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CALFED Water Quality Actions
Priority Actions

Action 1: Control the timing of agricultural drainage discharge to coincide with
periods when dilution flow is sufficient to achieve CALFED water quality target
concentrations. (Agricultural Drainage)

Action 11: Implement additional agricultural source control, for water quality
parameters of concern found in agricultural surface and sub-surface drainage.
Implementation may include incentives and/or enforcement of existing regulations.
(Agricultural Drainage)

Action 13: Provide incentives to fallow or retire la_nd that is a major source of water
quality parameters of concern. Landowner participation should be voluntary and by
compensated purchase or lease payment. (Agricultural Drainage)

Action 19. Reduce urban and industrial water quality parameters of concern loadings
to the Delta and its tributaries through provision of incentives for additional source
control of urban and industrial runoff. An example of an incentives might be to provide
rebates on construction permit fees when erosion control measures have been applied.
(Urban and Industrial Runoff)

Action 20. Reduce urban and industrial water quality parameters of concern loadings
to the Delta and its tributaries through better planning of new developments to reduce
urban and industrial runoff. Examples of better planning might include design of storm
drainage systems that target maximum infiltration of stormwater into the ground or on-
site or regional stormwater sedimentation facilities that detain the majority of
stormwater for at least 8 hours. (Urban and Industrial Runoff)

Action 21: Promote and support efforts of local watershed programs that improve
water quality parameters of concern within the Delta and Delta tributary watersheds.
Efforts may include coordination, incentives, and/or other assistance. (Watershed
Coordination)

Action 22A: Reduce metal loadings (e.g. cadmium, copper, mercury and zinc) to the
Delta and its tributaries by implementation of moderate on-site mine drainage
remediation measures developed in site-specific studies at inactive mine sites. (Mine
Drainage)
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Action 22B: Reduce metal loadings (e.g. mercury) to the Delta and its tributaries by
implementation of moderate on-site mine drainage remediation measures developed
in site-specific studies at abandoned mine sites. (Mine Drainage)

Action 23: Control discharges of domestic wastes from boats within the Delta and
Delta tributaries by more extensive enforcement of existing regulations. (Wastewater
and Industrial Discharges)

Action 31: Identify and implement actions to address potential toxicity to water and
sediment within the Delta and its tributaries by conducting toxicity testing and toxicity
identification evaluations and/or other appropriate methods. Coordinate these efforts
with other programs. (Watershed Coordination)        __                  -

Action 32A: Provide incentives for pesticide users to increase implementation of best
management practices (BMPs) including integrated pest management (IPM) to reduce
pesticide loads and concentrations to the Delta and its ,tfi.~utaries from urban &
industrial runoff. (Urban and Industrial Runoff)

Action 32B: Implement additional agricultural source control for water quality
parameters of concern found in agricultural surface and sub-surface drainage.
Implementation may include prov_ision of incentives for pesticide users to increase
implementation of best management practices (BMPs) including integrated pest
management (IPM) to reduce.pesticide loads and concentrations from agricultural
drainage. (Agricultural Drainage)

Other Actions

Action 2: Reduce the concentration of water quality parameters of concern entering
the Delta and its tributaries during low flow periods by acquiring dilution water
(50,000 to 100,000 acre-fee0 from willing sellers. Action is primarily targeted at the
San Joaquin River. (Dilution)

Action 3: Reduce the concentration of water quality parameters of concern entering
the Delta and its tributaries during low flow periods by acquiring dilution water
(50,000 to 100,000 acre-feet). Water would be acquired by providing incentives for
more efficient water management of dams, including reservoir re-operation. Action
is primarily target primarily at the San Joaquin River. (Dilution)

Action 4: Reduce the concentration of water quality parameters of concern entering
the Delta and its tributaries during low flow periods by acquiring dilution water
(50,000 to 100,000 acre-feet) through urban water conservation. Action is primary
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targeted at the San Joaquin River. Conservation might be achieved through use of
incentives for implementation of best management practices by more suppliers and
water users. Implementation of the action may reduce demand for existing water and
may make dilution water available (including transfers), especially on the San Joaquin
River. (Dilution)

Action 5: Reduce the concentration of water quality parameters of concern entering
the Delta and its tributaries during low flow periods by acquiring dilution water
(50,000 to 100,000 acre-feet) through greater use of reclaimedwast~water. Action is
primarily targeted at the San Joaquin River. Reclamation projects could include:
recharge groundwater, use for agricultural irrigation, recycling and treating for pota_b_~e
or non-potable urban, use of grey water, and storage for use in meeting X2 standards.
Reclamation programs would focus on facilities that ~currently discharge treated
wastewater to salt sinks or other degraded bodies of water that are not reusable.
(Dilution)

Action 6: Reduce the concentration of water quality parameters of concern entering
the Delta and its tributaries by treating agricultural drainage and releasing it during
periods of low flow for dilution purposes. (Dilution)

Action 7: Reduce the concentration of water quality parameters of concern entering the
Delta and its tributaries during low flow periods by acquiring additional dilution water
through enhanced seasonal recharge and development of additional groundwater
supplies. Water would be used for dilution, especially on the San Joaquin River.
(Dilution)

Action 8: Improve water circulation in the Delta by development of improvements at
the head of Old River to block fish movement into Old River and by management of
water flow and stage down Old River. (Agricultural Drainage)

Action 9: Reduce the vulnerability of Delta water quality to salinity intrusion through
implementation of the Delta Long-Term Protection Plan (including levees
O & M). (Watershed Coordination)

Action 10: Combined with Action 11. (Agricultural Drainage)

Action 12: Improve source irrigation water quality in sub-surface drainage source
areas. All things being equal, higher quality irrigation water will result in better quality
drainage. (Agricultural Drainage)
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Action 14: Reduce the loadings of water quality parameters of concern entering the
Delta and San Joaquin tributaries by concentrating and disposing of agricultural sub-
surface drainage in evaporation ponds in the San Joaquin Valley. (Agricultural
Drainage)

Action 15: Reduce the loadings of water quality parameters of concern entering the
Delta and its tributaries by treating agricultural surface drainage and/or Delta
agricultural sub-surface drainage in constructed wetlands. (Agricultural Drainage)

Action 16: Reduce the loadings of water quality parameters of concern entering the
Delta and San Joaquin tributaries by treating a significant portion of San Joaquin
agricultural sub-surface drainage by reverse osmosis or oLher mea~.s. (Agricultural
Drainage)

Action 17: Reduce urban and industrial water quality parameters of concern loadings
to the Delta and its tributaries by detention and strategic release of 20 to 30 percent of
urban runoff water. Action would involve rCt!;gfitting existing urban and industrial
areas with detention basins at the outlet_s of drainage basins contributing largest
loadings of parameters of concern. (Urban and Industrial Runoff)

Action 18: Reduce urban and industrial water quality parameters of concern loadings
to the Delta and its tributaries through enforcement of existing source control
regulations for urban and industrial runoff. (Urban and Industrial Runoff)

Action 24: Reduce water quality parametrrS of concern loadings to the Delta and its
tributaries by treating a portion of upstream municipal wastewater effluent in wetlands.
(Wastewater and Industrial Discharges)

Action 25: Reduce point source water quality parameters of concern loadings to the
Delta and its tributaries through cost effective control of industrial and municipal
wastewater discharges. Methods may include encouragement of pollutant credit
trading. (Wastewater and Industrial Discharges)

Action 26: Reduce the formation of disinfection by-products, and their concentration
in the domestic water supply, resulting from the use of chlorine in water treatment
plants. Conversion of facilities from chlorine to ozone would serve to reduce the
formation of disinfection by-products. (Water Treatment)
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Action 27: Reduce point source water parameters of concern loadings to the Delta and
its tributaries through control of industrial and municipal wastewater discharges.
Methods may include incentives for reclamation and reuse. (Wastewater and Industrial
Discharges)

Action 28A: Improve treated drinking water quality parameters of concern by
providing incentives for the addition of enhanced coagulation, ozone, granular
activated carbon filtration and/or membrane filtration facilities to the ~ater systems
treating water from the Delta. (Water Treatment)

Action 28B: Improve source water quality parameters of concern at domestic water
supply intakes, as identified in the geographic scope, by reducing Delta Island
discharges that are high in TOC or other compounds that impact source water quality,
or by relocating water supply intakes to areas that are not influenced by those
discharges. (Water Treatment)

Action 29: Improve water quality parameters of concerlx~.Ni_thi_n the Delta and its
tributaries by restoring or improving riparian habitat. (Watershed Coordination)

Action 30: Combined into Action 29. (Watershed Coordination)
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A TTA CHMENT A

MINE DRAINAGE
ACTIONS

Actions to Reduce
Loadings/Concentrations of

CALFED Water Quality
Parameters of Concern due to

Mine Drainage
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REDUCTION IN PARAMETER OF CONCERN LOADINGS
DUE TO MINE DRAINAGE

(Actions 22A, 22B)

Goal

The goal of these actions is to maintain or improve water quality in the Sacramento-San Joaquin
Delta (Delta) so that all beneficial uses are protected (e. g. municipal, industrial and agricultural
water supply, recreation, fish and wildlife).

Objective                                                               .

The objective of these actions is to reduce the loading and/or concentration of water quality
parameters of concern attributable to mine drainage within the S.ac~’amento River and San Joaquin
River Basins, Delta and Suisun Marsh.

Geographic Scope

[Work in Progress]

The geographic scope is defined as all of the following:

¯ areas within the Delta ~
¯ areas outside of the Delta in which biological resources that use the Delta are impacted
¯ areas outside of the Delta that are significant source areas for parameters of concern in the Delta

Thus, the Sacramento River above Red Bluff Diversion Dam would be in-scope with respect to the
impact of metals concentrations and anadromous fish, but out of scope with respect to impacts on
organisms unrelated to Delta biological resources. Also, Salt Slough is in-scope as a significant
source of salt and trace element loading to the Delta.

The majority of mine drainage problems are either directly or indirectly associated with the mining
of gold. The Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB) presently
manages 94 inactive mines under Waste Discharge Requirement (WDR) and NPDES permitting
programs. Sampling during the period of 1987 through 1992 indicates that 80 percent of cadmium,
72 percent of zinc and 73 percent of copper in the Sacramento River comes from past gold mining
activities.

Acid mine drainage (AMD) can be generated by active or inactive mines. During the oxidation of
pyrite sulfide ores sulfuric acid is formed. This acid dissolves and releases metals in the surrounding
rock. The largest concentrations of metals released include copper, zinc and cadmium.

MNDRAIN.WPD
12/6/96
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The greatest concentration of gold mines can be found around Shasta Lake, with Iron Mountain Mine
complex being considered the largest AMD pollutant source in the Central Valley. Other mines can
be found in the western slope foothills of the Sierra Nevada Mountains. The most notable mines are
the Penn, Walker, Cherokee and Newton Mines.

Figure locates some of the larger mines mine regions in the Central Valley.

Mercury has been used historically to refine gold from gold bearing ore. The mercury binds with
the gold to form an amalgam. The compound is then heated in the presence of nitfi~ acid to separate
the mercury from the gold. Much of the waste mercury was lost or mishandle_d_during the refining
process. The majority of the California mercury mines were located on the western side of the
Central Valley and the majority of the gold mines were located on the eastern side of the Central
Valley. This required the mining and transport of large volumes of mercury acrosg the valley. ~(~ is
estimated that 70 million tons of mercury were transported this way during the GoldRus~ Era. The
CVRWQCB currently monitors six inactive mercury mines. The most notable are the
Corona, Manzanita, New Idria and Mt. Diablo Mines. Effects of past mercury mining and gold
refining operations are being studied on Cache Creek and the Consumnes River.

Parameters of Concern Attributable to Mine Drainage

¯ Copper
¯ Cadmium
¯ Zinc
¯ Mercury

Estimated Parameter of Concern Loadings Due to Mine Drainage

[Work in Progress]

Limited research has been conducted to estimate the loads from inactive mines. Table 1 illustrates
findings from the CVRWQCB studies conducted during the period of 1987 through 1991. Only
loadings for cadmium, zinc and copper are presented.

Current Progratns

[Work in Progress]

Cadmium, Zinc, and Copper

Remediation efforts are being conducted on over 8 inactive mine sites in the Sacramento River
Basin. The most well-known work is being conducted at the Iron Mountain Mine complex. Work
effort includes, but is not limited to, construction of dams, installation of treatment facilities and the
construction of bulkheads in the mine portals. Additional work is being performed on other Shasta
Lake Area Mines. The majority of the work to-date has focused on portal closures.

