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(iv) A description of the existing, or
proposed, agency of the Indian Tribe
which will assume primary responsi-
bility for establishing, reviewing, im-
plementing and revising water quality
standards;

(v) A description of the technical and
administrative capabilities of the staff
to administer and manage an effective
water quality standards program or a
plan which proposes how the Tribe will
acquire additional administrative and
technical expertise. The plan must ad-
dress how the Tribe will obtain the
funds to acquire the administrative
and technical expertise.

(5) Additional documentation re-
quired by the Regional Administrator
which, in the judgment of the Regional
Administrator, is necessary to support
a Tribal application.

(6) Where the Tribe has previously
qualified for eligibility or ‘‘treatment
as a state” under a Clean Water Act or
Safe Drinking Water Act program, the
Tribe need only provide the required
information which has not been sub-
mitted in a previous application.

(c) Procedure for processing an In-
dian Tribe’s application.

(1) The Regional Administrator shall
process an application of an Indian
Tribe submitted pursuant to §131.8(b)
in a timely manner. He shall promptly
notify the Indian Tribe of receipt of the
application.

(2) Within 30 days after receipt of the
Indian Tribe’s application the Regional
Administrator shall provide appro-
priate notice. Notice shall:

(i) Include information on the sub-
stance and basis of the Tribe’s asser-
tion of authority to regulate the qual-
ity of reservation waters; and

(ii) Be provided to all appropriate
governmental entities.

(3) The Regional Administrator shall
provide 30 days for comments to be
submitted on the Tribal application.
Comments shall be limited to the
Tribe’s assertion of authority.

(4) If a Tribe’s asserted authority is
subject to a competing or conflicting
claim, the Regional Administrator,
after due consideration, and in consid-
eration of other comments received,
shall determine whether the Tribe has
adequately demonstrated that it meets
the requirements of §131.8(a)(3).
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(5) Where the Regional Administrator
determines that a Tribe meets the re-
quirements of this section, he shall
promptly provide written notification
to the Indian Tribe that the Tribe is
authorized to administer the Water
Quality Standards program.

[66 FR 64895, Dec. 12, 1991, as amended at 59
FR 64344, Dec. 14, 1994]

Subpart B—Establishment of Water
Quallity Standards

§131.10 Designation of uses.

(a) BEach State must specify appro-
priate water uses to be achieved and
protected. The classification of the wa-
ters of the State must take into con-
sideration the use and value of water
for public water supplies, protection
and propagation of fish, shellfish and
wildlife, recreation in and on the
water, agricultural, industrial, and
other purposes including navigation. In
no case shall a State adopt waste
transport or waste assimilation as a
designated use for any waters of the
United States.

(b) In designating uses of a water
body and the appropriate criteria for
those uses, the State shall take into
consideration the water quality stand-
ards of downstream waters and shall
ensure that its water quality standards
provide for the attainment and mainte-
nance of the water quality standards of
downstream waters.

(c) States may adopt sub-categories
of a use and set the appropriate cri-
teria to reflect varying needs of such
sub-categories of uses, for instance, to
differentiate between cold water and
warm water fisheries.

(d) At a minimum, uses are deemed
attainable if they can be achieved by
the imposition of effluent limits re-
quired under sections 301(b) and 306 of
the Act and cost-effective and reason-
able best management practices for
nonpoint source control.

(e) Prior to adding or removing any
use, or establishing sub-categories of a
use, the State shall provide notice and
an opportunity for a public hearing
under §131.20(b) of this regulation.

(f) States may adopt seasonal uses as
an alternative to reclassifying a water
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body or segment thereof to uses requir-
ing less stringent water quality cri-
teria. If seasonal uses are adopted,
water quality criteria should be ad-
justed to reflect the seasonal uses,
however, such criteria shall not pre-
clude the attainment and maintenance
of a more protective use in another
season.

(g) States may remove a designated
use which is not an existing use, as de-
fined in §131.3, or establish sub-cat-
egories of a use if the State can dem-
onstrate that attaining the designated
use is not feasible because:

(1) Naturally occurring pollutant
concentrations prevent the attainment
of the use; or

(2) Natural, ephemeral, intermittent
or low flow conditions or water levels
prevent the attainment of the use, un-
less these conditions may be com-
pensated for by the discharge of suffi-
cient volume of effluent discharges
without violating State water con-
servation requirements to enable uses
to be met; or

(3) Human caused conditions or
sources of pollution prevent the at-
tainment of the use and cannot be
remedied or would cause more en-
vironmental damage to correct than to
leave in place; or

(4) Dams, diversions or other types of
hydrologic modifications preclude the
attainment of the use, and it is not fea-
sible to restore the water body to its
original condition or to operate such
modification in a way that would re-
sult in the attainment of the use; or

(5) Physical conditions related to the
natural features of the water body,
such as the lack of a proper substrate,
cover, flow, depth, pools, riffles, and
the like, unrelated to water quality,
preclude attainment of aquatic life
protection uses; or

(6) Controls more stringent than
those required by sections 301(b) and
306 of the Act would result in substan-
tial and widespread economic and
social impact.

(h) States may not remove designated
uses if:

(1) They are existing uses, as defined
in §131.3, unless a use requiring more
stringent criteria is added; or

(2) Such uses will be attained by im-
plementing effluent limits required

§131.11

under sections 301(b) and 306 of the Act
and by implementing cost-effective and
reasonable best management practices
for nonpoint source control.

(i) Where existing water quality
standards specify designated uses less
than those which are presently being
attained, the State shall revise its
standards to reflect the uses actually
being attained.

(j) A State must conduct a use at-
tainability analysis as described in
§131.3(g) whenever:

(1) The State designates or has des-
ignated uses that do not include the
uses specified in section 101(a)(2) of the
Act, or

(2) The State wishes to remove a des-
ignated use that is specified in section
101(a)(2) of the Act or to adopt
subcategories of uses specified in sec-
tion 101(a)(2) of the Act which require
less stringent criteria.

(k) A State is not required to conduct
a use attainability analysis under this
regulation whenever designating uses
which include those specified in section
101(a)(2) of the Act.

§131.11 Criteria.

(a) Inclusion of pollutants: (1) States
must adopt those water quality cri-
teria that protect the designated use.
Such criteria must be based on sound
scientific rationale and must contain
sufficient parameters or constituents
to protect the designated use. For wa-
ters with multiple use designations,
the criteria shall support the most sen-
sitive use.

(2) Toxic pollutants. States must re-
view water quality data and informa-
tion on discharges to identify specific
water bodies where toxic pollutants
may be adversely affecting water qual-
ity or the attainment of the designated
water use or where the levels of toxic
pollutants are at a level to warrant
concern and must adopt criteria for
such toxic pollutants applicable to the
water body sufficient to protect the
designated use. Where a State adopts
narrative criteria for toxic pollutants
to protect designated uses, the State
must provide information identifying
the method by which the State intends
to regulate point source discharges of
toxic pollutants on water quality lim-
ited segments based on such narrative
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