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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Keri,

"Hiram Sarabia" <hsarabia@sdbaykeeper.org>
<colek@ rb9 .swrcb.ca.gov>
7/30/01 5:23PM
303(d)

Thank you for including these materials to the existing list of documents
being reviewed for the San Diego River 303(d) evaluation.

Below is a brief summary of independent and in-house lab water quality
analyses results for samples taken at four monitoring sites along the San
Diego River. Two of the sites listed here (i.e., Forrester Creek and Mission
Dam) have been sampled in the past by the Padre Dam Municipal Water
District.

The first item (Table 1), shows values of interest from the I;nvironMatrix
lab report I submitted to you. The fourth column on the table lists the date
of the lab report from which the results were taken. I have also attached
bacterial data (Table 2) that BayKeeper generated from samples collected
from these four sites.

I hope that these data can be of support to existing materials, please
contact me if you have any comments or questions, thank you.

Hiram Sarabia
San Diego BayKeeper
Citizen Water Monitoring Program

cc: "Bruce Reznik" <breznik@sdbaykeeper.org>



San Diego Baykeeper - San Diego River 303(d) Water Quality Data

Table 1. Environ Matrix Analytical lab results, showing exceedances in Bacteria and
IDS levels based on the numerical criteria listed in the San Diego Regional Water
Quality Control Board (SDRWQCB) Basin Plan (Pages 3-5 (REC-l) , 3-24) for four sites
alon the Sna Die 0 River.

1090

TDS
(mg/l)

Total coliform
(¥PN)

10 (',6 sd 1;1"1

SDR 10 Linda Vistac\o'T\\D 5/9/01 5/22/01
YMCA

SDR20 Mission Valley 5/9/01 5/22/01
Golf Course

SDR30 Forrester Creek 5/8/01 5/18/01
at Trolley Station

SDR40 Mission Dam at 5/8/01 5/18/01 500 300
Mission Trails
Park

Site ID Location Parameter sId: 3000

Table 2. In-house bacteria analyses results. Bacteria analyses at BayKeeper were
I d . h IDEXX C 1'1 18 M h d . h Q . 12000complete USlllg t e o I ert- et 0 WIt uantitray

Date ID Location Replicate Total Coliform Fecal Coliform
MPN MPN

10-May-01 SDR-10 0(/\ J~~~~~st:$MCA 1 20 0
10-May-01 SDR-10 Linda Vista YMCA 2 31 0
10-May-01 SDR-10 Linda Vista YMCA 3 1211 0
10-May-01 SDR-10 Linda Vista YMCA 4 246 30

10-May-01 SDR-20 Mission Valley Golf Course 1 715 0
10-May-01 SDR·20 Mission Valley Golf Course 2 294 20

10-May-01 SDR·20 Mission Valley Golf Course 3 122 10

9-May-01 SDR·30 Forrester Creek at Trolley Station 1 1850 10
9-May-01 SDR-30 Forrester Creek at Trolley Station 2 959 0
9-May-01 SDR-30 Forrester Creek at Trolley Station 3 727 0

9-May-01 SDR-40 Mission Dam at Mission Trails 1 10 10

9-MaY-01 SDR-40 Mission Dam at Mission Trails 2 1607 31

9-May-01 SDR-40 Mission Dam at Mission Trails 3 2602 10
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SAN QiEGO REGIONAL
______-:V,~VAou·f..l...E.u..R ~,ii1rlS't'oMmtrix

CONTROL'8'UARU

1001 JUL 3 I A I: 55

May 18, 2001

San Diego Baykeepers
Attn.: Hiram Sarabia
2924 Emerson St., Suite 220

San Diego, California 92106

Analytical,lnco-------

Project NamelNo.: None
Laboratory Log No.: 1223-01
Date Received: 05/08/01
Sample Matrix: Two water samples
PO No.: Verbal per Hiram Sarabia

Please find the following enclosures for the above referenced project identified:

1) Analytical Report
2) QAJQC Report
3) Chain of Custody Form

....................................................... certificate ofAnalysis ..

Samples were analyzed pursuant to client request utilizing EPA or other ELAP approved
methodologies. Date of extraction, date of analysis, detection limits and dilution factor are
reported for each compound analyzed. All samples were analyzed within the method required
holding time from sample collection.

Data for each analytical method was evaluated by assessing the following QAJQC functions, as
applicable to the methodology:

• Quality COlitrol Standard
• Surrogate Percent Recovery
• Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) percent recoveries for all analyses

Matrix Spike Recovery/Matrix Spike Duplicate Recovery (MSR & MSDR) and/or
Relative Percent Difference (RPD from MSR & MSDR)

[ certify that this data report is il1 compliance both technically und for completeness, Release ofthe rima contained

Inlh/~~'t hm been "'<tlwi'ed by the!"U'Ming ,ignntuce.

,ff.~ 'Janis COlum6'o
, Vice President/Laboratory Director

4340 Viewridge Avenue, Suite A • San Diego, Cali fornia 92123 • (858)560-7717 • Fax (858) 560-7763
Analytical Chemistry Laboratory i



ANALYSIS RESULTS - TPH EXTENDED RANGE
BY ASTM D2887

CLIENT: SAN DTEGO BAYKEEPERS
DATE SAMPLED: NIA

PROJECT NAMElNo.: NONE DATE RECEIVED: NIA

PTAS LOG #: METI-IOO BLANK OATE EXTRACTED: 0511 010 1

CLIENT SAMPLE ID: NIA DATE ANALYZED: 05/10/01

DILUTION FACTOR: 1 MATRIX: WATER

ANALYTE REPORTlNG UMITS RESULTS
PPB (UG/L) PPB (UG/L)

C7 :s; HC < C8 1.0 NO

C8 :s; HC < C9 1.0 NO

C9 :s; HC < CI0 1.0 NO

ClO :s; HC < CII 1.0 NO

CII :s; HC < C12 1.0 ND

Cl2 :s; HC < C14 1.0 NO

C14 :s; HC < CI6 1.0 NO

C16 :s; HC < CIS 1.0 ND

CI8 :s; HC < C20 1.0 NO

C20 :s; HC < C24 1.0 NO

C24 :s; HC < C28 1.0 NO

C28 :s; HC < C32 1.0 NO

C32 :s; HC < C36 1.0 NO

C36 :s; HC < C40 1.0 NO
C40 :s; HC < C42 1.0 NO

TOTAL HC 15 NO

TPH IDENTIFICATION: NONE

HC = HYDROCARBON

ND = ANALYTE NOT DETECTED AT OR ABOVE THE INDfCATED REPORTING LIMIT

REPORTING LIMITS AND RESULTS HAVE BEEN ADJUSTED ACCORDINGLY TO ACCOUNT FOR DILUTION FACTOR.

SURROGATE PARAMETER
I-BROMO-4-FLUOROBENZENE

ACCEPTABLE RANGE
77-135

~EnviroMatrlx~ Analytical. Inc.

% RECOVERY
] 12

PTAS DeN 300-062 (Rev 6/99)



ANALYSIS RESULTS - TPH EXTENDED RANGE
IlY ASTM D2887

CLIENT: SAN OTEGO SAYKEEPERS
DATE SAMPLED: 05/08/01

PROJECT NAMElNo.: NONE DATE RECElVED: 05/08/01

PTAS LOG #: 1223-01-1 DATE EXTRACTED: 05110/01

CLIENT SAMPLE ID: SDR30 DATE AN ALYZED: 05/10/01

D1LUTION FACTOR: 1 MATRIX: WATER

ANALYTE REPORT1NG LIMITS RESULTS
PPB (UG/L) PPB (UG/L)

C7 ::; HC < C8 1.0 ND

C8 ::; HC < C9 1.0 ND

C9 :S HC < CI0 1.0 ND

C10 :S HC < Cll 1.0 ND
ell :S HC < cn 1.0 ND
C12 :S HC < C14 1.0 NO
C14 :S HC < C16 1.0 NO

C16 :S HC < C18 1.0 NO

CIS ~ HC < C20 1.0 NO

C20 ~ HC < C24 1.0 ND

C24 S HC < C28 1.0 NO

C28 S HC < C32 1.0 ND

C32 ~ HC < C36 1.0 NO

C36 ~ HC < C40 1.0 ND
C40 ~ HC < C42 1.0 ND

TOTALHC 15 ND

TPH IDENTIFICATION: NONE

HC = HYDROCARBON

ND = ANALYTE NOT DETECTED AT OR ABOVE THE INDICATED REPORTING LIMIT

REPORTING LIMITS AND RESULTS I-lAVE BEEN ADJUSTED ACCORD1NGLY TO ACCOUNT FOR DILUTrON FACTOR.

SURROGATE PARAMETER
1-BROMO-4-fLUOROBENZENE

ACCEPTABLE RANGE
77-135

~
EnviroMatrix~ Analytical. Inc.

%. RECOVERY
98

PTAS DeN 300-062 (Rev 6/99)



ANALYSIS RESULTS - TPH EXTENDED RANGE
BY ASTM D2887

CLIENT: SAN OTEGO BAYKEEPERS

PROJECT NAMElNo.: NONE
PTAS LOG #: ]223-01-2
CLIENT SAMPLE JD: SDR40
DILUTION FACTOR: ]

ANALYTE

C7 ::; HC < C8
C8 ::; HC < C9
C9 ::; HC < C]O
CIO ::; HC < Cl]
Cll ::; HC < C12
Cl2 ::; HC < C]4
C14 ::; HC < C]6
CI6 ::; HC < CI8
CI8 ::; HC < C20
C20 ::; HC < C24
C24 ::; HC < C28
C28 ::; HC < C32
C32 ::; HC < C36
C36 ::; HC < C40
C40 ::; HC < C42

TOTALHC

TPH IDENTIFICATION:

REPORTING LIMITS
PPB (UG/L)

1.0

1.0
1.0
1.0
1.0
] .0
1.0
1.0
1.0
1.0

1.0
1.0
1.0

1.0
1.0

IS

NONE

DATE SAMPLED: 05/08/0]
DATE RECEIVED: 05/08/0]

DATE EXTRACTED: 05/1 % I
DATE ANALYZED: 05/]0/0]

MATRIX: WATER

RESULTS
PPB (UG/L)

ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
NO
NO
ND
ND
ND
ND
NO
ND
ND

ND

HC = HYDROCARBON

NO = ANALYTE NOT DETECTED AT OR ABOVE THE INDICATED REPORTING LIMIT

REPORTING LIMITS AND RESULTS HAVE BEEN ADJUSTED ACCORDINGLY TO ACCOUNT FOR DILUTION FACTOR.

SURROGATE PARAMETER
]-BROMO-4-FLUOROBENZENE

ACCEPTABLE RANGE
77-] 35

fEfn
EnviroMatrix~ Analytical, Inc.

