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: What we have heard Tribes say about
= regulatlon
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REQU Irr cms deflne condltlons under which
ele: g aly/ ‘authorize mixing zones, e.g.:
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Z-_-'- 13m|ts on locations, sizes, pollutants

-~ —  Impacts that should be avoided
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-~ s |ost States have mixing zone regulations

e EPA has guidance for mixing zone regulations
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“Mixing zone” schematic
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= adopted into State law on March 2006

— expected to be submitted to EPA for review as
required by Clean Water Act
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Clazig) v aier Act glves States primary role to
f.étandards

' must iInclude in their standards:

5|gnated uses
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---_;:;—:__-Cﬂterla to protect the uses
—  “antidegradation” policy
e States may also include “general policies” In
their standards



Clezip) \,A ater Act requwes EPA to review and
rlOOrO\ _-or disapprove State standards
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= uirements including those relating to:
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== -*-adequate scientific basis
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i = protection of designated uses

— process used by State to adopt standards
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KEy.aspects of revised Al
niXing zone regulatior
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r)erQJri harm to key resources or Uses
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— freshwater Spawning areas for Pacific salmon

— — =
S —
_____-

~ . — endangered species



KEy.aspects of revised Al
niXing zone regulatior

g,

Lieies %acts within mixing zone from:
— OJerﬁi umulatlve substances

__=__—’ ul srtances that pose health risks (e.g.,
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S Substances that impart bad taste, color, or odor to
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harvested resources
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’ey‘ﬁi SCts of revised Alaska
MiKing zone fegulation '
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S|derat|on of adverse affects on aquatic life
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—  water guality within the mixing zone
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— computer models, flow calculations, water rights
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FREVISed mixing zone regulation should not
0)e glpf cved

= .;ewSlons could allow mixing zones in sensitive

"_—-|- -\_._q—-'_
-l-l'_._ e

--areas that support the Traditional way of life”

—— mlxmg zones in such areas could threaten

Traditional uses of the waters”
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e = loopholes’ (e.g., pre-spawning mixing zones)”

—  “no process for obtaining Traditional/local

knowledge of spawning areas”
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Wihat we have heard Trib
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“Ihere 1 Jlttle OF ne Information on how key.
PIOVISIC _ns will'be implemented”
— _*-af ail menitoring data is required?”

r
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- =what documentation of use Is needed?”

—  “how will Traditional knowledge be weighed?”
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"I\/lemg zone regulation package submitted by State

EPA’s water quality standards regulation and guidance
Inpuit from Tribal consultation

Input from other important sources (e.g., Endangered

Species Act consultation)
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———— area determinations

—  mixing zone regulations must protect designated

Uses In the waterbody as a whole
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aiieres little or no information on how key
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= EP \_f asked DEC to expand Its implementation
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"_;_- _ A has provided guidance language to DEC for
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—— btalnlng and considering Tribal input when

= |mplement|ng regulation

—  EPA Wil consider State’s guidance as we review

the regulation
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G sgp ItS revised regulation to EPA
= r‘OO/ 6gulat|on
= Jm@: entatlon guidance

=0 er supportlng material
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= {PA shares package with Tribes

—

: : ;_ EPA schedules conference calls with Tribes

e EPA takes action within 60-90 days of State
submittal
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