
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION 5 

77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD 

CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590 

JUL O 7 2016 

Glenn Skuta, Watershed Division Director 
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency 
520 Lafayette Road North 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55155-4194 

Dear Mr. Skuta: 

REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF 

WW-16.T 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has conducted a complete review of the final Total 
Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) for Kelle's Creek and Sunfish Lake in the Valley Branch 
watershed, including supporting documentation and follow up information. The Valley Branch 
watershed is located in Washington County. The TMDLs were calculated for E. coli (Kelle·s 
Creek) and total phosphorus (Sunfish Lake). The TMDLs address the impairment of aquatic 
recreational uses. 

EPA has determined that these TMDLs meet the requirements of Section 303(d) of the Clean 
Water Act and EPA's implementing regulations at 40 C.F.R. Part 130. Therefore, EPA hereby 
approves Minnesota's two TMDLs in the Valley Branch watershed. The statutory and regulatory 
requirements, and EPA's review of Minnesota's compliance with each requirement, are 
described in the enclosed decision document. 

We wish to acknowledge Minnesota's effort in submitting these TMDLs addressing aquatic 
recreational use, and look forward to future submissions by the State of Minnesota. If you have 
any questions, please contact Mr. Peter Swenson, Chief of the Watersheds and Wetlands Branch, 
at 312-886-0236. 

Enclosure 

cc: Celine Lyman, MPCA 
Rachel O lmanson, MPCA 

Sincerely, 

Tinka G. Hyde 
Director, Water Division 
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TMDL: Kelle's Creek/Sunfish Lake TMDLs, Washington County, MN 
Date: 

JUL O 7 2016 

DECISION DOCUMENT FOR KELLE'S CREEK/SUNFISH LAKE TMDLS, 
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MN 

Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act (CW A) and EPA's implementing regulations at 40 C.F.R. 
Part 130 describe the statutory and regulatory requirements for approvable TMDLs. Additional 
information is generally necessary for EPA to determine if a submitted TMDL fulfills the legal 
requirements for approval under Section 303(d) and EPA regulations, and should be included in 
the submittal package. Use of the verb "must" below denotes information that is required to be 
submitted because it relates to elements of the TMDL required by the CW A and by regulation. 
Use of the term "should" below denotes information that is generally necessary for EPA to 
determine if a submitted TMDL is approvable. These TMDL review guidelines are not 
themselves regulations. They are an attempt to summarize and provide guidance regarding 
currently effective statutory and regulatory requirements relating to TMDLs. Any differences 
between these guidelines and EPA' s TMDL regulations should be resolved in favor of the 
regulations themselves. 

1. Identification of Waterbody, Pollutant of Concern, Pollutant Sources, and Priority
Ranking

The TMDL submittal should identify the waterbody as it appears on the State's/Tribe's 303(d) 
list. The waterbody should be identified/georeferenced using the National Hydrography Dataset 
(NHD), and the TMDL should clearly identify the pollutant for which the TMDL is being 
established. In addition, the TMDL should identify the priority ranking of the waterbody and 
specify the link between the pollutant of concern and the water quality standard (see Section 2 
below). 

The TMDL submittal should include an identification of the point and nonpoint sources of the 
pollutant of concern, including location of the source(s) and the quantity of the loading, e.g., 
lbs/per day. The TMDL should provide the identification numbers of the NPDES permits within 
the waterbody. Where it is possible to separate natural background from nonpoint sources, the 
TMDL should include a description of the natural background. This information is necessary for 
EPA's review of the load and waste\oad allocations, which are required by regulation. 

The TMDL submittal should also contain a description of any important assumptions made in 
developing the TMDL, such as: 

(1) the spatial extent of the watershed in which the impaired waterbody is located;
(2) the assumed distribution of land use in the watershed ( e.g., urban, forested,
agriculture);
(3) population characteristics, wildlife resources, and other relevant information affecting
the characterization of the pollutant of concern and its allocation to sources;
(4) present and future growth trends, if taken into consideration in preparing the TMDL
(e.g., the TMDL could include the design capacity of a wastewater treatment facility):
and

Kelle"s Creek/Sunfish Lake Watershed 

Final TMDL Decision Document 
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