle Del Oso Rd.
One sample was collected on 06/09/1998.
Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/

Pollutant-Water

MU - Municipal & Domestic

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
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Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:
QA/QC Equivalent:

New or Revised

beneficial use, the WQO for zinc is 5.0 mg/L.

Data were collected by the San Diego Regional Board on 06/09/1998.
One sample was collected, it was in exceedance (SWRCB, 2003).

Samples were collected at Murrieta Creek behind the cement factory.
One sample was collected on 06/09/1998.
Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:
Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for zinc is 5.0 mg/L.

Data were collected by LAW Crandall from 1997 to 2000. None of the 11
samples were in exceedance of the water quality objective (SWRCB,
2003).

Samples were collected at Murrieta Creek. Exact location was not given.

Samples were collected from 12/09/1997 to 06/01/2000. One to 4
samples were collected per year. One sample was reported per sampling
day.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

Data Quality Assessment:

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for zinc is 5.0 mg/L.

The Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
collected water samples from 1994 to 2005 for their NPDES MS4 Permit.
Of the 43 samples, none were in exceedance of the water quality
objective (RCFCWCD, 2005).

The samples were collected on Murrieta Creek, however sites were not
specified.

The samples were collected from September 1994 to May 2005.

Data was collected under an appropriate QAPP consistent with section
6.1.4 of the Listing Policy.
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Region 9

New or Revised

Water Segment:
Pollutant:

Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Reidy Canyon Creek
Turbidity
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list
under section 3.2 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.2 a single line of
evidence is necessary to assess listing status.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence
indicates that there is insufficient justification in favor of placing this water
segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality
Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the
Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section 6.1.5 of
the Policy.

3. Two of 2 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and these do not
exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes
that the water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section
303(d) list because applicable water quality standards for the pollutant are not
exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN - Industrial
Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water Contact
Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm Freshwater
Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan, the Turbidity WQO for inland surface water with
Municipal (MUN) Beneficial Uses is 5 units.

The Turbidity WQO for inland surface waters with all other beneficial
uses is 20 NTU. Waters shall be free of changes in turbidity that cause
nuisance or adversely affect beneficial uses.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was obtained from samples collected on 3/12/2001 in Reidy Creek

Quality:

near the Mountain Meadow Mushroom Farm. One upstream sample and
one downstream sample were collected. For the MUN beneficial use, 2 of
2 samples are in exceedance (SDRWQCB, 2001).
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New or Revised

Spatial Representation: Two samples, one upstream and one downstream, were collected at
Reidy Creek near the Mountain Meadow Mushroom Farm.

Temporal Representation: Samples were collected once on 3/12/2001.
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Region 9

New or Revised

Water Segment:
Pollutant:

Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

San Marcos Lake
Total Dissolved Solids
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list
under section 3.2 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.2 a single line of
evidence is necessary to assess listing status.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence
indicates that there is insufficient justification in favor of placing this water
segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality
Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the
Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section 6.1.5 of
the Policy.

3. Three of 3 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and these do not
exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes
that the water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section
303(d) list because applicable water quality standards for the pollutant are not
exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Sediment

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Evaluation Guideline:

AG - Agricultural Supply
Water

From the Basin Plan: Total Dissolved Solids: 500 units

Concentration not to be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any
one year period.

Data Used to Assess Water Three out of 3 samples were in exceedance. Samples were collected by

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

the Lake San Marcos Community Association on May 9, 2001. The
samples were analyzed by Enviromatrix Analytical, Inc on May 14, 2001
(Lake San Marcos Community Association, 2001).

Three samples were collected on the lake, one each at West Discovery
Bridge, LMS Side Discovery Bridge, and LMS Wake Bridge.
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New or Revised

Temporal Representation: Samples were collected once on May 9, 2001.
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Region 9

New or Revised

Water Segment:
Pollutant:

Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Santa Margarita River (Lower)
Mercury
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d) list
under section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 a single line of
evidence is necessary to assess listing status.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence
indicates that there is insufficient justification in favor of placing this water
segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality
Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4 of the
Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section 6.1.5 of
the Policy.

3. None of 4 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and these do not
exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes
that the water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section
303(d) list because applicable water quality standards are not exceeded and a
pollutant does not contributes to or cause the problem.

Numeric Line of Evidence

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Pollutant-Tissue
AG - Agricultural Supply, CM - Commercial and Sport Fishing (CA)
Tissue

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:
Data Quality Assessment:

OEHHA screening value for mercury 0.3 mg/kg (ppm).

None of 4 samples for mercury in fish tissue taken exceeded the
screening value (TSMP, 2002).

Lower Santa Margarita River.

Samples were taken between March 1979 and August 1999.
CFCP 1998 Year 1 QA Summary Pesticides and PCBs. California
Department of Fish and Game.

CDFG Fish and Wildlife Water Pollution Control Laboratory Data Quality
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New or Revised

Assurance Report. 1999 Coastal Fish Contamination Program (CFCP
Year 2). California Department of Fish and Game.
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Region 9

New or Revised

Water Segment:
Pollutant:

Decision:

Weight of Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Tecolote Creek
Oil and Grease
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of evidence
indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing this water
segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in the Water Quality
Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the fact that the data shows 7 out of 9 samples
had "detectable levels" of oil and grease and this information is insufficient to
determine with the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy. There
is no numeric water quality objective to compare this data to determine if
water quality standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff concludes
that the water body-pollutant combination should not be placed on the section
303(d) list because it cannot be determined if applicable water quality
standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Nuisance

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

R2 - Non-Contact Recreation
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial uses,
the WQO for oil and grease says, "Waters shall not contain oils, greases,
waxes, or other materials in concentrations which result in a visible film or
coating on the surface of the water or on objects in the water, or which
cause nuisance or which otherwise adversely affect beneficial uses."

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego from 11/1997 to 03/2000.

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Seven of 9 samples showed a measurable amount ( 0.5 mg/L or higher)
of oil and grease (SWRCB, 2003).

Samples were collected at Tecolote Creek site SD5. The exact location
of this site was not reported.

Samples were collected from 11/1997 to 03/2000. Two to 3 samples
were collected per year.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

954



Original
PARE SNAAS

Fact Sheets Not Changed
from September 2005 Version



Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff

Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Agua Hedionda Creek
Benthic-Macroinvertebrate Bioassessments (Streams)
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that the three lines of
evidence in the record to assess this pollutant consist of bioassessment
data. This information on its own is insufficient to determine with the
confidence and power required by the Listing Policy since Section 3.9 of
the policy states that this data must be associated with numerical water
quality data.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use

Population/Community Degradation

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm
Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected for the San Diego Regional Water Quality

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

Control Board 1999 Biological Assessment Annual Report. Physical
habitat quality scores at AHC-SA were 80 and 74, relatively low
compared to other water bodies' scores. BMI scores were below
average compared to other water bodies sampled.

Samples were collected at Agua Hedionda Creek, 5 riffles
downstream of Sycamore Avenue (AHC-SA).

Samples were collected in 05/1998 and 09/1998.

Line of Evidence

Beneficial Use

Population/Community Degradation

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm
Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected for the San Diego Regional Water Quality

Quality:

Control Board 1999 Biological Assessment Annual Report. Physical
habitat scores at AHC-ECR ranged from 57-86, relatively low
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Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

compared to other sampled waterbodies. BMI scores at AHC-ECR
were near or above average, compared to other sampled
waterbodies.

Samples were collected at Agua Hedionda Creek 5 riffles
downstream of El Camino Real (AHC-ECR).

Samples were collected in May, September and November 1998
and in May 1999.

Line of Evidence

Beneficial Use

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

Population/Community Degradation

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm
Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Data were collected by the Stream Team from 1999-2001. Over the
3 years, Taxa Richness remained at 6.5 to 6.0. EPT index
changed, from 64.6 to 19.6 to 87.5 from 1999 to 2001. The
Tolerance value remained fairly constant over the 3-year period,
ranging from 4.2 to 5.5. The majority of feeding groups were
collectors and filterers. Filterers increased from 2.7% to 59.3% from
1999 to 2000, and decreased to 9.6 in 2001 (Stream Team, 2001).

Samples were collected at Agua Hedionda Creek. Exact location
was not reported.

Samples were collected in the Spring of 1999, 2000, and 2001.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Agua Hedionda Creek
Turbidity
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did not exceed the
Basin Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to
determine with the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm
Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for turbidity is 5 ntu.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the RWQCB in 1998. One sample was

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

collected and was not in exceedance.

Sample was collected at Agua Hedionda Creek at Sycamore
Avenue.

Temporal Representation: ~ Sample was collected on 06/10/1998.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Agua Hedionda Lagoon
Exotic Species
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d)
list under section 3.10 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.10 a single
line of evidence is necessary to assess listing status.

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. Caulerpa taxifolia was first discovered at Agua Hedionda
Lagoon on 6-12-00. Third year monitoring results, to summer 2003
detected no presence of C. taxifolia.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification in favor of placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1) Third year monitoring of C. taxifolia occurred from fall 2002 to
summer 2003.

2) Baseline data was established from the first and second year
monitoring results.

3) Third year monitoring for winter 2002 and spring 2003 were not
conducted lagoon-wide, but focused on areas previously known to
support C. taxifolia.

4) During the Fall 2002, Winter 2002, Spring 2003 and Summer 2003
surveys no Caulerpa taxifolia was found in the Agua Hedionda Lagoon.
None has been discovered since 9/11/02, during the summer survey for
the second year monitoring.

5) It cannot be determined if the trend in water quality is expected to
meet water standards by the next listing cycle.

6) Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Population/Community Degradation

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:
Water Quality Objective/

ES - Estuarine Habitat
Water
All waters shall be maintained free of toxic substances in
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Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

Environmental Conditions:

Data Quality Assessment:

concentrations that are toxic to, or that produce detrimental
physiological responses in human, plant, animal, or aquatic life.
Compliance with this objective will be determined by use of
indicator organisms, analyses of species diversity, population
density, growth anomalies, bioassays of appropriate duration, or
other appropriate methods as specified by the Regional Board.

Caulerpa taxifolia was found in Aqua Hedionda Lagoon on 6-12-00.
A second infestation was also located at Huntington Harbor,
Orange County, CA. It is possible that Caulerpa taxifolia has been
in the Lagoon for at least four years (as early as 1996) prior to its
first discovery there. During the Fall 2002, Winter 2002, Spring
2003 and Summer 2003 surveys no Caulerpa taxifolia was found in
the Agua Hedionda Lagoon (Anderson, 2005).

Third year monitoring of Caulerpa taxifolia at Aqua Hedionda
Lagoon, Carlsbad, California. The amount of Caulerpa taxifolia in
June 2000 was approximately 1,047 meters squared, but by the
end of the second year of eradication the amount had been
reduced to 0.4 meters squared. Surveys were conducted lagoon-
wide, covering the west, central and east basin, however the spring
2003 and winter 2002 surveys were limited to high-risk areas
previously known to support Caulerpa taxifolia.

During the third year of eradication, survey work involved four
surveys conducted quarterly from fall 2002 to the end of summer
2003. No Caulerpa taxifolia was located in the Lagoon during these
surveys for the third year monitoring.

Changes in relative diversity and abundance of native species may
also be driven by habitat alteration, flow changes, or
hydromodification.

Peer Reviewed Journal Article.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Aliso Creek
Diazinon
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d)
list under section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 a single
line of evidence is necessary to assess listing status.

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 4 samples exceeded the CDFG Hazard Assessment
criteria for the protection of Aquatic life and this does not exceed the
allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Evaluation Guideline:

AG - Agricultural Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-
Contact Recreation, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat

Water

No individual pesticide or combination or pesticides shall be
present in concentrations that adversely affect beneficial uses.

CDFG Hazard Assessment criteria for the protection of Aquatic life
is as follows:

0.16 pg/L 1-hour average and 0.10 ug/L 4-day average (Siepman &
Finlayson, 2000; Finlayson, 2004).