MNDRAIN.WPD
12/6/96
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TABLE 1
LOADING ESTIMATES FROM INACTIVE MINES WITH PERENNIAL DISCHARGES

DURING A DROUGHT PERIOD, 1987-91

Total Annual Loads in Kilograms (Percent of Total in
Parentheses) (NA=not available; ND=not detected)7

Mine Site Discharge Cadmium Copper Zinc
SCDD3 1,529 (85) 36,300 (57) 209,352~ (80)
Little Backbone Creek and
Shoemaker Gulch mines5 18(5 (10) 19,961 (30 36,760 (14)
West Squaw Creek mines4 38 (2.1) 6,928 (1 li 7537 (2.9)
SRCSD (1985)2 6(~ 2,863 15,340
Afterthought~ 12 (0.66) 488 (0.76 3,008 (1.15)
Rising Star 12 (0.66) 260 (0.41 2,603 (1.00)
Valley View 19 (1.1) 428 (0.67)! 850 (0.33)
Kanaka Creek mines NA (0.00) NA (0.00) NA (0.00)
Spanish (upper and lower) 0.6(5 (0.037) 61 (0.09)1 191 (0.07)
Brush Creek NI3 (0.00) 1.3 (0.002)! ND (0.00)
Bully Hill 7 (0.37) 135 (0.21) 359 (0.14)
Spenceville 0.09] (0.005) 175 (0.27)~ 144 (0.06)
Greenhorn 1 (0.05) 122 (0.19) 232 (0.09)
Corona ND (0.00) ND (0.00) 18 (0.01)
iPlumbago ND! (0.00) 0.21 (0.00) ND (0.00)
Vlalakoff Diggings ND (0.00) 14 (0.02) 28 (0.01)
Empire ND (0.00) ND (0.00) 2.9 (0.00)
Lucky S 0.31 (0.02) 8.2 (0.01 ) 34 (0.01 )
Lava Cap 0.04 (0.002) 0.31 (0.001) 3.4 (0.00)
Columbo ND (0.00) NI3 (0.00) ND (0.00)
Walker 0.002 (0.00) 4 (0.01 ) 0.18 (0.00)
Iron Dyke (Taylors Creek) 0.032 (0.002) 1.3 (0.002) 1.1 (0.00)
Twin Peaks 0.001 (0.00) ND (0.00) 0.22 (0.00)
Pick and Shovel ND (0.00) ND, (0.00) 0.98 (0.00)
Reed ND (0.00) ND (0.00) 0.1 (0.00)
Anderson Springs ND (0.00 0.27 (0.00) 1.8 (0.001
Champion 0.05 (0.003~ 0.07 (0.00) 0.78 (0.00}
Great Western ND (0.00 0.01 (0.00) 0.16 (0.001
Turkey Run ND (0.001 ND (0.00) ND (0.001
TOTAL LOADS6 1,805 63,889 261,128
~Loads were calculated using data from 1984.
2Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District wastewater treatment plant loads, 1985.
3SCDD = Spring Creek Debris Dam release. The SCDD watershed drains Iron
Mr. and Stowell Mines.
4The sum of the loads coming from Balaklala, Keystone, Early Bird, and Shasta King Mines.
5The sum of the loads coming from Mammoth, Golinsky, and Sutro Mines.
6Excludes SRCSD loads.
7Loading values do not exclude uncertain digits.
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Mercury

No mercury remediation projects have been identified.

Effectiveness of Current Progratns

[Work in Progress]

Since the majority of the work accomplished to-date has been around the remediation work being
accomplished at the Iron Mountain Mine Complex and neighboring mine site, only data associated
with this area are available. The following table, Table 2, illustrates the effectiveness of the current
program.                                                                       - ...

Priority Actions to Rednce Impacts of Mine Drainage

[Work in Progress]

Action 22A: Reduce metal loadings (e.g. cadmium, copper, mercury and zinc) to the Delta and
its tributaries by implementation of moderate on-site mine drainage remediation measures
developed in site-specific studies at inactive mine sites.

Expected Benefits:

Other Considerations:

Action 22B: Reduce metal loadings (e,g. mercury) to the Delta and its tributaries by
implementation of moderate on-site mine drainage remediation measures developed in site-
specific studies at abandoned mine sites.

Expected Benefits:

Other Considerations:

References:

Fujimara, Robert W., et al., Chemical and Toxicological Characterization of Keswick Reservoir
Sediments, 1995.

Montoya, Barry L. and Xiaomang Pan, Inactive Mine Drainage in the Sacramento Valley, California,
1992.

Montoya, Barry L., An Analysis of the Toxic Water Quality Impairments in the Sacramento-San
Joaquin Delta/Estuary, 1991.

MNDRAIN.WPD
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TABLE 2

lbs/day Copper
Pre-Remediation lbs/day Copper

Mine (1980) Current

Iron Mountain 800 200

Mammoth 70 70

Balaklala 200 20

Shasta King 3 1

Sutro 0.5 0.1

iGolinsky 1 1

Afterthought 5 5

Greenhorn 4.5 4.5

Bully Hill 4 4

Rising Star 5 5

Keystone 3 3

Stowell 3.5 2.5

Early Bird 3 0.1

TOTAL 1102.5 316.2
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Montoya, Barry L., et al., A Mass Loading Assessment of Major Point and Non-point Sources
Discharging to Surface Waters in the Central Valley, California, 1985.

Montoya, Barry L., et al., A Mass Loading Assessment of Major Point and Non-point Sources
Discharging to Surface Waters in the Central Valley, California, 1989.

Pacheco, Victor,. et al., The Effectos of Toxic Contaminants in Waters of the San Francisco Bay and
Delta, no date.

Sugarek, Richard, Iron Mountain Mine, Shasta County, California, unpublished.

State Water Resources Control Board, Report of the Technical Advisory Committee for Abandoned
Mines, 1994.                                              -      __- .............
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A TTA CHMENT B

URBAN &
INDUSTRIAL

RUNOFF A CTIONS

Actions to Reduce
Loadings/Concentrations of

CALFED Water Quality
Parameters of Concern due to

Urban & Industrial Runoff
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URBAN AND INDUSTRIAL RUNOFF
ACTIONS TO REDUCE LOADINGS OF

PARAMETERS OF CONCERN
(Actions 17, 18, 19, 20, 32A)

Goal

The goal of these actions is to maintain or improve water quality in the Sacramento,San Joaquin
Delta (Delta) so that all beneficial uses are protected (e.g. municipal, industrial aod agricultural water
supply, recreation, fish and wildlife).

Objective

The objective of these actions is to reduce the loading and/or concentration of water quality
parameters of concern attributable to URBAN AND INDUSTRIAL RUNOFF within the Sacramento
River and San Joaquin River Basins, Delta and Suisun Marsh.

Geographic Scope

The geographic scope is defined as all of the following:

¯ areas within the Delta
¯ areas outside of the Delta in which biological resources that use the Delta are impacted
¯ areas outside of the Delta that are significant source areas for parameters of concern in the Delta

Thus, the Sacramento River above Red Bluff Diversion Dam would be in-scope with respect to the
impact of metals concentrations and anadromous fish, but out of scope with respect to impacts on
organisms unrelated to Delta biological resources. Also, Salt Slough is in-scope as a significant
source of salt and trace element loading to the Delta.

Parameters of Concern Attributable to Urban attd Industrial Runoff

¯ Copper
¯ Zinc
¯ Mercury
¯ Carbofuran
¯ Chlorpyrifos
¯ Diazinon
¯ Ammonia
¯ Dissolved Oxygen
¯ Sodium
¯ SAR
¯ Salinity
¯ Pathogens

URBIND.WPD
12/6/96
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¯ pH
¯ TDS
¯ TOC
¯ Turbidity
¯ Nitrate

Estimated Paratneter of Concern Loadings due to Urban and Industrial Runoff

[Work In Progress]

Estimates of the total annual pollutant loads contained in stormwater runoff from urban and
industrial lands are shown in Table 1. These estimates assume that the quality of urban runoff from
the city of Sacramento is representative of all urban and industrial lands in the study area. Most, but
not all, of these pollutant loads will reach the Delta. Some non-conservative pollutants such as
BOD, ammonia and microbial pathogens may decay during transit in tributary streams. Others may
become absorbed onto particulate material and settle to the bottom of streams where they may
remain until moved downstream by large stream flows

Urban and industrial stormwater pollutants are typically delivered to natural surface waters by a
combination of underground drainage pipes and open channels. Flow .to surface waters from urban
drainage systems is greatest during storms but continues during dry periods and periods between
storms. During non-storm periods water enters urban drainage systems from the ground and as
surface runoff from poorly adjusted irrigation systems, car-washing, etc. Data gathered in
Sacramento indicates that flow from urban drainage systems during dry weather and between storms
contains fewer pollutants than stormwater runoff but higher concentrations of minerals.

In the Sacramento Valley most stormwater runoff occurg between November and April when river
flow and dilution is greatest, As a result, surface runoff has less impact on pollutant concentrations
in Delta water than it would if it occun’ed during the low flow months. The effects of urban runoff
are more likely to be felt in small creeks within or adjacent to the urban area where urban runoff
represents a large proportion of total flow.

Water Qaality Probletn Areas for Parameters of Concern

[Work In Progress]

This section will include a comparison of water quality parameter target ranges and measured levels
of parameters. Exceedences of target ranges that occur within the Delta, Sacramento, and San
Joaquin rivers will be identified.

URBIND.WPD
12/6/96
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TABLE 1
ESTIMATED STUDY AREA URBAN/INDUSTRIAL RUNOFF LOADSI

Constituent Total Pollutant Load Remarks
(tons/yr)

Total Copper 14.2

Total Zinc 108

Total Mercury 0.2

Carbofuran

Chlorpyrifos

Diazinon 0.2

Ammonia 400

Dissolved Not Estimated Non usually measured in urban runoff. See
Oxygen BOD.

Sodium

SAR

Salinity Concentration in urban runoff lower than in
Sacramento River water upstream of Delta.

Pathogens

pH pH of urban runoff usually in normal range for
unpolluted waters.

TDS 39,000 Concentration in urban runoff lower than in
Sacramento River water upstream of Delta.

TOC See BOD Not commonly measured in urban runoff.

Turbidity See TSS

Nitrate 1,100

Total Suspended 52,000
Solids

BOD 11,000
Additional information will be added as it is obtained.
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Current Progralns

[Work in Progress]

Large Cities

In the early 1990s, cities with populations exceeding 100,000 people prepared stormwater
management plans pursuant to the Clean Water Act (USC) $1,251 et seg). The plans include a
number of "best management practices" (BMPs) designed to reduce storrnwater pollutants. Best
management practices include non-structural source control measures and_structural controls.
Commonly employed non-structural source controls include stenciling of catch basins and drain
inlets, and public education to discourage disposal of inappropriate substances to the storm drains.
Structural controls include stormwater treatment devices and elimination of illicit sani~ory
connections to storm drainage systems. Most current stQrmwater plans emphasize non-structural
source controls, essentially urban "good housekeeping". They also typically include the elimination
of illicit connections. Few plans call for retrofitting urban storm drainage systems with treatment
devices, although some require the installation of treatment in new developments.

Small Cities

Regulations for control of stormwater discharges from cities with populations less than 100,000 have
not yet been promulgated by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.

Industries

Most industries with the potential to contaminate stormwater runoff are required to obtain a
discharge permit pursuant to the Clean Water Act. The requirement applies whether stormwater
from the industry is discharged directly to the environment or to a municipal stormwater system.
Permits typically require that an industry prepare, maintain, and implement a stormwater
management plan that includes a variety of source control best management practices such as
covering stored materials and routing heavily contaminated washwater and stormwater to the sanitary
sewer.

Effectiveness of Current Programs

[Work In Progress]

Most urban stormwater management plans including those developed for large cities in the study
area (Sacramento, Stockton, Modesto, etc.) are in the early stages of implementation. Consequently,
little data are available by which to judge their effectiveness. The data that are available indicate that
source control measures do not produce major improvements in runoff quality. While education may
change some human behavior, for example illicit dumping in storm drains, it is doubtful that the
targeted human behaviors contribute greatly to the overall urban runoff pollutant load. It is unlikely
that programs that emphasize source controls and elimination of illicit connections will substantially
reduce existing urban runoff pollutant loads. Most of the more significant urban runoff pollutants

URBIND.WPD
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are probably attributable to vehicle use, air pollutant fallout and wash-off from buildings. Such
sources are beyond the range of most current regulations and are difficult to control.

Programs that involve structural controls as well as source controls are likely to be more effective
than current programs. Retrofitting structural controls into existing urban development is difficult
and expensive and consequently rarely undertaken. Building structural controls into new
development is more practical than retrofitting existing systems.

Priority Actions to Reduce Itnpacts of Urban and Industrial Runoff

Action 17: Reduce urban and industrial water quality parameters of concern loadings to the
Delta and its tributaries by detention and strategic release of 20 to 30 percent of urban runoff
water. Action would involve retrofitting existing urban and industrial area~s with detent_ion
basins at the outlets of drainage basins contributing largest loadings of parameters of concern.

Expected Benefits: This action would involve retrofitting existing urban and industrial areas with
detention basins at the outlets of drainage basins with the highest potential for contamination of
stormwater. Pollutants would be removed from runoff by sedimentation. The following removal
rates are assumed for stormwater detained for eight hours; total suspended solids, 65 percent;
biochemical oxygen demand, 30 percent; ammonia and nitrate nitrogen, 25 percent; total copper and
mercury and diazinon, 50 percent; and total zinc, 45 percent. Other parameters of concern would
be unaffected. If it is assumed that 25 percent of runoff is treated and that it is 50 percent more
polluted than typical urban runoff, the total annual urban and industrial runoff loads would be
reduced as shown on Table 2.

Other Considerations: Retrofitting detention basins into existing urban development is often difficult
and expensive. In many cases several acres of land is needed at a drainage system outlet to
accommodate a detention basin. Parcels of this size are rarely available in developed urban areas
without acquisition of private land and demolition of existing structures.

Compatibility with On-going Programs: Action 17 is compatible with on-going programs both
external and internal to CALFED. It could best be implemented by building on the existing
stormwater regulatory program established pursuant to the Clean Water Act and administered by the
Regional Water Quality Control Board. To be effective, the existing program would have to be
expanded to cover cities with a population of less than 100,000.

Action 18: Reduce urban and industrial water quality parameters of concern loadings to the
Delta and its tributaries through enforcement of existing source control regulations for urban
and industrial runoff.

Expected Benefits: This action would involve increasing regulatory pressure to ensure that existing
source control regulations are fully enforced. Source control measures are probably more effective
for industrial rather than urban runoff. Source control measures have little effect on contaminants
from vehicular movements, an important source of pollutants in urban stormwater. It is estimated
that constituent loads in urban runoff could be reduced by source control as follows: diazinon, 5
percent; ammonia and nitrate nitrogen, 5 percent; total suspended solids, 10 percent. All other

URBIND.WPD
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TABLE 2
EFFECTIVENESS OF PROPOSED ACTIONS

Total Pollutant Load (tons/year)
With      With

Constituent Current Action 17 Action 18

Total Copper 14.2 11.5 14.2

Total Zinc 108 90 108

Total Mercury 0.2 0.16 0.2

Diazinon 0.2 0.16 0.19

Ammonia 400 362 380

’TDS 39,000 39,000 39,000

Nitrate 1,100 997 1,045

TSS 52,000 39,000 46,800

BOD 11,000 9,800 I 1,000
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constituents would be unaffected. The effect of Action 18 on total runoff loads is shown in Table
2.

