
UNIT ED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECT ION AGENCY 
REGION 5 

n WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD 
CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590 

APR 0 5 2006 

REPLY TO THE ATENTION OF 

WW-165 

Sheryl A. Corrigan, Commissioner 
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency 
520 Lafayette Road North 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55 155-41 94 

Dear Ms. Corrigan: 

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) has conducted a complete 
review of the final Revised Regional Total Maximum Daily Load Evaluation of Fecal Coliform 
Bacteria Impairments in the Lower Mississippi River Basin in Minnesota including supporting 
documentation and information. Based on this review, U.S. EPA determined that Minnesota's 
total maximum daily loads (TMDLs) for 39 impaired reaches within the Lower Mississippi River 
Basin, addressing 39 impairments of fecal coliform, meet the requirements of Section 303(d) of 
the Clean Water Act and U.S. EPA's implementing regulations at 40 C.F.R. Part 130. Therefore, 
by this letter, U.S. EPA hereby approves 39 TMDLs addressing 39 impairments on 39 impaired 
reaches within the Lower Mississippi River Basin. The statutory and regulatory requirements 
and U.S. EPA's review of Minnesota's compliance with each requirement are described in the 
enclosed decision document. 

We appreciate your hard work in this area and the submittal of the TMDLs as requirsd. If you 
have any questions, please contact Kevin Pierard, Chief of the Watersheds and Wetlands Branch, 
rtt 3 12-886-4448. 

&&tor, Water Division 

Enclosure 

cc: JeffRisbergMPCA 
Faye Sleeper, MPCA 
Lee Ganske, MPCA 

RecydedrReqclaMe . Printed wiM Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 50% Recycled Paper (ZQBL FMcmwmer) 



Decision Document for Approval of 
Revised Regional Total Maximum Daily Load Evaluation of 

Fecal Coliform Bacteria Impairments 
in the Lower Mississippi Rlver Basin in Minnesota 

Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act (CWA) and U.S. EPA's implementing regulations at 
40 C.F.R. Part 130 d d b e  the statutory and regulatory requirements for appmvable total 
maximum daily loads (TMDLs). Additional information is generally necessary for U.S. EPA to 
determine if a submitted TMDL fulfills the legal requirements fox approval under Section 303(d) 
and U.S. 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 CWA and by regulation. Use of the term "should" below denotes 
information that is g e n d y  nemssary for U.S. EPA to determine if a submitted TMnL is 
approvable. These TMDL review guidelines are not themsdves 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 U.S. EPA's TMDL 
regulations should be resolved in favor of the mguIations themselves. 

IdentiGcation of Waterbody, Pollutant of Concern, Pollutant Sources, and Priority 
Ranking 

The TMDL submittal should identify the waterbody as it appears on the State'dTribe's 
303(d) list. The waterbody should be identifiedlgeoreferenced using the National Hydrography 
Dataset -1, 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 ioclude an identification of the point and non-point sources of 
the pollutant of concern, including location of the source@) and the quantity of  the loading, e.g., 
lbdper day. The TMDL should provide the identification numbers of the NPDES pennits witbin the 
waterbody. Where it is possible to separate natural background from non-point sources, the TMDL 
should include a description of the natural background. This information is necessary for U.S. 
EPA's review of the load and wasteload allocations, which are requid 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 
( 5 )  an explanation and analytical basis for expressing the TMDL through srimgute 
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