% RECOVERY
98

PTAS DeN 300-062 (Rev 6/99)



ANALYSIS RESULTS
TOTAL COLIFORM BY MTF

CLIENT: SAN OTEGO SAYKEEPERS

PROJECT NAMEINo.: NONE

ANALYTE: TOTAL COLIFORM

PREP.lANALYSIS

METHODS: SMEWW 9221 B

MATRIX:

SAMPLEID

SDR30

SDR40

WASTEWATER

EMALOG#

1223-01-1

1223-01-2

DATE/TIME SAMPLED

05/08/01 @ 1550

05/08/01 @ 1505

D/\TE/TIME RECEIVED:

DATE/TIME STARTED:

DATE/TIME COMPLETED:

TEST RESULTS

MPN/100ML

240

500

05/08/01 @ 1655

05/08/01 @ 1710

05/12/01 @ 1550

, MPN = MOST PROBABLE NUMBER INDEX PER 100 ML SAMPLE

---------------E..;"M."I.®Analyt',"'. I••. -'F_"'M=Aw.D.Ll.C.....,N'-'3....0,J,.LO~.1.....3......5 -\J-(Ru;.e><..v_ll J.J./Ow.1i-l--



ANALYSIS RESULTS
FECAL COLIFORM BY MTF

CLrENT: SAN DIEGO BAYKEEPERS

PROJECTNAMElNo.: NONE

ANALYTE: FECAL COUFORM

PREP.IANALYSIS

METHODS: SMEWW 9221 E

MATRIX:

SAMPLE 10

SDR30

SDR40

WATER

EMALOG#

1223-01-1

1223-01-2

DATE/TIME SAMPLED

OS/08/01 @ ISS0

OS108/01 @ lS0S

DATE/TIME RECEIVED:

DATE/TIME STARTED:

DATE/TIME COMPLETED:

TEST RESUL1'8

MPNIIOO ML

240

300

05/08/01 @ 1655

05/08/01 @ 1710

05111/01 @ 1402

MPN =MOST PROBABLE NUMBER INDEX PER 100 ML SAMPLE

®
...

i i
EnviroMatrix .IM". Analytical. Inc.

/... ,A
EMA peN 300-136 IBIDLJLQJ-L..--



ANALYSIS RESULTS

CLIENT: SAN DIEGO SAYKEEPERS

PROJECT NAMEfNo.: NONE

EMA LOG #: 1223-01-1

SAMPLE ID: SDR 30

DATE SAMPLED:

DATE RECEIVED:

DATE ANALYZED:

MATRlX:

05/0S/0 1

05/0S/01

051OS/01

WATER

ANALYTE

NITRATE AS N

PREP.lANALYSIS

METHODS

SMEWW 4500 N03 E

REPORTING LIMITS

0.1

DF RESULTS

1.5

UNITS

MG/L

OF:, DILUTION FACTOR

REPORTING LIMITS AND RESULTS HAVE BEEN ADJUSTED ACCORDINGLY TO ACCOUNT FOR DILUTION FACTOR.

~ SMA DeN 300-057 (Rev 1/01)

-----------------Env'.nMatrin~ Analyt'''', Ina.----------------



ANALYSIS RESULTS

CUENT: SAN DIEGO SAYKEEPERS

PROJECT NAME/No.: NONE
EMA LOG #: 1223-01-2
SAMPLE ID: SDR 40

DATE SAMPLED:

DATE RECEIVED:

DATE ANALYZED:.
MATRIX:

05/08/01

05/08101
05/08-09/01

WATER

ANALYTE

pH
'IDS
NITRATEASN

PREP.IANALYSIS

METHODS

EPA 150.1
SMEWW2540C
SMEWW 4500 N03 E

REPORTING LIMITS

0.1
20

0.1

DF RESULTS

7.8
1/190

ND

UNITS

pH UNITS
MG/L
MO/L

DF =DILUTION FACTOR

ND = ANALYTE NOT DETECTED AT OR ABOVE THE INDICATED REPORTING LIMIT

REPORTING LIMITS AND RESULTS I-lAVE BEEN ADJUSTED ACCORDINGLY TO ACCOUNT FOR DILUTION FACTOR.

-----------------Envl<oMa'dx®An"'Y"v,'. 'no, E_.M_A_D_CN_30_0_-0_5_7(R_eV__I/O_I_)__



QA/QC REPORT
METHOD: TPH-ASTM D2887 ACCEPTABLE ACCEPTABLE
DATE ANALYZED: 05/1 010 1 LCSILCSD RPD
QAlQC SAMPLE: EMA 1223-01-BLANK CRITERIA CRITERIA
SPIKED ANALYTE I LCS '1<. R I LCSD%R I RPD 0/0 0/0

DIESEL I 120 I 123 I 2 75-125 <30

LCS % R= LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE PERCENT RECOVERY

LCSD % R = LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE DUPUCATE PERCENT RECOVERY

RPD = RELATIVE PERCENT DfFFERENCE

@!I
EnviroMatrix .:.M...." Analytical. Inc.

I..A

PTAS DCN 300-062 (Rev 12/99)



QA/QC REPORT

QA/QC SAMPLE: NSI3162

DATE ANALYZED: 05/08/01

SPIKED ANALYTE TV DV AR

pH 5.00 4.99 4.90-5.10

QAJQC REPORT

QAlQC SAMPLE: ERA 99102

DATE ANALYZED: 05/09101

SPIKED ANALYTE TV DV 'YoR

TDS 263 260 99

QA/QC REPORT
ACCEPTABLE ACCEPTABLE

LCS,MS/MSD RPD

DATE ANALYZED: 05108101 CRTTERIA CRITERIA

SPIKED ANALYTE LCS%R MS%R MSD%R RPD 0//1 /1//1

NITRATEASN 104 92 92 0 80-120 <20

TV = TRUE VALUE

DV = DETERMINED VALUE

AR= ACCEPTABLE RANGE

% R = PERCENT RECOVERY

LCS % R= LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE PERCENT RECOVERY

MS % R = MATRIX SPIKE PERCENT RECOVERY

MSD % R = MATRIX SPIKE DUPLICATE PERCENT RECOVERY

RPD = RELATIVE PERCENT DIFFERENCE

EMA DCN 300-026 (Rev [/01)

-----------------Envi'nM~"ix®Analy<...I, In'.----------------
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REQUESTED ANALYSl§'

--E_®............. Ia•. - s. !
4340 Viewridge Ave., Ste. A • San Diego, CA 92123 • Phone (858) 560-7717 • Fax (858) 56

PTAS DATE/TIME STAMP

Sample Container(s) cO

Matrix " Type*..,.

Sample

Time

Sample

DateClient Sample 10

2

3

PTAS
10#

Billing Address:

Attn:

CHAIN-OF-CDSTODY RECORD

Address:

PTAS LOG#:

Sampled by:

Client:

Project: PO #: :z:
l--=--r----------------r----r----.-----r------1~

t:

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

*Container Types: B=Brass Tube; ~'Zv6A; G=Glass;'" P=Plas'iic; O=Other (list) RE~INQUISHED BY DATErrIME RECEIVED BY
~.~~.'"'~". ~'>'~",.•- '".-,""' ..... ' ,;!.'!I

COITect Containers: ;Yes\ No

VOAs w/ZHS: Yes ~No:.N/A Print

Signature

Signature

Signature

Print

Company:

Signature

HoldReturn

Warm

Disposal N;c(;queou~} 'PTAS (@$5.00/sample)

All Samples Propcl:!Y Preserved: \;Y;:"".i·No N/A

Tamper·ProofSeals Intact: Yes

Turnaround Time: 24 hr 48 hr 3 day 4 day 5 day Print Print

Comments: ~~

.....

Company:

Signature

Company:

Signature

Print Print

Company: Company:

* PTAS reserves the nght to return samples that do not match our waste prolile.
.~ '.

l..'

White· PTAS Canary· AccountIng Pmk . Chent (w/RepOIt)
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2001 JUL 3 I At: 55
May 22, 2001

San Diego Baykeepers
Attn.: Hiram Sarabia
2924 Emerson St., Suite 220
San Diego, California 92106

Analy1l:ical,lnc ..-------

Project NamelNo.: 303 (d)
Laboratory Log No.: 1239-01
Date Received: 05/09/01
Sample Matrix: Two water samples
PO No.: Verbal per Hiram Sarabia

Pl.ease find the following enclosures for the above referenced project identified:

1) Analytical Report
2) QAlQC Report
3) Chain of Custody Fonn

Note: EPA 8140 analysis was performed by subcontract laboratory, results to follow.

....................................................... Certificate ofAnalysis .

Samples were analyzed pursuant to client request utilizing EPA or other ELAP approved
methodologies. Date of extraction, date of analysis, detection limits and dilution factor are

reported for each compound analyzed. All samples were analyzed within the method required
holding time from sample collection.

Data for each analytical method was evaluated by assessing the following QAlQC functions, as
applicable to the methodology:

• Quality Control Standard
• Surrogate Percent Recovery

Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) percent recoveries for all analyses
Matrix Spike Recovery/Matrix Spike Duplicate Recovery (MSR & MSDR) and/or
Relative Percent Difference (RPD from MSR & MSDR)

J certify that this data report is in compliance both technically and for completeness. Release of the data contained
in this hardcopy data report has been authorized by the following signature.

anis Columbo
() ice President/Laboratory Director

4340 Viewridge Avenue, Suite A· San Diego, California 92123 • (858) 560-7717 • Fax (858) 560-7763
Analytical Chemistry Laboratory
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ANALYSIS RESULTS - EPA 8150
CHLORfNATED HERBIClDES

CLIENT: SAN DIEGO BAYKEEPER

PROJECT NAME/No.: 303 (D)

EMA LOG #: METHOD BLANK
SAMPLE ID: N/A

DILUTION FACTOR:

DATE SAMPLED:
DATE RECEIVED:

DATE EXTRACTED:
DATE ANALYZED:
MATRIX:
SAMPLE VOL./WT.:

N/A
N/A

05/14/01
05/16/0 I
WATER

1000 ML

ANALYTE

2,4-0
2,4-0B
2,4,5-T
2,4,5-TP (SILVEX)

DALAPON
DICAMBA

orCHLOROPROP

OINOSEB
MCPA
MCPP

REPORTING LIMITS
prB (UG/L)

1.2
0.91
0.20
0.17

5.8

0.27
0.65

0.07
249
192

RESULTS

PPB (UG/L)

NO
NO
NO
NO

NO
NO

ND

NO

NO
ND

SECOND COLUMN CONFIRMATION PERFORMED ON ALL DETECTED ANALYTES.

NO =ANALYTE NOT DETECTED AT OR THE ABOVE INDICATED REPORTING LIMIT

REPORTING LIMITS AND RESULTS HAVE BEEN ADJUSTED ACCORDINGLY TO ACCOUNT FOR DILUTION FACTOR.

SURROGATE SPIKE DATA
DCAA

ACCEPTANCE CRITERIA
42-135

% RECOVERY
117

-----------------En.I..M..'lx®An"Y'I••I, In•. E_-lv_IA_D_CN_30_0_-0_0_9C_R_ev_'_/O_I_)__



CLIENT: SAN DIEGO BAYKEEPER

PROJECT NAMElNo.: 303 (D)
EMA LOG #: 1239-01-1
SAMPLE ID: SDRI0
DILUTION FACTOR: 10 *

ANALYSIS RESULTS - EPA 8150
CHLORINATED HERBICIDES

DATE SAMPLED:
DATE RECEIVED:
DATE EXTRACTED:
DATE ANALYZED:
MATRIX:
SAMPLE VOL./WT.:

05/09/01
05/09/01
05114101
05116/01
WATER
1000 ML

ANALYTE

2,4-D
2,4-DB
2,4,5-T
2,4,5-TP (SILVEX)
DALAPON
DfCAMBA
DICHLOROPROP
DINOSEB
MCPA
MCPP

REPORTING LIMITS
PPB (UO/L)

12.0
9.1
2.0
1.7
58

2.7
6.5
0.7

2,490
1,920

RESULTS
PPB (UO/L)

ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
NO
NO

SECOND COLUMN CONFrRMATION PERFORMED ON ALL DETECTED ANALYTES.