Data Used to Assess Water None of the 4 samples exceeded the CDFG Hazard Assessment
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Quality: criteria (TSMP, 2002).

Spatial Representation: Samples were taken from one sample site at Aliso Creek: 33.51215
-117.75179

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from October 2002 through May 2003.
Data Quality Assessment:  SWAMP Quality Assurance Plan
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Aluminum
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. One of the 14 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Aluminum is 0.2 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1996 to 2000. One of 14 samples was in exceedance.
Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir at station BAA-O.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1996 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

12/1998 and once each in 06/1999 and 03/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Antimony
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, SP - Fish Spawning, WA - Warm Freshwater
Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for Antimony is 0.006 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept in 1996

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

and 1997. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance.
Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir at station BAA-O.

Temporal Representation:  One sample each was collected in 01/1996, 06/1996, and 03/1997.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Arsenic
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 19 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, SP - Fish Spawning, WA - Warm Freshwater
Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for Arsenic is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

1996 to 2000. None of the 19 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir station BAA-0O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1996 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

09/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Barium
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 19 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for Barium is 1.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

1996 to 2000. None of the 19 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir station BAA-0O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1996 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

09/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Cadmium
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did not exceed the
Basin Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to
determine with the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for cadmium is 0.005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected in 1996 by the City of San Diego Water Dept.

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

The single collected sample was in exceedance.

Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir station BAA-QO.

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected on 06/05/1996.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Chloride
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for Chloride is 250 mg/L. This concentration is not
to be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year
period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept from 1996

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

to 2000. None of the 20 samples was in exceedance.
Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir station BAA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 03/1996 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

12/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Chromium (total)
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 11 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for Chromium is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1996 to 2000. None of the 11 samples were in exceedance.
Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir station BAA-O.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected 1-3 times per year from 01/1996 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

03/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Copper
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 6 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for copper is 1.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1996 to 2000. None of the 6 samples were in exceedance.
Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir station BAA-O.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected 1-2 times per year from 01/1996 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

03/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Ethylbenzene
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did not exceed the
Basin Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to
determine with the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for ethylbenzene is 0.7 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 1996.

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

One sample was collected. It was not in exceedance.

Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir station BAA-QO.

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected on 09/09/1996.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.

971



Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Fluoride
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 19 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for Fluoride is 1.0 mg/L. This concentration is not to
be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year
period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

1996 to 2000. None of the 19 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir station BAA-0O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 03/1996 to

09/2000.
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QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment. QA=?
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Iron
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for iron is 0.3 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 1997-

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

2000. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance.
Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir station BAA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected once each in 12/1997, 03/1998, and

QA/QC Equivalent:

12/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment. QA="?
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Mercury
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did not exceed the
Basin Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to
determine with the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for mercury is 0.002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

03/1999. One sample was collected. It was not in exceedance.

Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir station BAA-QO.

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected on 03/04/1999.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Nickel
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 2 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for Nickel is 0.1 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 1996

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

and 1999. None of the 2 samples were in exceedance.
Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir station BAA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected once each in 06/1996 and 06/1999.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Picloram
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 4 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Picloram is 0.5 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1998 to 2000. None of 4 samples were in exceedance.
Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir station BAA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected once each in 12/1998, 09/1999, 12/1999,

QA/QC Equivalent:

and 06/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Selenium
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 4 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for selenium is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1996 to 1997. None of 4 samples were in exceedance.
Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir station BAA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected once each in 09/1996, 03/1997, 09/1997,

QA/QC Equivalent:

and 12/1997.
Data used in 2002 assessment.

978



Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Sulfates
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for sulfate is 250 mg/L. This concentration is not to
be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year
period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

1996 to 2000. None of the 20 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir station BAA-0O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 03/1996 to

12/2000.
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QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Toluene
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 2 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For Inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Toluene is 0.15 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 1996.

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

None of the 2 samples were in exceedance.
Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir station BAA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected once each in 03/1996 and 09/1996.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Total Dissolved Solids
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 10 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for TDS is 500 mg/L. This concentration is not to be
exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

1998 to 2000. None of the 10 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir station BAA-QO.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 09/1998 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

12/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Turbidity
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. One of the 20 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for turbidity is 5 ntu.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept from 1996

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

to 2000. One of 20 samples were in exceedance.
Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir station BAA-0O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 03/1996 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

12/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Barrett Lake
Zinc
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 2 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, FR -
Freshwater Replenishment, IN - Industrial Service Supply, MU -
Municipal & Domestic, PR - Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Zinc is 5.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 1996

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

and 1997. None of the 2 samples were in exceedance.
Samples were collected at Barrett Reservoir station BAA-0O.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected once each on 06/05/1996 and 03/03/1997.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff

Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Buena Vista Creek
Benthic-Macroinvertebrate Bioassessments (Streams)
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that the two lines of
evidence in the record to assess this pollutant consists of
bioassessment data. This information on its own is insufficient to
determine with the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy
since Section 3.9 of the policy states that this data must be associated
with numerical water quality data.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Line of Evidence

Beneficial Use

Non-Numeric Objective:

Population/Community Degradation
AG - Agricultural Supply, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
No objective.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected in 1998 and 1999 for the San Diego Regional

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

Water Quality Control Board 1999 Biological Assessment Annual
Report. Physical habitat assessment scores ranged from 44 to 68,
relatively lower than for the other sampled watersheds. BMI ranking
scores were mostly below average compared to other sampled
watersheds (San Diego RWQCB, 1999a).

Samples were collected at Buena Vista Creek, 5 riffles downstream
of Santa Fe Avenue (BVR-ED). The Lat /Long is N33E11'57.9"/
W117E 14' 35.1"

Samples were collected in May, September, and November 1998
and May 1999.

Line of Evidence

Beneficial Use

Non-Numeric Objective:

Population/Community Degradation
AG - Agricultural Supply, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat
No objective.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected in 1998 and 1999 at Buena Vista Creek for the

Quality:

San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board 1999 Biological
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Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

Assessment Annual Report. Physical habitat scores ranged from 59
to 80, relatively lower compared to other sampled water bodies.
BMI ranking scores were mostly below average, compared to other
sampled water bodies (San Diego RWQCB, 1999a).

Samples were collected at Buena Vista Creek, 5 riffles upstream of
South Vista Way (BVR-SVW). Lat/Long is N33E10' 48.7"/ W117E
19'41.1"

Samples were collected in May, September, and November 1998
and in May 1999.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Buena Vista Creek
Chloride
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d)
list under section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 a single
line of evidence is necessary to assess listing status.

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample exceeds the water quality objective.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is insufficient justification in favor of
placing this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d)
list in the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. Only one sample exceeded the water quality objective for chloride.
More data is needed to determine if the water quality objective is
exceeded.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for chloride is 250 mg/L. This concentration is not
to be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year
period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by RWQCB9 in 1998. One sample was

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

collected and it was in exceedance.

Samples were collected at Buena Vista Creek. Exact location was
not reported.
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Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on 06/29/1998.
QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Buena Vista Creek
Sulfates
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d)
list under section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 a single
line of evidence is necessary to assess listing status.

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample exceeds the water quality objective.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is insufficient justification in favor of
placing this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d)
list in the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. Only one sample exceeded the water quality objective for sulfate.
More data is needed to determine if the water quality objective is
exceeded.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Tissue

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, IN - Industrial Service Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for sulfate is 250 mg/L. This concentration is not to
be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year
period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by RWQCB9 in 1998. One sample was

Quality:

collected and it was in exceedance.
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Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Buena Vista Creek. Exact location was
not reported.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on 06/29/1998.
QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Buena Vista Creek
Turbidity
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d)
list under section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 a single
line of evidence is necessary to assess listing status.

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the samples exceed the water quality objective.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 2 samples were in exceedance of the water quality
objective for turbidity and this does not exceed the allowable frequency
listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, IN - Industrial Service Supply, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for Turbidity is 20 ntu. This concentration is not to
be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year
period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by RWQCB9 in 1998. None of the 2 samples

Quality:

were in exceedance.
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Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

One set of samples were collected at Buena Vista Creek at South
Vista Way. The second set of samples were collected at Buena
Vista Creek; exact location was not reported.

Samples were collected once on 05/20/1998 and once on
06/29/1998.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff

Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Cottonwood Creek (San Marcos Creek watershed)
Benthic-Macroinvertebrate Bioassessments (Streams)
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that the single line of
evidence in the record to assess this pollutant consists of
bioassessment data. This information on its own is insufficient to
determine with the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy
since Section 3.9 of the policy states that this data must be associated
with numerical water quality data.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Line of Evidence

Beneficial Use

Non-Numeric Objective:

Remedial Program in Place

AG - Agricultural Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-
Contact Recreation, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

No objective was found.

Data Used to Assess Water The Cottonwood Creek and Encinitas Creek Bioassessment Study

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

Report was written in December 2003. The report states that, " The
stream bioassessment survey at Cottonwood Creek indicated that
reaches of the stream upstream and downstream of the water
purification facility are very similar in the benthic macroinvertebrate
community composition. Chrinonmid midges, the black fly
Simulium, and ostracod crustaceans dominated both sites. The
Index of Biotic Integrity was substantially higher downstream of the
water purification facility, due to lower percentage of non-insect
taxa and a lower percentage of tolerant taxa (City of Encinitas,
2003).

The UV system is along Cottonwood Creek before it enters
Moonlight Beach. Samples for the Bioassessment were collected
upstream and downstream of the treatment facility.

The report for the study is dated December 2003.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Cottonwood Creek (San Marcos Creek watershed)
Turbidity
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d)
list under section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 a single
line of evidence is necessary to assess listing status.

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the samples exceed the water quality objective.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 24 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective of more
than 10% of the time during any one year period is 20 NTU. water
quality objective and this does not exceed the allowable frequency listed
in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-
Contact Recreation, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the turbidity concentration not to be exceeded more than 10%
of the time during any one year period is 20 NTU.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of Encinitas from 05/2002 to

Quality:

09/2002. None of the 24 samples were in exceedance.
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Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

Data Quality Assessment:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Samples were collected along Cottonwood Creek at Third and B
Streets. Samples were collected at 2 other locations from the creek
to the mixing zone. The next location is post-treatment, but still part
of the creek (and entered in the database as such) and the 3rd
location is in the mixing zone and entered into the database as the
Pacific Shoreline, San Marcos HA.

Samples were collected from 05/28/2002 to 09/11/2002.

The Moonlight Beach Urban Runoff Treatment Facility Quality
Assurance Project Plan, City of Encinitas. Refer Correspondence to
Katherine Weldon.

Considered an acceptable QAPP by the SWRCB.
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Region 9

Water Segment: De Luz Creek

Pollutant: Arsenic

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 9 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, SP - Fish Spawning, WA - Warm Freshwater
Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,

Water Quality Criterion: the WQO for Arsenic is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by LAW Crandall from 1997 to 2000. None of

Quality: the 9 samples were in exceedance.

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at De Luz Creek near Fallbrook.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 12/1997 to
06/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment. QA=?
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Water Segment: De Luz Creek

Pollutant: Boron

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 9 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, SP - Fish Spawning, WA - Warm Freshwater
Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial

Water Quality Criterion: uses, the WQO for Boron is 0.75 mg/L. This concentration is not to
be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year
period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by LAW Crandall from 1997 to 2000. None of

Quality: the 9 samples were in exceedance.

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at De Luz Creek near Fallbrook.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 12/1997 to
06/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.

997



Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

De Luz Creek
Chloride
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 11 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for chloride is 250 mg/L. This concentration is not
to be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year
period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by LAW Crandall from 1997 to 2000. None of

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

the 11 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at De Luz Creek near Fallbrook.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 12/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

06/01/2000. Samples were collected once per day on sampling
days, but twice on 03/07/2000 and 06/01/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: De Luz Creek

Pollutant: Copper

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 8 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, SP - Fish Spawning, WA - Warm Freshwater
Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal

Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for copper is 1.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by LAW Crandall from 1997 to 2000. None of

Quality: the 8 samples were in exceedance.

