


Water Quality Standards Overvziew

Designated Uses. Uses specified in WQS for each
water body whether or not they are being attained.

Water Quality Criteria. Represent the conditions
sufficient to protect the designated use.

Antidegradation. Provisions designed to maintain
and protect high quality waters and existing water
quality.
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Learn the Lingo

» MUDD. Missouri Use Designation Dataset
» “MUDD stream” is a misnomer for WBID 3960s

» Blue lines
» “thin” and “thick”

» Classified stream

» Better to think about it
as streams assigned
uses

» “Classified” only
appears once in the

WQS under the
variance section




WQS Use History in Rule

» 2014 Rulemaking
» MUDD

» Exemptions from uses

» Why did we do it this
waye

» How did those stream
miles get classifiede
(TO0OK NHD)

3. Assuming reasonable evidence, pre-
sumptive beneficial use protections described
above shall not apply to water bodies without
designated wses pursuant to Tables G or H
prior to November 6, 2013 that meet one of
the following criteria:

A, Waste treatment systems, or prior
converted cropland, which are excluded from
the federal definition of “waters of the United
States”™ under 40 CFR 122.2; or

B. Man-made structures which were
constructed solely to treat or convey wastew-
ater; or

C. Man-made bodies of water or strue-
tures which lack perennial flow and were con-
structed to treat, convey, or temporarily hold
or slow stormwater following precipitation
events (this may include certain structures
associated with Best Management Practices
such as sediment basins, wet and dry detention
basins, bioretention basing, rain gardens,
bioswales, etc.); or

D. Water bodies that lack jurisdiction

under either the federal Clean Water Act or
Missourt Clean Water Law.
After receiving such evidence, the department
shall make a written determination regarding
the applicability of the above-described pre-
sumptions, and such determination shall be
subject to appeal pursuant to section 621.250,
RSMo.




Errors in the MUDD .
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» Exemptions
isted In rule
apply 1o water
bodies where
there were

prior to the
2014
rulemaking

» Reasonable
evidence
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Exemptions )

Waste treatment systems, or prior converted
cropland
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Exemptions :

Man-made structures which were constructed
solely to treat or convey wastewater




Exemptions .

Man-made bodies of water or structures which lack perennial
flow and were constructed to treat, convey, or temporarily hold
or slow stormwater following precipitation events
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Exemptions :

Water bodies that lack jurisdiction under either
the CWA or Missouri Clean Water Law




Presumed Use Review Process
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How are they initiated?

» MUDD stream now impacting permit
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» Request from permittee or from within Department
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2 ways to evaluate

» Desktop Only

» e.g. aerial imagery
confirms water body
is confined within
property boundaries
of one entity

» Desktop + Site Visit

» e.g. field verification
needed to confirm
water body meets
exemption
requirements




Example — Vandalia WWTF
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A Outfalls
¢ Sites
e MUDD Segments Proposed for Removal
s |\|UDD Streams
—— County Roads
| === State Highways t

e s

=== Federal Highways i = 2. B = e

Proposed PF #008 :

Proposea pr 4009 Jse 3
A —n
.

Site 12 (Q

e




Meets Exemptions 14

Tributary to Spencer Creek




Does Not Meet Exemptions ]

Spencer Creek



Determination

Findings

Tributary to Spencer Creck (WBID 3960)

The tributary to Spencer Creek which flows through PF#002 and proposed PF #009 of the
Vandalia WWTF was reviewed during the ficld investigation and it was determined that there is
not a discernable channel or stream in the location of the depicted flowline upstream of Site 13

NN
NN
M I SSO U Rl (Figure 1), and docs not support aquatic life uses. Due to recent precipitation events and below
freczing temperatures, the flowline was frozen over. Site 2 (Figure 2) was the uppermost extent
D E PA RTM E NT O F of the flowline and docs not have a defined channel nor riparian vegetation. Site 4 (Figure 3),
further downstream of Site 2, was very similar with no defined channel nor riparian vegetation.
NATU RAL R ES O U RC ES These sites, all upstream of Site 13 (Figure 4), appear to have been converted for agricultural
purposes to cropland and meet the exemptions found in state regulation at
10 CSR 20-7.031(2HD)3.A. Just upstream of Site 13 and downstream of both PF #002 and
proposed PF #009 the channel starts to become semi-defined. But once downstream of Site 13,

there is a discernable stream channel with riparian vegetation and habitat to support aquatic life.
Site 13 should become the upstream extent with presumptive bencficial uses.
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Determination Regarding
Applicability of
Presumptive Beneficial
Uses

Review and final determinations for the Vandalia Land Application site as requested by Missouni
Department of Natural Resources Operating Permits Section on December 13, 2018

Fig. 3. Upstream (left) and downstream (right) view at Site 4 from gravel road by lagoon.




Correspondence

» Email correspondence
» Questions/Concerns
» Additional Information

» Letter explaining determination

» Removal Rationale
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Rule Incorporation

» Triennial Review
» Post to welb prior to adoption
» Appeal language
» EPA Approval
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Presumed Use Reviews are
NOT: 7
» Waters of the United States (WOTUS) Determinations

» Waters of the e — | -
State (WOIS) Va2l s ‘ i

; A Outfalls
Determinations | . e, —
> Use T ‘ : @ \|UDD Streams Proposed for Removal
Attainabillity
Analyses ;
(UAAS) :
» Ofherse




Questions?