ND =ANALYTE NOT DETECTED AT OR THE ABOVE INDICATED REPORTING LIMIT

REPORTING LIMITS AND RESULTS HAVE BEEN ADJUSTED ACCORDINGLY TO ACCOUNT FOR DILUTION FACTOR.

SURROGATE SPIKE DATA
nCAA

ACCEPTANCE CRITERIA
42-135

% RECOVERY
72

* NOTE: SAMPLE DILUTION NECESSARY TO REDUCE INTERFERENCES FROM NON-TARGET ANALYTES.

----------------EAvl.AM••rix®AnM,,,•••• 'A•. E_M_A_D_C_N_3_00_-_00_9_(R_e_V_1/0_1_)__



QA/QC REPORT
METHOD: EPA 8150-WATER ACCEPTABLE ACCEPTABLE

DATE ANALYZED: 05/15-16101 LCS, MS/MSD RPD

QA/QC SAMPLE: EMA 1239-01-BLANK CRITERIA CRITERIA

SPIKED ANALYTE LCS '10 R MS%R RPD 0/0 %

2,4-D 81 91 12 35-124 <30

2,4,5-T 63 56 12 40-139 <30

2,4,5-TP(SILVEX) 50 66 28 52-169 <30

LCS % R = LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE PERCENT RECOVERY

MS % R =MATRIX SPIKE PERCENT RECOVERY

MSD % R =MATRIX SPIKE DUPLICATE PERCENT RECOVERY

RPD = RELATIVE PERCENT DIFFERENCE

-----------------Env'••M.'.'.®An.',.".... 'n•. E_M_A_D_C_N_3_0_0-_00_9_
C

_Re_v_I_/O_I_)--



ANALYSIS RESULTS - TPH EXTENDED RANGE
BY ASTM D2887

CLIENT: SAN DIEGO BAYKEEPER

PROJECT NAMEfNo.: 303 (D)
PTAS LOG #: METHOD BLANK
CLIENT SAMPLE TD: N/A
DILUTION FACTOR: I

ANALYTE

C7 :::; HC < C8
C8 :::; HC < C9
C9 :::; HC < CIO
CIO :::; HC < CII
Cll :::; HC < CI2
Cl2 :::; HC < CI4
C14 :::; HC < C16
CIG :::; HC < CI8
CI8 :::; HC < C20
C20 :::; HC < C24
C24 :::; HC < C28
C28 :::; HC < C32
C32 :::; HC < C36
C36 S HC < C40

C40 ::;; HC < C42

TOTALHC

TPH IDENTIFICATION:

REPORTING LIMITS
PPB (UG/L)

67
67
67
67
67
67
67
67
67
67
67
67
67
67
67

67

NONE

DATE SAMPLED:
DATE RECEIVED:
DATE EXTRACTED:
DATE ANALYZED:
MATRIX:

RESULTS
PPB (UG/L)

ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND

ND
ND

ND

N/A
N/A
05/1 % 1
05110/01
WATER

HC = HYDROCARBON

ND =ANALYTE NOT DETECTED AT OR ABOVE THE INDICATED REPORTING UMIT

REPORTING LIMITS AND RESULTS HAVE BEEN ADJUSTED ACCORDINGLY TO ACCOUNT FOR DILUTION FACTOR.

SURROGATE PARAMETER
1-BROMO-4-FLUOROBENZENE

ACCEPTABLE RANGE
77-135

@I!
EnviroMatrix ..!.'M' Analytical, Inc.

/ A.

% RECOVERV
112

PTAS DCN 300-062 (Rev 6/99)



ANALYSIS RESULTS - TPH EXTENDED RANGE
BY ASTM D2887

CLIENT: SAN DIEGO BAYKEEPER

PROJECT NAMElNo.: 303 (D)
PTAS LOG #: 1239-01-1

CLIENT SAMPLE ID: SDRI0
DILUTION FACTOR: 1

ANALYTE

C7 :$ HC < C8

CS :$ HC < C9

C9 :$ HC < CI0

CIO :$ HC < Cll
Cll :$ HC < C12
C12 :$ HC < C14
CI4 :$ HC < C16

CI6 :$ HC < CI8
. CIS :$ HC < C20

C20 :$ HC < C24

C24 :$ HC·< C28
C2S :$ HC < C32
C32 :$ HC < C36
C36 :$ HC < C40

C40 ~ HC < C42

TOTALHC

TPH IDENTTFICATTON:

REPORTING LIMITS

PPB (UG/L)

67

67
67

67
67
67

67
67
67
67

67

67
67
67

67

67

NONE

DATE SAMPLED:
DATE RECEIVED:
DATE EXTRACTED:

DATE ANALYZED:
MATRIX:

RESULTS
PPB (UG/L)

ND

NO

ND
NO
ND
ND

NO

ND
ND
ND

ND
ND

ND
ND

ND

ND

05/09/01
05/09/01
05/1 % 1

05/1 1/01

WATER

HC = HYDROCARBON

NO =ANALYTE NOT DETECTED AT OR ABOVE THE INDICATED REPORTING LIMIT

REPORTING LIMITS AND RESULTS I-1A VE BEEN ADJUSTED ACCORDlNGLY TO ACCOUNT FOR DILUTION FACTOR.

SURROGATE PARAMETER
I-BROMO-4-FLUOROBENZENE

ACCEPTABLE RANGE
77-135

% RECOVERY
97

----------------EnvlroMn"'x®Anolytl'''. rn,. PT_A_S_D_C_N_3_00_-0_6_2_(R_eV_6_/9_9_)__



ANALYSIS RESULTS - TPH EXTENDED RANGE
BY ASTM 02887

CLIENT: SAN DIEGO BAYKEEPER

PROJECT NAMElNo.: 303 (D)

PTAS LOG #: 1239-01-2

CLIENT SAMPLE ID: SDR20

DILUTION FACTOR: I

ANALYTE

C7 ~ HC < C8
C8 ~ HC < C9

C9 ~ HC < CIO
CIO :s; HC < Cll
CII :s; HC < Cl2
Cl2 :s; HC < C14
Cl4 :s; HC < C16
Cl6 :s; HC < C18

CIS ~ HC < C20
C20 :s; HC < C24

C24 ~ HC < C28
C28 :s; HC < C32
C32 :s; HC < C36

C36 ~ HC < C40
C40 :.:; HC < C42

TOTALHC

TPH IDENTIFICATION:

REPORTING LIMITS

PPB (UG/L)

67

67
67
67
67
67
67
67
67
67
67
67
67

67
67

67

NONE

DATE SAMPLED:

OATE RECEIVED:

OATE EXTRACTED:

OATE ANALYZED:

MATR.IX:

R.ESULTS

PPB (UG/L)

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

05/09/01

05/09/01

05110/01
05/11/01

WATER

HC =HYDROCARBON

NO = ANALYTE NOT DETECTED AT OR ABOVE THE INDICATED REPORTING LIMIT

REPORTING LIMITS AND RESULTS HAVE BEEN ADJUSTED ACCORDlNGLY TO ACCOUNT FOR DILUTION FACTOR.

SURROGATE PARAMETER

I-BROMO-4-FLUOROBENZENE

ACCEPTABLE RANGE

77-135

~EnviroMatrix~ Analytical. Inc.

% RECOVERY

91

PTAS DeN 300-062 (Rev 6/99)



QA/QC REPORT
METHOD: TPH-ASTM D2887 ACCEPTABLE ACCEPTABLE
DATE ANALYZED: 05/10101 LCS/LCSD RPD
QAlQC SAMPLE: EMA 1239-01-BLANK CRITERIA CRITERIA
SPlICED ANALYTE I LCS%R I LCSD % R I RPD 'Y.. %
DIESEL I 120 I 123 I 2 75-125 <30

LCS 'Yo R = LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE PERCENT RECOVERY

LCSD % R = LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE DUPLlCATE PERCENT RECOVERY

RPD = RELATIVE PERCENT DIFFERENCE

~EnviroMatrix~ Analytical, Inc.

PTAS DeN 300-062 (Rev 12/99)



ANALYSIS RESULTS

CLIENT: SAN DIEGO SAYKEEPER DATE SAMPLED: 05/09/01
DATE RECEIVED: 05/09/01

PROJECT NAMEINo.: 303 CD) DATE DIGESTED: 05/11/01 ..
EMA LOG #: 1239-01-2 DATE ANALYZED: 05/14/01
SAMPLE ID: SDR20 MATRIX: WATER

ANALYTE PREP.lANALYSIS REPORTING LIMITS DF RESULTS UNITS
METHODS

TDS SMEWW 2540 C 20 1,529 MG/L
COPPER EPA 3020/6020 0.006 ND MOIL
ZINC EPA 3020/6020 0.015 0.038 MG/L

DF = DILUTION FACTOR

ND = ANALYTE NOT DETECTED AT OR ABOVE THE INDICATED REPORTING LIMIT

REPORTING LIMITS AND RESULTS HAVE BEEN ADJUSTED ACCORD1NGLY TO ACCOUNT fOR DILUTION FACTOR.

.. NOTE: APPLIES TO METALS ONLY.

EMA DCN 300-026 (Rev 1/01)

®'I I.

EnviroMatrix .,.·.M\ Analytical. Inc.
/ A



ANALYSIS RESULTS

CUENT: SAN OTEGO SAYKEEPER

PROJECT NAMElNo.: 303 (D)
EMA LOG #: 1239-01-1
SAMPLE ID: SDRI0

DATE SAMPLED:
DATE RECEIVED:
DATE ANALYZED:
MATRIX:

05/09/01
05/09/01
05/14/01
WATER

ANALYTE

TDS

PREP.lANALYSIS
METHODS

SMEWW2540 C

REPORTING LIMITS

20

DF RESULTS

1,310

UNITS

MG/L

DF= DILUTION FACTOR
REPORTING LIMITS AND RESULTS HAVE BEEN ADJUSTED ACCORDINGLY TO ACCOUNT FOR DILUTION FACTOR.

EMA DeN 300-026 (Rev \/01)

----------------EovlvoM."'.® An.ly"'.I. 10'.----------------



QAIQC REPORT

QAlQC SAMPLE: ERA 99102

DATE ANALYZED: 05114/01

SPIKED ANALYTE TV DV %R

TSS 263 270 103

QAIQC REPORT
ACCEPTABLE ACCEPTABLE

LCS,MS/MSD RPD

DATE ANALYZED: 05/14/01 CRlTERIA CRITERIA

SPIKED ANALYTE LCS 'X.R l\'IS 'Yo R MSD%R RPD 01., %

COPPER 102 95 97 2 75-125 < 20

ZINC 90 79 78 1 75-125 < 20

TV = TRUE VALUE

DV = DETERMINED VALUE

% R = PERCENT RECOVERY

LCS % R= LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE PERCENT RECOVERY

MS % R = MATRIX SPIKE PERCENT RECOVERY

MSD % R =MATRIX SPIKE DUPLICATE PERCENT RECOVERY

RPD = RELAT1VE PERCENT DIFFERENCE

~EnviroMatrix~ Analytical, Inc.

EMA DCN 300-026 (Rev I/O I)
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4340 Viewridge Ave., Ste. A • San Diego, CA 92123 • Phone (858) 560-7717 • Fax (858) 56

PTAS DATE/TIME STAlVIP

Sample Container(s)

Matrix ;; Type*

--::'~~''''.:''..... -~.-

Sample.

TIme

Sample

Date

POtt:

CHAIN-OF-CDSTODY RECORD

3 .

