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§131.11

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
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-
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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
criteria. Such information may be in-
cluded as part of the standards or may
be included in documents generated by
the State in response to the Water
Quality Planning and Management
Regulations (40 CFR part 35).

(b) Form of criteria: In establishing
criteria, States should:

(1) Establish numerical values based
on:

(i) 304(a) Guidance; or

(ii) 304(a) Guidance modified to re-
flect site-specific conditions; or

(iii) Other scientifically defensible
methods;

(2) Establish narrative criteria or cri-
teria based upon biomonitoring meth-
ods where numerical criteria cannot be
established or to supplement numerical
criteria.

§131.12 Antidegradation policy.

(a) The State shall develop and adopt
a statewide antidegradation policy and
identify the methods for implementing
such policy pursuant to this subpart.
The antidegradation policy and imple-
mentation methods shall, at a mini-
mum, be consistent with the following:

(1) Existing instream water uses and
the level of water quality necessary to
protect the existing uses shall be main-
tained and protected.

(2) Where the quality of the waters
exceed levels necessary to support
propagation of fish, shellfish, and wild-
life and recreation in and on the water,
that quality shall be maintained and
protected unless the State finds, after
full satisfaction of the intergovern-
mental coordination and public partici-
pation provisions of the State’s con-
tinuing planning process, that allowing
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lower water quality is necessary to ac-
commodate important economic or so-
cial development in the area in which
the waters are located. In allowing
such degradation or lower water qual-
ity, the State shall assure water qual-
ity adequate to protect existing uses
fully. Further, the State shall assure
that there shall be achieved the high-
est statutory and regulatory require-
ments for all new and existing point
sources and all cost-effective and rea-
sonable best management practices for
nonpoint source control.

(3) Where high quality waters con-
stitute an outstanding National re-
source, such as waters of National and
State parks and wildlife refuges and
waters of exceptional recreational or
ecological significance, that water
quality shall be maintained and pro-
tected.

(4) In those cases where potential
water quality impairment associated
with a thermal discharge is involved,
the antidegradation policy and imple-
menting method shall be consistent
with section 316 of the Act.

§131.13 General policies.

States may, at their discretion, in-
clude in their State standards, policies
generally affecting their application
and implementation, such as mixing
zones, low flows and variances. Such
policies are subject to EPA review and
approval.

Subpart C—Procedures for Review
and Revision of Water Quality
Standards

§131.20 State review and revision of
water quality standards.

(a) State review. The State shall from
time to time, but at least once every
three years, hold public hearings for
the purpose of reviewing applicable
water quality standards and, as appro-
priate, modifying and adopting stand-
ards. Any water body segment with
water quality standards that do not in-
clude the uses specified in section
101(a)(2) of the Act shall be re-exam-
ined every three years to determine if
any new information has become avail-
able. If such new information indicates
that the uses specified in section
101(a)(2) of the Act are attainable, the

§131.21

State shall revise its standards accord-
ingly. Procedures States establish for
identifying and reviewing water bodies
for review should be incorporated into
their Continuing Planning Process.

(b) Public participation. The State
shall hold a public hearing for the pur-
pose of reviewing water quality stand-
ards, in accordance with provisions of
State law, EPA’s water quality man-
agement regulation (40 CFR 130.3(b)(6))
and public participation regulation (40
CFR part 25). The proposed water qual-
ity standards revision and supporting
analyses shall be made available to the
public prior to the hearing.

(c) Submittal to EPA. The State shall
submit the results of the review, any
supporting analysis for the use attain-
ability analysis, the methodologies
used for site-specific criteria develop-
ment, any general policies applicable
to water quality standards and any re-
visions of the standards to the Re-
gional Administrator for review and
approval, within 30 days of the final
State action to adopt and certify the
revised standard, or if no revisions are
made as a result of the review, within
30 days of the completion of the review.

§131.21 EPA review and approval of
water quality standards.

(a) After the State submits its offi-
cially adopted revisions, the Regional
Administrator shall either:

(1) Notify the State within 60 days
that the revisions are approved, or

(2) Notify the State within 90 days
that the revisions are disapproved.
Such notification of disapproval shall
specify the changes needed to assure
compliance with the requirements of
the Act and this regulation, and shall
explain why the State standard is not
in compliance with such requirements.
Any new or revised State standard
must be accompanied by some type of
supporting analysis.

(b) The Regional Administrator’s ap-
proval or disapproval of a State water
quality standard shall be based on the
requirements of the Act as described in
§§131.5 and 131.6, and, with respect to
Great Lakes States or Tribes (as de-
fined in 40 CFR 132.2), 40 CFR part 132.
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