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at De Luz Creek near Fallbrook.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 12/1997 to
06/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: De Luz Creek

Pollutant: Cyanide

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 5 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, SP - Fish Spawning, WA - Warm Freshwater
Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
Water Quality Criterion: the WQO for Cyanide is 0.2 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by LAW Crandall from 1997 to 2000. None of
Quality: the 5 samples were in exceedance.

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at De Luz Creek near Fallbrook.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected once each in 12/1997, 05/1998, 11/1998,
05/1999 and 03/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

De Luz Creek
Fluoride
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. One of the 9 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, SP - Fish Spawning, WA - Warm Freshwater
Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for Fluoride is 1.0 mg/L. This concentration is not to
be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year
period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by LAW Crandall from 1997 to 2000. One of 9

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at De Luz Creek near Fallrbook.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 12/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

06/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: De Luz Creek

Pollutant: Mercury

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 5 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation: concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, SP - Fish Spawning, WA - Warm Freshwater
Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,

Water Quality Criterion: the WQO for Mercury is 0.002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by LAW Crandall from 1997 to 2000. None of

Quality: the 5 samples were in exceedance.

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at De Luz Creek near Fallbrook.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected 1-2 times per year from 12/1997 to
03/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

De Luz Creek
Nitrogen
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

4 samples were collected, but only 2 samples were collected on the
same day as phosphorus samples, so that the N:P ratio could be used.
One of the 2 ratios was in exceedance of a 10:1 ratio for N:P.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, SP - Fish Spawning, WA - Warm Freshwater
Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters, enclosed bays and
estuaries, coastal lagoons, and ground waters, and all beneficial
uses, analagous threshold values have not been set for nitrogen
compounds; however, natural ratios of nitrogen to phosphorus are
to be determined by surveillance and monitoring and upheld. If data
are lacking, a ratio of N:P = 10:1, on a weight to weight basis shall
be used.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by LAW Crandall in 1997-1999. Four samples

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

were collected, but only 2 samples were collected on the same day
as phosphorus samples, so that the N:P ratio could be used. One
of the 2 ratios was in exceedance of a 10:1 ratio for N:P.

Samples were collected at De Luz Creek near Fallbrook.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected once each in 12/1997, 05/1998, 11/1998,
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and 05/1999.
QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

De Luz Creek
Oil and Grease
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. Ten of 11 samples were measured as non-detects, but 1
of the 11 samples measured 1.33 mg/L, and this does not exceed the
allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, SP - Fish Spawning, WA - Warm Freshwater
Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, waters shall not contain oils, greases, waxes, or other
materials in concentrations which result in a visible film or coating
on the surface of the water or on objects in the water, or which
cause nuisance or which otherwise adversely affect beneficial uses.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by LAW Crandall from 1997 to 2000. Ten of 11

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

samples were measured as non-detects, but one of the 11 samples
measured 1.33 mg/L.

Data were collected at De Luz Creek near Fallbrook.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 12/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

06/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

De Luz Creek
Phosphorus
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. One of the 7 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, SP - Fish Spawning, WA - Warm Freshwater
Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters-streams and other
flowing waters and all beneficial uses, the WQO for Total
Phosphorus is 0.1 mg/L. This appears to be the desired goal in
order to prevent plant nuisance in streams and other flowing
waters; not to be exceeded more than 10% of the time.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the LAW Crandall from 1997 to 1999. One

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

of the 7 samples was in exceedance.
Samples were collected at DeLuz Creek near Fallbrook.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected 1-4 times per year from 12/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

05/1999.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment: De Luz Creek

Pollutant: Surfactants (MBAS)

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 9 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, SP - Fish Spawning, WA - Warm Freshwater
Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial

Water Quality Criterion: uses, the WQO for MBAS is 0.5 mg/L. This concentration is not to
be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year
period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by LAW Crandall from 1997 to 2000. None of

Quality: the 9 samples were in exceedance.

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at De Luz Creek near Fallbrook.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 12/1997 to
06/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

De Luz Creek
Total Dissolved Solids
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. Two of the 9 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Evaluation Guideline:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, SP - Fish Spawning, WA - Warm Freshwater
Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters in the Deluz Creek
HA, and all beneficial uses, the WQO for TDS is 750 mg/L. This
concentration is not to be exceeded more than 10% of the time
during any one year period.

These objectives apply to the lower portion of Murrieta Creek in the
Wolf HSA (2.52) and the Santa Margarita River from its beginning
at the confluence of Murrieta and Temecula Creeks, through the
Gavilan HSA (2.22) and DelLuz HSA (2.21), to where it enters the
Upper Ysidora HSA (2.13).

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by LAW Crandall from 1997 to 2000. Two of 9

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at De Luz Creek near Fallbrook.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 12/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

06/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment: De Luz Creek

Pollutant: Zinc

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 9 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare &
Endangered Species, SP - Fish Spawning, WA - Warm Freshwater
Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal

Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for zinc is 5.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by LAW Crandall from 1997 to 2000. None of

Quality: the 9 samples were in exceedance.

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at De Luz Creek near Fallbrook.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 12/1997 to
06/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

De Luz Creek
pH
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 10 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, PR -
Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare & Endangered Species, SP -
Fish Spawning, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for pH is 6.5(minimum) to 8.5 (maximum).

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by LAW Crandall from 1997 to 2000. None of

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

10 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at De Luz Creek near Fallbrook.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 12/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

06/2000. One sample was collected on most days. Two samples
were collected on 03/07/200 and 06/01/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Del Dios Creek

Pollutant: Chloride

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: AG - Agricultural Supply

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial

Water Quality Criterion: uses, the WQO for Chloride is 250 mg/L. This concentration is not
to be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year
period.

Data Used to Assess Water Samples were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality: 04/1999 to 06/1999. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance.

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected in Del Dios Creek at the "Rd crossing res
at entra."

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 04/26/1999, 05/24/1999, and
06/21/1999.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Del Dios Creek
Mercury
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. The single sample taken did not exceed the Basin Plan
criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to determine with the
confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for mercury is 0.002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. on

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

04/26/1999. The one sample collected was not in exceedance of
the water quality objective.

The sample was collected at Del Dios Creek at the "Rd crossing res
at entra."

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected on 04/26/1999.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Del Dios Creek

Pollutant: Nitrate as Nitrate (NO3)

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 2 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: AG - Agricultural Supply

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,

Water Quality Criterion: the WQO for Nitrate as NO3 is 45 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in

Quality: 05/1999 and 06/1999. None of the 2 samples were in exceedance.

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected in Del Dios Creek at the "Rd crossing res
at entra."

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 05/24/1999 and 06/21/1999.
QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Del Dios Creek
Total Dissolved Solids
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. Three of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, but
the number of samples is insufficient to determine with the confidence
and power required by the Listing Policy. According to Table 3.2 of the
Listing Policy, a minimum sample size of 5 is necessary to determine if
water quality standards are met.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for TDS is 500. This concentration is not to be
exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

04/1999 to 06/1999. Three of 3 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at Del Dios Creek at the "Rd crossing res
at entra."

Temporal Representation: ~ One sample per day was collected on 04/26/1999, 05/24/1999,

QA/QC Equivalent:

06/21/1999.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Del Dios Creek

Pollutant: Turbidity

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: AG - Agricultural Supply

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal

Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Turbidity is 5 units.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality: 04/1999 to 06/19999. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance.

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Del Dios Creek at the "Rd crossing res
at entra."

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 04/26/1999, 05/24/1999, and
06/21/1999.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
1,1,1-Trichloroethane
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for 1,1,1-Trichloroethane is 0.200 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane is 0.001
mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
1,1,2-Trichloroethane
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for 1,1,2-Trichloroethane is 0.005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
1,1-Dichloroethane
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, PR -
Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare & Endangered Species, WA -
Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for 1,1-Dichloroethane is 0.005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept from 1997

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

to 2001. None of the 17 samples collected were in exceedance.
EPA method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
1,1-Dichloroethane
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for 1,1-DCE is 0.006 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for 1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene is 0.07 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane (DBCP)
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 33 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for DBCP is 0.0002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept from 1997

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

to 2001. None of the 16 samples were in exceedance. EPA method
504 or 505 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 03/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

06/2001, with the exception of 09/1999.
Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
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Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for DBCP is 0.0002 mg/L.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to
02/2001.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
1,2-Dichloroethane
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for 1,2-dichloroethane is 0.0005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
1,2-Dichloropropane
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for 1,2-dichloropropane is 0.005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept from 1997

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA method
524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Alachlor
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 24 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Alachlor is 0.002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 15 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 525.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 05/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

06/2001, except for the year 1999, when only one sample was
collected in 12/1999.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
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Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Alachlor is 0.002 mg/L.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1997 to 2000. None of the 9 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 507 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 03/1997 to
08/1998, and once each in 08/2000 and 11/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Aluminum
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. One of the 51 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Aluminum is 0.2 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. on a

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

monthly basis from 1996 to 2000. One of the 51 samples was in
exceedance.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected monthly from 01/1996 to 09/2000, with the

QA/QC Equivalent:

exception of 01/1997, 01/1999, 04/1999, and 01/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Arsenic
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. One of the 27 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for Arsenic is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

1996 to 2000. One of 27 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected 4-7 times per year, during separate

QA/QC Equivalent:

months, from 01/1996 to 11/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Atrazine
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 23 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Atrazine is 0.003 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 14 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 525.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 05/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

07/2001, except for in 1999 when no samples were reported.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
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Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Atrazine is 0.003 mg/L.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1997 to 2000. None of the 9 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 507 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 03/1997 to
08/1998 and in 08/2000 and 11/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Barium
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 31 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for Barium is 1.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

1996 to 2000. None of the 31 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected 5-9 times per year, during separate

QA/QC Equivalent:

months, from 01/1996 to 11/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Benzene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Benzene is 0.001 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept from 1997

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

to 2000. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA method
524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment. QA="?
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Region 9

Water Segment: El Capitan Lake

Pollutant: Benzo(a)pyrene (PAHSs)

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 15 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,

and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Benzo(a)pyrene is 0.0002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
Quality: 1997 to 2001. None of the 15 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 525.2 was used in sample analysis.

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 02/1997 to
12/2000, except for 1999, when 1 sample was collected that year in
12/1999, and in 06/2001 and 07/2001.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Cadmium
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did exceed the Basin
Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to determine with
the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for cadmium is 0.005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 2000.

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

One sample was collected and was in exceedance.