4

PTAS

10 # Client Sample ID

Billing Address:

Attn:

Sampled by:

PTAS LOG#:

Client: ,,~.. ". (:L.::

5

6

7

8

9

10

*Container Types: B=Brass TUbe<Y.;~O~)·G:"Gl;;~~';cP=Plastic)O=Other (list) RELINQUI?HED BY" DATEffIME RECEIVED BY

Signature

Company:

Signature

",..""'0.,\
Com;cl COIitainers: (y~~\ No

Disposalr~/C (aqueol!s) *PTAS (@S5,00/sample) Retum Hold

Tamper-Proof Seals Intact: Yes No (~M"")

Turnaround Time: 24 hr 48 hr 3 day 4 day 5 day j'.f~~al;~\"·' Print

Company:

Signature

p'rinl ......
.-'i'

Company:

Print

Company:

Signature

Print

Company:

* PTAS reserves the nght to I elull1 samples that do not match our waste profile:".. ·· Whlte- PTAS Canary - ACCQUnll\1g Pmk - Chent (w/Report)
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, ;,Re:', CWA Section 303(d) Listing
'f, , : _ '

",' ,,\

• D<;:ar,Chaihnan Min~n arid Boardmembers:

,

,. ; , •,'~4aiirpanj~hriM;i~;~ a~d'Boardmembers ' ZODlNAYIS
, ';,:R.egionaJ,Wat~rQualjtyControlBoard, San DiegoRegion
';/;9?7i,cJaireIllo~tM~saBlyd.,Suite A ' .
':'Sari:Diegd~CA92f24 ,: ,": , '~. ~ ,:",:I,! _" ~' -''- .,._ ". . . I

"' .' ~ '. , '." . ,

:. ')" .-. . ,:':.,~'

.-:

"

,~ . ,'SanBi¢go BayK~eper; ~ community-based 50 I(c)(3) ~on~profit organization d~di~ated to protecting arid
; restoringt.he,region's·bays, coastalwaters and watersheds, submits these comments on the 2002 Clean.
" ';:W'.lter,Act,(C:WA) section ~03(d)Jisting.S~nDiego BayKeeper hasserious concerns with theadequ~cy
)oft~eci.lrrent303(d) list forthe region, and we are equally concerned about the direction staffmaybe

...• taking in: compiling the April 2002 lIsting. . . . .
,- ','" .' .' . , '

" j,

. .'

. ,'\ '

:. ·Pirst, We remain ~oncerned that Region 9'sproposed 303(d) list is notbased on a comprehensive .
.•'ass~mblY'andreview ofinformation and data' on watt;:r quality and' other impairments regarding all water

''-·bodies :in'RegionQ,as the Clean Water Act and its implementingreguhttions require. See, e.g., 40 C.F:R..
: Section 130:7: . Indeed, wholly apart from the Section 303(d) scheme, under Clean Water Act Section
. '.·305(bY~nd ac~6l11panying'regulations, each tegional boardmustconduct a regionalwater quality, .
'assessment (WQA) 'of all' water bodies in its region. IUs clear from an even cursory review ofthe: most
. 're<?ent 1998 Califofl1i'a Water Quality Assessment Rep9rt, prepared in August 1999b'y the Division qf
.... Wate.t Quality, '$tate W~ter Resources Control Board, that such a comprehensive review has yet to be
'per~orme(firlJheSanDiego region. After a briefreview ofdata in the 1998 WQA, BayKeeper has' .
cdnCluded~thit,fuore then twenty years after these requirements were established, at least 80% qf San
Diego'swa'ters have not yet been fully assesseq.· Moreover, much of the data that has been gathered may

'. not be easily accessed or understandable. In other words, this data is never fully reviewed or analyzed.
;"(.

.11-'-'
".'.

',",

" i' '.,~

BayKeeperisalsb concerned about the requirements plac~d upon organizations wishing to submit ,
irifonnation, to SIlPP?rt the upcoming 2002 tWA section 303(d) listing. The 30S(b) and 303{d) listsare .
essential steps in first understariding and then addressing the 'overall h'ealth orour waters. Not only will'
the development of comprehensive and accurate 303(d)and 305(b) reports ensure that waters receive the.
appropriatel~velof protection through development of Total Maximum D(lily Loads or antidegra~ation

po}icies;but accuratelistswill help ensure resources will be allocated\Visely.Proper listings will also .
'anowtheteglori to',tap into state and federal dollars·earrnarked for prqtecting impaired waters (e.g. ,
:'}>WRC~'s<319(h) program or Proposition 13).. Despitetheimportance of the303(d)Fst, though, those

':;' lodil resi'dents most kn,bwledgeableabouf theirlocarwat~rs arid most impact,edbypollution will have a
", :di.ff1¢ulttinie cornplying with the submittal requirements established b)dhis Board even though they may
.ha~~ vi(aland 'reliable data. Some of ourspecific concerns relate to: . .

timeframe - Region 9; like other regions, is requifingall infortn~,tion to be submiti:edby May 15, 2001;a
. full-II months priortp the final 2002 303(~} listing, We ~elieve'this d~aqline is ho~ only arl]itrary, but
. -als,q exireinelydifficult to cornply with:dueto tpeGimount qfinfo,rmationbeing reqlfested ina short
',!,tim~fra'n1e.:TheSan:Oiego Regional Boarddidnofissuetheir solicitation for information until March

, ' ':;'200Lailda formal workshop to discuss the Board's supm,i~sion requirements wa~not held until April 4, .
, .' '2001. This has left interested parties with ascant six weeks to gather and process information. .'. '

G,orisidedng the more than twenty years tire regional boardhashacl to devdop suffic!ent 303(d) and

,(, . '.

. , , ~ ,

292~ Emerson St., Suite 220 • Sari Diego, CA ~21:06 
,619.758~7743 / FAX 619-758;7740 1PcillutionHotlln~1.877·4CACOAST

, Em?i1:sdbaykeeper@sdbaykeepe~;org / Web Page:http://WwW.sdbaykeeper.org
. A 501(c)(3). nonprofit organization and member ofthe international Water KeMAr AIIi",""o
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,·pre-1997.data (partib,ularry'tliatdatathat t.h~Boa]"dal;eady posSesstthatdeti16hst~at~s im~~irnie~t;'put'
which.hasnor yet.led to <tlisting, 'lnustbe 'consii:lered by this Board,Iffact: ·~s.hi·d~sc.ussed irigteater .

,';-peti'lil below; the 1998 WQA report includes listin'gs of several water bodies that show Soine level of
,.impairment but .wqichhave not yet been list~d.. Listingtho~e waters for which informatiol) alreftdy'exists
'. ml1~(b~thefirst step in the 2002 listirg.. ' ..: '. : -'. ': ."'~ ,

• l .'

'.

,I i"

) .....

J03(d)tist. '.' . . .
Bay}C.eep~r believes the first step in preparing clnaccprate 2002 303(d) list is necessarily to revieW-the

,. most recent 1998Water Quality Assessment. In that report, a matrix is provided which list~ east separate
. hydrologicaJunit,iri.SanDiego, and indicates whether each unit has or has not been assessed. For those .

. . .. that·have be~n assess~d, the m~trix indicateswhetherthese waters are supporting desigriated beneficial'
, , "._ " rtses'fuUy, partially, not at all, Of whether belleficial uses are threatened. For the reasoninghighlighted

.... '. ~abo\!e"BayKeeperbelievesit is incumbenton the regional board to err on the side of envimnmentaland
'humanhe~lthproteQtion,meal1ingthat listing shouldoccmfor every assessed watet body that is not··
'rri~eting;designatedbeneficial uses. This is not the case with the 1998 WQA report, and soine examples

, .. follow::" . . , " . .-

,"PfmaPolnt'Harbor (H~drologicalUnit 90 1.140}-li~ted as 215 acres fully slipporting designated .
': benej'jCi,al uses~: yet,the,assesstnent comments column indicates that Dana Point Harbor and BabyBeach

.. ;were closed from 8/96 to 7/97 to water contact recreation. As Dana Point Harbor is listedas meeting ..'
Recreationlalld:i standards, itsl10uld be listed as impairedif it was indeed ciosedfor nearly ayear to .
water contact. , . ." ,.'

.. San DiegpBay (HydrblogicafUnit 900:00)~While 222 acres of San Qiego bay are listed as'impaired due
,_'" tobenthi~corrllnunityeffe'cts,:sediiti~nt toxicity:and copper;'l1772 acres are threatened, ,but not listedas '
, '.'" impaired. TheWQA"assessm~mtindicatesthatthe'entire bay (12000 acres) is po~ted with\Yamings for
. 'pregl1ant women and young children against consumption of fish-due to elevated'levels bfPCB's, ' ', .

.• mercury'and'PAErs.'· By the Regional Board's own findings and by definition, BayKeeper believes the '...
entir~ Bay should be listed as impaired. " .

;- ,I ,
, .

. . ; .-~

.Escondido,:Creek - (Hydrological Unit 904.600)- 23 miles of Escondido Creekare considered
·.:'~hreatelled'due to excessive sediment and nutrients, and should thus be listed as impaired. '

i ~,

, .,

'l,',
, ,

.,' .. ', :P6restet Cre'~k - (Bydrological Unit 907.130) .:.. 1 mBeofForester Creek is considered 'threatened' due to .
,e,levatedfish tissue levels, and should thus be listed as impaired~ . .

dt~yRiver~,(Hydr6Ibgical Unit 910.200) - Smiles of.the OtayRiver are listed as only partiillly
,supportillgdesignated beneficial uses, and should thus be listed as impaired "

. '. '., , ':. '. ;Saltdeek-"(H~drological Unit 90 L140) -c.. Salt Creek was closed regularly in 1996 and 1997 due to
eIevated coliforml'e\relsfromsewage spills,~md should thus be listed as impaired, '.'

, l \,

'."," '
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, ,,':S~n}),l~n"Creek;Upper Tyl~ddle~' (HydrblogiCa.1Vnit 90 L266}~3.2miles,bf thetJppetMiddle San Juan
':'.t't~ek.i~,c()lls1dere~, 't~eaiened',due to elevat~d'coliforrnlevels,and should thus be, listed as impaired. "
r. ""·'I;'."~ " '''.:: ", " '< '(. ',' , " ';:" ,,: "", ".' ':,' '". ' ",

:'\Skh;;tY:isRe,Y~ivet;Lo~er:".(Hyclrologicai qnits 963.1'00) :"'18.7'milesofthe Lower SCin, Luis Rey River.
iscorisi~ered~thteatened~due to elevated'coliforrnleyels and exotic plant species, and should thus be, "

!Ji.sted~s i~palred, . ",,'"

;,S,anpit~goj?,i~er' " ",' . . ... ' " ",' ..' " . ,
': . 'B:iY,t(eepeiis~ submitting a separate letter andsupportingmaterialsdetailirig portions of theSall
,,;: Diego RiverTof\vhith sufficient' jnfonnation exists to req~ire a 303(d)'listing. '

I ",. ~ ':.. : ' , • • , • ,'~., "', ,.,1' , " .'.

./

, ~, : ' " , I •

;_." "". 'Sa,h QiegoRi,v¢r)t.ower - (HydrologicalUhit 907,110)- 6 miles of the. Lo,werBan Die:g~ River is', "
,", cons!ciered; threatehed',due to elevated coliforrnlevels and exotic plant species, and shoul(lthushe listed

, ','''::,'asimpliire'{ {Discussed in greater detailb'elbw.}, r. ' ' , " "
, . ,.': - './ '. . ". ',," ..