Other Considerations: None.

Compatibility with On-going Programs: Action 18 is compatible with on-going programs both
external and internal to CALFED. It could best be implemented by building on the existing
stormwater regulatory program established pursuant to the Clean Water Act and administered by the
Regional Water Quality Control Board. To be effective, the existing program wo~iid have to be
expanded to cover cities with a population of less than 100,000.       ~ ._i-~-

Action 19. Reduce urban and industrial water quality parameters of concern loadings to the
Delta and its tributaries through provision of incentives for additional source control of urban
and industrial runoff. An example of an incentives might be to provide rebates~n construction
permit fees when erosion control measures have been applied.

Expected Benefits: As noted earlier, source control measures have only a limited effect on the quality
of urban runoff. Strong financial incentives for implementation of source control measures could
produce similar reductions in stormwater runoff loads as shown for Action 18.

Other Considerations: It may be administratively difficult to develop a stormwater pollutant source
control program based on financial incentives because determination of compliance is problematic
in the absence of physical facilities. It may be most practical for erosion control at construction sites
where inspectors on site for other purposes could check whether erosion control measures have been
applied, and if so provide a rebate on construction permit fees.

Compatibility with On-going Programs: Action 19 _i_s compatible with on-going programs both
external and internal to CAL_.FED. However,_ it is different in kind from the existing stormwater
program established pursuant to the Clean Water Act and administered by the Regional Water
Quality Control Board. The existing program relies on regulation rather than incentives.

Action 20. Reduce urban and industrial water quality parameters of concern loadings to the
Delta and its tributaries through better planning of new developments to reduce urban and
industrial runoff. Examples of better planning might include design of storm drainage systems
that target maximum in_fi!tration of stormwater into the ground or on-site or regional
stormwater sedimentation facilities that detain the majority of stormwater for at least 8 hours.

Expected Benefits: Acti_,gn 20 addresses new rather than existing urban and industrial development.
As part of better planning, the following controls might be built into new development.

¯ Storm drainage systems will be designed to cause infiltration of stormwater into the ground to
the maximum extent possible consistent with public and structural safety.

¯ On-site or regional stormwater sedimentation facilities will be built that detain 80 percent of
stormwater for at least 8 hours.
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The following removal rates are assumed for stormwater detained for 8 hour: total suspended solids,
65 percent; biochemical oxygen demand, 30 percent; ammonia and nitrate nitrogen, 25 percent; total
copper, 50 percent; total zinc, 45 percent.

Action 20 will have no effect on pollutant emissions in stormwater from existing urban and
industrial lands but will reduce the rate of increase in pollutant loads as development occurs.

Other Considerations: Building stormwater runoff controls into new development is easier than
retrofitting existing developed areas. Space can be provided in new development for detention
facilities and landscaped areas can be designed to maximize infiltration.

Compatibility with On-going Programs: Action 20 is compatible with on-going programs both
external and internal to CALFED. It could best be implemented by building on the existing
stormwater regulatory program established pursuant to the Clean Water Act and Administered by
the Regional Water Quality Control Board. Most urban stormwater plans prepared for cities with
a population of 100,000 or more include measures to reduce stormwater pollutants from new
development.

Action 32A: Provide incentives for pesticide users to increase implementation of best
management practices (BMPs) including integrated pest management (IPM) to reduce
pesticide loads and concentrations to the Delta and its tributaries from urban & industrial
runoff.

Expected Benefits: Action 32 would=involve requiring public and private entities including
homeowners to adopt integrated pest management practices. This may produce some reduction in
pesticide content of urban runoff.

Other Considerations: It would b~.relatively simple to implement Action 32 if it primarily involves
education and public information activities and the adoption of integrated pest management practices
by public agencies.

Compatibility with On-going Programs: Action 20 is compatible with on-going programs both
external and internal to CALFED. It could best be implemented by building on the existing
stormwater regulatory program established pursuant to the Clean Water Act and Administered by
the Regional Water Quality Control Board. Integrated pest management could be included as a best
management practice in urban stormwater management plans. To be effective the existing program
would have to be expanded to cover cities with a population of less than 100,000.
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REDUCTION IN PARAMETER OF CONCERN LOADINGS
DUE TO AGRICULTURAL DRAINAGE

(Actions 1, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 32B)

Goal

The goal of these actions is to maintain or improve water quality in the Sacramento-San Joaquin
Delta (Delta) so that all beneficial uses are protected (e. g. municipal, industrial and agricultural
water supply, recreation, fish and wildlife).

Objective

The objective of these actions is to reduce the loading and/or concentration of water quality
parameters of concern attributable to AGRICULTURAL DRAINAGE within the Sacramento and
San Joaquin river basins, Delta, and Suisun Marsh.

Geographic Scope

The geographic scope is defined as all of the following:

¯ areas within the Delta
¯ areas outside of the Delta in which biological resources that use the Delta are impacted
¯ areas outside of the Delta that are significant source areas for parameters of concern in the Delta

Thus, the Sacramento River above Red Bluff Diversion Dam would be in-scope with respect to the
impact of metals concentrations and anadrom0us fish, but out of scope with respect to impacts on
organisms unrelated to Delta biological resources. Also, Salt Slough is in-scope as a significant
source of salt and trace element loading to the Delta.

Agricultural drainage sources within the geographic scope will be discussed in four categories:

1. San Joaquin Valley subsurface drainage. Includes subsurface drainage from lands south of
the Delta whose subsurface drainage outlet is a tributary to the Delta.

2. San Joaquin Valley surface drainage. Includes surface drainage from lands south of the Delta
whose surface drainage outlet is a tributary to the Delta.

3. Delta drainage. Includes surface and subsurface drainage from lands in the Delta.
4. Sacramento Valley surface drainage. Includes surface drainage from lands north of the Delta

whose surface drainage outlet is a tributary to the Delta.

Parameters of Concern Attributable to Agricultural Drainage

¯ Boron
¯ Copper
¯ Selenium
¯ Carbofuran

AXNJD.WPD
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¯ Chlorpyrifos
¯ Chlordane
¯ Diazinon
¯ DDT
¯ PCB
¯ Toxaphene
¯ Ammonia
¯ Bromide
¯ Chloride
¯ Sodium
¯ SAR
¯ Salinity
¯ Nitrate
¯ Pathogens
¯ pH
¯ TDS
¯ Turbidity
¯ TOC

Estimated Parameter of Concern Loadings Due to Agricultural Drainage

[Work in Progress]

When evaluating water quality, it is helpful to make a distinction between surface and subsurface
drainage:

Surface drainage: During rainfall or irrigation, spme proportion of water may run off of the land
and enter surface drainage ditches and other water bodies. This runoff is surface drainage.
Constituents of surface drainage may include substances dissolved in rain or irrigation water when
it arrives to a field, plus substances dissolved in the water as it flows across the field, plus substances
sorbed onto material (soil and surface litter) that becomes suspended in the flowing water. To
varying degrees, pesticides and nutrients are sorbed onto solid materials. On Delta organic soils,
organic material (TOGS) can be suspended in runoff. The quality of surface drainage, therefore,
depends largely on the amount of suspended material. To help identify surface drainage sources, it
is useful to delineate the surface drainage area that flows to a water body.

Subsurface drainage: To grow crops, some lands must be artificially drained to lower shallow
groundwater levels. Shallow groundwater may seep into perforated drain pipes or intermittent field
ditches, and flows to collection ditches and ultimately to other water bodies. Shallow groundwater
contains dissolved constituents that may have migrated laterally to the area, that have been dissolved
from local soil minerals, and that are applied with irrigation water. Solutes concentrate in shallow
groundwater when plants are grown, since they generally absorb more water than solutes. Subsurface
drainage water, therefore, can contain relatively high concentrations of dissolved trace elements,
other salts, and organic compounds (TOC). These concentrations may become more problematic
when subsurface drainage is stored and allowed to evapoconcentrate. To identify subsurface drainage
sources, it is useful to identify areas meeting the following conditions:

AXNJD.WPD
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¯ shallow groundwater within the not zone
¯ artificial subsurface drainage installed and functioning
¯ subsurface drainage conveyed to the water body in question
¯ constituent concentrations in shallow groundwater high relative to levels of concern

Loads of parameters of concern differ broadly among the four agricultural drainage source areas cited
above. A general description follows, with more detailed data shown on Figures __ and Tables __
Also, Table 1 provides a list of potentially useful data resources that have been identified, most of
which have not yet been fully exploited. The data presented here are preliminary and intended for
discussion. This is not a definitive description of agricultural drain_age sources. Such a
description will require much more intensive exploitation of existing data, and perhaps some
new data development.

1. San Joaquin Valley subsurface drainage. Naturally saline lands and geologic sources of trace
elements, notably selenium, arsenic, and molybdenum, characterize some areas with artificial
subsurface drainage in the San Joaquin Valley. Because of this, some of the subsurface drainage
systems no longer discharge to water bodies tributary to the Delta. A Delta water quality data
base was developed by the Agricultural Water Quality Subteam. Points for which data were
collected (from existing DWR and USBR sources) are shown on Figure 1. Figure 2 shows the
relative salt and selenium loads to and in the San Joaquin River at a number of points.

2. San Joaquin Valley surface drainage. Surface drainage from irrigated land within this area
flows to the Delta, and to other water bodies within the geographic scope. Pesticide sources have
not been mapped in detail as yet.

3. Delta drainage. Drainage outlets within the Delta are shown on Figure 3. Soils of the Delta can
have high organic matter contents, resulting in elevated levels of TOC in drainage. Also,
drainage volumes are considerable, due to the low elevation of irrigated lands, many below the
level of adjacent water bodies.

4. Sacramento Valley surface drainage. Although considerable areas of the Sacramento Valley
have relatively high groundwater, subsurface drainage is not widespread, and little attention has
been given to characterizing its quality. However, surface drainage volumes are large, partly
owing to the nearly 500,000 acres of rice that is flood irrigated in the area. Surface drainage is
therefore the principal medium of loading to the Delta and other water bodies within the
geographic scope. As with the San Joaquin Valley, pesticide sources have not been mapped in
detail as yet. Existing source control programs in the Sacramento Valley will be discussed in the
next section.

Water Quality Problem Areas for Paratneters of Concern

[Work in Progress]

This section will include a comparison of water quality parameter target ranges and measured levels
of parameters. Exceedences of target ranges that occur within the Delta, Sacramento and San
Joaquin rivers will be identified.
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Current Programs

Two current programs will be discussed briefly:

The Drainage Reduction Program. Department of Water Resources: This program examined the
potential of a number of technologies and management tools to reduce subsurface agricultural
drainage. Examples include improved furrow irrigation, shallow groundwater management, tiered
water pricing, irrigation efficiency, and emerging irrigation technologies. The Supplemental
Information section provides a summary of funded projects.

The Rice Herbicide Program. Initiated by the California Department of Pest Regulation in 1984.
The herbicides are not included among the parameters of concern, but this may be largely due to this
program and the efforts made by the rice industry to reduce herbicide con~n~rati6n in surface
drainage. This program included establishment.of rice herbicide performance goals for the Colusa
Basin Drain and the Sacramento River. Holding times for rice irrigation water after herbicide
application were specified, and the rice industry installed a variety of innovative irrigation return
flow control systems.                                 -- --

Other programs, practices, and regulations that influence agricultural drainage water quality include
the following:

¯ Federal and state restrictions on the use and handling of pesticides.
¯ Voluntary implementation of IPM and BMP’s to reduce farming costs and pollution sources.

Other recommendations include those developed by a series of Technical Advisory Committees to
the California State Water Resources Control Board, covering the following areas:

¯ Irrigated agriculture
¯ Pesticide management
¯ Dairy and feedlot management
¯ Rangeland management
¯ Fertilizer management

Effectiveness of Current Programs

The Drainage Reduction Program

[Work in Progress]

The Rice Herbicide Program. Resulting reductions in rice herbicide concentrations were dramatic,
and generally in compliance with increasingly stringent performance goals. The program, context,
and results are described in the Supplemental Information section.
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Priority Actions to Reduce bnpacts of Agricultural Drainage

Many upland crops are grown in intensive cropping systems in this area, and most employ some
level of pesticide application.

Action 1: Control the timing of agricultural drainage to coincide with periods when dilution
flow is sufficient to achieve CALFED water quality target concentrations.

Expected Benefits: Reductions in loadings of parameters of concern associated with agricultural
drainage to waters within the geographic scope.

Other Considerations:
¯ This also implies temporary retention (storage) of drainage in source areas.
¯ Drainage from areas producing high concentrations of parameters of concern would be targeted.

Subsurface drainage return flow with high selenium concentrations is one example.
¯ Coordinate effort with existing programs.
¯ Discharge from storage would be problematic in dry years, when periods of high flow would not

occur.
¯ Discharge would be limited by Vernalis standards for water quality~
¯ Kesterson Reservoir was conceived for this purpose.

Action 11: Implement additional agricultural source control for water quality parameters of
concern found in agricultural surface and sub-surface drainage. Implementation may include
incentives and/or enforcement of existing regulations.

Expected Benefits: Reductions in loadings of parameters of concern associated with agricultural
drainage to waters within the geographic scope.

Other Considerations:
¯ Surface and subsurface drainage mobilize different constituents, and must be treated separately.

For example, pesticide and nutrient loads are principally in surface drainage, whereas salinity and
trace elements (from west side San Joaquin Valley lands), and TOC (from in-Delta lands) are
principally in subsurface drainage.

