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San Joaquin River Group AuthoritySan Joaquin River Group Authority
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The SJRGA has made three Public 
Records Act requests for the 

administrative record adding the 
Lower San Joaquin River to the 

Section 303(d) List for salt and boron 
in 1996.
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First public records act requests submitted to the SWRCB on October 13, 2005. An identical 
request was submitted to the CVRWQCB



11/15/200511/15/2005
San Joaquin River Group San Joaquin River Group 

AuthorityAuthority 44

Second public records act request submitted to the CVRWQCB on October 31, 2005.
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Responses from the SWRCB and CVRWQCB to the first two Public Records Act requests.
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CVRWQCB response to the 
SJRGA’s third Public Records Act 
request.
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The Lower San Joaquin River was 
added to the 303(d) list for salt 

and boron in 1996.

CVRWQCB Staff did not initially 
recommend listing.
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Central Valley RWQCB 
agenda item for revision of 
the 303(d) list, January 26, 
1996. 

There was no proposal to add 
salt and boron as 303(d) 
pollutants on the San Joaquin 
River.
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Water BodyWater Body Total SizeTotal Size ImpairedImpaired PollutantsPollutants SourcesSources Targeted for Targeted for 
TMDLTMDL PriorityPriority

San San 
Joaquin Joaquin 
RiverRiver

330 mi330 mi 130 mi130 mi SeSe AGRIAGRI YesYes HH

130 mi130 mi DiazinonDiazinon, , 
ChlorpyrifosChlorpyrifos

AGRIAGRI NoNo MM

130 mi130 mi UTXUTX UNKNUNKN NoNo MM

130 mi130 mi CarbarylCarbaryl, , 
ParathionParathion

AGRIAGRI NoNo LL

130 mi130 mi Group A, Group A, 
EptamEptam

AGRIAGRI NoNo LL

Excerpt from 303(d) List (January 26, 1996)

Salt and boron were not on the proposed list.
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Memo from Jerry Bruns to 
file, regarding the 1996 
303(d) list. (January 29, 1996)

Salt and boron suddenly 
appeared on the 303(d) list 
for the San Joaquin River.
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Draft 303(d) list attached to Jerry Bruns memo. (January 29, 1996)
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Water BodyWater Body Total SizeTotal Size ImpairedImpaired PollutantsPollutants SourcesSources Targeted for Targeted for 
TMDLTMDL PriorityPriority

San San 
Joaquin Joaquin 
RiverRiver

330 mi330 mi 130 mi130 mi SeSe AGRIAGRI YesYes HH

130 mi130 mi DiazinonDiazinon, , 
ChlorpyrifosChlorpyrifos

AGRIAGRI NoNo MM

130 mi130 mi UTXUTX UNKNUNKN NoNo MM

130 mi130 mi Salt, BoronSalt, Boron AGRIAGRI NoNo MM

130 mi130 mi CarbarylCarbaryl, , 
ParathionParathion

AGRIAGRI NoNo LL

130 mi130 mi Group A, Group A, 
EptamEptam

AGRIAGRI NoNo LL

Excerpt from 303(d) List (January 29, 1996)

Without explanation, salt and boron were suddenly added.
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Memo from Sue Yee to Nancy 
Richards, April 3, 1996, 
regarding revisions to the 
Central Valley RWQCB 303(d) 
List.
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““Salt has been added to the LSJR and the Salt has been added to the LSJR and the 
Delta, and boron has been added to the Delta, and boron has been added to the 
LSJR. These pollutants are well LSJR. These pollutants are well 
documented to be impairing the respective documented to be impairing the respective 
water bodies and should have been water bodies and should have been 
included on the earlier list. The water body included on the earlier list. The water body 
data used for making these changes as well data used for making these changes as well 
as that used for making the list is on file at as that used for making the list is on file at 
our office.our office.”” – Sue Yee (April 4, 1994)

Where is the proof of impairment?Where is the proof of impairment?
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Responses to comments on 
the revisions to the 303(d) 
list for 1996.
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“Staff agrees with the City that some of the data on 
which listing decisions were based are somewhat 
dated, but sometimes it is the only information 
available on specific pollutants. Staff believes that U.S. 
EPA’s directions are being followed in using the 
available data. Of course, it would be preferable to 
have more current monitoring information. Staff 
supports efforts to obtain better data (with good 
QA/QC) for all of the pollutants on the 303(d) list and 
especially supports monitoring for the high and medium 
priority pollutants. Generally, staff is reluctant to 
remove waterbodies from the list unless new 
monitoring data suggests that there is no longer a 
problem.” – CVRWQCB Staff Response
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The Water Quality Control Policy for 
Developing California’s 303(d) List was 

adopted in 2004. The Listing Policy 
established very strict requirements for 

data quality assurances, quality 
controls, and data evaluation.
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Under the Listing Policy, if a water body-
pollutant combination was listed based 

on data quality or analysis that would not 
meet the current standards for quality 

assurance, quality control, or data 
evaluation, it must be removed from the 

Section 303(d) List.

Listing Policy, Section 4
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Water body-pollutant combinations that 
were listed based on data or analysis now 
inadequate under the Listing Policy, are 
re-evaluated as if they were never listed.

The party wishing to keep the water body-
pollutant combination on the 303(d) List 

has the burden to prove it should be 
there.

Draft Staff Report Supporting the Recommended Revisions to the Clean 
Water Act §303(d) List; Volume 1 (September 2005); p11.
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Anecdotal data is insufficient.Anecdotal data is insufficient.

Outdated data is insufficient.Outdated data is insufficient.

Where are the water quality violations?Where are the water quality violations?

Where is the science? Where is the proof Where is the science? Where is the proof 
to support the Listing?to support the Listing?
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