':' ,'.

,,Otdy;SweetW~terRivers ,i , " ". ,

.BayKeeper isawCire of severalcomment letters and photographs submitted by Ray Ymzon, Bbard .
':Memb6J:Q{thCl Sweetwaier Valley Civic AssoCiation to the San Diego Regional Water QualityCoiltrol
, rel~ti~gto4Qlcertificationforthe proposedSR- ~25 toll roa,d. These lettersan,d photos demonstrate.

c' '.,: incr:~asjilgtrash,and apparentoil aI)d grease problems, at a minirrium, along stretches of the rivers,
..,parti6ularl;y·theSweetw~ter.Webelieve further investigation and likely, li'sting is warrantedbased:on the' .'

, ',' irif(;mpati.ori provIded. BayKeeper has not provided copies ofth~se mat~rials, as they should already be in '.,
'.:' 'your files.. ' , ,,', " , "

" .

~, ; ,

OQbehalf ofSriri DiegoBayKeeper,I appreciate the opportunity to pro~ide comments on' the 2002 CWA '
, s~c'tion' 303(d) Jistirig, and hope they are helpful. A,great deal of work is needed to ensure acompleteand

, " ,a~'ci;lrateJistirigin 2002 andbeyond,.'and BayKeeper looks forward to working with the regional bOard to
,,< ens~ie'sw:~l1listings. Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions need additional

.information. '

, ,

Sincerely,

;"', .'."': '.

,I,' .

.' ." , ",
/ '.' \

,". "
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Phone:
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'I <"..,-7),.,,,,','T)ages: .. -"'/,'

:-,..~-~'--'--~:....-..,,--~-.,.,..-~-~

,Re: " Z' ' ,';,CC:. ,'., ,":11 ",',-',--,-',;/-,7,L.,,-,_..-:~_.--:-:---..:.;.-~---~-----;-~.....;,.,.---"-----7"~

~rge.'1t ",'" tJ\-orRevie'W "DPleaseComn~~~q)?leaseReplypPlc<-i~~Recycie"'"

....>:.

,~Conlmenis ,
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,c(..n6cicmtUl or,r,xemp~ !i:om di$:IO$un::=dc.~"pp1k'a bEfuw: It ypu ai-i!':r"\Qt,th~ L"\tal;ded i-oc,-;picnt, <U'l)' ll~ distribution or cOP)r1ng
'oh.l:Us communir.ariO:1 issl:tl:::tJyprohibited.' li you havcrewved Ihis cenu::nunic:1tlcn:u-..e:i,;;:,.pleasl:n.otifyu:; immediately by ....
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.' 2924E~ersor1 St:; SUlte220:~ SaHDiego, C~~S2t06 .. ' . ""
61 !}:75lF7743/FAX 619~758,7740Ipollutlon.Hbtllt\e1~87'7-46ACOAST

Email: 5rJbay.ke~oer@sdbaYkeeper.org/Web.pag·e:ht.tp:/l~.sdb8yke~pe~.org.·.
.. A 507 (c)(:J). non prom organrW11on and mernbr:r .of the intemalionalWattJiKeeperAfliu!7ce.. .., •..

. .,

Ma:/JS;iOOf .'.

Dearcbirman NEnan a)jdB()ar~members: .

" . .:: ," .. " . ",;' .' " ,. .

,ChairmanJolin Min3naIld Boardmembers ',' . "
.. F.egionai Viater Qualiryc:ontroJ Board, ~SmlDieg'oRegion .•
';9771 ClairemontMesa,Blyd.,SuiteA· ." . , . " .... : ....
S~ ...D).-ego~ C/f~ 92.J24':··· ":', ..

.'. " Timeframe,;" R.eglo~9; like. otl1er regi0l1~,;s.~eq~1ri1?galrinfoh~1~tiOrl+,{)be •. submittc9:bYMay' 15, 2001 ;:'a :
"fuJJ Ilmonthsp:rior tothe·final •. 2002 3Q.3(d)Jisting,· We'b,ene~ethi,sd:~adlincisnot o111y~arDitrary;bl1t .'

also extreme'ly diffic1iltto comply \vithodue to the'amoul1tofiri{omlatio!1~being requested,i:n)ishorf" ..
,:ti:mc.frame,Th~ Sal1Diego R6gional Boa~dAidnot issue their. soJi.Cibiti6nfcr·info~atiolluntirMarCh' ...
'.2001, •and a.fortnSlworks.hop tD discuss the Board' 5511b~is,sionTequir.ement,s\Va~ nqtheld until Apri) A; .••..
,2001. This, has IeffiukreSted partieswieh <i.' scantsixwed(s~ogaU1eranci process)ni'onnation. . .. .. .

.' Considenrig:therhorethantwentyyears theregionalboard~ashadi:6de";elop,sufficienrJ03(d) and
. ," ", . "., ..' "..., . . .."",'. .",,' '."

Sa.ri 'Di~go BaYKe~?er,acommtinity.based '501(~)(3} noi!~pr()'tjrorganizZ!tion',dedicated tOProi~Cti~g'and' , ,
."'. resioring the regi(m '~biy.s,· coasta!waters aild watersheds;: sUb,U1itSthes~; 6r>rrltwm,ts on the 20Q2Cleal1"~ '....
·;Water.Act (eWA) section J03(d),listmg> SariDiegoBaykeepediasser,iousconcerris>Wjth th~ad.equacy: ." .'
'of the. current303(d) list fortl:i.e region, and\ye a,re equally concerned aboufihedirecti9ll staffrn,aybe'. '. .'

taking inconipi1ingth~April2002'lisfing. ..' '.' .....•. , .. , .. ' " . . ..:",

.", ,First, we remain con2f.medthatRegia~'9'spropose'dJ03(d) listi~n;tbased~nacomprehensiv( ..... .
, .,assembly'andrevicwot infonnarlon-anddatao on viaterquaTitYand'other,inipainnentsreg'arclingall~vater. '•.
.hodiesinRegion 9,anhe Clean Water Act andhsimpleme-ntLng regulations requirG. See,e.g.;.4q CFR. ...

·JSecIi~n 130:7, .' Il}decd~ whollyapap fromthe~ediol1j03(~)$clJ.0me)underC:IeanWarer Act,Sedipn' '.'
·.. 305.(b).andaccom:panYingreg1t1ations.,eath.fegiopaLboard·must.conductaregionaLwstet qU{l1ir.y:.. ··:~ ."" .. '

assessrnept{WQA} ofaB water bodies jn its region. '., It iscre,arfrom'anevencur~oiyreviiii'c)fthe,~OSl"
·recerit ·199~C:aliforJ:ljaWater Q).ialityAs:se~sment T<.eport;gepar¥in August1999 by the DivisjQ~ of •..
• Water Quality, SMe Water Resources Control Board, tbat'sucha:~:orriprehen.siye·i:ev-ie-:v hasyer to be .
performed. in theS2Jl~Die~o region. After abriefreyii\v ofdat~inthe1998,WQA,.BaYI<;e-ePei)aS"

." ··concluded ilia!, .lnol:e th~ twentvvears .aft~ert."leseTequ-iTerrientswere'established,at jea$180.~(o or Sarl: .,". " ".
.. .' rJlego's:.\v·aters hEve not yet: bee~ful1y as~esse4, 'Moreo~'~;m'Uc}l,(ifth~data'thaihasbeerJ ,gf.)theied:may.,

<norbeeasilyai;cessec1orunderstandable.ln ptherword.s, tnisqatais never fullyrevie\\'ed,branalYzed, . '..
'~. \ ,: \;. .

B~yKeeper'isal5o ci:lncernedabOut rlle require:m.entsplaced -u'p;on~rg;:i:nj7.atjons' ~vi5.hing.tosubmit ..... •...
'informati6n toSPpporiJhe upcoming2002. CWAsectiori303(d) listing.' Tte305(b) arid, 3'03(d)TJstSare'

."'esse,l1tialsteps in' ft..-St unders taridingand then.addtessingthe'o\rerall' h.ealth 6four waters.":1'J:otonl)/,\vilJ .' .
.the.'developm.entofcornpr~hen.sjY2'a:l4ac9urate3q3(d)iU1d 305(b) r~-R~n:ts~}1iill'e'tb~t '\'iaters rece\'~:ethe
appropriate J&velof protectionthrou~h development of T,o'~fMaximum DailyLoads or antidccradarion ,'::'
policics,b)lt ~ccurate,listswillhelpe1~r~'resollices\'~ltbe'a116caiedwisely., '. Propet' listi~ ~s\~i11,:ah;o"" ,.:
·alJow'theregipn ~o tap into state' and. fedeialdollars,e~'<li)cedfO'rp:r:Qtectinglinp'ajred\vat:rs~(¢,.g:,'" '.; .. : .• '
SY;RCE's3 19(h)pro~~un'orProposition13). Despite;theimporianceoftbe '303(<1))iSt,thou.g;b.>tho~e,.,

. local residents mostbowledgeabJe a1Jol~t theirJ6caL\vaterstiidInosrin1paete~h;/poHutiQn',:vil1;ha~;e'a ..··.· ,
.. ,di:ft,lclilhime c6rrrplyitlg with,t.hesubrnittal require.ments e~tab1ished'bythjs'Board ,even tnoug1;l.theymriy"

llave vital aiJd reljabl~ dat:", Sorne9rOursFecificconceriisrelatejo:' '.".,. '. .' ',:.. ..
'., , ' .

.: y.
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.3OS(b) reports (\\!bicb wearest~llwaitjrtgfor), le.5sthansixweekStopi(;vid~.~~ededda{~·iswhbllY ".. :...... .
·... insufficient.. :Bay:Kecper~iniend,s to,~oQtiriue?rovidinginf6rmation to regioncll·bciarrlstaff tht9ughti:te two
'remainingpubliccommentperiods-Augusf2001(whrmRWQC13sso1icit inpuT:on #raft30~(.d))i$t· '.. .... .
'recomnie'DdafioilS) arld Winter/Spring 20Q2. (vihentSleSWRCBconductSformalpiibliche:anngs orithe.
'droft3 03(d) list). It is our expectation t.l1lrtthc.datGl: pro-dd·e(in. this: timeframe willberevle:\<;:eBand •..... : ..• .

.2;ssessed by regional and state board staff fOJthe2002'·li~·ting;~·· .' ..... . . ". .... ' . " .. .." .... ),
": ..::.''': :'< ..:.:" ~":" .. ":,,,.:., ,.. " : J~y ,:.,.".: ..' ~ ..'.:.::..",<, .. -",,:' '..:..'.,; ..' .::. .. " ..,, :\, '..'., ..

ReC!ui red Documentation-'The regi6llalfl:ward~hasjo.dLcated·they\Yill,¢onSider fufoimati6iJqnd dat,l
generat~dsinceJ.uly;1997 that isproVicted ~()th~n bafd'coPyaswell as :~lectrollictomlats,'and .that<

"•. inCludes'bibliograpl\ic citatrons;ide.ndficatio!iqf software used;modefou!puts: with caItOtat'iqn:and. . ",
qualityassurmlceinformatioD and descriptto.J;l.a,rrdjnterpretaticni ofinfonmnion provided,~:liFs.eparate· ' .
ineetirrgs '.Nith ~gionaJ b oardstaff" BayK~eperMSbee\l t.old-thatdata't'Mt can.de.monstrafe.trendanalysis, '. '.. .
that basbeeri.: rep:Lic·o:r.ed z'h d. thatcoyersphysiCai,cher:nical, arui biologic·alparamti.eis' wiIlbern6pt;lise:fiJI, .. '....
in~ helping'tQ esta,bUst: an accurate 303(¢l}Jis-r. . .... . - . 'J',' .' ..