¯ Areas producing high concentrations of parameters of concern would be targeted. Subsurface
drainage return flow with high selenium concentrations is one example.

¯ Implementation strategy should differ between parameters for which load is principal concern
(salinity), relative to those for which concentrations are the principal concern (pesticides and
trace elements).

¯ Concentrate on load, considering EWMP’s when they can be cost-effectively related to load
reduction. A reduction in drainage volume without reduction in load will result in higher
concentrations. However, Ayers and Shrale (Irrigation efficiency and regional subsurface drain
flow in the west side of the San Joaquin Valley, no date) reported that the total load of Selenium
and Borion in drainage water was proportional to flow.

¯ Incentives or enforcement of existing regulations are included, although existing regulations
appear to be adequately enforced.

AXNJD.WPD
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¯ Source control could be effected by measures such as modification of field drainage systems;
pest, irrigation, and tailwater management to reduce pesticide loads; BMP’s to reduce pesticide
loads; and water conservation where it does not conflict with sustainable production (e.g., on
lands that have no drainage problem, but whose shallow groundwater flows to neighboring,
drainage affected lands).

¯ Coordinate effort with existing programs.

Action 13: Provide incentives to fallow or retire land that is a major source of water quality
parameters of concern. Landowner participation should be voluntary and by compensated
purchase or lease payment.

Expected Benefits: Reductions in loadings of parameters of concern associated with agricultural
drainage to waters within the geographic scope.                  -

Other Considerations:
¯ Marginally productive land to be targeted as a matter-of--pi:iority, since removal of~]-s land from

production would have the least impact on local socioeconomic, conditions and would likely be
more cost effective.

¯ Marginal benefit would be greater, marginal cost lower, for faii~wing of land during drought
years.

¯ Targeted parameters would be principally trace elements and TOC.
¯ Coordinate effort with existing programs.

Action 32B: Implement additional agricultural source control for water quality parameters
of concern found in agricultural surface and sub-surface drainage. Implementation may
include provision of incentives for pesticide users to increase implementation of best
management practices (BMPs) including integrated pest management (IPM) to reduce
pesticide loads and concentrations from agricultural drainage.

Expected Benefits: Reductions ~n 19adings of pesticides of concern associated with agricultural
drainage to waters within the geographic scope

Other Considerations:
¯ IPM technology is expensive to develop, therefore priority would be increased implementation

of existing technology that reduces pesticide loading.
¯ Incentives might serve to help farmers transition into technologies that involve significant startup

costs or risks.
¯ In the medium term, IPM could reduce production costs for some farms.
¯ Coordinate effort with existing programs.

Other Actions to Reduce Impacts of Agricultural Drainage

[Work in Progress]

Action 10: This action has been combined with Action 11.
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Action 12: Improve source irrigation water quality in sub-surface drainage source areas. All
things being equal, higher quality irrigation water will result in better quality drainage.

Expected Benefits: Reductions in loadings of salinity and trace elements associated with agricultural
drainage to waters within the geographic scope.

Other Considerations:
¯ Due to its large volume, water quality for irrigation is highly constrained, so that programs to

improve irrigation water quality might not be feasible.
¯ This action could be considered as a "no-action" alternative to actions that would result in

significant degradation of irrigation water quality.

Action 14: Reduce the loadings of water quality parameters of concern entering the Delta and
San Joaquin tributaries by concentrating and disposing of agricultural sub-surfa_c_e drainage
in evaporation ponds in the San Joaquin Valley.

Expected Benefits: Reductions in loadings of salinity and trace elem_ents associated with agricultural
drainage to waters within the geographic scope.

Other Considerations:
¯ Wildlife hazards are associated with concentrated subsurface drainage.
¯ Disposal of evaporite salts is environmentally problematic and costly.
¯ Construction and land costs of ponds are considerable.
¯ Concentrate effort in trace-element source areas.

Action 15: Reduce the loadings of water quality parameters of concern entering the Delta and
its tributaries by treating agricultural surface drainage and/or Delta agricultural sub-surface
drainage in constructed wetlands.

Expected Benefits:
¯ Reductions in loadings of  6- -a-s -0ciated with Delta agricultural drainage.
¯ Reductions in pesticides concentrations in treated surface drainage.

Other Considerations:
¯ Reduction in TOC inD~Ita wetlands may or may not be feasible.
¯ Size and cost of constructed wetlands might have to be large to have the desired impact.

Action 16: Reduce the loadings of water quality parameters of concern entering the Delta and
San Joaquin tributaries by treating a significant portion of San Joaquin agricultural sub-
surface drainage by reverse osmosis or other means.

Expected Benefits:
¯ Reductions in loadings of salt and trace metals associated with agricultural drainage to waters

within the geographic scope.
¯ Dilution flow available due to decreased diversion for irrigation.
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Other Considerations:
¯ Treated water would likely be reused locally, but may or may not replace other water supply.
¯ Treatment by reverse osmosis or other means might not be cost effective.

Compatibility with On-Going Programs

¯ Water quality standards, e.g. Vernalis
¯ Water quality performance goals, e.g. Colusa Basin Drain
¯ Drainage Reduction Program
¯ SWRCB task force recommendations ....
¯ District drainage control programs .....
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IMPROVEMENT OF WATER QUALITY
THROUGH WATERSHED MANAGEMENT

(Actions 21, 29, 30, 31)

Goal

The goal of these actions is to maintain or improve water quality in the Sacramento-San Joaquin
Delta (Delta) so that all beneficial uses are protected (e. g. municipal, industrial and agricultural
water supply, recreation, fish and wildlife).                        ~

Objective

The objective of these actions is to improve water quality (as defined by the parameters of concern
listed below) within the Sacramento River and San Joaquin River Basins, Delta and g~isun Marsh
through coordination with and/or assistance to local watershed management programs or other
efforts.

Geographic Scope

All areas within Sacramento, San Joaquin, and Delta watersheds, with emphasis on waterways below
major dams.

Parameters of Concern

¯ Cadmium
¯ Copper
¯ Mercury
¯ Selenium
¯ Zinc
¯ Carbofuran
¯ Chlorpyrifos
¯ Diazinon
¯ Ammonia
¯ Dissolved Oxygen
¯ Salinity
¯ Sodium
¯ Nitrate
¯ pH
¯ Temperature
¯ Total Dissolved Solids
¯ Total Organic Carbon
¯ Turbidity

WATERSHE.WPD
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Estimated Loadings

[Work in Progress]

Water Quality Problem Areas for Parameters of Concern

[Work in Progress]

This section will include a comparison of water quality parameter targetf~pge~ and measured levels
of parameters. Exceedences of target ranges that occur within the D~!.t~. S_~gramento, and San
Joaquin rivers will be identified.

Current Programs

[Work in Progress]

A number of localized watershed management efforts are underway in the hydrologic basin which
drains to the Delta. These efforts are motivated by a variety goals and objectives, including water
quality protection, riparian habitat restoration, habitat management, fishery enhancement, water
conservation, erosion control, wetlands protection, sustainable land use and development, and total
resource management. Stakeholders in these efforts are similarly varied, including local landowners,
community organizations, lumber companies, utility comPanies, corporations, local resource
conservation districts, reclamation districts, irrigation districts, counties, cities, flood control
agencies, state agencies (CDFG, DWR, RWQCB, DPR, CDF, SWRCB, CalTrans), federal agencies
(USFS, NRCS, EPA, USFWS, ACE, BLM, USDA, BOR, DOT, FHA), The Nature Conservancy,
The Audobon Society, California Waterfowl Association, Ducks Unlimited, California Trout, Inc.,
California Fly Fishermen, University of California, and UC Cooperative Extension.

The following is a brief description of watershed management efforts currently underway in the
Sacramento Valley, San Joaquin Valley and Delta. This listing is not comprehensive

Sacramento River Watershed Programs

Name Cache Creek
Location Cache Creek Basin, Yolo County, Colusa County, Lake County, and Napa County

(736,000 acres)
Description Environmental restoration along creek, wetland habitat creation, water quality

protection, control sediment loadings

Name California Mallard Program
Location Upper Stoney Creek, Glenn County, Colusa County, Tehama County (900 acres)
Description Manage grazing operations to benefit upland nesting habitat for birds, restore riparian

vegetation, protect water quality
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Name Laguna Creek and Deer Creek Watershed Study
Location Laguna Creek and Deer Creek, Sacramento County (20,000 acres)
Description Wetlands preservation and creation, water quality protection

Name Morrison Creek Project
Location Upper Morrison Creek, Cosurrmes River, Sacramento County (15,000 acres)
Description Preservation and creation of wetlands, resource management

Name Reclamation District 1500 River Basin Plan
Location Sutter County (68,000 acres)
Description Water quality protection, water quantity issues, water conservation

Name Sacramento River Project
Location Sacramento River, Tehama County, Butte County, Glenn County, Colusa County

(10,000 acres)
Description Restore riparian habitat along 100 mile reach of river between Red Bluff and Colusa

Name Sacramento River Watershed Program ........
Location Entire Sacramento River drainage, numerous counties (16 million acres)
Description Protect water quality, promote sustainable development, improve aquatic and riparian

habitat, total resource management

Name Yolo County Habitat Management Program
Location Yolo County
Description Multi-species habitat management and enhancement, sustainable agriculture, erosion

control

Name Hahn Road Watershed
Location Sacramento River, Colusa Basin Drain, Colusa County
Description Six water quality demonstration sites for reduction of nonpoint source pollutant

loadings into Colusa Basin Drain

Name Cow Creek CRMP
Location Cow Creek, Shasta County (185,500 acres)
Description Reduce fire hazard, improve riparian habitat, improve timber production

Name Lassen Willow Creek Watershed Project
Location Willow Creek, Lassen Creek, Modoc County (40,000 acres)
Description Improve water quality and fish habitat

Name Upper Pit River Watershed Project
Location Upper Pit River, Modoc County (359,000 acres)
Description Resource management to control soil erosion, protect water quality, sustain

agricultural, recreational and rural activities
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Name Lassen Watershed Project - Mill Creek
Location Mill Creek, Tehama County (85,800 acres)
Description Erosion control, fisheries protection, water quality protection, riparian habitat

protection, sustainable land use and development

Name Big Chico Creek Watershed Project
Location Big Chico Creek, Butte County and Tehama County
Description Fisheries protection, water quality protection, riparian hab!tat protection

Name Deer Creek Watershed Project
Location Deer Creek, Tehama County "
Description Fisheries protection, sustainable land uses and economy, hab!tal:, protection, land

stewardship

San Joaquin River Watershed Programs

Name Selenium Total Maximum Monthly Load (TMML) for San Joaquin River
Location Grasslands watershed (south of Mendota)
Description Agricultural stakeholders participated in the development of a TMML for selenium

discharges to the San Joaquin River. This TMML will be administered by the
Central Valley Regional Board as part of its recently adopted Basin Plan. This is an
ongoing program to work with stakeholders to meet selenium waste discharge
requirements ....................

Name San Joaquin River National Water Quality Assessment (NAWQA) Program
Location San Joaquin River and tributaries
Description This three-year sampling effort was conducted by the U.S. Geological Survey

between 1991 and !994, including physical, chemical, and biological monitoring of
surface and gr6und waters within the San Joaquin River system. Sampling stations
were located on the San Joaquin River, the Merced, Stanislaus, and Tuolumne
Rivers, and in Mud and Salt Sloughs, Orestimba Creek, and Turlock Irrigation Drain
Lateral No. 5. USGS staff are currently compiling and analyzing the results of the
sampling efforts

Name Stanislaus Work Group
Location Stanislaus River
Description Developing interim and long term watershed management approaches for the

Stanislaus River watershed in order to meet salinity water quality objectives at
Vemalis. Interim approach (for years 1997-98) currently being finalized. (I believe
Bureau of Reclamation is involved/overseeing these efforts
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Name Panoche/Silver Creek Coordinated Resource Management and Planning (CRMP)
Location Panoche Creek, Silver Creek, San Joaquin River
Description Cooperative effort of 18+ agencies/organizations and 20+ private landowners to

reduce flooding and selenium contamination along Panoche Creek and the City of
Mendota, and to improve the riparian condition of the watershed. Addresses
agriculture, erosion control, grazing, mining, riparian, and other resource
management issues.

Name Dormant Spray Pesticide Management Efforts ~..~ -: "
Location San Joaquin Valley
Description Depart~nent of Pesticide Regulation efforts to-develop managemen[ programs/BMPs

for dormant crop pesticide sprays containing diazinon and chlorpyrifos

Name Salinity Management Program for San Joaquin River
Location San Joaquin River (primarily westside dischargers)
Description Central Valley Regional Board in the early stages of initiating a stakeholder-based

effort aimed at meeting salinity water quality objectives at Vernalis

Other Small-Scale related efforts:

¯ Tuolumne River Salmon Habitat Enhancement - Ruddy Project

¯ Root Creek Study

¯ Magneson Pond Isolation and Stream Habitat Modification

Delta Watershed Programs

[Work in Progress]

Effectiveness of Current Progratns

It is premature to judge the effectiveness of many of the ongoing efforts on Delta water quality and
ecosystem integrity. Most programs have been effective in the recruitment of stakeholders,
mobilization of local interests and the development of community awareness around specific issues.

Priority Actions to hnprove Water Quality

Action 21: Promote and support efforts of local watershed programs that improve water
quality parameters of concern within the Delta and Delta tributary watersheds. Efforts may
include coordination, incentives, and/or other assistance.

Expected Benefits. Benefits include local project support, interest-based solutions to conflicts,
greatly expanded information base available through monitoring and data management activities
common to most programs which will lead to better decision-making in the long term, greatly

WATERSHE.WPD
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expanded public outreach and education possibilities, increased efficiency at all levels through
coordination, collaboration and elimination of redundancies.

