ANTIDEG FIADATI.N REVIEW W.FIKSHEET

1. Name of Hevtewer ' Mlchael T. Sauer

Name of Receiving Water: Shegenne Rlver
_Bas[n Red River

Stream Ciaeelficatlen TA |
Other: Red River (Class I) was also reviewed,

'Descnptlen of Propesed Activity: _A temporary dlecharge of a maximum 100 cfg

from West Bay of Devils Lake to the Shezenne Rlver. The dlscharqe
will be constrained to 300 mc ]

_The stated purpose is to reduce MLLMI_HMDQ_.____

3. Which categery of antidegradatien apply?

£X " Categpry 1- - go. te questren 7 |
0 Categery 2-goto queatlen 13
0 Category 3 - go to question 4

'CATEGORY 3 QUESTIONS:

Will the prepesed activity result ina permanent new or expanded source of pollutants directly to an
Outstandmg State Heseurce Water (OSRW) segment?

D -~ Yes- recemmend demal -ef-.prepesed..a_ctmty.
0 No

5. If the proposed activity will result in a permanent new or expanded source of pellutante to a segment
upstream from an OSRW segment, will the prepesed activity affect OSRW water quality?

O Yes - recommend denial of proposed activity.

3 No

Basis for conclusion: __

6. If the proposed activity will result in a non- per’ma'-tr.lrl'ent''ne'm.}r or expanded source of p'ellutants to an
OSRW segment or a segment upstream from an OSRW segment, will the proposed activity result in
“temporary and limited” effects on OSRW water quality? |

0o Yes

0 No - recemmend denial of proposed activity.

Basis for conclusion:




CATEGOHY 1 ouesnous _ o
7. Does the waterbody qualify for Categary 1 pmtectfm'?

b ™

KX Yes
0 No
If no, go to Category 2 protection, Question 13.

Will the proposed activity result in significant degradation?

XX Yes
0 No - recommend approval of the proposed activity.
9. Has the applxcant completed an adequate evaluatron of alternatwes and demanstrated that there
~are not reasonable altematwes to allemng the degradatlcn'? |
Bx  Yes | '
O No - recommend denial of the ;jrapused.ac_tivity.

10. Hasthe apphcant demonstrated that the prOposed activity will prowde mportant socioeconomic
develo;:ment in the area in wh:ch the affected waters are located?

RX  Yes
0 -No - qfecomrne_nd_.denia} cf-'the_-.-propos__edaastivity.

11. WI" existing uses be protected and cons:stent w;th the Category 2 procedures outlined by questlons
14 and 16 below?

AX Yes
O No - recommend denial of the proposed activity.

12.  Have all state-required controls on point sources to the segment been achieved or are they on a
compllance schedule'? | |

. ‘No - recommend denial of the proposed activity.

— — - — - - —

Basis for conclusion:

QATEGOHY 2 QUESTIONS:

13.  The basis for concluding that Category 1 requirements do not apply:




14.

| 15.

16.

* Are there uses that exrst or have exlsted since 1967, that have more str:ngent water quahty
protection requirements than the currenﬂy des:gnated uses?

o Yes

B Mo

If yes, basis for conclusion:

If the answer to q'ues_tion 14 was yes, what water qUality'-criteria requirements will ensure protection
of such existing uses? (Indicate parameters and applicable water quality criteria.)

Will existing uses be maintained and pretebted? |

Kk Yes

O No - recommend denial of the pfopOsed-activity.

If no, basis for conclusion:

| PRELIMINARY DECISION:

17.

et

Date:

Based on the above, can the proposed actw:ty be authorized pursuant to the state antidegradation
policy?

&z Yes
EI | No

Basis for cgnclus[on e proposed dlscharge is temporary, and does not

exceed numeric crlterla for parameters of concern. sulfate
concentrations for municipal use will be less than 250 mg/L. The

TDS concentrations on the Red River will be within historical
ranges. All beneficial uses will be maintained.

i s — ——— —iv — =

3/:20/03



NORTH DAKOTA ANTIDEGFIADATION PHOCEDURE
FLOW CHAFlT

. Applicatton for prapesed actwlty
received by the Div. Of Water Quality

ND Department of Health

Apply Category 3

Is the receiving water an outstanding state resource
water? (Category 3) - - = Yes — = requirements -

Is the receiving water a

“Allow proposed

Does the proposed activity significantly

Have reasonable nan-degfading orless- | Deny proposed ,
degrading alternatives been evaluated? = = Ng = = ‘activity

Complete Category 1 review:
| » ensure existing use is maintained

L -_show economic and soc&al tmportance |
> 'seek public participation
> conduct appropnate intergovernmental caordmatlan

— P ......_....____....._[I_._.
| | !

Allow proposed | - Deny proposad
| activity activity

== €= dmm = = = == = = = = = = 4= = = = = = = = =

= &= = =

Will existing use be maintained Deny proposed
s e ~and protected? == No == activity |
Yes
d

Allow proposed
activity