.... .: ,.' " ..' \ '. .' .

"~aYKeep'er appreciat~sthatthc l~~re c{)mpreh01siveth~datiwe.areable'jop·~6vide/fhe'better~W~ m-e.' .,'..
'noilethelesscon.cerned t'hat·theselequiremen~· areJar:beYoild.the .. criteria of ~relialMity"wbichwebtjjc,:ve .
is· approp'riate:; ..• frl.fao:;ir.is our assertion t!Y<li the RegionaT,Boarcl rrlustuse~llielevaD.t,. reasonably

,available data (e;g. water quality, $ed.imel1~fi~htissi1e"pbof9S, narrat~ vestand4rdsJa.ndlJseJ)1~s;. ..
videO~pes med.iacoverage)to list wati;:rs ....• Listingsbould occ?r:if~yidence:urider·rea·sona:b1yf9reseea'ble.· . 

.. '...,conditiC?ns,indi cates tnata' standard(e.g.,CaJjfoIT+taToXicsfZule,Natiqn~toxics 'T<:.ile;Basin'plans,I'/ .••
·beneiiCiiil.u.ses)/is, or will be;violated;'VlherejiJqgrn'ij!t'caJls are:: requiTed; B:ayKeeper,be1ie'ves the ...• ', ' ..

.. RegIonal Board lJlust erreD the side ofenYironmerJtal~ndlilitml.nhealtbprot/?cti6n::' .' •... ' ' .. ,.. ....
',' ,. . •.. ,. . l·. , .

···Yet;·lhe.. sUbmil~1 reql1.irernerits 6tt'tie,regional:bofu:drequlr{2.rig0r'thaLisbothu~~lllistic}md::: ..
'.. unoeccssIDyfor li.sting: First, .. it is extrerriely'.costly ·i9\iTl(ieriakemuchof thesclentifk an~lysis being."
'.. reqtlesle,dby thiBoard j partIcular1yi1rnultiplereplicates.arebeingreque~ted:asisttenclana1yiis;)t is.. . .
:'unreasoMble toexpe:et smaJl,g;raSsroors,mganii.d.ions.(:Ji concerned c·itizenstoinc1:lrihese.i:ypes of,· ..••. r' .' •......

.expenses: In tact; to undcrtake some-ofthe waterqualityimalYsiibdng req'~es~dbythe:regicmalbdard is, .,
'costing BayKeeper thous&:ndsofdolJari, ai1dthesec6sts\i;;(luldb~·substantial1y'4igherifw&r.ushedour..; .' ".

'. order:stotneefthe)\lay15dc.adlinc; :,.With1imited resourc:s,we c!,ecfdc,d'riou·O'TU&h·theseol'ders .......• " ". i.'

mean~ng.serlifiedla~. te~tingof metals; P~sti.ciM5a,nd heybici~~s;iJlong,.theSmDiego>Riverwill.'b~: .' .
.subml~edafteO't1ay15) blitas sqoiJasis·pcit¢tic2,b]e..•. , .... •. >i' ...•

It-isals~. o~en itnppssible for localresi,dtntS io'g~in ac2eSsto~'om~h~ayilY,POllu~edw~tersto:coiidu~~-the' '.
.:t'I/pes ofanalysis beingrequested;pai:ticuJatly. as' tbese.re,sid¢ntseiften fear TeprisaJs.frdriilocalbu~j'ne$ses .'

.··.·thatmiiibe·impacted·PY a demonstration that the9arep6nutb~gtbes,e,waters.. Thi:;-'isireaLcfuci sl;':rious"
'.. . problem BayKeeper has faced in trying to .gather,data for this listing from local reSidents, particularbr .. "

<along cer:~iniJ:IeaSofthe S<iilDieg\j River. " ... '. .. . "'<
'..',. ':.,,,

,.' . ~ ..

:.. . .' :Vfre a:;'$ertsuc:h arJ'ime~""pretation' i,s~mbo diediI1ttereq1iirem'eritthaL"Eadr St~tc~ha11identjfyy,05e. .'. ':
: .waterS~r~ti:ilri'isboullcla.:"';es. forwhic'h.'theeffhierit limltatlons.':: are notstringenteno~gh to. implem~t an..:v
. "':"water ·guali~r~ta.lidard~'p'plicab\e to~uch'waters."(eWA,sctti()fl303(d)(l-)(A);in)phasis'added):-' .

'. Furthennore, ihe Clean: 'iNater .A;ctand .jrsirnplementingregL.\larioris"a!so dis~ii:+g'11ishbetV,reenthose'

.e;(isti:1gus~s that~n::~ctLia]Jybeirig itta;ned·~.ddesigna!ed beDefi~Ja1use~ that ,musrstiIlbep~orected '..
.. 'whetheJ:ornot:.th~yar.e C1.lrrently.beillgattaine~~ ,'. .,

, .... - .~ '. \ :. ~. • ;' ....., ':'.:!::
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pre-;i997 data (pairiculaily :thatdata thatthe B6aidalrtad,:y:po·ssess),ihit.den10nstrat~slmp~;rn1ei1t;b~t.: ,
,';hich has not vet led to -alisting,'I"nuSt beconsideredbythis13oard, Tffact, ·ssis'i:iiscussedin.greater

. detailb¢low; tlie 1998WQA.. report i'ndudcs listings'cifs~veralwaterb6dies:that:§hov"so~e1evdof. . .
.impa~rment but which have not yet heen·listed. :.Listingth()~e:i,a:tersJor'·..y~ich irifoIDiatiq~alreadye:xists" ...•.. '.:.
rn:ustbethe'fir~tstep~inthe2D02li~ting.:·· :, .•. . .:. ....:; '. '>.,.:: : .." .', .. '. ".".."

. .. . ~' .
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Dana Pein t HarborCHy<h-ologi;'alUnit-90 L14()-lj~~de;s 2·1:5·aCr-esfu~1y's1;jPP9rting. ci~sigp.at.ed·.·, •. :
benefidalli:ses.Yet,'thc.as~~CSs.mcrlt cornmentscOJUinnindicatesthatDanaPoiniHirborand Baby 'Beach "
were c1osedti:om 8196 t6 7/97 to W3ter c~ntacireC'J'eati6ri:As Dana. PoiritHaxborishstedas'i-neeting .

.I<.<;,cre:.itionland·.2 standards, it shouldbe listed, as iinJl~iredJfif~visi1Jdeed cjosed for nearlY,a'yeat,to
" 'ivater,contact.

.....~; -.,

····Forestef Cre'ek- (Hvdroi~g.icaLUnit907.130)·~1 mi'ieor ForesterCreA.isconside~ed.'thre~tenecl ~ .d~cto·..', '.
eleyatea,fis:htlss'l1eievels"andshOllldtbusbeJi~te4 asimpaired.'- . ..... ' ... '. . ..... .. .

...... :

:OtaYRiver-(1tY·dr61og.ical Unit 91:0.200)- 5mi1escifth~OtaYRiv~rareE~(edas:onlypartially .,i '

·.supporting£lesigIl<ltedbelieficialuscs, ~l1dshouldthu;sbe lis.t¢d,asi~paired.. :., .
,....

· SaltCreek·'CHYdro1ogical Unit 901.140)-E;alrGreek. 'was'C16seclreg111arly il1r~96:~d1~97du~' to .' ,
';. el~vate(rcoHfonTI· ..lev~~s.·.f~on1;s..e\~.~g·e 'sp1Us', ~~'}ho~ld thu·~·:,?e·."ljstcel··as· iID.'p~i!.~d·~.;" '.. .

'.' . ...
.. EscondidoCr~ek. (HydrQJogicalUDjt9·o4;?(J(}).~ 23' miJesofEkcbndid6cietk,arec0l1s{dered .,
'.th.I'eateJ~edi,dt1etoexc:essive sediment.and nutt·ients;:arid'Shol.l'1d'thus~'eIistedasimpaired:

. ,

, San Diego Bay (HycIrolo.gicaLUnit 900~OO) :-\Vhilc 222 acres ofSan Diegobayare1isted as:inipcireddue""
'. to ·benfuicc6rrmUL'lity eff~C1,s..sedime:iit toxiCity,:andcopper; I1J72acr.~s~thIeatened,but nQtli-s\edas. .,

'. impaj,red... ~nle,\Y Q,A'~s~ssnien tindicatesthcit .tbe'entire~ay(12000acresripposreQ',\.vlth·1yarn,i.ngs ;~of.
.pregnant-womeniimd" youne:chiIdreliagciinst<consulnption o(fish:duei:cele7ateii'le,,:eLi6f~CB's;·. '.'

.... ,m.e:~lirjarld Pr~~! s,~yihe: ~,egio~.alBoard'g,io~:~.:fin.dingsand.by,.'dcJinjti0h; BaYI\eeperhelie\/estne< .
'. entlre B,ays.houlabellsted as lmI)alIi~,d~. ':', :" '.,.; <,""" .•

. .',

"i: :~ .'.

" ..

.' .. ;','
..... \ .....

.FinaIly;\.vhileBayKeeper~ throu2:h'itsever-e)(~aridin'gd~tize~nW~t~:Qua1it);:~lonit()iLrigti~'kf<it~e- .... .... ..'
.'.)ooksforwaJ'dt~wNkingcJoselv~vi.th.regi.0:fLa1~board5t~ff:to,uridertake'amo~ Compreheilsive ' .'

as~e$~n1e~( ()nota) \Vaters, the Jltiinat.eb:urdenoflisting lies ~iV·ithyoW',agericy.. Becflllse ofthe ... '.... .•... "'.
important'eo f the 2002list·iu·tern:isof waterqri~litypf6teGtions asweJIasacGess·bresources to'l::\elp

.restorewaters,'wewil1 do e~erything w-ithin ourpi?v,;erto.pointn:gional boardstaff.in the p,ire'ction of " ...,
": ..... .·identifyingimpalredwaters.:Howe;ie.r,we ~be.lieve ifisthe;d~ty:ortb.is'Boird~adut'j·tbathasn()Lyet ' ... '..

.,. qeen niei-toprepare colnplete and ac~rate'305(b) arid J93{d) lists; 1'hefollgvllpgirtformalion:on, .......•.
..~·a±.ers\vebelievf:sbollid be listed ~.iiIl.i1eedfoJlow-up#omtegionatbc~d.:sta:ff;and,innowayi~meant'

• to repres-el1~a~omprehenSivelistingbf'aJ1 Of?anElie.g~~'s,wat:erS~'i1i:;cfma~b~impai.,~ed,:, ." , ,',

303rd} List ". ..., ..,. . _. ...:.-. '.
BayKeeperb¢lievesthe ;lJ'sr'stepii1 p6~paringa.qaGcl!iak?b02 }03(d) list is necessarily tore~i?\vthe'"
.inostrecent 1998\:i;atd· :Qualiry:.\.ssessme.n(lntllairep'9tt,aniatrix.is provided 'JihiCh lists east"separate ...