Samples were collected in El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected in 05/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Carbofuran
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for carbofuran is 0.018 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance.
Samples were analyzed using either EPA method 531.1 or 547.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 05/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

07/2001, except for 12/1998 and 06/2000, in which samples were
not collected.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Carbon tetrachloride
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for carbon tetrachloride is 0.0005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Chlordane
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for total chlordane is 0.0001 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 11 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 504 or 505 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 03/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

08/1998, and once each in 12/1999, 02/2000, 02/2001, and
06/2001.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
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Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for total chlordane is 0.0001 mg/L.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1997 to 2000. None of the 9 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 525.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 09/1997 to
12/1998, and once each in 06/2000, 09/2000, and 12/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

1041



Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Chloride
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. Three of the 59 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses in the El Capitan HA, the WQO for Chloride is 50 mg/L. This
concentration is not to be exceeded more than 10% of the time
during any one year period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

1996 to 2000. Three of 59 samples were in exceedance.
Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected monthly from 01/1996 to 12/2000, with the

QA/QC Equivalent:

exception of 01/1997.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Chlorobenzene (mono)
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for chlorobenzene(mono) is 0.07 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Chromium (total)
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3.0ne of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for total Chromium is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

1996 to 2000. One of 17 samples was in exceedance.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected 1-7 times per year from 01/1996 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

09/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Copper
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 33 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for copper is 1.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

1996 to 2000. None of the 33 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected monthly in 1996, 1997 (except for 01/1997

QA/QC Equivalent:

and 12/1997), and 2000 (from January to July). Samples were
collected 5 times in 1998 and 3 times in 1999.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Endrin
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 29 samples from the two lines of evidence exceeded the
Basin Plan criteria, and this does not exceed the allowable frequency
listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Endrin is 0.002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 14 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 525.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 05/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

07/2001, except for 1999, in which only one yearly sample was
collected in 12/1997, and 2001, in which no samples were collected
in 05/2001.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water
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Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Endrin is 0.002 mg/L.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1997 to 2000. None of the 15 samples were in exceedance. ECA
method 504 or 505 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 03/1997 to
06/2001, except for 05/2000 and 11/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Ethylbenzene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for ethylbenzene is 0.7 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment. QA="?
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Fluoride
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 58 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for Fluoride is 1.0 mg/L. This concentration is not to
be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year
period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

1996 to 2000. None of the 58 samples were in exceedance.
Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a monthly basis from 01/1996 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

11/2000, with the exception of 01/1997.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Glyphosate
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for glyphosate is 0.7 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 531.1 or 547 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 03/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

07/2001, except for 09/1998 and 09/1999, in which no samples
were collected.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Heptachlor
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 28 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Heptachlor is 0.00001 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 14 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 525.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 05/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

06/2001, except for 12/1999, in which only one sample was
collected for the year 1999.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
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Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Heptachlor is 0.00001 mg/L.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1997 to 2001. None of the 14 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 504 or 505 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 03/1997 to
06/2001, with the exception of 09/1999, 05/2000, and 11/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment. QA="?
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Heptachlor epoxide
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 28 samples from the two lines of evidence exceeded the
Basin Plan criteria, and this does not exceed the allowable frequency
listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Heptachlor epoxide is 0.00001 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 14 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 525.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 05/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

06/2001, expect for 1999, in which only one yearly sample was
collected in 12/1999.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
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Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Heptachlor epoxide is 0.00001 mg/L.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1997 to 2001. None of the 14 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 03/1997 to
06/2001, with the exception of 09/1999, 05/2000, and 11/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Hexachlorobenzene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 29 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for hexachlorobenzene is 0.001 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 14 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 525.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 05/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

07/2001, except for 12/1999, in which one year sample was
collected, and in 06/2000, in which no samples were collected.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

MU - Municipal & Domestic

1055



Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for hexachlorobenzene is 0.001 mg/L.

Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from 1997
to 2001. None of the 15 samples were in exceedance. EPA method
504 or 505 was used for sample exceedance.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 03/1997 to
06/2001, with the exception of 05/2000 and 11/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment: El Capitan Lake

Pollutant: Hexachlorocyclopentadiene

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
Evidence: evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing

this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 30 samples from the two lines of evidence exceeded the
Basin Plan criteria, and this does not exceed the allowable frequency
listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, PR -
Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare & Endangered Species, WA -
Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface water with a municipal

Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for hexachlorocyclopentadiene is 0.05
mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
Quality: 1997 to 2001. 0 of 15 samples were in exceedance. EPA method
504 or 505 was used in sample analysis.

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 03/1997 to
06/2001, except for 05/2000 and 11/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Pollutant-Water

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, PR -
Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare & Endangered Species, WA -
Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface water with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for hexachlorocyclopentadiene is 0.05
mg/L.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1997 to 2001. 0 of 15 samples were in exceedance. EPA method
525.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 05/1997 to
07/2001, except for 12/1999, in which only one yearly sample was
collected for 1999.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Iron
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. One of the 37 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for iron is 0.3 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

1996 to 2000. One of 37 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected 3-10 times per year from 01/1996 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

07/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment: El Capitan Lake

Pollutant: Lindane

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 7 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation: concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because water quality standards are
not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Lindane is 0.0002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
Quality: 1999 to 2001. None of the 7 samples were in exceedance. EPA

method 504 or 505 was used for sample analysis.
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 02/1999 to
02/2000, and in 02/2001 and 06/2001.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Mercury
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did not exceed the
Basin Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to
determine with the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for mercury is 0.002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 2000.

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

One sample was collected and was not in exceedance.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected on 04/05/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Methoxychlor
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 29 samples from the two lines of evidence exceeded the
Basin Plan criteria, and this does not exceed the allowable frequency
listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for methoxychlor is 0.04 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 15 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 504 or 505 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 05/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

06/2001, except for 02/2000 and 11/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
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Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for methoxychlor is 0.04 mg/L.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1997 to 2001. None of the 14 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 525.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Samples were collected 1-4 times per year from 05/1997 to
07/2001.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Molinate
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 9 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Tissue

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Molinate is 0.02 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2000. None of the 9 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 507 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 03/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

08/1998 and in 08/2000 and 11/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Nickel
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 5 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for Nickel is 0.1 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2000. None of the 5 samples were in exceedance.
Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected once each in 12/1996, 12/1997, 06/1999,

QA/QC Equivalent:

09/1999, and 05/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Odor threshold number
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d)
list under section 3.7 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.7 a single
line of evidence is necessary to assess listing status.

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. An insufficient number of samples exceed the water
quality objective.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category. This line of evidence
merely reflects conditions that are caused by specific pollutants.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used may not satisfy the data quality requirements of
section 6.1.4 of the Policy.

2. The data used may not satisfy the data quantity requirements of
section 6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. One of 4 samples was reported to exceed the odor water quality
objective. This does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table
3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information for this
recommendation, SWRCB staff conclude that the water body and
pollutant combination should not be placed in the Water Quality Limited
Segments category of the section 303(d) list because applicable water
quality standards for the pollutant are not exceeded. Furthermore, this
line of evidence reflects conditions that are caused by specific
pollutants. TMDL development and implementation of an identified
pollutant should result in attainment of standards and the subsequent
elimination of offensive odor conditions.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Nuisance

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Odor is 3 units.
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Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 1996.

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:
QA/QC Equivalent:

One of 4 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-
GA177.

Samples were collected once each on 4 days in January 1996.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Oxamyl (Vydate)
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for oxamyl is 0.2 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 531.1 or 547 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 03/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

07/2001, except for 12/1998 and 06/2000, in which no samples
were collected.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Pentachlorophenol (PCP)
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 10 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in

the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be

placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:
QA/QC Equivalent:

Pollutant-Tissue
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Pentachlorophenol is 0.001 mg/L.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 1998.
One sample was collected and was not in exceedance.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.
One sample was collected on 03/04/1998.
Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Pentachlorophenol is 0.001 mg/L.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept from 1997
to 2000. None of the 9 samples were in exceedance. EPA method
525.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.
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Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 02/1997 to
06/1998, and twice per year in 1998 and 2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment: El Capitan Lake

Pollutant: Picloram

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal

Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for picloram is 0.5 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality: 1998 to 1999. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance.

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected once each in 12/1998, 09/1999, and
12/1999.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Polychlorinated biphenyls
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 13 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Polychlorinated Biphenyls is 0.0005
mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 1997.

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

None of the 13 samples were in exceedance. Samples were
collected for 8 PCBs. Neither a single PCB, nor the sum of the
PCBs were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected either on both 02/05/1997 and 05/07/1997,

QA/QC Equivalent:

or on just 05/07/1997. One sample was collected each sampling
day.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Selenium
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. One of the 9 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for Selenium is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

1996 to 2000. One of 9 samples was in exceedance.
Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected 1-4 times per year from 01/1996 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

05/2000, except for 1999, in which no samples were collected.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Silver
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did not exceed the

Basin Plan criteria. The number of samples is insufficient to determine
with the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for silver is 0.1 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 2000.

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

One sample was collected and was not in exceedance.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected in 05/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Simazine
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 21 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for simazine is 0.004 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept from 1997

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

to 2001. None of the 12 samples were in exceedance. EPA method
525.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 02/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

12/1998, and twice per year in 2000 and 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
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Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for simazine is 0.004 mg/L.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1998 to 2000. None of the 9 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 507 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 03/1997 to
08/1998 and in 08/2000 and 11/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Styrene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Styrene is 0.1 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Sulfates
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 59 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses in the El Capitan HA, the WQO for sulfate is 65 mg/L. This
concentration is not to be exceeded more than 10% of the time
during any one year period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

1996 to 2000. None of 59 samples were in exceedance.
Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a monthly basis from 01/1996 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

12/2000, with the exception of 01/1997.
Data used in 2002 assessment.

1078



Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Tetrachloroethylene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Tetrachloroethylene is 0.005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Thallium
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did exceed the Basin
Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to determine with
the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for Thallium is 0.002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 2000.

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

One sample was collected and was in exceedance.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected on 05/03/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Toluene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Toluene is 0.15 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Total Dissolved Solids
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is insufficient justification in favor of
placing this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d)
list in the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. Seven of 30 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and these
exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.
At the October 25th Water Board meeting, comments were received
concerning total dissolved solids in terminal reservoirs in the San Diego
region. The Board concluded that it was inappropriate to list these water
bodies based on secondary MCLs when the TDS values of the
incoming supplying waters were higher than the MCLs. Narrative
standards are therefore met.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

On October 25, 2006, the State Water Board decided that narrative
standards are met.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for TDS is 300 mg/L. This concentration is not to be
exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

1998 to 2000. Seven of 30 samples were in exceedance. At the
October 25th Water Board meeting, comments were received
concerning total dissolved solids in terminal reservoirs in the San
Diego region. The Board concluded that it was inappropriate to list
these water bodies based on secondary MCLs when the TDS
values of the incoming supplying waters were higher than the
MCLs. Narrative standards are therefore met.
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Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.
Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected monthly from 07/1998 to 12/2000.
QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Total Suspended Solids (TSS)
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. All 7 samples from two lines of evidence showed measurable values
but there is no evaluation guideline with which to measure these values
so it cannot be determined whether or not standards are being
exceeded.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if any
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, for Solids, Suspended and Settleable, waters shall not
contain suspended and settleable solids in concentrations of solids
that cause nuisance or adversely affect beneficial uses.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 1996.

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Three samples were collected, with measurable concentrations
between 5.7 and 6.1 mg/L.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECB-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected once in 02/1996 and twice in 03/1996.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water
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Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, for Solids, Suspended and Settleable, waters shall not
contain suspended and settleable solids in concentrations of solids
that cause nuisance or adversely affect beneficial uses.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 1996.
All 4 samples showed measurable values, which ranged from 1.3 to
7.0 mg/L.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECC-0.

Two samples were collected in 02/1996 and 2 were collected in
03/1996.

Data used in 2002 assessment. QA="?
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Toxaphene
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 13 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Total Toxaphene is 0.003 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 13 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 504 and 505 was used in sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected 1-4 times per year from 03/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

06/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Trichloroethylene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Trichloroethylene is 0.005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Trichlorofluoromethane (CFC-11)
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Trichlorofluoromethane is 0.15 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Turbidity
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. Of the 1726 samples, 135 exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Turbidity is 5 ntu. For inland surface
waters and all beneficial uses, the WQO for turbidity is 20 ntu.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1996 to 1999. One of 80 samples was in exceedance of 5 ntu.
None of the samples exceeded 20 ntu.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-
GA152.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected 3-5 times per month from 01/1996 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

01/1999.
Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
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Matrix:
Water Quality Objective/

Water Quality Criterion:
Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Turbidity is 5 ntu. For inland surface
waters and all beneficial uses, the WQO for turbidity is 20 ntu.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1996 to 1998. None of the 62 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-
GA157.

Samples were collected 3-5 times per month from 01/1996 to
10/1998.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/

Water Quality Criterion:
Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Turbidity is 5 ntu. For inland surface
waters and all beneficial uses, the WQO for turbidity is 20 ntu.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 1996.
None of the 6 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-
GA177.

