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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Thomas L. Hopkins, Director of the Virginia Department of Envi-
ronmental Quality, petitions this court for review of a permit issued
by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to the District of
Columbia Water & Sewer Authority (DCWSA). See 33U.S.CA.

§ 1369(b)(1)(F) (West Supp. 1997). Hopkins argues that the EPA
issued the permit before Virginia could exercise its statutory right to
request a public hearing and raise objections. See 33 U.S.C.A.

§ 1341(a)(2) (West 1986). We remand for a public hearing.

In 1991, the EPA issued a permit allowing DCWSA to discharge
saewage into the Potomac River and its tributaries. Before this permit
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expired in 1996, DCWSA applied for anew permit. Because Virgin-
ias water quality could be affected by the discharge at issue, the EPA
notified Virginia of the permit application pursuant to 33 U.S.C.A.

§ 1341(a)(2), which provided Virginiawith 60 days in which to object
to the issuance of the permit and to request a public hearing regarding
the objection. The EPA, however, issued the permit only 15 days after
notification to Virginia. Subsequently, but still within the 60-day
period, Virginiarequested a public hearing and demanded that the
EPA vacate the permit pending the outcome of that hearing. In
response, the EPA offered to hold a public hearing but refused to
vacate the 1997 permit. This petition for review followed.

The EPA correctly concedes that it issued the permit prematurely,

and both parties agree that Virginiais entitled to a public hearing pur-
suant to § 1341(a)(2). We therefore remand this case to the EPA so
that such a hearing may be held as soon asis reasonably possible.
Until resolution of the issues raised in the hearing, DCWSA shall con-
tinue to comply with the terms of the 1997 permit.

REMANDED



