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SERCEption \from SIP ProVisions
— l\/lomre |ng Reguirements
— Ho ants reguiring Effluent Provisions

= _pTlons from Criteria/Objectives
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fﬁjfz. _Callfornla Toxic Rule
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-~~~ — National Toxics Rule
- _ Basin Plans
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SRHOIISIP Provisions
— onle e’i@lscharger
= Specific Water Body
— _chv S on of SIP
— "-*i | for Exception
= Smentlflcally/TechnlcaI Justification
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——— —: Plan/Timeline for meeting excepted Parameter
- — Document Beneficial Uses not compromised
— Public Interest Served



%gmr Water Board Review
Sjizl :c-V ater Board Review and Approval
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— lple vfer exception from provision except...
= DEImon: frate 131.10(g) factors

— Er 1o __'ered Species Act Consultation (optional)
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{S_J_tate \Water Board Review and Approval
_® EPA Review and Approval
® Federal Promulgation
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