Other Considerations. Problem identification and solution is slower but potentially more durable
with the watershed approach; most approaches rely heavily on consensus driven solutions and
voluntary participation in problem solving; coordination will require diligence and adequate funding.

Compatibility with On-going Programs. _

Actions 29 and 30 -Improve water quality parameters of concern within the Delta and its
tributaries by restoring or improving riparian habitat.

Expected Benefits. Benefits include an improved ecosystem, reduction of significant ecosystem
stresses, and improved conditions for species of concern.

Other Considerations. Improvements will be gradual. Action will not be successful in isolation,
they must be an element of a comprehensive watershed approach.

Compatibility with On-going Programs.

[Work in Progress]

Action 31: Identify and implement actions to address potential toxicity to water and sediment
within the Delta and its tributaries by conducting toxi_city testing and toxicity identification
evaluations and/or other appropriate methods. Coordinate these efforts with other programs.

Expected Benefits. Benefits include better understanding of ambient conditions and of toxic
stressors, ~mproved ability to focus solutions on significant problem areas, and improved ability to
communicate the need for solutions.

Other Considerations. This action must be part of an overall information collection effort to improve
the understanding of factors influencing water quality and associated beneficial uses. There may be
an opportunity to utilize or contribute to ongoing or planned efforts under existing watershed
programs.

Compatibility with On-going Programs.

[Work in Progress]

References:

[Work in Progress]

Conversation with Joseph Domagalski at USGS

WATERSHE.WPD
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Conversation with Kathy Freas, CH2M HILL- 12/3/96

Conversation with Joe Karkoski, EPA assigned to State Board - 12/3/96

Conversation with Jerry Bruns, Central Valley Regional Board

WATERSHE.WPD
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REDUCTION OF MUNICIPAL AND INDUSTRIAL WASTE
DISCHARGES TO THE DELTA

(Actions 23, 24, 25 & 27)

Goal

The goal of these actions is to maintain and improve water quality in the Sacramento-San Joaquin
Delta (Delta) so that all beneficial uses are protected (e.g. municipal, industrial and agricultural water
supply, recreation, fish and wildlife).

Objective

The objective of these actions is to reduce the loading and/or concentration of parameters of concern
attributable to municipal and industrial dischargers within the Sacramento and San Joaquin river
bains, Delta, and Suisun Marsh .............

Geographic Scope

The geographic scope is defined as all of the following:

¯ areas within the Delta
¯ areas outside of the Delta in which biological res0urces.~hat us~ the Delta are impacted
¯ areas outside of the Delta that are significant source areas for parameters of concern in the Delta

Thus, the Sacramento River above Red Bluff Diversion Dam would be in-scope with respect to the
impact of metals concentrations and anadromous fish, but out of scope with respect to impacts on
organisms unrelated to Delta biological resources. Also, Salt Slough is in-scope as a significant
source of salt and trace element loading to the Delta.

Targeted Parameters of Concern Attributable to Municipal attd Industrial
Discharges

¯ Cadmium
¯ Copper
¯ Zinc
¯ Mercury
¯ Chlorpyrifos
¯ Diazinon
¯ Ammonia
¯ Dissolved Oxygen
¯ Nutrients (Nitrate)
¯ Pathogens
¯ Salinity (TDS)
¯ Turbidity
¯ Temperature

WASTE.WPD
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¯ Unknown Toxicity

Estimated Parameter Loading Due to Municipal attd Industrial Discharges

[Work in Progress]

¯ Sacramento Regional
¯ West Sacramento
¯ Stockton
¯ Tracy
¯ Modesto
¯ Redding
¯ Red Bluff ............

Water Quality Problem Areas for Paratneters of Concern

[Work in Progress]

This section will include a comparison of water quality parameter target ranges and measured levels
of parameters. Exceedences of target ranges that.0ccur within the Delta, Sacramento and San
Joaquin rivers will be identified.

Current Programs

[Work in Progress]

There are current programs through the Regional Water Quality Control Boards and the Coast Guard
to regulate and control discharges.

Effectiveness of Current Programs

[Work in Progress]

The effectiveness of the current RWQCB programs at limiting loadings of municipal discharges to
the Delta is thought to be very high. However, the effectiveness of the programs to control boat
discharges is unknown.

Priority Actions to Reduce Impacts of Municipal and Industrial Discharges

Action 23: Control discharges of domestic wastes from boats within the Delta and its
tributaries by more extensive enforcement of existing regulations.

Expected Benefits: The main benefit will be the reduction in pathogen loading from point source
discharges near water supply intakes and in recreational areas.

WASTE.WPD
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Other Considerations: It is unknown what impact the current discharges have on water quality. The
method of implementing this action might be to provide additional boats and manpower to carry out
enforcement and educational activities.

Other Actions to Reduce Impacts of Municipal and Industrial Discharges

[Work in Progress]

Action 24: Reduce water quality parameters of concern loadings to the Delta and its tributaries
by treating a portion of upstream municipal wastewater effluent in wetlands.

Expected Benefits: Wetlands that treat domestic wastewat~.r_ have been dem__onstrated to reduc.e
metals and nutrients in the discharge.                                - .... = ~-

Other Considerations: Wetlands treatment may increase the concen~tration to Total_ Qrganic Carbon
(TOC) in the effluent. From a practical standpoint this action will only apply to those dischargers
on the Sacramento River including Sacramento Regional, Wes[.Sac.!~amento, and Stockton and Tracy
in the southern Delta. Wetlands may concentrate parameters of concern.

Action 25: Reduce point source water quality parameters of concern loadings to the Delta and
its tributaries through cost effective control of industrial and municipal wastewater discharges.
Methods may include encouragement of pollutant credit trading.

Expected Benefits: The major benefit that is expected from th~s program is the reduction in metals
from other discharges such as mines.

Other Considerations: The Cali_f_o_rnia Associ~_ ~on of S_~n~tation Agencies (CASA) has a position
paper in favor of pollution credit trading, and has developed a proposed program.

Action 27: Reduce point source water parameters of concern loadings to the Delta and its
tributaries through control of industrial and municipal wastewater discharges. Methods may
include incentives for reclamation and reuse.

Expected t~enefits: Un~_e....r_.Lhj~.program there would be a percentage reduction in pollutant loading
equal to the amount of reclaimed water used.

Other Considerations: F~pm a practical standpoint this action would apply only to those dischargers
on the Sacramento River including Sacramento Regional, West Sacramento, and Stockton and Tracy
in the southern Delta. This action could also reduce the amount of water withdrawn from the system
at those locations by replacing the amount of treated water used for uses replaced by reclamation.

Compatibility With On-Going Programs

It is the stated policy of the State of California that both the elimination of boat discharges, and the
reduction of pollutant loading are goals. Water reclamation is a long term goal in California.

WASTE.WPD
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IMPROVEMENTS TO DOMESTIC
WATER TREATMENT FACILITIES

(Actions 26, 28A, 28B)

Goal

The goal of these actions is to maintain and improve water quality in the Sacramento-San Joaquin
Delta (Delta) to protect domestic water supplies as a beneficial use.             .=

Objective

The objective of these actions is to improve water treatment technology an~:::~ imProve source water
quality conditions in the Delta.                                   : ....

Geographic Scope

The water utilities that will be considering improvements tO their treatment technology range
throughout the State and Federal water project area in Alameda; Contra Costa, Napa, Solano, Santa
Clara, San Joaquin, Fresno, Kings, Kern, Los Angeles, Ventura, Of~fi~;::~iverside, San Bernardino,
and San Diego Counties. The areas where improvement to source water quality are desired are in the
Delta, primarily at or near the North Bay Aqueduct, Rock Slough, Mallard Slough, Old River,
Clifton Court Forebay, and the Tracy Pumping Plant."

Parameters of Concern to Domestic Water Agencie~

¯ Bromide
¯ Nutrients (Nitrate)
¯ Total Organic Carbon
¯ Pathogens
¯ Salinity (TDS)
¯ Turbidity

Estimated Parameters of Concern Loadings to Domestic Water Utility Intakes

[Work in Progress]

Water Quality Problem Areas for Parameters of Concern

[Work in Progress]

The two major problem constituents are Total Organic Carbon (TOC) and bromide. TOC is a
potential problem when it is above 2 rag/L, and a major problem when it is above 4 mgFL. Bromide
is a minor problem when it is above 50 ppb, and a major problem when it is above 150 ppb.

Water supply intake areas within the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta are the primary areas of concern.

WATER.WPD
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This section will include a comparison of water quality parameter target ranges and measured levels
of parameters. Exceedences of target ranges that occur within the Delta, Sacramento and San
Joaquin river basins will be identified.

Current Programs

[Work in Progress]

Currently, numerous water agencies are evaluating ways to upgrade their treatment facilities as
detailed in Actions 26 and 28 below. There are no current operational programs to improve source
water quality near intakes.

Effectiveness of Current Programs

[Work in Progress]

Water quality has improved in those water utilities that have undertaken improvements to treatment
technology.

Priority Actions to Improve Domestic Wate~ Quality

No actions where identified as Priority Actions for this goal.

Other Actions to Improve Domestic Water Quality

Action 26: Reduce the formation of disinfection by-products, and their concentration in the
domestic water supply, resulting from the use 0f ~chlorine in water treatment plants.
Conversion of facilities from chlorine to ozong :would serve to reduce the formation of
disinfection by-products~~ "             ¯ ::~

Expected Benefits: The use 0~ pzP_~e,....v_ersus chlorine, as a primary disinfectant, would reduce the
formation and concentration of disinfection by-products.

Other Considerations: Elevated bromide concentrations as a result of sea water intrusion would
present aproblem with the use of ozone because of the formation of bromate.

Action 28A: Improve treated drinking water quality parameters of concern by providing
incentives for the addition of enhanced coagulation, ozone, granular activated carbon filtration
and/or membrane filtration facilities to the water systems treating water from the Delta.

Expected Benefits: These potential changes to treatment facilities will improve drinking water
quality,

Other Considerations: Some existing facilities may not be able to retrofit would these technologies
because of the age, location and configuration of the water treatment plants.

WATER.WPD
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Action 28B: Improve source water quality parameters of concern at domestic water supply
intakes, as identified in the geographic scope, by reducing Delta Island discharges that are
high in TOC or other compounds that impact source water quality, or by relocating water
supply intakes to areas that are not influenced by those discharges.

Expected Benefits: Improvement in source water quality will improve treated drinking water quality
and lower the cost of treatment.

Other Considerations: Reducing Delta Island discharges may have an adverse impact on Delta
agriculture.

Compatibility With On-Going Programs

Improvements to drinking water treatment plant technology will not impact other programs in the
Delta, but will have a cost impact on domestic water users. Reduction of Delta Island discharges or
relocation of water supply intakes may have an adverse impact on Delta agricultm;e that could
require mitigation.

WATER.WPD
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REDUCTION IN PARAMETER OF CONCERN
CONCENTRATIONS TO THE SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BY THE

ADDITION OF DILUTION WATER
(Actions 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7)

Goal

The goal of these actions is to maintain or improve water quality in the Sacramento-San Joaquin
Delta (Delta) so that all beneficial uses are protected (e.g. municipal, industrial~and agricultural water
supply, recreation, fish and wildlife). ’:.

Objective ~:- ¯

The objective of these actions is to reduce the concentration of water quality parameters of concern
by the addition of dilution water from one or more sources to th~":’~an Joaquin River..

Geographic Scope

The area for these actions is primarily the San Joaquin River watershed area. These actions are
designed to reduce the concentration of water qualityparameters of conce~ entering the Delta and
its tributaries from the San Joaquin Valley during low :flovc~-.periods by acquiring dilution water
(50,000 to 100,000 acre feet).

Parameters of Concern

¯ Boron
¯ Selenium
¯ Carbofuran
¯ Chlorpyfifos
¯ Diazinon
¯ Bromide
¯ Chloride
¯ Sodium-
, SAR
¯ Salinity
¯ Nutrients (Nitrate)
¯ pH
¯ TDS

Estimated Parameter of Concern Loadings

[Work in Progress]
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Water Quality Problem Areas for Parameters of Concern

[Work in Progress]

The main problem area is in the San Joaquin River from Vernalis downstream to the Delta. This
section will include a comparison of water quality parameter target ranges and measured levels of
parameters. Exceedences of target ranges that occur within the Delta, Sacramento, and San Joaquin
rivers will be identified.

Current Programs

[Work in Progress] ~

Currently there are no dilution water addition programs in this watershed.

Effectiveness of Current Programs

[Work in Progress]

Dilution Actions to Redace the Impacts of Targeted Parameters of Concern

No actions were identified as priority actions for this goal.

Other Dilution Actions to Reduce Impacts of Targeted Parameters of Concern

Action 2: Reduce the concentration of water quality parameters of concern entering the Delta
and its tributaries during low flow periods by acquiring dilution water (50,000 to 100,000 acre-
feet) from willing sellers. Action is primarily targeted at the San Joaquin River.

Expected Benefits: The benefit ~n_d.. this action would be to provide dilution water to the San Joaquin
River during low flow periods to improve the water quality in the lower San Joaquin River and the
Delta.

Other Considerations: Presumably the original use for this water would either have to be eliminated
or a supplemental water source supply found.

Action 3: Reduce the concentration of water quality parameters of concern entering the Delta
and its tributaries during low flow periods by acquiring dilution water (50,000 to 100,000 acre-
feet). Water would be acquired by providing incentives for more efficient water management
of dams, including reservoir re-operation. Action is primarily target primarily at the San
Joaquin River.

Expected Benefits: This action would have the same expected benefits as Action 2.

Other Considerations: Presumably the best opportunities for this option would be from those
reservoirs on streams tributary to the San Joaquin River.

DILUTION.WPD
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Action 4: Reduce the concentration of water quality parameters of concern entering the Delta
and its tributaries during low flow periods by acquiring dilution water (50,000 to 100,000 acre-
feet) through urban water conservation. Action is primary targeted at the San Joaquin River.
Conservation might be achieved through use of incentives for implementation of best
management practices by more suppliers and water users. Implementation of the action may
reduce demand for existing water and may make dilution water available (including transfers),
especially on the San Joaquin River.