Samples were collected 6 times (once each day) from 01/03/1996
to 02/07/1996.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Turbidity is 5 ntu. For inland surface
waters and all beneficial uses, the WQO for turbidity is 20 ntu.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1996 to 2000. Twenty-two of 213 samples exceeded 5 ntu. Three of
213 samples exceeded 20 ntu.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Samples were collected 2-5 times per month from 01/1996 to
09/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
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Matrix:
Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Turbidity is 5 ntu. For inland surface
waters and all beneficial uses, the WQO for turbidity is 20 ntu.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1996 to 1999. Nineteen of 161 samples were in exceedance of 5
ntu. No samples exceeded 20 ntu.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-
GA102.

Samples were collected 3-5 times per month from 01/1996 to
02/1999.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Turbidity is 5 ntu. For inland surface
waters and all beneficial uses, the WQO for turbidity is 20 ntu.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1996 to 2000. Fifteen of 241 samples exceeded 5 ntu. No samples
exceeded 20 ntu.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-
GA107.

Samples were collected 1-5 times per month from 01/1996 to
12/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Turbidity is 5 ntu. For inland surface
waters and all beneficial uses, the WQO for turbidity is 20 ntu.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1996 to 2000. Twenty of 241 samples exceeded 5 ntu. Two of 241
samples exceeded 20 ntu.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-GA82.

Samples were collected 1-5 times per month from 01/1996 to
12/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence

Pollutant-Water
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Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Turbidity is 5 ntu. For inland surface
waters and all beneficial uses, the WQO for turbidity is 20 ntu.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1996 to 2000. Three of 197 samples exceeded 5 ntu.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Samples were collected 1-7 times per month from 1/1996 to
12/2000. Duplicate samples were collected on some days.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Turbidity is 5 ntu. For inland surface
waters and all beneficial uses, the WQO for turbidity is 20 ntu.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1996 to 1999. Eight of 135 samples were in exceedance of 5 ntu.
No samples exceeded 20 ntu.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-
GA127.

Samples were collected 3-5 times per month from 01/1996 to
02/1999.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Turbidity is 5 ntu. For inland surface
waters and all beneficial uses, the WQO for turbidity is 20 ntu.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1996 to 1999. Seven of 154 samples exceeded 5 ntu. No samples
exceeded 20 ntu.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-
GA132.

Samples were collected 3-5 times per month from 01/1996 to
08/1999.

Data used in 2002 assessment.

1092



Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

Pollutant-Water
MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Turbidity is 5 ntu. For inland surface
waters and all beneficial uses, the WQO for turbidity is 20 ntu.

Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
1996 to 2000. Forty of 241 samples exceeded 5 ntu. Seven of 241
samples exceeded 20 ntu.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-GA57.

Samples were collected 1-5 times per month from 01/1996 to
12/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Uranium
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 2 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for uranium is 20 pCi/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 1998.

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

None of the 2 samples were in exceedance.
Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected once each in 04/1998 and 10/1998.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Vinyl chloride
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for vinyl chloride is 0.0005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
Zinc
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 16 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Zinc is 5.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

1996 to 2000. None of the 16 samples were in exceedance.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected 1-5 times per year 04/1996 to 07/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene is 0.006 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
meta-para xylenes
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Evaluation Guideline:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for xylenes is 1.750 mg/L.

MCL is for either a single isomer or the sum of the isomers.
Incorporations by reference are prospective including future
changes to the incorporated provisions as the changes take effect.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. the
sums of the isomers met standards. EPA method 524.2 was used
for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
o-Dichlorobenzene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for o-dichlorobenzene is 0.6 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
o-Xylene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Evaluation Guideline:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, PR -
Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare & Endangered Species, WA -
Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for xylenes is 1.750 mg/L.

MCL is for either a single isomer or the sum of the isomers.
Incorporations by reference are prospective including future
changes to the incorporated provisions as the changes take effect.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. 0 of 17 samples were in exceedance. The sums of
xylene isomers met standards.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to
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02/2001.
QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
p-Dichlorobenzene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for p-dichlorobenzene is 0.005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-O.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

El Capitan Lake
trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for trans-1,2-dichloroethylene is 0.01
mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

1997 to 2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance. EPA
method 524.2 was used for sample analysis.

Samples were collected at El Capitan Reservoir station ECA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 01/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff

Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Encinitas Creek
Benthic-Macroinvertebrate Bioassessments (Streams)
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that the two lines of
evidence in the record to assess this pollutant consists of
bioassessment data. This information on its own is insufficient to
determine with the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy
since Section 3.9 of the policy states that this data must be associated
with numerical water quality data.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Line of Evidence

Beneficial Use

Population/Community Degradation

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI -
Wildlife Habitat

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected for the San Diego Water Quality Control Board

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

1999 Biological Assessment Annual Report. Physical habitat scores
for EC-GVR ranged from 104 to 116, moderate compared to other
sampled water bodies. BMI scores at EC-GVR were all below
average (SDRWQCB, 1999a).

Samples were collected at Encinitas Creek, 5 riffles downstream of
Green Valley Road (EC-GVR).

Samples were collected in May, September, November 1998 and
May 1999.

Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use

Population/Community Degradation

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI -
Wildlife Habitat

1105



Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the Stream Team in 1999. Taxa richness

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

was 5. There were 0 EPT taxa. Tolerance value was 2.9. Feeding
groups were 64.3% collectors and 7.1% predators. Other feeding
groups were not reported (Stream Team, 2001).

Samples were collected at Encinitas Creek. Exact sampling
location was not reported.

Samples were collected in the Fall of 1999.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Encinitas Creek
Diazinon
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d)
list under section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 a single
line of evidence is necessary to assess listing status.

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of 4 samples exceeded the CDFG Aquatic Life Hazard
Assessment Criteria and this does not exceed the allowable frequency
listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Evaluation Guideline:

AG - Agricultural Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-
Contact Recreation, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

No individual pesticides or combination of pesticides shall be
present in the water column, sediments, or biota at concentrations
that adversely affect beneficial uses.

CDFG Aquatic Life Hazard Assessment Criteria 1-hour averave
0.16 pg/L (Siepman & Finlayson, 2000; Finlayson, 2004).

Data Used to Assess Water Of the four water samples, none of the samples were exceeding
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Quality:
Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:
Environmental Conditions:

Data Quality Assessment:

(SWAMP, 2004).

One station at Encinitas Creek: 33.06828 -117.26261.

Samples were collected from March through September of 2002.
San Marcos Creek Watershed 904.51.

SWAMP Quality Assurance Plan.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Encinitas Creek
Total Dissolved Solids
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did exceed the Basin
Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to determine with
the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI -
Wildlife Habitat

Unknown

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for TDS is 500 mg/L. This concentration is not to be
exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by RWQCB9 in 1998. One sample was

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

collected, it was in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Encinitas Creek at Green Valley Road.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected on 06/03/1998.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Encinitas Creek
Turbidity
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did not exceed the
Basin Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to
determine with the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI -
Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for turbidity is 20 ntu. This concentration is not to
be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year
period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by RWQCB9 in 1998. One sample was

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

collected and was not in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Encinitas Creek at Green Valley Rd.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected on 06/03/1998.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

English Canyon
Diazinon
Do Not List

This pollutant is being considered for placement on the section 303(d)
list under section 3.1 of the Listing Policy. Under section 3.1 a single
line of evidence is necessary to assess listing status. One line of
evidence is available in the administrative record to assess this
pollutant.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. One of the 4 samples exceeded the CDFG Aquatic life Hazard
Assessment Criteria and this does not exceed the allowable frequency
listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Evaluation Guideline:

AG - Agricultural Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-
Contact Recreation, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife
Habitat

Water

No individual pesticides or combination of pesticides shall be
present in the water column, sediments, or biota at concentrations
that adversely affect beneficial uses.

CDFG Aquatic life Hazard Assessment Criteria 1-hour average
0.16 pg/L (Siepman & Finlayson, 2000; Finlayson, 2004).

Data Used to Assess Water Of the four samples, one exceeded the criteria (SWAMP, 2004).

Quality:
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Spatial Representation: One Station at English Creek: 33.62781 -117.68058

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected from October 2002 through May 2003.
Environmental Conditions:  Aliso Creek Watershed 901.11.

Data Quality Assessment: ~ SWAMP Quality Assurance Plan.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Escondido Creek
Antimony
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did not exceed the
Basin Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to
determine with the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for antimony is 0.006 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by RWQCB9 in 1998. One sample was

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

collected and it was not in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Escondido Creek at the intersection of
Elfin Forest and Harmony Grove.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on 06/03/1998.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Escondido Creek
Arsenic
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did exceed the Basin
Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to determine with
the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm
Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for Arsenic is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by RWQCB9 in 1998. One sample was

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

collected and was in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Escondido Creek at the intersection of
Elfin Forest and Harmony Grove.

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected on 06/03/1998.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff

Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Escondido Creek
Benthic-Macroinvertebrate Bioassessments (Streams)
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that the four lines of
evidence in the record to assess this pollutant consists of
bioassessment data. This information on its own is insufficient to
determine with the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy
since Section 3.9 of the policy states that this data must be associated
with numerical water quality data.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Line of Evidence

Beneficial Use

Population/Community Degradation

MU - Municipal & Domestic, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI -
Wildlife Habitat

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected in 1998 and 1999 for the San Diego Regional

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

Water Quality Control Board 1999 Biological Assessment Annual
Report. Physical habitat quality scores for location EC-EF ranged
from 112-150, moderate-higher scores compared to other sampled
water bodies. BMI scores showed location EC-EF to be near
average compared to other water bodies sampled (SDRWQCB,
1999-A).

Samples were collected at Escondido Creek, 5 riffles downstream
of Elfin Forest Resort (EC-EF).

Samples were collected in May, September, and November 1998
and May 1999.

Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use

Population/Community Degradation

MU - Municipal & Domestic, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI -
Wildlife Habitat

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected for the San Diego Regional Water Quality

Quality:

Control Board 1999 Biological Assessment Annual Report. The
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Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

physical habitat score for EC-RSFR) was 86 in 05/1998, lower
compared to other water bodies. The BMI score was slightly below
average at this location, compared to other water bodies
(SDRWQCB, 1999-A).

Samples were collected at Escondido Creek at 5 riffles upstream of
Rancho Santa Fe Road (EC-RSFR).

Samples were collected in 05/1998.

Line of Evidence

Beneficial Use

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

Population/Community Degradation

MU - Municipal & Domestic, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI -
Wildlife Habitat

Data were collected in 1998 and 1999 for the San Diego Regional
Water Quality Control Board 1999 Biological Assessment Annual
Report. Physical habitat scores for location EC-HRB ranged from
75-98, a relatively low score compared to other sampled water
bodies. BMI scores at this location ranged from average to below
average, compared to other sampled water bodies (SDRWQCB,
1999-A).

Samples were collected in Escondido Creek 5 riffles downstream of
Harmony Grove Bridge (EC-HRB).

Samples were collected in May, September and November 1998
and in May 1999.

Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

Population/Community Degradation

MU - Municipal & Domestic, WA - Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI -
Wildlife Habitat

Two sets of samples were collected by the Stream Team at
Escondido Creek in 2001. For both sets, Taxa Richness was 4.7.
For set 1, EPT index was 87.3, and was 88.2 for the second set.
Tolerance values for sets 1 and 2 were 4.3 and 4.4, respectively.
98.4-100% of feeding groups were either collectors of filterers
(SDRWQCB, 1999-A).

Samples were collected at Escondido Creek. Two sets of samples
were reported. It is unclear whether both sets were taken at the
same location.

Samples were collected in Spring of 2001.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Escondido Creek
Beryllium
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did not exceed the
Basin Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to
determine with the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.
Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for Beryllium is 0.004 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by RWQCB9 in 1998. 1 sample was collected,

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

it was not in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Escondido Creek at the intersection of
Elfin Forest and Harmony Grove.

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected on 06/03/1998.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Escondido Creek
Boron
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 4 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm
Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for Boron is 0.75 mg/L. This concentration is not to
be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year
period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by DWR from 1998-2000. None of the 4

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

samples were in exceedance (S.D. Dept. of Water Resources).
Samples were collected at Escondido Creek near Harmony Grove.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected once each in May and November each

year from 11/1998 to 05/2000.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Escondido Creek
Cadmium
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did not exceed the
Basin Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to
determine with the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm
Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for Cadmium is 0.005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by RWQCB9 in 1998. One sample was

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

collected, it was not in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Escondido Creek at the intersection of
Elfin Forest and Harmony Grove.