.' .'. bydroJogic31:\lnitinSm.Diego\ aridlndicates'~lhethe,e~ch,unithas.or.has:hhtpe~I1.aSse~sed.Fort1:1Ose .
·.' thatbs"e peen iIssessed,' the matrixindicates whether these.waters ~e.supporting designated bepeiidal, ..'
.•. uses'fulIY,partia.Ll>:, not at all, or wh.e'therbe.~eficlalllses arethrCateneci.For-the Tr;:asohin'g highlighted'...
...• above, BayKeeperbelleves'jris inclirnbenton theregiOriaJ.~oaid,to monthe.Sidi9f.envirorim~n):::.r:mld

··.human'4eal:tlrprotee:tion; rnea.n:ing:thatlisti-ngsh.6uld'.occurfor·ev~!ya.sses5ee:tv.f~ter~bo,dyth,1tisnQt <,....
rrJeeting .designated benefida.luses., This, is>ncit.t1le case ·;1Iifh.the'1998 WQArepo(';>arid soni'e eXam'p,les,·.
fo1l6<w': .•.. . . . . . . . .' . . ..

.".'" ,'.' " . ",'
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Sal1Dip.go,PJver,'Lo\\rer ; (Hydrological Unit 907.1:10r-:-'6miTesoftheLowei-:San:Die~oRiver:i.s·.···
considered'tllremened' aueto elevated colifonnlevelsandexo1icplant:species;al1d ~11;urcl:tbu.sbe listed'
as impai,red;(DiscussedingreatgdctaiJ'?e1o\v.).. . ." , '," . '. '.
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··· •... ·SanJwill O:eeJc, UFper Middle -(Hydrological Dnit 9qL2~O}~3.itTIilesof ~eUpp~rMii:1d'r~SaD,J)lan

.. Creek is considered 'trrreatened' tT.leto. eJe~·ated .coliform-levels;and-:shOuId tbusbelistedas.:iriiti3ii.i:d:.' .
'",:,;" ".. '. " ' "" ,:; ',' " ... ,' .

San Llfis Rey River: .Lower ~ (Hyc.kologi~lUnjts 903.1 00) -18.7' miles o[.th~ Lower San; Luis Rey River- .'
is considered 'threateneD' due' to 61eva1ed coliform ley~ls ,and exotic plant species, aiid sbou'ld tlms be

. .li,stedas1mpaired.''': ii' . .
:, .... :,;:.

.. SanDiego River. ..... . . . .'. . ". . .. ' .' .' .'. ".' . .' ."" .... ' .
.. BayKeeperi; slJbmitting'asepai-ate 1etterand.snpportingIn.aterlaJs ,dcta.ilingp'ortionsQfthe~S ali
D~eg6R.iver:for\vhi¢h.511.ftJ.ciei1tinfomia.tionexists·to.r~q\lirea303{d))i.~tit!g. : ... ' '.,'.. '.',
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'Sincf'~ly,

.~;?.': ,.: .. ::1.
B ·R·]··· ."
j ruce· e.L.'tlJ.(..... "'-,.

'ExecutiVe D{reclor .

.Onbehaif ofS~'tn DiegDBa.yKeep~r,Iappreciatethe,cJ'pportlll1ity topj-oYidecont~~r1ts,o~the:2Q()2CWA,' .
.section J03(d)1isting,andhopetheyarehelpfuL' A great deal Of\;'rork}s.n~eded to eris.ure~ cqrnplet"e.and ,'. . .
accurate listiI)gin 2002t.md beyond,'and.Ba.yRe~perlooksfonyardto.\vorkingwjththe Ieglona,l'boal'd to .. , "..•...'.

':·ens.ure Sl.lcIJ 1isrings.:p1ease do not·hesitate to cont3.cfm(O sI1cmkfyouhave' anyqhestions'need:~dditiol1iil' "
,information. '. . . .. . .. , . ':. •

. ,.,":>','"

Otay)Sweeru.;cter Riw::rs ...':' ":;:'
.BayKe~erisaware ofsever:al cOITll11errtletters'al~d pbbtographs$Ubriiittecl'bYP'~)iYrrlzon,]30ard.. ." .'

.... .'·:M.emb6: .() [the S,veenvaterVal1ey Civic AssoCiation to tbe.:SanDic~bRe gionalWa~er.QualitYCQnfroL

. ' .. '. relating to 40 1.certification for thepr.opos¢dSRiJ25tollroa.d.:The:ielettersci!idphotosderi10nsrrate ....
. •.•. '. '.' increasing trash,and apPaIl;nt oilaridgreasepl'oblems;at ,an1initUurn,along..str.etche5,ofrhe riyers;', '. .'
.. .' :parUcular1Y. tlje· Sweep"iater: W~. beItevefu.rth~~inve5tig(l4onaJid likely,listing is.w-arrantedb~&ei:lonthef'.

·····information prqvic1ed, Ba,yKeept:rhas notprovide.dc\)piespfthqema'tenaJs~as theY$hOlildalteadybi:i·in.> ...
your files.. . '.' '. ..... ....,... .. .. '. '. ': .

" ~ .



Attachment B
Prepared by Suzarule M. Michel, Ph.D. Water Resources Geog~'aphy

Qualitative Data Submitted
• Bizarri, Tiza. 2000. MTBE and the Future of Clean Water in La.k.eside,

California. Senior Thesis. Department of Political Science. San Diego State
UIlive::s.ity. May. Chapter 2, pages 5-9.

... Californja State of, Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 9. 1007.
Adoption of Order No. 97-63 "Waste Discharge Requirements for the U.S. Na'vy,
Project P-338S, Pier 3, Dredging San Diego County" File: 05-0843.02

" Cohen, ~Iroses. Engelhardt, Casey a.'1d ShaVID."Neville. Pollution in tbe San
Diego River. Power Point Presentation. Presentation contains photos of
potentially contaminating activities in the San Diego River Valley near Mission
POllds and Admiral Baker Field.

.. Col1ingsworlh, Van K. 2001. San Diego River PhotograprJc Tour of a Polluted
Watershed-- Santee Segment, Computer file e-mailed to R\VQCB May 10,2001-

• El Caj on, City of. Notice of release of Toxic Substances in Farrester Creek.
tetteT elated July 6, 2000 and San Diego County Notice dated l'-'iay, 5 2001.

e San Diego, County of. 2001. San Diego River Watershed Management Plan,.
.. Rodgers, Terry. 2000. Sewer Line that Broke Had Failed Repeatedly. San Diego

Union Tribune. March 14.
• YOl."Y..., Diane. Folder entitled: Lakeside a River Runs Through It. Media

clippings and photos of cond.itions in the San Diego River, Lakeside CA.
III Yark, Diane. Videotape. Media Coverage of Lakes.ide Land Investigai.i.on, Bill

Signs Trucking Permit Violation Observations, USDR1P Hearing, SaIl Diego
County Board of Supervisors, August 2000.

Analysi,2...21QualiL'ttive Data
Residents of East Coumy have for years been a\vare of a.ctions which degrade

water qu;;l1ity and riparian habitat in the San Diego River. These actions have been both
c.ondoned by local govemrnents, or hav~ been conducted illegally, often at nighttime.
Since ".rater quality testing requires training and a substamial capital investment, local
volunteers are submitting to the regional board qualitative data. Data has been obtained
tluough document analysis of government and media documents, observations of illegal
pollu.ti.ng activities in the river, inten'iews of infonnants or simply observing visual
cond1t1ons of water quality irnpai:ment. In addition, the San Diego River Watershed
Management Plan is submi.tted that describes the significant "va.ter quality problems
present in the R:ver Basin (see sections entitled Problems Being Addressed, Problem
Statement, and Speciric \Vater Quality Goals).

The Boarcl sbould note th.a.t certain regions of the San Diego River are
inaccessible due to actions of private property ovvners. in Lakeside for example much of
the river is fenced offvv:il11 signs saying "No Trespassing." Given this fact of
inaccessibility any water qu.s.1ity testing would be impossible. Hence, the only data we
were able to obtain was via videotaping or photographs on hills surrounding the River.
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These obse:"\'ations demonstrate that even though the County and the Regional Board
penuit industrial activities, these activities continue to deposit pollutants into the River.

In one instance reside.nts filmed tmck waSJ.'1ing in Lakeside. This violation of the
storm water permit was reported to 8 Regional Board representative, and the Regional
Board representative informed the pE'.I1nittee violator (Bill Sign's Trucking).
Subsequently, a Bill Sign's Trucking representative threatened the two men \.vho had
conducted Ule videotaping verbally. This incident and other threatening activities by
lando"vvners in Lakeside has instilled an atmosphere of fear. It was very difficult to obtain
information, since residents have been threatened and did not want their identities
revealed. The Regional Board should investigate the incident conceming Bill Sign's
Inlcking (JW1e 10,2000), and establish protocol that if information is submitted one's
id,entit~l is protected.

Besides 'videotapes, fil:l11 dal:a and docwnent analysis, personal testimonies are
submitted. TIle personal testimonies were recorded during the public hearing concerning
\'vater quali!"] issues for the Upper Sfu"1 Diego River Improvement Project or USDfU.P ill
Lakeside. This hearing was conducted by the San Diego County Board of Supenrisors
and indicates ethnographic data concerning degrading water and riparian habitat quality
in the SaIl Diego River. Tnis hearing along Vl1th other media documents submitted in the
"Lakeside a River Runs through It" folder indicates the very high level of concern
Lakeside residenTS have at the slatus and future of the San Diego River and t.he Santee-El
Monte grOl.mdvv-ater basin benea--ili the River.

Below is an overview of qualitative datE. submitted i.ndicating hotspots. In these
hotspots the Regional Bot'-rd should review their data and other data submitted. At these
sites water qus.lit}' does not support the folloVv1ng beneficial uses: contact water
recreation,\.var.m freshwater habitat, cold freshwater habitat, '.vildlife habitat and rare or
endangered speGies. In addition, since the S811tee-El Monte Groundwater Basin (an
u..Tlconfined gro'und\vater basin beneath the San Diego River in East County), supports
municipal drinking water sources and has been contaminated by above grolmd land uses,
the Board should pay special attention to suriace water conditions above the groundwater
basin. In ALL areas, the Regional Board should set up monitoring sites

L~kesi~~ The f,';ntire length of the San Diego River, especially areas within the
Uppe'r Scm Diego River Improvement District (USDRlP), areas zoned M52, .1\'154
and M58 (to the base of Sa11 Vincentc:: Darn) and Los Caches Creek. A portion of
Lakeside's San Diego ri'verbed is owned by Lakeside Land, a company that is
currently under iIlvestigation for illegal dt.unping of contamin,ants in the River and
destruction of riparian :l'labitat. In the enclosed videotape and notebook (Lakeside
a River Runs Through It) we have compiled media coverage of Califomia's Fish
and Games raid upon the site.

From document 2l11alysis and personal observation, residents (v\Tho desire to keep
their identities UJl1c.no\7·,rn) revealed to us that sediment from Pier 3, Naval Station
is being disposed of in the San Diego River by La.1<:eside Land. This disposal of
San Diego Bay sediment is disturbing to Lakeside residents for many reasons.
First, as i.ndicated in t.he enclosed report (Cover Letter dated December 30, 1997)
the material in the top layer of sediment "'bas a significant bioassay toxicity and is

2
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not suitable either for use as beach replenishment materi.al or for ocean
discharge." \\Thy is it suitable for disposal into the San Diego Fjverbed, which
supports recreational and aquatic habitat uses? The document also stipulates that
sediment disposed of v.rill be disposed of in a hydrologic basin, which is not
designated as MTJN. Surface water in the San Diego River is not designated,
however groundwater directly beneath the disposal site is designated MU1'J. Wnat
aSSU1:'aTIces do Lakeside residents have that toxic s'.lbstances in the sediment are
nat released into their drinking water supply, and do not affect the above listed
beneficial uses? FilIally, Lakeside Land Company is disposing the sediment, the
very same company currently under investigation for illegal dumping of
poHutants in the San Diego Rivt:r. At the very least, RWQCB should release
data of water monitoring at the site, conduct soil tests, and hold a public hearing
to inform Lakeside residents. Lakeside residents will c.ontinue an investigation
into this manner, by reviewing RWQCB and County of San Diego Department of
Public Health documents.

