Decision

* = Required Field
	FIELD
	INSTRUCTIONS & EXAMPLE

	* Revision Status:
	If you are adding a new decision or revising an existing decision, then you would choose ‘Revised’.  If you make minor grammatical changes to a decision, then it can stay as ‘Original’, however if you make content changes where you add or remove pertinent information to an existing decision, then it is considered revised.

	* Final Listing Decision:
	Choose the final listing decision based on the sum of all LOEs and their assessments for this specific water body-pollutant combination.  This is done via use of the appropriate section(s) of the Listing Policy and tables 3.1, 3.2, 4.1 and 4.2 to determine whether standards are met or exceeded.

· Does your selection match what is in the "Decision Relationships" & "Regional Board Recommendation" fields?

· if the listing decision is to delist the pollutant(s) then the reason for delisting must be entered (see 'If Delisted, Please Select Reason for Delisting').

· if the pollutant is being addressed by a USEPA approved TMDL then the TMDL Project Name, Code and Date TMDL Approved by USEPA must be entered.

· if the pollutant requires a TMDL then the Expected TMDL Completion Date must be entered.

· if the pollutant is being addressed by an action other than a TMDL then the Expected Attainment Date of the successful implementation of that action and a description of that action must be entered.

	Sources:
	Choose the appropriate source(s) of the data assessed and used for this listing decision.  Consider all lines of evidence and their data.

	Impairment is a Pollutant:
	Is the impairment based on a pollutant or not.  If so, then click this box.

	Water body limited segment has confirmed anti-degradation considerations as defined in Listing Policy section 3.10:
	Whether the water is threatened or not, i.e., waters that are currently attaining water quality standards (WQS’s) but are expected to exceed WQS’s by the next listing cycle.  Refer to Listing Policy section 3.10.

	If information is not sufficient, please select from the options below:
	Is the information/evidence sufficient to make the listing decision and, if not, whether this is due to poor quality assurance (QA) and/or not enough samples in the data assessed.  If EITHER of these boxes is checked, then the reason for this needs to be documented in the 'Decision Relationships' and 'Regional Board Recommendation' fields.

	Decision Relationships:
	Was the correct template used?  

Were the appropriate sections edited to fit this decision? 

Were the correct sections of the Policy cited?  

When you read it, does it make sense?  

Does it match the final listing decision? 

Does the description here match what is in the LOEs?  

Do the total no. of samples and exceedances match, etc?

	Regional Board Recommendation:
	Was the correct template used?  

Were the appropriate sections edited to fit this decision?  

Were the correct sections of the Policy cited?  

When you read it, does it make sense?  

Does it match the final listing decision?

	Comments to be displayed on the Integrated Report Category Lists 4A, 4B, and 5:
	Do the remarks here seem appropriate to appear as comments for this assessment on the 303(d) list?  These comments should be clarifying remarks about this specific listing.  If these are 'old' comments from the previous listing cycle, are they still applicable during this cycle?  For example, if the comment states “…a TMDL will be developed to address this problem…”, and a TMDL has been developed since this comment was entered, then this comment would no longer be relevant.