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected on 06/03/1998.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Escondido Creek
Chromium (total)
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did exceed the Basin
Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to determine with
the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for Chromium is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by RWQCB9 in 1998. One sample was

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

collected and was in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Escondido Creek at the intersection of
Elfin Forest and Harmony Grove.

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected in 06/03/1998.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Escondido Creek

Pollutant: Copper

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did exceed the Basin

Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to determine with
the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation: concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for copper is 1.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by RWQCB9 in 1998. One sample was
Quality: collected, it was in exceedance .

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Escondido Creek at the intersection of

Elfin Forest and Harmony Grove.
Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on 06/03/1998.
QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Escondido Creek
Mercury
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did not exceed the
Basin Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to
determine with the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for mercury is 0.002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by RWQCB9 in 1998. One sample was

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

collected, it was not in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Escondido Creek at the intersection of
Elfin Forest and Harmony Grove.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on 06/03/1998.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Escondido Creek
Nickel
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did exceed the Basin
Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to determine with
the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO nickel is 0.1 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by RWQCB9 in 1998. One sample was

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

collected, it was in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Escondido Creek at the intersection of
Elfin Forest and Harmony Grove.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on 06/03/1998.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Escondido Creek
Oxygen, Dissolved
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 5 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm
Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: Dissolved oxygen levels shall not be less than
5.0 mg/l in inland surface waters with designated MAR or WARM
beneficial uses or less than 6.0 mg/l in waters with designated
COLD beneficial uses. The annual mean dissolved oxygen
concentrations shall not be less than 7 mg/l more than 10% of the
time.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by DWR from 1998 to 2000. None of the 5

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

samples were in exceedance (S.D. Department of Water
Resources).

Samples were collected at Escondido Creek near Harmony Grove.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected once each in May and November during

each year from 05/1998 to 05/2000.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Escondido Creek
Silver
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did not exceed the
Basin Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to
determine with the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for silver is 0.1 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by RWQCB9 in 1998. One sample was

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

collected and was not in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Escondido Creek at the intersection of
Elfin Forest and Harmony Grove.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on 06/03/1998.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Escondido Creek
Thallium
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did not exceed the
Basin Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to
determine with the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm
Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for thallium is 0.002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by RWQCB9 in 1998. One sample was

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

collected, it was not in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Escondido Creek at the intersection of
Elfin Forest and Harmony Grove.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected on 06/03/1998.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Escondido Creek

Pollutant: Turbidity

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of Three lines of evidence are available in the administrative record to

Evidence: assess this pollutant. One out of 5 samples exceeded the Basin Plan
criteria, and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing
Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation: concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm
Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for turbidity is 5 ntu.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected in 1998 by RWQCB9. One sample was
Quality: collected, it was not in exceedance .

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Escondido Creek below the Harmony

Grove Bridge.
Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected on 06/03/1998.
QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm
Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Matrix: Water
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Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:
QA/QC Equivalent:

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for turbidity is 5 ntu.

Data were collected by RWQCB9 in 1998. One sample was
collected and was not in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Escondido Creek at the intersection of
Elfin Forest and Harmony Grove.

Samples were collected on 06/03/1998.
Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence
Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

Pollutant-Water

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm
Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for turbidity is 5 ntu.

Data were collected by DWR in 1998 and 2000. One of 3 samples
were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Escondido Creek near Harmony Grove.

Samples were collected once each in May and November, 1998
and in November 2000.
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Water Segment: Escondido Creek

Pollutant: Zinc

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. A single sample was collected and it did exceed the Basin

Plan criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to determine with
the confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation: concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for zinc is 5.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by RWQCB9 in 1998. One sample was
Quality: collected and was in exceedance .

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Escondido Creek at the intersection of

Elfin Forest and Harmony Grove.
Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on 06/03/1998.
QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Escondido Creek
pH
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. Three of the 9 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm
Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for pH is 6.5(minimum) to 8.5 (maximum).

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by DWR from 1998 to 2000. Three of 5 field

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected in the field at Escondido Creek near
Harmony Grove.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected once each in May and November each

QA/QC Equivalent:

year from 05/1998 to 05/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, R1 - Water
Contact Recreation, R2 - Non-Contact Recreation, WA - Warm
Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water
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Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Temporal Representation:

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for pH is 6.5(minimum) to 8.5 (maximum).

Data were collected by DWR from 1998 to 2000. None of 4
samples were in exceedance .

Samples from Escondido Creek near Harmony Grove were
analyzed in the lab.

Samples were collected once each in May and November each
year from 11/1998 to 05/2000.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Felicita Creek
2,4,5-TP (Silvex)
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 7 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for 2,4,5-TP (Silvex) is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 7 samples were in exceedance
(SDRWQCB, 2002-1)

Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road
crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from 02/2000 to 04/2000. Two samples

were collected in February, 2 in March, and 3 in April.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Felicita Creek
2,4-D
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 7 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for 2,4-D is 0.07 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 7 samples were in exceedance
(SDRWQCB, 2002-1).

Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road
crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from 02/2000 to 04/2000. Two samples

were collected in February, 2 in March, and 3 in April.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Felicita Creek
Alachlor
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 5 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Tissue

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Alachlor is 0.002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

02/200 to 04/2000. None of the 5 samples were in exceedance
(SDRWQCB, 2002-1).

Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road
crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from 02/2000 to 04/2000. Two samples

were collected in February, 2 in March, and 1 in April.
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Water Segment: Felicita Creek

Pollutant: Antimony

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Antimony is 0.006 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
Quality: 02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road

crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 02/22/2000, 03/13/2000, and
04/18/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Felicita Creek

Pollutant: Arsenic

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for arsenic is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
Quality: 02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road

crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 02/22/2000, 03/13/2000, and
04/18/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Felicita Creek

Pollutant: Atrazine

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 6 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Atrazine is 0.003 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
Quality: 02/2000 to 04/2000. None of 6 samples were in exceedance .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road

crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from 02/2000 to 04/2000. Two samples
were collected in February, 3 in March, and 1 in April.
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Water Segment: Felicita Creek

Pollutant: Barium

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for barium is 1.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
Quality: 02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road

crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 02/222000, 03/13/2000, and
04/18/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Felicita Creek
Benzo(a)pyrene (PAHSs)
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 6 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Benzo(a)pyrene is 0.0002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 6 samples were in exceedance
(SDRWQCB, 2002-1).

Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road
crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from 02/2000 to 04/2000. Two samples

were collected in February, 3 in March, and 1 in April.
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Water Segment: Felicita Creek

Pollutant: Beryllium

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Beryllium is 0.004 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
Quality: 02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road

crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 02/22/2000, 03/13/2000, and
04/18/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Felicita Creek

Pollutant: Cadmium

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Cadmium is 0.005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
Quality: 02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road

crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 02/22/2000, 03/13/2000, and
04/18/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment. QA=?
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Water Segment: Felicita Creek

Pollutant: Chlordane

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 2 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal

Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Chlordane is 0.0001 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. on

Quality: 03/13/2000 and 04/03/2000. None of 2 samples were in
exceedance (SDRWQCB, 2002-I).

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road

crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected per day on 03/13/2000 and 04/03/2000.
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Water Segment: Felicita Creek

Pollutant: Chromium (total)

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Chromium is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
Quality: 02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road

crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 02/22/2000, 03/13/2000, and
04/18/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Felicita Creek

Pollutant: Copper

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Copper is 1.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
Quality: 02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road

crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 02/22/2000, 03/13/2000,
04/18/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment. QA=?
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Felicita Creek
Dinoseb
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 7 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because water quality standards are
not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Dinoseb is 0.007 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 7 samples were in exceedance
(SDRWQCB, 2002-1).

Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road
crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from 02/2000 to 04/2000. Two samples

were collected in February, 2 in March, and 3 in April.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Felicita Creek
Endrin
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 6 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because water quality standards are
not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Endrin is 0.002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 6 samples were in exceedance
(SDRWQCB, 2002-1).

Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road
crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from 02/2000 to 04/2000. Two samples

were collected in February, 3 in March, and 1 in April.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Felicita Creek
Heptachlor
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 6 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because water quality standards are
not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Heptachlor is 0.00001 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 6 samples were in exceedance
(SDRWQCB, 2002-1).

Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road
crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from 02/2000 to 04/2000. Two samples

were collected in February, 3 in March, and 1 in April.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Felicita Creek
Heptachlor epoxide
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 6 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because water quality standards are
not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Heptachlor epoxide is 0.00001 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 6 samples were in exceedance
(SDRWQCB, 2002-1).

Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road
crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from 02/2000 to 04/2000. Two samples

were collected in February, 3 in March, and 1 in April.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Felicita Creek
Hexachlorobenzene
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 6 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because water quality standards are
not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Hexachlorobenzene is 0.001 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 6 samples were in exceedance
(SDRWQCB, 2002-1).

Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road
crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from 02/2000 to 04/2000. Two samples

were collected in February, 3 in March, and 1 in April.
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Water Segment: Felicita Creek

Pollutant: Hexachlorocyclopentadiene

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 6 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation: concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because water quality standards are
not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal

Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Hexachlorocyclopentadiene is 0.05
mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality: 02/2000to 04/2000. None of the 6 samples were in exceedance
(SDRWQCB, 2002-1).

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road

crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from 02/2000 to 04/2000. Two samples
were collected in February, 3 in March and 1 in April.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Felicita Creek
Manganese
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. One of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because water quality standards are
not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

The water quality objective for manganese in Felicita Creek is 0.05
milligrams/liter (mg/l) according to Basin Plan, Table 3-2 entitled,
Water Quality Objectives. This concentration is not be exceeded
more than 10% of the time during any one year period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

02/2000 to 04/2000. One of 3 samples was in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road
crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 02/22/2000, 03/13/2000, and

QA/QC Equivalent:

04/18/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Felicita Creek
Methoxychlor
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 6 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for methoxychlor is 0.04 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 6 samples were in exceedance
(SDRWQCB, 2002-1).

Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road
crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from 02/2000 to 04/2000. Two samples

were collected in February, 3 in March, and 1 in April.
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Water Segment: Felicita Creek

Pollutant: Nickel

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Nickel is 0.1 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
Quality: 02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road

crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 02/22/2000, 03/13/2000, and
04/18/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Felicita Creek

Pollutant: Nitrite

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 7 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal

Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Nitrite (as N) is 1.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality: 04/1999 to 04/2000. None of the 7 samples were in exceedance
(SDRWQCB, 2002-1).

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road

crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from 04/26/1999 to 04/18/2000. One
sample per month was collected in 1999 from April to June, and 2-3
samples per month were collected in 2000 from February to April.
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Water Segment: Felicita Creek

Pollutant: Pentachlorophenol (PCP)

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal

Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Pentachlorophenol is 0.001 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in

Quality: 02/2000 and 03/2000. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance
(SDRWQCB, 2002-1).

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected in Felicita Creek station FEL3 at the road

crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected per day on 02/29/2000, 02/22/2000, and
03/21/2000.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Felicita Creek
Picloram
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 7 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Picloram is 0.5 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 7 samples were in exceedance
(SDRWQCB, 2002-1).

Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road
crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from 02/2000 to 04/2000. Two to 3

samples were collected each month.
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Water Segment: Felicita Creek

Pollutant: Selenium

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Selenium is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
Quality: 02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road

crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 02/22/2000, 03/13/2000, and
04/18/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Felicita Creek

Pollutant: Silver

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Silver is 0.1 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
Quality: 02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road

crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected once per day on 02/22/2000, 03/13/2000,
and 04/18/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Felicita Creek
Simazine
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 5 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Simazine is 0.004 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 5 samples were in exceedance
(SDRWQCB, 2002-1).

Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road
crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from 02/2000 to 04/2000. Two samples

were collected in February, 1 in March, and 1 in April.
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Water Segment: Felicita Creek

Pollutant: Thallium

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Thallium is 0.002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
Quality: 02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road

crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 02/22/2000, 03/13/2000, and
04/18/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Felicita Creek

Pollutant: Turbidity

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, but

the number of samples is insufficient to determine with the confidence
and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation: concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal

Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Turbidity is 5 units.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in 1999

Quality: from April to June. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance
(SDRWQCB, 2002-1).

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road

crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected once per day on 04/26/1999, 05/24/1999,
and 06/21/1999.
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Water Segment: Felicita Creek

Pollutant: Zinc

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Zinc is 5.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
Quality: 02/2000 to 04/2000. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Felicita Creek site FEL3 at the road

crossing above the water line.

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 02/22/2000, 03/13/2000, and
04/18/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Forester Creek

Pollutant: Turbidity

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 9 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: IN - Industrial Service Supply

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for turbidity is 5 units. For inland surface

waters with other beneficial uses, the WQO for turbidity is 20 ntu.
Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of EI Cajon from 04/2000 to

Quality: 12/2000. None of the 9 averages were in exceedance of the above
standards .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Forester Creek. The exact sampling

location was not reported.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from 04/2000 to 12/2000. Only monthly
averages were reported. It is unknown how many samples per
month the monthly average represents.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Green Valley Creek
Aluminum
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. One of the 3 samples exceeds the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Aluminum is 0.2 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

03/2000 and 04/2000. One of 3 samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Green Valley Creek west of West
Bernardo Drive.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected 03/13/2000, 03/21/200, and 04/18/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent:

One sample was collected each day.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Green Valley Creek

Pollutant: Antimony

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Antimony is 0.006 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in
Quality: 03/2000 and 04/2000. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Green Valley Creek west of West

Bernardo Drive.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected 03/13/2000, 03/21/200, and 04/18/2000.
One sample was collected each day.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Green Valley Creek

Pollutant: Arsenic

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 4 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal

Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Arsenic is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in

Quality: 04/1999, 03/2000, and 04/2000. None of the 4 samples were in
exceedance .

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Green Valley Creek west of West

Bernardo Drive.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on 04/26/1999, 03//13/2000, 03/21/2000,
and 04/18/2000. One sample was collected on each day.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Green Valley Creek

Pollutant: Barium

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Barium is 1.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in
Quality: 03/2000 and 04/2000. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Green Valley Creek west of West

Bernardo Drive.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on 03/13/2000, 03/21/2000, and
04/18/2000. One sample was collected each day.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Green Valley Creek

Pollutant: Beryllium

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Beryllium is 0.004 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in
Quality: 03/2000 and 04/2000. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Green Valley Creek west of West

Bernardo Drive.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on 03/13/2000, 03/21/2000, and
04/18/2000. One sample was collected each day.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Green Valley Creek

Pollutant: Cadmium

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 4 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal

Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Cadmium is 0.005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in

Quality: 04/1999, 03/2000, and 04/2000. None of the 4 samples were in
exceedance .

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Green Valley Creek west of West

Bernardo Drive.

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected each day on 04/26/1999, 03/13/2000,
03/21/2000, and 04/18/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Green Valley Creek
Chromium (total)
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 4 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Chromium is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

04/1999 to 04/2000. None of the 4 samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Green Valley Creek west of West
Bernardo Drive.

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected each day on 04/26/1999, 03/13/2000,

QA/QC Equivalent:

03/21/2000, and 04/18/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Green Valley Creek
Copper
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 4 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Copper is 1.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

04/1999 to 04/2000. None of the 4 samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Green Valley Creek west of West
Bernardo Drive.

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 04/26/1999, 03/13/2000,

QA/QC Equivalent:

03/21/2000, and 04/18/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment: Green Valley Creek

Pollutant: Mercury

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 2 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Mercury is 0.002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in
Quality: 04/1999 and 02/2000. None of the 2 samples were in exceedance .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Green Valley Creek west of West

Bernardo Drive.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on 04/26/1999 and 02/14/2000. One
sample was collected each day.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Green Valley Creek
Nickel
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 4 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Nickel is 0.1 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

04/1999 to 04/2000. None of the 4 samples were in exceedance
(SWRCB, 2002).

Samples were collected at Green Valley Creek west of West
Bernardo Drive.

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected per day on 04/26/1999, 03/13/2000,

QA/QC Equivalent:

03/21/2000, and 04/18/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Green Valley Creek
Picloram
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 2 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Picloram is 0.5 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. on

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

02/15/2000 and 02/22/2000. None of the 2 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Green Valley Creek west of West
Bernardo Drive.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on 02/15/2000 and 02/22/2000. One

QA/QC Equivalent:

sample was collected on each day.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Green Valley Creek
Selenium
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 4 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Selenium is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

04/1999 to 04/2000. None of 4 samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Green Valley Creek west of West
Bernardo Drive.

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 04/26/1999, 03/13/2000,

QA/QC Equivalent:

03/21/2000, and 04/18/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Green Valley Creek
Silver
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 4 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Silver is 0.1 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

04/1999 to 04/2000. None of the 4 samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Green Valley Creek west of West
Bernardo Drive.

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 04/26/1999, 03/13/2000,

QA/QC Equivalent:

03/21/2000, and 04/18/2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment: Green Valley Creek

Pollutant: Thallium

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for thallium is 0.002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in
Quality: 03/2000 and 04/2000. None of the 3 samples were in exceedance .
Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Green Valley Creek west of West

Bernardo Drive.

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 03/13/2000, 03/21/2000, and
04/18/2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Green Valley Creek
Zinc
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 4 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Zinc is 5.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

04/1999 to 04/2000. None of the 4 samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Green Valley Creek west of West
Bernardo Drive.

Temporal Representation:  One sample per day was collected on 04/26/1999, 03/13/2000,

QA/QC Equivalent:

03/21/2000, and 04/18/2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
1,1,1-Trichloroethane
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for 1,1,1-Trichloroethane is 0.200 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1997 to August 2001. None of the 20 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

August 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane is 0.001
mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1997 to August 2001. None of the 20 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

August 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
1,1,2-Trichloroethane
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for 1,1,2-Trichloroethane is 0.005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1997 to August 2001. None of the 20 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

August 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
1,1-Dichloroethane
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for 1,1-Dichloroethane is 0.005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1997 to August 2001. None of the 20 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

August 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for 1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene is 0.07 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1997 to August 2001. None of the 20 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir at site HG Station A
at the surface.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

August 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane (DBCP)
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for 1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane (DBCP)
is 0.0002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1997 to August 2001. None of the 20 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir at site HG Station A
at the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

August 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
1,2-Dichloroethane
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for 1,2-Dichloroethane is 0.0005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1997 to August 2001. None of the 20 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

August 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment. QA="?
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Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
1,2-Dichloropropane
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for 1,2-Dichloropropane is 0.005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1997 to August 2001. None of the 20 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

August 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Alachlor
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 15 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for alachlor is 0.002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

February 1997 to July 2001. None of the 15 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from February 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

July 2001.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Aluminum
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. One of the 15 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all inland surface waters the WQO for
Aluminum for a BU of MUN is 0.2 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected at site HGA-0 by the City of San Diego Water

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Dept. between January 1996 and September 2000. One of 15
samples was in exceedance .

Samples were collected at site HGA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a somewhat quarterly basis between

QA/QC Equivalent:

January 1996 and September 2000. Two to 4 samples were
collected each year.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Antimony
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 10 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for Antimony is 0.006 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected at site HGA-0 by the City of San Diego Water

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Dept. between January 1996 and September 1999. None of the 10
samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at site HGA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected between January 1996 and September

QA/QC Equivalent:

1999. Samples for 1996 and 1997 were collected on a quarterly
basis, while for 1998 and 1999, there was one sample per year.

Data used in 2002 assessment
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Arsenic
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. One of 19 samples exceeded the Basin Plan's water quality objective
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of
the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for arsenic is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected at site HGA-0 by the City of San Diego Water

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Dept. between January 1996 and September 2000. None of the 19
samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at site HGA-0.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1996 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

September 2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Atrazine
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 12 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Atrazine is 0.003 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

February 1997 to July 2001. None of the 12 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a somewhat quarterly basis from

QA/QC Equivalent:

February 1997 to July 2001.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Barium
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 18 samples exceeded the Basin Plan's water quality
objective and this does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in
Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Barium is 1.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected at site HGA-0 by the City of San Diego Water

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Dept. between January 1996 and September 2000. None of the 18
samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at site HGA-0.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected on a quarterly basis between January 1996

QA/QC Equivalent:

and September 2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Benzene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Benzene is 0.001mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1997 to August 2001. None of the 20 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at the Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A
at the surface.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

August 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Benzo(a)pyrene (PAHSs)
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 15 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Benzo(a)pyrene is 0.0002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

February 1997 to July 2001. None of the 15 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from February 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

July 2001.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Cadmium
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. The single sample did not exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
but the number of samples is insufficient to determine with the
confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For all waters with a municipal beneficial use,
the WQO for cadmium is 0.005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected at site HGA-0 by the City of San Diego Water

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Dept. on June 3, 1996. One sample was collected. It was not in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at site HGA-0.

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected on June 3, 1996.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Carbofuran
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Carbofuran is 0.018 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

03/1997 to 07/2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a somewhat quarterly basis from

QA/QC Equivalent:

03/1997 to 07/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment: Hodges, Lake

Pollutant: Carbon tetrachloride

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
Evidence: evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing

this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this does
not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing
Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal

Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Carbon tetrachloride is 0.0005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality: January 1997 to August 2001. None of the 20 samples were in
exceedance .

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1997 to
August 2001.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Chlordane
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 8 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for total chlordane is 0.0001 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

02/1997 to 07/2001. None of the 8 samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected between 1 and 4 times per year from

QA/QC Equivalent:

02/1997 to 07/2001. No samples were collected in 2000.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Chloride
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of 40 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this does
not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing
Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQo for chloride is 250 mg/L. This concentration is not to
be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year
period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected at site HGA-0 by the City of San Diego Water

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Dept. between March 1996 and June 2001. None of the 22
samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at site HGA-O0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from March 1996 and

QA/QC Equivalent:

June 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water
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Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: The WQO for chloride for inland surface

Water Quality Criterion: waters is 500 mg/L

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality: March 1997 to June 2001. None of the 18 samples were in
exceedance.

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at site HG Rec Area Delivery Point.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from March 1997 to
June 2001.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Chlorobenzene (mono)
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Chlorobenzene (mono) is 0.07mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1997 to August 2001. None of the 20 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

August 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Chromium (total)
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is insufficient justification in favor of
placing this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d)
list in the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. None of the 8 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

2. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with municipal
beneficial uses, the WQO for chromium is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Samples were collected at site HGA-0 by the City of San Diego

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Water Dept. between January 1996 and March 2000. None of the 8
samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at site HGA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected between January 1996 and March 2000. 1-

QA/QC Equivalent:

4 samples were collected per year. There are no measurements
listed for 1998.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Copper
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 8 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for copper is 1.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected at site HGA-0 by the City of San Diego Water

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Dept. between January 1996 and June 2000. None of the 8
samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at site HGA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from January 1996 to June 2000. 1-4

QA/QC Equivalent:

samples were collected per year. There are no measurements
reported for 1999.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Endrin
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 14 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Endrin is 0.002 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

February 1997 to July 2001. None of the 14 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from February 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

July 2001.

