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1. Background

The Hem Creek field investigatiomgeereprompted bythe United States Environmental

Pr ot ect i omBPAAgcton in Febraary(2009 tashpprovd d a heondvalof the
HemCreekassessmenturi@U) f r o m | d a®@eard\Wate2AetBE8ctiv303(d) listas
waterquality impaired for temperatu(&PA 2009a)Attachment B teenclosure 3oE P A6 s
February2009action letter was a desktgpadeanalysisfor Hem CreekThe Idaho Department
of Environmental QualitylEQ), in aprior informalreview (December2008) had found
problemswith someof the dataused by EPA in their analysiShisfield investigation repotis
DEQOs rtes plbkelragasy 200@ction

The Hem CreeldU (17060307CL007_02hs part of watebody unit G7 (French Creki source
to mouth) in thaupper North Fork Clearwatdiver subbasinlfydraulic unit codd7060307) in
north central ldaho (Figure 1). TiHem Creelkwatershed is aboutZb0acres in size and is a
secondorder tributary of Sylvan Creetwvhich flows into Fench CreekTheHem Creek
watersheds entirely public land managed by the United States Forest S€U&IES)
Clearwater National Forest.

Hem Creek was first | isted f og303delistpTeerreasonr e i m
givenfor the listirg was that Hem Creek was federally protected bull trout wanelUSFS

temperature data indicated exceedance of federal critefict, Hem Creek is natdentifiedin

the federal rule for Idahas water protected fdaull trout so the basis for the listing was in error.
ThusDEQ proposed removing the temperature listing for Hem Creéhkeidraft 20088303(d)

list. Wenotedinsteadexceedance of salmonid spawning critdoiat dismisedthem as natural

based oD E Q @0®3UpperNorth ForkClearwater River Subbasiissessmernd Total

Maximum Daily LoadsThe rationale wathea b s ence of tree r4dootoval wit
streamside protection zone (SP&yeam temperatures colder than any other watershed in the

upper North Fdt Clearwater Rivesubbasinandexcellent health of the aquatic community

including astrongcutthroat trout population. d ahodés cumul ati ve water she
process was used to evaluate stream shade.

EPA raised concerns abdbe proposedelistingof Hem Creekin a February 20, 200&tter to

DEQr ecei ved during public commentEPAstatedtiaa hods d
from theirreview of 1998 and 2004 aerhotographyii t i s c¢cl ear that harve
been goingoninthiwat er shed dur i ng ahdmassereditlsatmors detailled al vy e ¢
analysiswasneeded consi stent with DEQO6s nattBAasd backg
objected to DEQO6 s resmmied toERAsomme@sdiEagreeid &id

E P A doscerns and proceeded with delisting.

In 2008 DEQ and EPA corresponded informally regardh® A6 s pending acti on
20088303(d) list and finatlisposition of Hem Creelin October2008 DEQ learnedthatEPA
had performed geographic informatin systemGIS)-basedshade analysis.
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Figure 1. Monitoring locations in Hem Creek watershed.








































































































