Expected Benefits: This action would have the same expected benefits as Actions 2and 3.

Other Considerations: The water utilities that may be subject to this optip!~ co~}d either be existing
State or Federal water project contractors or other utilities tha~}-ake wa~i~i~r~-~?iy from the system.
An example of implementing this action may include wgter conservation inthe Sacrament9 to
provide water for transfer to the San Joaquin River.     ~ .... ’

Action 5: Reduce the concentration of water quality parameters of concern entering the Delta
and its tributaries during low flow periods by acquiring dil__u~t~0_n~=ater (50,000 to 100,000 acre-
feet) through greater use of reclaimed wastewater. Action is :primarily targeted at the San
Joaquin River. Reclamation projects could inciUde: rechagge, groundwater, use for
agricultural irrigation, recycling and treating foF potable or nofiip6iable urban, use of grey
water, and storage for use in meeting X2 standards.. Reclamation programs would focus on
facilities that currently discharge treated wastewater.to salt sinks or other degraded bodies of
water that are not reusable.

Expected Benefits: This action wou_ld_o’h~.ave the ~same expec_t.ed benefits as Actions 2, 3, and 4..

Other Considerations: The greatest opportunity for reclamation in State and Federal water project
areas is probably in the Sacramento metropo!ita0 and San Francisco Bay areas.

Action 6: Reduce the concentration of water quality parameters of concern entering the Delta
and its tributaries by treating agricultural drainage and releasing it during periods of low flow
for dilution purposes.

Expected Benefits:
¯ Dilution to reduce concentrations of parameters of concern.
¯ Removal of parameters of concem loads from a portion of agricultural drainage.

Other Considerations:
¯ Treatment of agricultural drainage for removal of principal parameters of concern has not been

demonstrated.
° Potential for removal of pesticides by "in-field treatment" has been demonstrated for the special

case of rice, which provides something like wetlands treatment.
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Action 7: Reduce the concentration of water quality parameters of concern entering the Delta
and its tributaries during low flow periods by acquiring additional dilution water through
enhanced seasonal recharge and development of additional groundwater supplies. Water
would be used for dilution, especially on the San Joaquin River.

Expected Benefits: This action would have the same expected benefits as Actions 2, 3, 4, and 5.

Other Considerations: One of the candidate areas for development of additional groundwater
supplies may include the Sacramento Valley. Discharge of ground water to the Saci:amento River
for later diversion into the Delta Mendota Canal and release to the Mendota Pool is an example.

Compatibility With On-Going Programs     ~. ’

[Work in Progress]

Provision of "new" water for dilution in the San Joaquin River will impact one or more of the
existing water users, and it may conflict with existing uses.. :.
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Project Sites̄
\                /

STOCK’TON~      /
\ / T]JOLUMN£

C ffo a

N JOSE
.

MADE~

Made~

FRESNO

Poinm

1 We~side R~oume Cons~Natlon DiNr~

~ Harris Fa~s~estlands Water Di~r~

3 O’Neill Far~estlands Water Dl~rla
Davis Fa~ing~roadview Water Distd=

TrI-Fa~lan~ Water
~h~veste~roadvlew Water Dlstr~

5 Panoche W~er Dl~rI~

6 Cen~ Califomla Irrigation Di~rl~ & other
local water distr~s

7 Broadview Water Di~ri~ ~ _

8 Murdeta Far~, Mendot~CDFA

Q Stretch of San Joaquin RivedUSGS

10 Pan.he Water

DEC-OS-Ig96 88:39 916 243 1654 97~. P. 18

D o33114 -
D-033114



12/05/96 08:40    ’~916 243 1654 CH2M HILL RDD ~019/040

Westside RCD Program

WESTSIDE RESOURCE CONSERVA- Specifically, the program performs the
TION DISTRICT This on-farm cost- following tasks:
sharing implementation program is
helping participating growers evaluate /’~ Field assessment prior to pre-
their existing ir~gation systems and irrigation;
irrigatlon management pracdces. Based
on each evaluation, recommendations for /k Pre-irrigation evaluation;
scheduling and irrigation management
improvement are provided, The pro~xam /~ Post-planting irrigation evaluation;
is operated in cooperation ~th West- and
lands Water District.

Production of a final report.

With each task, a report is ~iven to the
grower with recommendations.
don scheduling is provided to the grower
throughout the irrigation season.
Scheduling reports are ~Iven to the
grower in a timely manner so recommen-
dations can be incorporated into subse-
quent irrigation events.

Location
Westlands Water District

Contractor
Westside Resource Conser-
vation District

Cost
$310,000 per year:
$110,000 cost to the State &
$200,000 from the WRCD:
cooperating growers contrib-
ute an additional sum of
about $300,000

DEC-05-1996 08:39 916 243 1654 97Z P.19
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Emerging Irrigation
Technology

This on-farm project is demonstrating Four irrigation systems are being tested.
emerging irrigation technologies to re- These are:
duce applied water and drainage.

A 40-acre l"~w-energy precision ap-
plication (LEPA) Irzigation system;

A 40-acre subsurface drip irflga-
don system;

z~ A 40-acre furrow system with
~mproved manaf~ement of timing
and amount of the irrigation; and

A 40-acre fl.UTOW system managed
according to prevailing in-igatton
practices.

This project is monitoring:

~ Quantity and quality of h-dgation
water applied and re.sulting drain-
age flows;

/~. Quality of ground water and
ground water elevations; and

Soft salinity, soil moisture, and
crop yield.

Location The results of this study will form the
Harris Farms basis for recommendations on system
Wesflands Water District performance and irrigation management

to reduce water use and drainage flows.
Contractor

Boyle Engineering

Cost
$300,000 over three years
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! proved .Furrow

This on-farm project demonstrates howAt the O’Neill Farm, controlled volume-
to reduce applied irrigation water and tolevel furrows technology and irrigation
increase irrigation efficiency and distri- management are being used with the
bution uniformity while maintaining or following concepts:
increasing yield levels. This is done by
applying advanced technology, innova-~ Laser-leveled zero slope furrows;
tire concepts, and automation systems
to furrow irrigation management, iN Center-fed furrows and short fur-

rows;

Pressure control systems;

Automated shut-off, of the irriga-
tion system; and

/~ Automatic set changes.

At Davis Farming, surge flow/torpedo
technology and irrigation management
are being used with the following con-
cepts:

Short furrows aud gated pipe;

Run-off. feedback and taft water
management; and

Location ~ Automated set changes and soft
O’Neill Fan~ moisture monitoring.
Wesflands Water District

For both fields, quantity and quality of
Davis Farming Irrigation and drainage water, water
Broadview Water District table, ran-off, soft moisture, and soft

’ salinity are being monitored. Results of
(Each field is 160 acres) this study will be used to develop recom-

mendations for improved management of
Contractor furrow irrigation systems.

Dellavalle Laboratory, Inc.

Cost                                         ,,
$253,300 over three years
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Shallow Ground Water
Management

These two 160-acre-field on-farm studies_At Echeveste, a new drainage system
have been designed to monitor and man-with relatively shaUower drain depths
age shallow ground elevation for two will be installed. The plan is to diff---
reasons. One is to control the water tiate and drain the upper layer of shal-
table as a viable source of moisture for low ground watei-, which is lower in
crop evapot~anspiration demand. Thesalinity and selenium.
other is to differentiate the shallow por-
tion of ground water (less In total dis- At Tri-Farm, the existing tile draJ~ will be
solved salts and selenium) from the modified by installing flow-control valves.
deeper portion (with relatively higher The valves will allow the lowering or
total dissolved salts and selenium), raising of the water table by dosing or

opening the valves respectively. This
practice may allow use of ground water
by crops since the water table can be
managed at the root zone. For both
fields, extensive work includes:

/~ Monitoring irrigations and evaluat-
ing irrigation distribution uniform-
ity and irrigation efficiency:

~ Monitoring quantity and quality of
irrigation water, drainage flows,
taft water, and run-off;

/X Monitoring shallow ground water
depth, fluctuation, and quality;

Locatioa ~ Monitoring salinity, selenium.
Tri-Farm boron, and molybdenum in irfiga-
Wesflands Water District tton and drafnage flows as well as

in shallow ground water;
Echeveste
Broadview Water District /X Monitoring soft salinity and soft
(Will start at the end of I989) moisture status; and

Contractor                         Z~ Monitoring crop yield and quality.
JMLord. Inc.

For both fields, data ~ be compared
Cost with the historical data on quality and

$I 75,000 over three years quantity of water use and drainage flows.
Recommendations will be made on the
feasibility and economics of such sys-
tems.
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Irrigation Efficiency &
Regional Subsurface

Drainage Flows
This study is designed to identify rela- The on-farm study is being conducted
tionships among irrigation efficiency, over the entire area of the water district
drainage volumes, land elevation, cropto:
type, and soil type. The study will iden-
tify geographic areas where irrigation ~ Identify relationships among irri-
management improvement and technol- gatlon efficiency, drainage vol-
ogy transfer can reduce drainage within umes, land elevation, crop type.
and outside of the district, and soft type;

Identify drainage water originated
on-farm versus lateral subsurface
flow originating upslope;

/~. Correlate drain flows with irriga-
tion or rainfall events both within

’ and updope of the study area; and

~ Model the water balance for the
region studied based on the knowl-
edge of crop, soft. irrigation effi-
ciency, water use, drain flows, and
hydraulic gradients for lateral
ground water flow.

Quality and quantity of the irrigation
and drainage water are also being moni-

Location toted.
Panoche Wate.T District

Contractor
Panoche Water District in
cooperation with the U.S.
Department of Agriculture/
Agricultural Research Serv-
ice

Cost
$171,000 over three years

DEC-05-$996 88:45 956 243 $654 97X P.23

D--0 3 3 1 1 9
D-033119



12/05/96 08:42 ’~916 243 1654 CH2M HILL RDD ~024/040

Water Conservation
Coordinator

This project involves developing, coordi- The water conse~arion coordinator is
hating, and implementlng on-farm waterdevelbping both educational and implem-
conservation programs for eight irfiga- entatlon programs, to help growers im-
tlon districts in the San JoaquLn Valley prove their irdgafion management prac-
d~ainage problem area. rices. The programs will be implemented

according to the specific needs of each
district.

Educational activities consist of:

/~ A newsletter, The New Irrigator,
that is being mailed to the g~owe~
in the azed. This newsletter ad-
dresses important soft-water-crop-
production relationships, efi~cient
irfigatlon practices, when to in-i-
gate, how much water to apply,
and how to modify in~gation prac-
tices; and

Seminm-s that are tailored to
proving water conservation meth-
ods for the specific needs of each
district based on thei~ in-igation
systems, crops, and softs.

Location Implementation prog’fams include:
Central California Irrigation
Dist.rtct, Broadv~ew Water Dis- /~. Close work a~d cooperation be-
trict, Firebaugh Canal Water tween the districts and growers on
District, Grassland Water Dis- water conservation measures such
trtct, Panoche Drainage Dis- as taft water re-use systems, use of
trict, Panoche Water District, gated pipes, use of soft moisture
San Luis Canal, and San Luis information to determine when to
Water District tn-igate and how much water to ’

apply, and improvements of exist-
Contractor ing irrigation systems.

Central California In-igation
District

Cost
$225.000 over three years

D~0331 20
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Tiered-Block Water
Pricing

The objective of this study is to test the Broadview Water District is assembling
effectiveness of tiered-block water pricingbaseline data on the district’s historic
in reducing irrigation water use withoutwater use and drainage flow by crop.
reducing the crop yield.

Thee water district researchers are moni-
Based on the c~op and soil of the grower,toting crop water use and drainage water
certain seasonal water use is priced at aquality and quantity for the 1989 izTiga-
f~xed rate. If a grower uses more than tion season under:
the predetermin." ed amount of water, he
must pay a much higher rate for each /k The regular pricing system; and
exCxa unit of water. This method does
not limit the water supply to the grower Z~x A tiered-block water pricing
but requires the grower to pay for use of method with a 250-percent higher
excess water, price than the regular pricing

system for water used in excess of
crop need.

The results of this study will de~tmine
the effectiveness of tiered-block water
pricing on reducing the amount of water
applied.

L~cation         ""
Broadview Water District

Contractor
Broadview Water District

Cost
$50,000 over two years
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Agroforestry

The feasibility of agroforestry {eucalyptusThe California Department of Food and
trees and atriplex plants} to reduce sa- Agriculture is:
line drainage and to lower the water
table is being studied. In this study, /% Conducting water and salt balance
drainage water from a 28-acre eucalyp- studies in 28-acres of eucalyptus
ms plot is being used to irrigate atriplex and 5-acres of atriplex plants;
plants,

z~ Estimating the actual evapotran-
spiration;

Monitoring Lrrigatton quantity and
quarry;

/% Monitoring subsurface flows of
water and salt; and

Assessing overall water and salt
balance in the experimental sites
taking into account surface water
inputs, lateral inflows and out-
flows, surface run-off, evapotran-
sph’atlon, tile drainage, rise or fall
of shallow ground water, and
changes in soft water content.