Data used in 2002 assessment. QA="?
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Ethylbenzene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Ethylbenzene is 0.7 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1997 to August 2001. None of the 20 samples were in
exceedance (SWRCB, 2003)

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation: ~ Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

August 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Fluoride
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 19 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective, and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Fluoride is 2.4 mg/L when Annual
Average of Maximum Daily Air Temperature is <53.8F, 2.2 mg/L
when Annual Average of Maximum Daily Air Temperature is 53.8F-
58.3F, 2.0 mg/L when Annual Average of Maximum Daily Air
Temperature is 58.4F-63.8F, 1.8 mg/L when Annual Average of
Maximum Daily Air Temperature is 63.9F-70.6F, 1.6 mg/L when
Annual Average of Maximum Daily Air Temperature is 70.7F-79.2F,
and 1.4 mg/L when Annual Average of Maximum Daily Air
Temperature is 79.3F-90.5F. For inland surface water with all other
beneficial uses the WQO for fluoride is 1.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected at site HGA-0 by the City of San Diego Water

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Dept. between March 1996 and September 2000. None of the 19
samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at site HGA-0.
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Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from March 1996 to
September 2000.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Glyphosate
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Glyphosate is 0.7 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

03/1997 to 07/2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from 03/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

07/2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Heptachlor
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 14 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Heptachlor is 0.00001 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

February 1997 to July 2001. None of the 14 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from February 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

July 2001.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Heptachlor epoxide
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 14 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Heptachlor epoxide is 0.00001 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

February 1997 to July 2001. None of the 14 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from February 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

July 2001.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Hexachlorobenzene
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 14 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Hexachlorobenzene is 0.001 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

February 1997 to July 2001. None of the 14 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from February 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

July 2001.

Data used in 2002 assessment. QA="?
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 14 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Hexachlorocyclopentadiene is 0.05
mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

February 1997 to July 2001. None of the 14 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from February 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

July 2001.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Iron
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. One of the 5 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for iron is 0.3mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected by City of San Diego Water Dept. between

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

March 1998 and December 2000. One of the 5 samples was in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at site HGA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected between March 1998 and December 2000.

QA/QC Equivalent:

One to 3 samples was collected per year.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment: Hodges, Lake

Pollutant: Mercury

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. One sample was collected and it exceeded the Basin Plan

criteria, but the number of samples is insufficient to determine with the
confidence and power required by the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because it cannot be determined if
applicable water quality standards are exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal

Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for mercury is 0.002mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected at site HGA-0 by the City of San Diego Water

Quality: Dept. on December 8, 1998. One sample was collected. It was in
exceedance .

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at site HGA-0.

Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected on December 8, 1998.
QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Methoxychlor
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 14 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Methoxychlor is 0.04 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

February 1997 to July 2001. None of the 14 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from February 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

July 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Molinate
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 8 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Molinate is 0.02 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

03/1997 to 11/2000. None of the 8 samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from 03/1997 to 11/2000. Three to four

QA/QC Equivalent:

samples were collected in 1997 and 1998 and 1 sample was
collected in 2000.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment: Hodges, Lake

Pollutant: Nickel

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 9 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use the WQO for nickel is 0.1 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected at site HGA-0 by the City of San Diego Water
Quality: Dept. between June 1996 and June 1999. None of the 9 samples
were in exceedance .

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at site HGA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected between June 1996 and June 1999. Two
to three samples were collected per year.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Nitrate as Nitrate (NO3)
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 97 samples from two combined lines of evidence
exceeded the Basin Plan criteria, and these do not exceed the
allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Nitrate as NO3 is 45 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1996 to July 2001. None of the 80 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at site HGA on the surface and at depths
of 3m, 12m, and 1 ft above the bottom.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected between January 1996 and December July

QA/QC Equivalent:

2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water
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Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Nitrate as NO3 is 45 mg/L.

Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from
March 1997 to July 2001. None of the 17 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at HG Rec Area Delivery Point.

Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from March 1997 to
July 2001.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Nitrite
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 30 samples exceeded the Basin Plan criteria and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are not met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, PR -
Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare & Endangered Species, WA -
Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Nitrite (as N) is 1.0 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected at site HGA-0 by the City of San Diego Water

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

Dept. between January 1996 and March 1999. Thirty samples were
collected, 0 were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at site HGA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected between January 1996 and March 1999.

Eight to ten samples were collected throughout the year from 1996
to 1998. Three samples were collected in 1999, one each in
January, February, and March.
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QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Oxamyl (Vydate)
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 17 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, PR -
Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare & Endangered Species, WA -
Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Oxamyl is 0.2 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

03/1997 to 07/2001. None of the 17 samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a somewhat quarterly basis from

QA/QC Equivalent:

03/1997 to 07/2001.

Data used in 2002 assessment. QA="?
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Region 9

Water Segment: Hodges, Lake

Pollutant: Pentachlorophenol (PCP)

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 7 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal

Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Pentachlorophenol is 0.001 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality: 05/1997 to 03/2001. None of the 8 samples were in exceedance .

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from 05/1997 to 03/2001. Two samples
were collected per year from 05/1997 to 09/2000. One sample was
collected in 2001, and one was collected on 03/03/1998.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment: Hodges, Lake

Pollutant: Picloram

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 4 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, PR -
Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare & Endangered Species, WA -
Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Matrix: Water
Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for picloram is 0.5 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected at site HGA-0 by the City of San Diego Water
Quality: Dept. between December 1998 and June 2000. None of the 4
samples were in exceedance .

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at site HGA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from December 1998 to June 2000. One to
two samples were collected per year.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.

1225



Region 9

Water Segment: Hodges, Lake

Pollutant: Polychlorinated biphenyls

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 10 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,

and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Adverse Biological Responses

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: -N/A

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal

Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for Polychlorinated Biphenyls is 0.0005
mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. on

Quality: February 4, 1997 and May 6, 1997. None of the 10 samples were in
exceedance .

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were once on each day on February 4, 1997 and May 6,
1997.

QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Selenium
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 9 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for selenium is 0.05 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1996 to December 1998. None of the 9 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at site HGA-0.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected from January 1996 to December 1998.

QA/QC Equivalent:

Quarterly samples were collected in 1996 and 1997. Only one
sample is reported for 1998.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment: Hodges, Lake

Pollutant: Silver

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess

Evidence: this pollutant. One sample was collected and it did not exceed the Basin
Plan criteria, and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the
Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: MU - Municipal & Domestic

Matrix: Water

Water Quality Objective/ From the Basin Plan: For all inland surface waters with a municipal
Water Quality Criterion: beneficial use, the WQO for silver is 0.1 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected at site HGA-0 by the City of San Diego Water
Quality: Dept. on September 12, 2000. One sample was collected. It was
not in exceedance .

Spatial Representation: Samples were collected at site HGA-0.
Temporal Representation:  One sample was collected on September 12, 2000.
QA/QC Equivalent: Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Simazine
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 12 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, PR -
Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare & Endangered Species, WA -
Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Simazine is 0.004 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

06/03/1996 to 07/2001. None of the 13 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected between 06/03/1996 and 07/2001. One to

QA/QC Equivalent:

three samples were collected per year. One sample was collected
on 06/03/1996.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Styrene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 4.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, PR -
Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare & Endangered Species, WA -
Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Styrene is 0.1 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. between

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1997 and August 2001. None of the 20 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

August 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Sulfates
Do Not List

Two lines of evidence are available in the administrative record to
assess this pollutant. Based on Table 3.1 in the Policy, the number of
exceedances of this pollutant is below the minimum number of
measured exceedances needed to place a water segment on the
section 303(d) list for toxicants. None of the 40 samples exceeded the
Basin Plan criteria.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, PR -
Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare & Endangered Species, WA -
Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for sulfate is 250 mg/L. This concentration is not to
be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year
period.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

March 1997 to July 2001. None of the 18 samples were in
exceedance.

Samples were collected at site HG Rec Area Delivery Point.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from March 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

July 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water
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Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

Data Used to Assess Water
Quality:

Spatial Representation:
Temporal Representation:

QA/QC Equivalent:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, PR -
Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare & Endangered Species, WA -
Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters and all beneficial
uses, the WQO for sulfate is 250 mg/L. This concentration is not to
be exceeded more than 10% of the time during any one year
period.

Data was collected at site HGA-0 by the City of San Diego Water
Dept. from March 1996 to June 2001. None of the 22 samples were
in exceedance.

Samples were collected at site HGA-0.

Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from March 1996 to
June 2001.

Data used in 2002 assessment. QA="?
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Tetrachloroethylene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, PR -
Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare & Endangered Species, WA -
Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Tetrachloroethylene is 0.005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1997 to August 2001. None of the 20 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

August 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Toluene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, PR -
Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare & Endangered Species, WA -
Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Toluene is 0.15 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1997 to August 2001. None of the 20 samples were in
exceedance (SWRCB, 2002).

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

August 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Toxaphene
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 14 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria,
and this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Toxaphene is 0.003 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:
Spatial Representation:

03/1997 to 08/2001. None of the 14 samples were in exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  One to four samples were collected per year from 03/1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

08/2001.

Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Trichloroethylene
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, PR -
Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare & Endangered Species, WA -
Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Trichloroethylene is 0.005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1997 to August 2001. None of the 20 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

August 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Trichlorofluoromethane (CFC-11)
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for Trichlorofluoromethane is 0.15 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1997 to August 2001. None of the 20 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

August 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Uranium
Do Not List

One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
this pollutant. None of the 3 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and
this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:

Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Municipal & Domestic, PR -
Industrial Process Supply, R1 - Water Contact Recreation, R2 -
Non-Contact Recreation, RA - Rare & Endangered Species, WA -
Warm Freshwater Habitat, WI - Wildlife Habitat

Water

From the Basin Plan: For all inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for uranium is 20 pCi/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data was collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. in May,

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

June, and October 1998. Three samples were collected. None were
in exceedance .

Samples were collected at site HGA-0.

Temporal Representation:  One sample per month was collected in May, June and October

QA/QC Equivalent:

1998.
Data used in 2002 assessment.
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Region 9

Water Segment:
Pollutant:
Decision:

Weight of
Evidence:

SWRCB Staff
Recommendation:

Lines of Evidence:

Hodges, Lake
Vinyl chloride
Do Not List

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

This conclusion is based on the staff findings that:

1. The data used satisfies the data quality requirements of section 6.1.4
of the Policy.

2. The data used satisfies the data quantity requirements of section
6.1.5 of the Policy.

3. None of the 20 samples exceeded the Basin Plan objective and this
does not exceed the allowable frequency listed in Table 3.1 of the
Listing Policy.

4. Pursuant to section 3.11 of the Listing Policy, no additional data and
information are available indicating that standards are met.

After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff
concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards for the pollutant are not exceeded.

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use:
Matrix:

Water Quality Objective/
Water Quality Criterion:

MU - Municipal & Domestic
Water

From the Basin Plan: For inland surface waters with a municipal
beneficial use, the WQO for vinyl chloride is 0.0005 mg/L.

Data Used to Assess Water Data were collected by the City of San Diego Water Dept. from

Quality:

Spatial Representation:

January 1997 to August 2001. None of the 20 samples were in
exceedance .

Samples were collected at Hodges Reservoir site HG Station A at
the surface.

Temporal Representation:  Samples were collected on a quarterly basis from January 1997 to

QA/QC Equivalent:

August 2001.
Data used in 2002 assessment.

1243



Region 9

Water Segment: Hodges, Lake

Pollutant: Zinc

Decision: Do Not List

Weight of One line of evidence is available in the administrative record to assess
Evidence: this pollutant. None of the 6 samples exceed the Basin Plan criteria, and

this does not exceed the allowable frequency of the Listing Policy.

Based on the readily available data and information, the weight of
evidence indicates that there is sufficient justification against placing
this water segment-pollutant combination on the section 303(d) list in
the Water Quality Limited Segments category.

SWRCB Staff After review of the available data and information, SWRCB staff

Recommendation:  concludes that the water body-pollutant combination should not be
placed on the section 303(d) list because applicable water quality
standards are not exceeded.

Lines of Evidence:

Numeric Line of Evidence Pollutant-Water

Beneficial Use: AG - Agricultural Supply, CO - Cold Freshwater Habitat, IN -
Industrial Service Supply, MU - Munici