Bene::l'th the river lies the Santee~Ej Monte aquifer an unconiined gr01.lndV;l1ler
basin. There is surface and groundwater interaction since the groundwater basin
occurs in the alluvial fill of the San Diego River Valley composed of rnediu.ITl
wained, fairly well sorted, loosely packed sand (State of California, Department
of 'il/ater Resources 1965, page 15). In certain areas where there has been sand
mining groundwater flows have created lakes ar ponds in the San Diego Piver
b8d (see videotape seC1ion on truck washing activities). Most of the water quality
monitoring for this region has occurred in the monitoring of well sites. Ii. is noted
in the well data that most of l~e contamina.tion of groundwater occurs due to land
USi;;S 011 the surface or leaking underground storage tan...1.cs. Quantitative data
concerning contamination of these well sites is discussed in Attachment A.
Riverview'iVater and Lakeside Water Districts have active wells near the
riverbed. Concernil1g River Water District all wells have been shut dO'vvn due to
MTBE contamina::ion from at least two gas stations (located at the intersection of
Wo,)dside and Wintergardens Ave.). \Vell testing data from Riverview Water
District is included in the enclosed package. Soil <LId water tests on the gas
station sites have revealed high levels of MTBE and Benzene contamination
(Bizarri 2000).

In the folder entitled, "Lakeside A River Runs Through It" residents have
com.piled photos of 1llegal trash dWTJping in the river, oil leaks and stains, and
storage facilities which me not implementing BMPs for storm water pollution.

Sant.ee~ The entire section of the San Diego River, Forrester Creek and Sycamore
Creek. Visual observations reveal foam and algal blooms, foul river odors, trash
dumping. Near particular stonn drains (especiaJ.l:y those with concrete
channelization) City of Santee water quality tests reveal high levels of pH andJor
significant concentrations of ammonia and detergents (see Attachrnent A). The
enclosed analysis submitted by Van Collingsworth concludes that the River
cannot support benef:cial uses.

3
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Ellii!:!.n: Forrester Creek. This creek no longer exists, it is a con.crete channel
surrounded by industrial activities, The Regional Board should conduct a trend
analysis (examine its database concerning CWA violations on or near the Creek)
over 'the past decade. Enclosed are two incidences of contaminating acti'vities.

Mission Ponds. Mission Vallev Terminals: Reviews of the RWQCB files
indicate cQntami.'1ation in this region by petroleum hydrocarbons.. Enclosed is a
PowerPoint presentation by San Diego State univeJ:sity students containing photos
of industrial activity in the area. As vvith Lakeside, these students (Moses Cohen,
Casey N'eville and Casey Engelhardt) foulld that a~cess to the River in these
industrial are?.-S wa.s not allowed: and hence photos were taken from sLlITollnding
hillsides. TIus area is also the site of sewage spills by San Diego's MWWD (see
enclosed article of 34 million gallon spill)

Besides the sllbmiss\on of the enclosed qualitative data, trend analysis of Regional
Board's files (or qualitative data) ca.Y\ reveal trends of water quality degradation. Below
is a listing of a.nalysis, which should be conducted. The parameters of the trend analysis
should' be geographic or the Sa..'"l Diego River watershed, time parametcr 1990-2000.
When possible these a.nalysis can be conducted using geographical information systems:

,.. A lisling of sewage spills, total gallons spilled each year, and total number of
beach closmes each year.

e A listing of leaki.ng underground storage tanks spills, what chemicals and total
amounts each year.

.. A trend 8..'l1alysis of Padre Dam's monitoring data focusing on hot spots
between 1997-2001

.. A trend al1alysis of hazardous waste storage, use and release on or near the
San Diego River.

• A trend analysis of stann water data over t.'1e past decade, storm water
violations.

II A trend anaJysis of NPDES, "'v/DR and storm water violatiorls over the pa1t
decade.

.. Loss of riparian habitat over the past decade du.e to channelization,
urbanization or exotic plant invasion. Total acres of riparian habitat lost or
gained.

.. A trend analysls of concrete charulelization, total acres of ch..mnelized rivers
each year over the pas! twenty years.

Trend analysis of 't1ese records will determiJ1e if oolluting activities are inc.reasinf: or.. .10 _, ...

decreasing over time and jf the river's water quality and habitat degrading. The regional
board has indicated that most of tb.e River has not been assessed, &"'.ld we assume this
assessment entails wattr quality testing. However, other tyPes of assessment such as
trend analysis can be done. This data will locate sources of pollution and coupled v/ith
water quality testing SJ.10uld detail geographic extent and longevity of u1e pollution. OUI
pre'lious analysis of total/fecal coliform indicates spikes of numbers in dry weather

4
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conditions, A trend analysis of sewage spills andlor permit violations could locate th.r.:
sources of bacterial contamination demonstrated in water quality tests. It was noted also
in Santee's stann water repo.rts of high levels of ammonia at certain sites. Investigators
attempted to test upstream to locate the source but had to end their efforts due to inability
to access m.e \vater. Again trend analysis reports may have been useful to identify
sources of contamination.

Citations fol' Attachements A & B
(Note: Due to the length of reports, not all reports are included in our data analysis).

Bondy, Bryan a..'1d David Huntley (Ph.D.). 2001. Groundvvaler iyianagemenr Planning
Study Sa:rzlee-El 1v.fonte Basin. Phase III Report. January. Copy available at the San
Diego County Water Authority a:nd the Lakeside 'Vater District.

Biz.arri, Tiza. 2000. MTBE a.T1d the future of CleaJl \\later in Lakeside, Califomia.
Senior Thesis. Deparlment of Political Science. San Diego State University. May.
(Reievant portions enclosed).

Califomia, State of. Department of Water Resources. 1965. Ground fVQter Conditions
in the San Diego Rille/' Valle}'. A Report to the San Diego Regional \Vater Pollution
Control Board. September.

Hargis and l'-\.ssociates, Inc. 2000. Groundwater Sampling Data Submittal. Santee~.E.l

lvionre Monitoring Program, Sante.e, California. December 20. Copies available at D::le
San Diego County \'Varer Authority and Lakeside Water District.

Hanington, James. 1999. San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board. 1999.
Biological Assessment Annual. Report.

Santee, Cit) of. 1997-2001. Dry Weather Field Screening Program. (Two 'Vol\lmes for
eVI~ry year, july and Oc.:tober). July 1997· October 2000. (Obtained from the
Engineering Deparnnent in the City of Santee).
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Analysis of Qu.:mtitative Data

]n its 1998 Regional Board in 1998 305(b) report the Regional Board indicates
that there has been no assessment of the San Diego River. AJ.""1er approximately one
month of work we \ve:re able to locate several sources of quantitative water quality data
going back as far as 1965, sources are listed below:

* GiitY\1 ~:bn;~rS; ":~;~~~¥~;:E~fi:g/~af~"r;Saiiip\ririg~and';;:AiiiaJ~\S~¢"~1~

'" Ci1Y¥~~i§~tp~~~Q$~~~~~~~~r~~+91!.s\ni#o~~ng;~·
*9.T()ulldwa:cer Sampling Data - Santee, El Monte Monitoring Program
'* S'llii.R~)IIJ:~:'@~'~H)?,QQ\~EM5'lO:WiqaG@;ss~sSn1ieIif:}A11ri~f~;I~eport~ti:j~,

*Department ofWater Resources - Ground Water Conditions in the San Diego River
Valley
* San Diego BayKeeper Water Quality Monitoring Program

After reviewing surface water data for the San Diego River and having conducted
testing of our own we have identified several areas of concern. Review of Padre Dam
surface water monitoring data going back to 1997and independent testing indicates that
recurrent exceedances in total and fecal coliform are a problem. The Padre Dam
monitoring program includes sites as far dO'vvl1stream as the San Diego River Estuary
(near 1·5). Along the San Diego River typical levels of total coliforn1 range in the
thousands, a condition that is in violation of the Clean Water Act considering the
beneficialllses assigned to this waler body. Preliminary analyses of these data indicate
that peeks C(~nsisteIltly occur both. during wet and dry weather periods, vlith areas like
Forester Creek in El Cajon and Old Mission Dam showing the bighest levels (See
attached dat-'1). Further c·omprehensive analyses of these microbiological data involving
comparisons of bacteria vvith surface flow and knO\V11 sewage events is necessro-y to
determine the sources of contaminants.

Also, while examining the same data.set and conducting independent testing we
were able to observe recurrent exceedances in IDS, e.levated levels of pH and
significantly low concentra.tions of dissolved oxygen. The later is particularly tme for
areas like Forester Creek and Mission Ponds . .Also City of Santee dry weather stODTIwc..ter
moniTOring reports .lndicate the presence of extremely high levels of pH and in some
cases elevated levels of ammonia and detergents at sites located south of River Park
Place, south of Mast Blvd., near Chubb Lane, Forester Creek, south Bank of San Diego
River, east of Fa.'1ita Drive. These constituents and. contaminants are of crucial
importance considering their impact on habitat integrity and the San Diego Ri'ver's
beneficial use as a 'wildlife and rare and endangered species habitat. Furthermore, other
t)'Pes of data aho indicate that the habitats of the river show clear sigl"..5 of impairment.

The 1999 biological Assessment Report indicates that in our cOlmty benthic
communities in riparian habitats are dominated by pollution tolerant specie's, diversit'j is
10\-v, and sensitive species are rarely encountered, all of which are establishe.d indicators
of impairment The San Diego River sites in particular rank consistently below average
\;\lith respect to the rest of the coun!'j. Among the San Diego River sites, the FUver Valley
Golf Course is of particular concern. Consideri.ng that ranlings where based on a



comparison between impacted sites, evaluation of these sites in comparison to better
upstream reference sites \'.iilllikely reveal a. greater degree ofimpainnent.

,.;nother area of concern is groundwater contamination, given the interaction
between tbe aquifers and the river contamination ofgroundwater is of serious concern.
Groundwater testing data also shows elevated levels ofAluminum, Chromium, and
several oilier organic compounds, including MTBE. These well water samples where
t'iken from the same aquifer al1d even though some variability in levels is to be expected
differences in levels in some cases are ofnvo orders of magnitude or greater. Overview
of these data clearly sho\,ts that some wells are in proximity to sources contamination.
The heavy metals data should be reviewed carefully and evaluated in relation to historical
data and knO\¥D natural background. In tenus of the organic compounds there is no
question t.'ltar these wells have been. contaminated and given 'Gt:lat this is an unconfined
aquifer the ri.sk of surface water contamination is great.

We believe that there is sufficient data available to indicate that the San Diego
RiVL:.'T is seriously L"'I1pacted by contamination and that comprehensive analyses of these
data "'rin show that the impact is not confined to certain portions of the river but that the
river as a whole sho\vs significant signs ofirnpairment. We also believe that trend
analyses of these data that takes into account knovm. events of contamination and ~'\rPDES

discharge infonnation will cnlcial in deterrn.ining the sources of pollution. Moreover we
see that there is a need for greater coordination between the different agencies conducting
sampling, as well a need for review of current methodologies to determine levels of
quality, comparability of data and standardization.
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