Location
Murrieta Farms, Mendota

Contractor
California Department
of Food and Agriculture

Cost
$93,863 over three years
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G ro u n d Wate r

San Joaquin River       ..
R is beli~d ~e S~ doaqu~ ~er is ~e USGS Is conduc~g data co~ec~on
~e major so~ce of tot~ dissolved solids,~d ~ysis. ~e project ac~fies ~-
boron, sd~, ~d o~er constituentdude:
Ioa~g to ~e sou~ Ddta po~on of
~e Bay-Delta EsPy. However, ~e~ ~st~a~on of obs~afion w~s to
is no a~e~t ~eg~ding ~e ~g~tude a dep~ of up to 100 feet at Patter-
~d qu~W of subs~aee water ~at son, C~ows ~di~, ~d Ne~:
~~y seeps do--slope ~d ~ds up
~ ~e S~ Joaq~n ~v~. ~ Co~ecfion of da~ on ~te~ table

de~fion, soft ~e, hydra~c
~ough ~s project does not spe~- co~ducfi~W, hyd~ulic ~adi~t,
c~ly ad~ess a~Itur~ dr~age, it ~ver stage, ~d ~nd geome~;
has be~ designed to estate magi-
rude ~d qu~ of ~ound wat~ flows to~ Monito~g ~ound water for com-
~e ~ ~d to devdop a ~o-d~- prehen~ ~org~/c ~mic~s,
sion~ cross-sec~on modal, i~clud~g ~ce e1~ts;

Es~a~g g~ound water ~flo~ to
~e ~v~ at ea~ site from obse~-
~g ~adients, p~eabfliW, ~d
flow ~oss-secfion;

Develop~ a ~o d~enston~
c~ss-sec~on model for ea~ site;
~d

/~ Integrating the findings to estimate
quantity and quality of flows to the

Location ~ver.
A 19-mile-long reach..of the river
stretching from the town of Patter-
son through Crows Landing to
Newman

Contractor
United States Geological
Survey (USGS)

Cost
$140,000 over two years
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Load/Flow
Relationships

The objectives of this project are to studySpecific work to be pe.rfonned includes:
and identify relationships between irriga-
tion practices and the quantity and /k Collecting existing and-new data
quality of drainage water as well as the on irrigaUon and drainage flows;
relationship between quantity and qual-
ity of drainage water. An existing drain-/’~ Analyzing data to identify relation-
age model will be modified and used for ships bet~veen irrigation practices
on-farm and regional prediction put- and quantity and quality" of drain-
poses. The effect of deep-well pumping age water;
on the hydrology of shallow ground water
also will be studied. /~ Analyzing data to identify relation-

ships betweeh drainage quantity
The Water Conservation Office is in the and drainage quality. This in-
process of developing a contract with cludes load (mass) of selenium,
Panoche Water District. molybdenum, boron, and .salinity

in drainage water;

Incorporating current knowlddge of
solute chemistry and drainage
modcls into a simulation model;
and

Modeling drainage load/flow rela-
tionships for simulation purposes
on a field scale as well as on a
regional sc~.le.

Location
Panoche Water District

Contractor
Panoche Water District

Cost
$185,000 over three years
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~E.nv~ronmental
and Conservation
Balance Sheet
br the Calibrn a
.BI:ce Industry

Prepared for:
The California Rice Promotion Board

C:H2MHILL

August 1996
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CHAF’CER 3---WA3~R QU~|TY IN RF.L~310N TQ R~GE FARMING

Weed Pest Management

The most w~dely practiced form of weed control is cultural, which does not involve herbi-
cides. Floodin~ of rice fields is universal in Cal£forrda, and it is the most effective way t~>
control many weeds. Tillage before rice plan~.ng can also be helpful. Tiznely planting and
rapid establishment of rice plants at the proper spacing suppresses weeds by- eliminating
the space and light thnt weeds need to grow. California rice farmers are proficient at these
techniques of controlling weeds, having perfected efficient methods for planting rice
directly onto flooded fields. However, several aquatic weeds can still grow under con-
tinuously flooded conditions, so fi~rther efforts by the farmer are necessary.

At a somewhat greater cost, other nonchemid~ contrdl measures are avail~ib]e. A small
market for organically grown rice has supported the efforts of some farmers in developing
these methods to a great extent. Crop rotation with fallow or noRflooded crops, such as corn
or beans, is help~’ul in some instances because it provides time for some of the seeds shed by
the previous seasons’ aquatic weeds to die off. This can be expensive because most good
rice soils are difficult to Parm economically with other crops, and the farmer must own or
lease equipment to farm the other crops. Maintaining a deeper flood on the field helps
suppress weeds, but requires higher levees as well as additional management and water.

At a relatively lower cost, farmers can control weeds with a variety of selective herbicides
(chemicals that, at a prescribed concentration, kill weeds but not rice). A number of effective
chemicals have been used by rice farmers over the years. Some have been ~ound to harm
other crop plants (MCPA and propanil), or are too mobile in groundwater and surface
water Coentazon), and some have been or are being.removed from use. Corresponding
restrictions for use have been imposed. To avoid coruqict with sensitive crops, propaniI and
MCPA use has been geographically restricted. Bentazon use has been forbidderu Other
herbicides are organic compounds that break down over time, do not have mobility or
toxicity problems, and have associated management practices that have been developed to
ensure that they do not pollute water supplies.

The management practices minimizing the deleterious effects of rice herbicides are based on
the following general approach:

¯ Define acceptable concentrations ~r the protection of human health and aquatic
wildlife resources.

¯ Reduce concentrations in waterways to levels at or below acceptable concentrations by
applying herbicides at appropriate rates or allowing time for their breakdown within
the rice field before:any water is released into waterways.

Herbicides used in California rice production and their regulatory status are presented in
Table 3-2. Triclorpyr is a new herbidde available for use in the 1996 growing season.

Herbicides are applied d~u-ing-e-ario~.stages ¢rPche~owth cycle of-the rice plant. Molina~e
can be applied from preflooding through initial filleting (sprouting of multiple stems f~om
each plant). Thiobenca~b can be applied at post-eme.rgence through h’Litial tillering~ MCPA
is applied fzx)m tiller initiation through panicle initiation (Flint, et aL, 1992).

Figure 3-1 indicates the evolution of water quality criteria and perfom-t~ce goals for
molinate and thiobencarb from 1981 through 1995. As knowledge has been gained about
the sensitivity of fish species, the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) has

RDD1001567C, DOC 3-3
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Irusecticides and herbicides are commonly applied at some phase of rice production to
manage pests. The use of these chemicals is intended to control damaging pests and
competing plant spedes. However, if not properly managed, they can cause deleterious
effects to nontarget animals and plants end jeopardize human health. For these reasons,
environmental regulatory agendes such as the United S~tes Environmental Protection
Agency (U.S. EPA) end the California State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB)
through the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) formulate
water quali~y criteria, river basin plans, end goals for the protection of aquatic life and
human health. The California Department of Pestidde Regulation (DPR) is the lead agency
for pesticide regulation in California. DPR is required by California law to re~ister and
regulate the use 6fpe~dddes ana prot~-t pub’lic li~alth ~ind sa]~ety’by p~dv~ding environ-
mentally sound pest management. These criteria, standards, goals’and regulations govern
pestidde use by the rice 9armer so as to meet the dual goals of effective pest management
and environmental integrity.

Animal Pest Management
The primary animal pests of rice in California are tadpole shrimp, crayfish, rice water
weevil, leaf miner, midges, army worms, and leafhoppers. Several chemicals can be applied
to control these pests and minim~e damage. Common insectiddes used on specific-target
rice pests in California and their regu]atory status are presented in Table 3-1.

TaBu~ 3-1
Insecticides Used in Rice Cu~ivalion in Calif0mia

Chemical Name Target Pest Status

Carbofuran Rice water weevil Registered, restrictecl usa

Malathion Midges R6gistered, restricted by label

Methyl parathion Tadpole shrimp, midges Registered, restricted use

Copper sulfate Tadpole shrimp Registered, re, st,~cted by label

Malathion and copper sulfate are the on]y fully registered insectiddes with no special
restrictions for California rice. The DPR has placed resl~rictions on the other commonly used
insectiddes. Restrictions mmy include holding 5.me ".li~s for discharge water, a permit from
the County Agricul~o.ral Commissioner to possess or use the pesticide, and limitation of the
land area that can be t~eated. Carbofuran’s registration has been exte_~y!ed through the 1996
growing season; however, it will not be renewed for 1997. Growers will nevertheless be able
to use available stocks of carbofuran during 1997.

The most intense period of insect and invertebrate pest management is the period between
sowing the rice seed and the stand establishment. Carbofuran, used for control of rice water
weevil, is applied.9~r.to fieId.flood~.g or within~he first 6 weeks-of.stand establishment.
Other insectiddes (malathion, methyI parathion, and copper sulfate) for controlling tadpole
shrimp and rice seed midges ~re also applied in the initial stages of stand development to
avoid economic losses of the crop.

RDD100156?C.DOC 3-2
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CHAPTER 3---WAT~ QUAUW ~ RFJ.AllON TO R~E FARMING

required lower maximum levels of molinate and thiobencarb in agricultural drains.
Research on rice water and weed management, as well as rapid adoption of the new
technologies by rice farmers, are aimed at meeting rids challenge of protecting water
quality. The rice farmers’ success in this regard is discussed in the Water QuaIity
Monitoring and Compliance with Performance Goals section.

T~LE 3-2
HerbiGides Used in Rioe Cultivation in California                                                               ,

Chemical Name Targ,e,t Pest Status

Bensulfuron methyl Broadleaf:~edges ¯ Registered,’restdcte~ bylabel - ¯

Molinate Grass weeds Registered, restricted use

Thiobencarb Broadleaf, sedges, grass Registered, restr~ed use
weeds

MCPA Broadleaf, sedges Registered, restricted use

2,4,D Bmadleaf, sedges Registered, restricted use
Fenoxapmp Broadleaf Registered, restricted by label

Propanil Broadleaf, sedges, grass Registered, restricted use
Triclo.~yr Boadleaf Registration under public notice

Bensulfuron methyl and fenoxaprop axe cu~ently the only fully registered herbicides
without any special restrictions for California rice. However, weed resistance to
bensulfuron methyl developed, and this has reduced its usefullness in California rice
production. Use of MCTA and 2,4,D is limifed ~o certain areas because these chemicals can
damage other types of crops.

The pesfiddes used tn rice production are broken down by natural mechanisms. A principal
mechanism is biodegradatioru When rice fields axe flooded, oxygen flow into the soil is
greatly reduced. Below the surface half-inch o~ soft, microbes rapidly deplete oxygen and
begin to seek other compounds for respiration, including sulfur, nitrogen, iron, and
manganese. This layering creates a wide range of chemical and microbial conditions that
are ideal for breaking down organic compounds like rice herbicides. The extent of destruc-
tion depends on how fast these conditions are crea~ed and how long they exist. Microbes
work well at high water temperab~es that are favored by relatively liFd~ inflow of ~resh,
cod irrigation water. Reducing or elindnating flow out of the rice field keeps herbicide in
the field where microb.e.s in the soft and the water can degrade it over time. Figure 3-2
shows that after 7 to 10 days, herbicide concentrations are reduced by 80 to 90 percent for
all but MCPA. Nevertheless, MCPA levels in return flow have not been a problem.

S~veral methods have been developed to retain water on flooded fields to aid in herbicide
breakdown. Chapter 2 descries the closed anc~i)nventionai systems and presents a
breakdown of the percentage rice acreage us£ng system producingeach the
court’des.

Prior to 1980, water retention by the closed or conventional systems was rare. Installation of
reciroalation systems for substantial acreage is an indication of the commitment of rice
farmers’ resources to water quality (see Chapter 2). For example, the inczease in holding
times for tailwaters containing molinate from 4 days (post-application) in 1983 to ~

~, RDD1001S67C.DOC 3-5
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c~nt (1996) prance o~ 28 days ~ ~e e~o~agem~t of ~lwater recTcling p~ac~ces
have con~buted to ~e redu~on ~ mol~te loaders to receiv~g waters ~ ~e
Sa~a~to ~v~ Ba~. A pro~on o~ ~e ~ce ~esEd~ con~ol pro~ ~ows
emergency rele~ of pes~dde-~ted t~wat~s pdor to ~ s~dard hold~g ~mes (with
automaton ~om ~ co~ agd~al co~ssi~er). ~ pro~ prov~ion has
res~ted ~ conce~ about ~e ~pa~ of ~ese mle~es on s~face-water
dow~m of ~ese ~ges. A s~dy conducted by ~e ~W~B ~ 1991 de~ed
¯ at o~y 0.8 percent of total rice a~eage w~ ~ted em~g~ re~es ~ 1991. However,
¯ e RWQCB ~l~ated ~at ~ese rde~es accosted £~ appro~tely 15 p~c~t of ~e
mol~ate ~ed at ~e Col~a Ba~ DrY. ~ese ~gs r~tad ~ r~cEon o£
~rg~ refuse au~o~afio~ ~s no o~ opfio~ ~e eye,bid (RW~, 1992).

~ ~e ~at ~e DPR c~uct reduce ~e d~1992, RW~B requited pro~ fo
pes~d~ d~g a~ applica~on, w~ con~bu[es ~o ~e pes~ddes ~ s~face waters
adjac~t to ~ce fiel~. ~e 1994 pro~am ~s spe~fic provisio~ for redu~g ~ ~fects of
aerial d~ on water q~H~. ~ese prov~ions ~e based on d~ con~ol m~sur~ outed
in Set,on ~60 of Title 3 o~ ~e C~o~ Code of Relator, ~d ~u~ addi~onal
measures ~ prevent d~ by increa~g. ~e average ~e of spray &opI~s. ~e pro~o~
~o profited to si~es ~ed~tely of ~d to ~ sites wh~appli~a~on up~d
~d spee& are ~ea[er ~n 5 ~es p~ ho~ (DPR, 1994). ~ pro~io~ for 1995
¯ e s~e as in 1994; howev~, sped~ at~ w~ ~v~ to preyer a~ deposi~ to
sweat ~f~es dung ~ppI~ca~on. Aer~ d~ pro~o~ for 1996 ~ rem~ ~e s~
(DPR, le95).

