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'm0t Rick Woodard November 25, 1396

FRON: Joanotte Thomasr

BUBJECT: Comments on the Drafr Analytical Plan and Draft CALFED

Water (Quality Acceptabls Ranges for Paramsters  of
; Concexn

Draf: Anaealytical Plan

In general, I believe you have taken <the correct approach to
.- etudying aeach action item. However, aftar tha 11/20/36 meating,
it i¢ clear that the Group is not satisfied with the selection of
the firgt ten action items to study and want all of the action
items Dbetter defined and clarified. I £feel any comments on
individual action iteme in the Draft Analytical =Rlan must walt
until the revisions have been made and accepted by the Group.

/, . There were many excellent comments for clarifying the action

o itoms at the 11/20/96 maeting. [Concernc axose while the

// \ agricultural Water Quality Sub-Team was ranking the action items
oA over lack of dotail in the desoriptions of the action items. The
AVE T Ag Group did suggest some revisions? | John Dickey has probably
SN ! already brought thom to the attenti of the Water Quality

WS~ . ¥Program Team.

Draf+ CALTND Water Quality Accepinblc Paramstors of Concern
v/ziﬁ 1f the numericeal parameter on this table are also in a basin

Vi plan than those numerical parametorc arc accoptable.
o -
e 1 hawve concernms about using numerical parometers that arc not in
L the basin plan. I need a better understanding of how these
;gu'*?~ paramelers will bc used before I could comsider accepting them.

.1 have concerus aboul using meximum contaminant levelas (MCLs)

K/(i spacified in Title 22 of the Californie Code of Regulations which
e 2T apply to drinking waler {(aller Lreatment in the case of aurface
' water) for raw water paraneters. I agree that the closer the raw
water le tu the XCL Lhe easiexr it is to produce drinking watex

that meets these criteria. With treatment, water above these
criteria can alsv be acceplable.

L The Ag Sob-Tean wuanted Lhe Ay waler paramslers sat foxr the mozst
7. .. sensitive crop grown Iin the region. The Ag parameters are for

- the Delta only. Ag parameters need tv bev delalled for San
Joaguin and Sacramento Rivers.

I don‘t think each B8ub-Team used the same criteria

for
- developing parameters of concern. ¥Why are there no

parameters
N for ealinity, chlorides, nutrients, end SAR for the San Joaguin
g;j,' and Sacramnento Rivers? They don‘t only cause problems Ifor <the

Delta and the problems don’t start in the Delta.

My suggestion would be to look at the parameters in two groupe
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hagin plan parameters and non-basin plan parameters. This group
.. could accept the basin plan parameters. A discussion should teke
v~/ place on those parameters included on +this table, but not
: included in a baein plan and consensus reached on its dinclusion
for this +table. Then this group needs to ldentify any aress
which were not address (such as salinity for San Joagquin River).

\ homawork assignmeantx.

/) Caenoral Cormmant.

/Q,C’/I} I think it would be helpful to have written guidelines for each
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