§131.6

pursuant to the requirements of sec-
tion 401 in any case where a State or
interstate agency has no authority for
issuing such certifications.

[48 FR 51405, Nov. 8, 1983, as amended at 56
FR 64894, Dec. 12, 1991; 60 FR 15387, Mar. 23,
1995]

§131.6 Minimum requirements for
water quality standards submis-
sion.

The following elements must be in-
cluded in each State’s water quality
standards submitted to EPA for review:

(a) Use designations consistent with
the provisions of sections 101(a)(2) and
303(c)(2) of the Act.

(b) Methods used and analyses con-
ducted to support water quality stand-
ards revisions.

(c) Water quality criteria sufficient
to protect the designated uses.

(d) An antidegradation policy con-
sistent with §131.12.

(e) Certification by the State Attor-
ney General or other appropriate legal
authority within the State that the
water quality standards were duly
adopted pursuant to State law.

(f) General information which will
aid the Agency in determining the ade-
quacy of the scientific basis of the
standards which do not include the
uses specified in section 101(a)(2) of the
Act as well as information on general
policies applicable to State standards
which may affect their application and
implementation.

§131.7 Dispute resolution mechanism.

(a) Where disputes between States
and Indian Tribes arise as a result of
differing water quality standards on
common bodies of water, the lead EPA
Regional Administrator, as determined
based upon OMB circular A-105, shall
be responsible for acting in accordance
with the provisions of this section.

(b) The Regional Administrator shall
attempt to resolve such disputes
where:

(1) The difference in water quality
standards results in unreasonable con-
sequences;

(2) The dispute is between a State (as
defined in §131.3(j) but exclusive of all
Indian Tribes) and a Tribe which EPA
has determined is eligible to the same
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extent as a State for purposes of water
quality standards;

(3) A reasonable effort to resolve the
dispute without EPA involvement has
been made;

(4) The requested relief is consistent
with the provisions of the Clean Water
Act and other relevant law;

(5) The differing State and Tribal
water quality standards have been
adopted pursuant to State and Tribal
law and approved by EPA; and

(6) A valid written request has been
submitted by either the Tribe or the
State.

(c) Either a State or a Tribe may re-
quest EPA to resolve any dispute
which satisfies the criteria of para-
graph (b) of this section. Written re-
quests for EPA involvement should be
submitted to the lead Regional Admin-
istrator and must include:

(1) A concise statement of the unrea-
sonable consequences that are alleged
to have arisen because of differing
water quality standards;

(2) A concise description of the ac-
tions which have been taken to resolve
the dispute without EPA involvement;

(3) A concise indication of the water
quality standards provision which has
resulted in the alleged unreasonable
consequences;

(4) Factual data to support the al-
leged unreasonable consequences; and

(5) A statement of the relief sought
from the alleged unreasonable con-
sequences.

(d) Where, in the Regional Adminis-
trator’s judgment, EPA involvement is
appropriate based on the factors of
paragraph (b) of this section, the Re-
gional Administrator shall, within 30
days, notify the parties in writing that
he/she is initiating an EPA dispute res-
olution action and solicit their written
response. The Regional Administrator
shall also make reasonable efforts to
ensure that other interested individ-
uals or groups have notice of this ac-
tion. Such efforts shall include but not
be limited to the following:

(1) Written notice to responsible
Tribal and State Agencies, and other
affected Federal agencies,

(2) Notice to the specific individual
or entity that is alleging that an un-
reasonable consequence is resulting
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