O~er 1992 RWQCB pes~dde m~ag~en[ reco~da~o~ requested DPR to ~co~orate
the prac~=e o~ s~g weir boxes ~d 6eld ~ s~c~es ~ c~vas ~o ~e
leakage of ~=e field wa~ d~g hol~g p~o& (R~B, 1992). ~ese ~age~t
reco~da6o~ ~o~ provide ad~o~I b~fits ~ ~ pes~dde concen~=fio~
dr~ ~ ~tely ~ ~ Sacr~ento ~ver. ~ 1994, pes~dde users w~e required [o
prev~[ seepage of ~eld water ~ough ~e field’s we~ box by sec~g ~ box ~ pl~c
~d mo~g soft ~ ~ont of ea~ weir box (DPR, 1994). Pield ~p~tors noted ~t ~e
new 1994 prov~on requ~g molding o~ soil ~ ~ of ea~ field’s ~ box was a
valuable ~orc~ent moI.

Criteria and Pe ormance Goal Development
Berg ~ May 1980, ~ on a ye~ly b~s ~ough 1983, over 65,000 ~, ca~, bla&
b~s, ~d =appie died ~ ~ce ~d ~ watts ~ ~ Sa~fo V~ey (~H e~ el., ~991).
A~ appm~mately ~e ~ ~e, mo~to~g S~s ~d ~at ~obencarb concen~a~o~
~ low ~ 1 Bg/L m~ted ~ ~eas~ in water taste comp~ ~om p~ple whose
dr~g wat~ o~ated ~ ~e Sa~ento ~v~ do~=~m of ~e ~e ~d

As a r~t of ~e fish loss even~ ~ ~ e~ly 1980s, CDPG co~u~d ~ves~ga~o~
in~cat~ ~t ~e fish losses res~d ~om ~ate po~o~g (S~CB, 1990). By
impl~t~on o~ ~=eased ~l~g ~es for ~ga~on waters con~i~g mo~ate, no
additional ~ loses ~ve been do~mented ~ce J~e 1983.

Mo~to~g smdi~ ~ ~e e~ly 1980s by ~e RWQCB det~ed ~at mo~ate, c~bo~,
~a~on, and me~yl p~a~on were presen~ in rice ~eld ~a~ ~ conc~afi~
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could cause a threat to aquatic life. As a result of the fish losses and the monitoring; results
through the earlT 3.980s, f.he DPR. initiated the Rice Pesticide Control Program in ~1984 to
mana~;e and regulate the discharge of pesticides ~om rice fields.

Findings by CDYG and RWQCB further moved the S~’~CB to contrac~ for sdentitic studies
to develop a toxid~ database and t~ suggest limits for pesfidde levels in the Valley’s rivers
and a~icultural drains.

A review of in_Cormation on toxidty of molinate a~d tldobencarb was conducted by the
SWI~CB (1990). This review was used ~ develop specific water quality criteria and
performance goals for those herbicides. The CDFG has also rec.en_tly, com.p1eted hazard
assessments for the insectidde~’carl~ofuran, malathion,’~ud methyl, parathion. The results of
these investigations support the RWQCB recommended performafnce goals on the basis of
studies by the CDTG laboratory and a review of the toxicity literature (Finlayson, pars.
comm., 1992). Presently, the performance goals for the five rice pestiddes are only targets
and are not enforceable.

Iu 1990, the RWQCB amended The W=ter Q~Zify Control PZ,,r= (Basin Plan) for the Central
Valley Region. The Basin Plan prohibited the discharge of irrigation return flows containing
molinate, thiobencarb, carbofuran, malathion, and methyl parathion unless a RWQCB-
approved management practice is followed. Proposed management practices are intended
to control pesticide concentrations in return flows from rice fields so that spedfic
performance goals are met. The RWQCB is currently working on amendments to the

, existing Basin Plan that would establish erdorceable water quality objectives by ~L997.

The DPR continues to submit yearly rice pesticide control program results and proposed
management practices for these pesticides to meet the RWQCB performance goals.
Irrigation water-holding times, guidelines for emergency releas.es, and voluntary limits on
acreage treated are examples of current rice pesticide management practices.

Water Ouality Monitoring and Compliance with Performance Goals
Since the early 1980s, major accomplishments have been made in reducing the pestidde and
herbicide concentrations in rice field drains. Through voluntary and regulatory programs,
the Sacramento Valley rice growers have been successful in significantly reducing the ~otal
pesticide loadings into the major drains and the Sacramento River. As a result of these
reductions in rice pesticide loadings, residuals are well below public health criteria (no
known instances of a threat to human health have been experienced). Potential threats to
aquatic life should be further minimized by ongoing efforts to improve water quality.

The RWQCB is charged with protection o~ water quality in California’s rice growing region.
This has included enforcement of primary water quality criteria for protection of public
health and secondary criteria for water quality, and taste and odor. These criteria are
established by-the-U.S..F_2A ar~ theCalifomia-Department.ef Health Services (DHS). The
CDPG is similarly responm~ole for protecaon d fish and wildlife resources. These agencies
define safe levels of pollutants, including pestiddes, in California’s waters and also monitor
these pollutants ~o ensure compliance.

As a result of fish kills in the early 1980s, the DPR (formerly a part of the California
Department of’;Food and Agriculture), the City of Sacramento, RWQCB, and CDFG began
intensive monitoring of rice pestiddes in the Sacrament~ Valley. These studies included

0015670,DOC
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samp~ o~ a~l~r~ dra~, ~e Sa~am~to ~ver, ~d fish ~sues ~ bo~ ~ dr~
~d ~e ~ver. ~esa mo~o~ ac~vi~es have res~ted ~ ~e establis~nt o~ ~e
water quali~ obje~v~ ~ p~fo~ce go~ for ma~ conc~a~ of pes~cides
~ ~e s~ce watts of ~ Sacramento ~ver ~. ~e ~996 perforce go~ ~r
c~bo~, m~a~on, mol~a~, me~yl p~a~on, and ~obenc~b ~e 0.~ ~g/L, 0.~ ~g/L
~0.0 ~g/L, 0.13 pg/L, ~d 1.5 ~g/L, respec~vely (RWQCB, 1994). Sev~ wat~
objectives for pesticides have been d~d ~ ~ 1994 Barn PI~ Fogo~g is a s~~
of ~ese objec~ves:
. Pes~dd~ shah not be pr~ent ~ co~n~a~o~ ~at adversely affe~ b~efidd ~es.

= ~s~arges ~d] not reset ~ pes~dde conc~a~ ~ bosom se~en~ or aqua~c
~fe tha~ affe~adversely

* Total iden~able p~s~tent c~odnated hy~oc~bon pes~ddes sh~l not be p~es~t in
~ wa~r colu~ at conc~a~o~ detectable ~ ~e ac~ of ~cal
me~ods.

* P~dde concen~a~o~ sha~ not ~ed ~ lowest levels tetchy ~d ~ono~y
~evable.

. Wa~rs desi~ated f~ use as domes~c or m~dp~ supply ~ not conm~
concen~a~o~ of pes~ddes ~ ~cess of m~ conta~t ~ve~ set by ~e
CaHfo~a Code of Relator.

. Watts desi~a~d for use ~ d~es~c or m~dp~ supply shall not
concen~a~o~ of ~ob~c~b ~ excess of 1.0 Bg/L

Since ~e early 1980s, ~ pesfidde ~d herbidde conc~a~o~ have been
red~ed ~ b~ ~e Sa~ento ~ver and ~e B~ a~i~ ~. ~ese
~ve be~ ac~eved ~o~h con~u~ mo~to~g of ~dy resets, se~ng of peffo~ce
goals and water qua~ objec~ves, resear~ ~fo ~ce t~Iwater m~ge~t prac~ces, and
i~ovafio~ ~ rice cul~vafion practices.

~e total herbicide load (~ate ~ ~obenc~b) ca~ed by ~e Sa~e~fo ~ver
dropped ~om appro~tely 40,000 ponds ~ 19~ to less ~an 1~ po~ ~ 1992
(C~ffo~a Env~o~en~ ~o~cfion Ag~, 1992). ~ 199~, ~e mo~ate load (~ob~carb
was not defend ~ ~e Sa~n~ ~ver) ~ed by ~e Sa=am~to ~ver ~=eased to
appro~a~y 4,200 po~, but ~ de~e~ed ag~ ~ 199~ ~o appro~ately
pounds. Fi~e ~-~ sh~ws ~e mass loa~ng ~o ~e Sa~nfo ~v~ ~m 19~2
Wea~ con~ons may ~ some of ~e v~~ ~ ~ p~ ~c~afio~ ~d
load~gs. For ~ple, ~e ~s~pafion ra~ of some p~fiddes in~es ~ ~easing
t~pera~e. Wa~ wea~er ~ May of 1987 ~ 1992 may e~l~ ~e Iow mo~afe
c~cen~afio~.~4.m~s-to~g,%e~e Sa~~ ~ver d~g ~se years. On
hand, ~e co~, ~t condido~ ~ May of 1990 ~d J~ of 1993 may e~l~ ~e
levels oc~ d~g ~ose ye~s,

ROD1001567C.DOC 3-9

DEC-05-1996 88:45 91~ 243 ~654 97~. P. 37

D--0331 33
D-033133



~ 40,700
,m. 4o,o0o

30.000

25.000

Mass
(Ibs)

20.000
18,800

17,700

15.000

lO,O0O                                                               ’
7.4Q0 7.200 7.200

5,000
5,200 " 4.20~

200 "IO6

1962 1983 19~4 1985 1~}88 198’7 1988 1989 1~0 1991 199"~ 1993 1994 1995

Year

"NA Da~a No!

Source: DPR, 1995. InfoTmafJon on Rice Pest~ldes. Subm~Red
to tfle Wster Q1Jality Control Boaxd. Dacem1~r 28. FIGURE 3-3

ESTIMATED MASSTRANSPORT OF MOLINATE
AND THIO£IENCARi] IN THE SACRAMENTO RIVER
THE CALIFORNIA RICE PROMOTION BOARD

............. CI~Hlll .----



12/05196 08:47    ~916 243 1654 CH2~ HILL RDD ~039/040

Seasonal peak levels of ~o herbiddes over the past ~ years are shown in Figure 3-1. Water
and weed management systems have changed greatly during this period. Resulting levels
of molinate and thiobencarb in the Sacramento River have been below limits established to
protect water quality and .public health and have generally declined throughout the
monitored period (1982 to 1995). Levels of ~iobencarb have been below the secondary
public health level (taste) since 1986.

Peak levels in the Colusa Basin Drain have also declined (to less than 10 percent of pre-1985          ..
levels). This water is vir~mlly ell re~urn flow, mostly from rice fields. Relevant I~WQCB
goals in this drain are for the protection of ~ish.

Since 1982, the molinate concentrations in the Colusa I~asin’Dra’in at I-lig1~way 20 have
decreased from a peak of 357 F~g/L in 1981 to 25 ~g/L in 1995 (Figure 3-1). This has resulted
in the reduction of moJ.inate concentrations at the Cit~ of Sacramento’s water intake from a
high of 16 pg/L in 1982 to 0.16 Bg/L in 1995, a decrease in concentration of approximately
99 percent (UC Coop. Ext., 1991, DPR, 1995). Drought during the early 1990s resulted ~ low
Bows, increasing concentratior~s of herbiddes (Figure 3-1). No Ordram has been detected in
the Ci~’s drinldng water (Cal ~FA, 1992). Molinate goals were met between 1986 and 1989,
and in 1991.

Molinate goals were exceeded in 1990 as a result of significant reductions i~ performance
goals (from 90 ~$/L in 1989 to 30 ~g/L in 1990) and drought-related low flows in ~e
drains and rivers.

Thiobencarb goals were met between 1983 and 1991; however, peak levels were above the
performance ~oals between 1992 and 1995. l~er~ormance goals have become sigrdficantly
more std~;ent, from 24 ]~g/I, in 1989 to 1.5 l~g/I, in 1991. Thiobencarb concentrations at the
City of Sacramento’s water intake/tom 1982 to 1995 have also declined. From peak concen-
trations of 3 to 4 in 1985, the concentration of thiobenca~b at thein~ke lessF~g/L City’s was

than 1.0 ~zg/L from 1986 to 1995.

The water-holding requirements in the Sacramento Valley in 1995 were adecluate to meet
performance goals during; 1995 and will not be adiusted in 1996. (DPR, 1995).

In lab tests associated with monitoring of rice field drainwater by the CDI~G Pesticide
Investigations Unit, pesticide levels in the Colusa Basin Drain have not been shown to be
toxic, t~vidence and experimental data suggest that declines in th~ striped bass populations
in the San l~rancisco Bay-Delta P.s~ary singe the mid-1970s are probably not a result of rice
pesticide use in the, Sa~amento Valley (Finlayson, pets. comm., 1992).

Conclusions
The Ce.lifornia-ri~e~i~d~zst~ coz~u~.s .to~nvest in crop, le_~,-e_~ ~¢ater. management
practices that result in reliably hiF=~ water quality. Their sensitive location in California’s
water supply network has obliged rice growers to.take a proactive approach to water
cluality. The results demonstrate to other irrigators and industries the potential value of this
approach.
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The significant reduction in pesticide inputs into the Sacramento River is, "...one of the most
successful water pollution control programs in the United States. It has taken concerted
effort by numerous state and local agendes and creative implementation by the rice
industry to make this happen," (WilZiam Crooks, RWQCB’s Executive O~cer)

The following sections present the justification for ratings of the rice industry’s performance
relative to the environmental value of water quality.

Overall performance of rice relative to water quality values is good. This positi~re
performance is primariIy due to irrigation methods that control return flow (surface water
flow back to ,ri,’ve~s) and limit subs._urface drah3a. _ge_di.sch~ge, to.the.c.a.pabili~.pf rice.fields
to degrade pesticides, to rice fields’ capability to retain plant nutri .ents, and to low sediment
delivery from rice fields. Alternative land uses Lrffluence water quality by land drainage,
nutrient and pesticide application, machinery spills, home maintenance, and municipM and
indusfrial water use.
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