






































Selenium

The selenium allocation focuses on load reductions from Yeager Seep at this time, An adapiive
management strategy is proposed to ellow for consideration of allocations to additional sources in the
future, if necessary.

Sediment

The sediment allocation focuses on nonpoint sources and is performance based.
Thermal Modification
A performance-based allocation is proposed.
* Mutrients
A performance-based allocation is proposed,

7. Margin of Safety and Seasonality

Criterion Description — Margin of Safety/Seasonality

A margin of safety (MOS} is a required component of the TMDL that accouns for the uncertainty
about the relationship between the pollutant loads and the quality of the receiving water body
(303(d)(1)ich). The MOS can be implicitly expressed by incorporating a margin of safery ino
conservative assumpiions used to develop the TMDL. In other cases, the MOS can be built in ax a
separate component of the TMDL (in this case, guantitatively, a TMDL = WLA + L4 + MOS). In all
cases, specific documentation describing the rational for the MOS is required.

Seasonal considerations, such as eritical flow periods (high flow, law flow), also need to be
considered when establishing TMB\Ls | tarpers, and allocations,

Sansfies Cntenon

Sahsfies Cnterion with stipulations provided below that must be addressed,

Satisfies Critenion, Cuestions or comments provided below should be considered.

Partially satisfies ¢riterion. Cluestions or comments provided below need 1o be addressed.
Criterion not satisfied. Questions or comments provided below need 1o be addressed.

Mot & required element in this case. Comments or questions provided for informational purposes,

'ooooog

Salimity

A margm of safety is employed i the targets by including both seasonal average and instantaneous
miximum values. The seasonal average values are intended to protect agriculturz] beneficial wses over
the long term, while the instantancous value is intended to protect aquatic life. The instantanéous
maximum target also includes a 6.6% margin of safety (100 uS/em $C). The qualitative allocztion to
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Baseline data for many of the listed pollutants is limited and additional data are needed to develop a
comprehensive understanding of the water quality impairments, sources, and linkages between the two.
In general, this is acknowledged in the document and a plan is presented in Section 6.0 to collect
supplemental data in the future to address these uncertamties.

Criterion Deseription — Endangered Species Act Compliance

EPA's approval af a TMDL may constitute an action subject to the provisions of Section 7 of the
Endangered Species Act ("ESA"). EPA will consult, as appropriate, with the US Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS) to determine if theve is an effect on listed endangered and threatened species
pertaining to EPA s approval of the TMDL, The responsibility to consult with the USFWS lies with
EFPA and is not a reguirement under the Clean Water Act for approving TMDLs, States are
encouraged, however, to participare with FWE and EPA in the consultation process and, most
importantly, fo document in its TMDLs the potential effects (adverse or beneficial) the TMDL may
have on listed as well as candidate and proposed species under the ESA.

Satisfies Criterion

Satisfies Criterion with stipulations provided below that must be addressed.

Satisfies Criterion, Questions or comments provided below should be considered,
Partially satisfies criterion. Questions or comments provided below need to be addressed.
Criterton not satisfied. Cuestions or comments provided below need 1o be addressed.
Mot a required element in this case. Comments or guestions provided for informational purposes,

HO0O000O0

EPA has been in contacl with the United States Fish eand Wildlife Service (FWS) regarding whether and,
if s0, how EPA's approval of the Teton River TMDLs may affect the continued existence of sny
endangered or threatened species listed under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) or the designated
gritical habitat of any such species. EPA has not determined that today’s approval may have such an
effect. Therefore, consistent with the terms of a consent decree in the lawsuit of Friends of the Wild
Swan, ef gl v, 1.5, Envirogmental Protection Apency, ef al, Civil Action No, CV99-B7-M-LBE, United
States Distriet Court for the Distrnct of Montana, Missoula Division, EPA has decided to approve these
TMDLs contigent upon the outcome of consultation with the FWS.,
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