
































Enclosure 2

EPA REGION VIII TMDL REVIEW

TMDL Document Info:

Document Name: Upper and North Fork Big Hole River Planning Area
TMDLs and Framework

Submitted by: Montana Department of Environmental Quality

Date Received: April 1, 2009

Review Date: - { June 3, 2009

Reviewer: Jason Gildea

Rough Draft / Public Notice/ | Final

Final Draft?

Notes:

Reviewers Final Recommendation(s) to EPA Administrator {used for final draft revicw only):
X] Approve
[] Partial Approval
[] Disapprove
[] Insufficient Information
Approval Notes to Administrator:

Based on the review presented below, I recommend approval of the TMDLs submitted in
this document. As shown in Table 1 below, 24 TMDLSs will be approved for sediment (19),
nitrogen (2), phosphorus (2), and temperature (1).

This document provides a standard format for EPA Region 8 to provide comments to state TMDL
programs on TMDL documents submitted to EPA for either formal or informal review. All TMDL
documents are evaluated against the minimum submission requirements and TMDL, elements identified in
the following 8 sections:

1. Problem Description
1.1. TMDL Document Submittal Letter
1.2. ldentification of the Waterbody, Impairments, and Study Boundaries
1.3. Water Quality Standards
2. Water Quality Target
Poliutant Source Analysis .
4. TMDL Technical Analysis
4.1. Data Set Description
4,2, Waste Load Allocations (WLA)
4.3. Load Allocations (LA)
4.4. Margin of Safety (MOS)
4.5. Seasonality and variations in assimilative capacity
Public Participation
Monitoring Strategy
Restoration Strategy
Daily Loading Expression
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Note: the USLE sediment foads in Table A-5, A-6, and the sediment TMDL tables do not alwavs
match. There appears to be a minor reunding error (eg., 1061 tons/yr are reported for upland
sediment in Fox Creek TMDL Table 8-7, whereas Table A-5 reporis 1062 tons/yr.}

Nutrients

Nutrient sources were identified through aeriai photo analysis and interviews with local tand managers.
Sources were quantified using the GWLF model.

Metals

No TMDLs were completed for metals, and therefore a source assessment was not needed.
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