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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

PROPOSED RULES

the application of the best control meas-
ures and practices achievable including

- treatment technigues, process and proce-

[40 CFR Part 429]
[FRL 253-3]

TIMBER PRODUCTS PROCESSING FOINT
SOURCE CATEGORY

Effluent Limitations and Guidelines for Ex-
isting Sources; Standards of Perform-

ance and Pretreatment Standards for.

New Sources

Notice is hereby. given that efluent
limitations and guldelines for existing
sources and standards of performance
and pretreatment stendsrds for new
sources set forth below are proposed by
the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA). On April 18, 1974, EPA promul-
gated o regulation adding Part 429 to
Title 40 of the Code of Federal Reg-
ulations (39 FR 13942). That regulation
established efiuent limitations and
guidelines for existing sources and stand-
ards of performance and pretreatment
standards for new sources for the timber
products processing point source cate-
gory. The regulation proposed below will
amend 40 CFR Part 429 timber products
processing point source category by add-
ing thereto the wet storage subcategory
(Subpart I), the log washing subcategory
(Subpart J), the sawmills and planing
mills subcategory (Subpart K), the fin-
ishing subcategory (Subpart L), the par-
ticleboard manufacturing subcategory
(Subpart M), the insulation board man-
ufacturing” subcategory (Subpart N),
and the insulation board manufacturing
with steaming or headboard production
subcategory (Subpart O), pursuant to
sections 301, 304 (b) and (c), 306(b) and
307(c) of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act, as amended (33 U.S.C. 1251,
1311, 1314 (b) and (e¢), 1316(b) and 1317
(¢c); 86 Stat. 816 et seq.; Pub, L. 92-
500) (the Act).

(a) Legal authoriiy— (1) Existing
point sources. Section 301(b) of the Act
requires the achievement by not later
than July 1, 1977, of efluent limitations
for point sources, other than publicly
owned treatment works, which require
the application of the best practicable
control technology currently available as
defined by the Administrator pursuant to
section 304(b) of the Act. Section 301(b)
also requires the achievement by not
later than July 1, 1983, of efluent limita-
tions for point sources, other than pub-
licly ovmed treatment works, which re-
quire the application of best available
technology economically achievable
which will result in reasonable further
progress toward the natlonal goal of
eliminating the discharge of all pollut-
ants, as determined in accordance with
regulations issued by the Administrator
pursuant to section 304(b) to the Act.

Section 304(b) of the Act requires the
Administrator to publish regulations pro-
viding guidelines for effiuent limitations
setting forth the degree of effluent re-
duction attainable through the applica-
tion of the best practicable control tech-
nology currently ayailable and the degree

of effluent reduction attainable through
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dural innovations, operating methods
and other alternatives. The regulation
proposed herein sets forth efluent lim-
itations and guidelines, pursuant to sec~
tions 301 and 304(b) of the Act, for the
wet storage subcategory (Subpart I), the
log washing subcategory (Subpart J), the
sawmills and planing mills subcategory
(Subpart K), the finishing subcategory
(Subpart L), the particleboard manufac-
turing subcategory (subpart M), the in-
sulation board manufacturing subcate-
gory (Subpart N), and the insulation
board menufacturing with steaming or
hardboard production subcategory (Sub-
part O) of the timber products proc-
essing point source category.

(2) New sources. Section 306 of the
Act’ requires the achievement by new
sources of a Federal standard of per-
formance providing for the confrol of
the discharge of pollutants which reflects
the greatest degree of effiuent reduction
which the Administrator determines to
be achievable through application of the
best available demonstrated control tech-
nology, processes, operating methods, or
other alternatives, including, where prac-
ticable, 2 standard permitting no dis-
charge of pollutants.

Section 306(b) (1) (B) of the Act re-
quires the Administrator to propose reg-
ulations establishing Federal standards
of performance for cafegories of new
sources included in g list published pur-
suant to section 306(b) (1) (A) of the Act.
The Administrator published in the ¥rp-
ERAL REGISTER of January 16, 1973 (38
FR 1624) a list of 27 source categories,
including the timber products processing
category. The regulations proposed
herein set forth the standards of per-
formance applicable to new sources for
wet storage subcategory (Subpart I), the
log washing subcategory (Subpart J),
the-sawmills and planing mills subcate~
gory (Subpart K), the finishing subcate-
gory (Subpart L), the particleboard man-
ufacturing subcategory (Subpart M), the
insulation board manufacturing subcate-
gory (Subpart N), and the insulation
board manufacturing with steaming or
hardboard production subcategory (Sub-
part O), of the timber products proc-
essing point source category.

Section 307(e) of the Act requires the
Administrator to promulgate prefreat-
ment standards for new sources at the
same time that standards of performance
for new sources are promulgated pursu-
ant to section 306. Sections 429.96, 429.-
106, 429.116, 429.126, 429.136, 429.146, and
429,156 proposed below provide pretreat-
ment standards for new sources within
the wet storage subcategory (Subpart I),
the log washing subcategory (Subpart J),
the sawmills and planing mills subcate-
gory (Subpart K), the finishing subcate-
gory (Subpart L), the particleboard
manufacturing subcategory .(Subpart
M), the insulation board manufacturing
subcategory (Subpart N), and the insula-
tion board manufacturing with steaming
or hardboard production subcategory

(Subpart O) of the timber products
processing point source category.

Section 304(c) of the Act requires the
Administrator to issue to the States and
appropriate water pollution control agen=
cles information on the processes, procos-
dures or operating methods which result
in the eliminotion or reduction of the
discharge of pollutants to implement
standards of performance under section
306 of the Act., The “Development Doou-
ment” referred to below provides, pursu-
ant to section 304(c) of the Act, iInforma-
tlon on such processes, procedures or
operating methods.

(bY Summary and basis of proposed
efilucnt limitations guidelines for exlata
ing sources and stonderds of perforimne
ance gnd pretrectment standards for new
sources—(1) Gencrol methodolopy. The
effluent limitations, puidelines and stand-
ards of performance proposed herein
were developed in the following monner,
The point source category was flrsh
studled for the purpose of determining
whether separate limitations and stand-
ards exe appropriate for different ceg-
ments within the category. This analysis
included a determination of whether
differenices in raw material uged, product
produced, menufacturing process em-
ployed, age, size, waste water constitu
ents and other factors require develop=-
ment of separate limitotions and stand-
ards for different segments of the point
source category. The row waste charac-
teristics for each such segment were then
identified. This included an snalysis of
the source, flow and volume of water used
in the process employed, the sources of
waste and waste waters in the operation
and the constituents of all waste water,
The constituents of the woaste waters
which should be subject to efiluent Hmita-
tions and stondards of performoance were
identified.

The control and treatment technolopies
existing within each segment were 1den-
tified. This included an identification of
each distinet control and treatment
technology, including both in-plent and
end-of-process technologies, which ore
existent or capable of being deslgned for
each serment, It also included an iden-
tification of, in terms of the amount of
constituents and the chemlical, physleal,
and biolocieal characteristics of pollut«
anis, the efiluent level rezulting from
the application of each of the tech-
nologies. The problems, Hmitations and
reliability of each treatment and control
technolory were also identifled, In addl-
tion, the non-water quality environmens-
tal impoct, such ao the effects of tho
application of such techmnologies upon
other pollution problems, including air,
soldd waste, noise and radiation wero
identified. The energy requirements of
each confrol and treatment technolopy
were determined as well as the cost of
the application of such technologies,

The information, as outlined abovo,
was then evalusted in order to deter-
mine what levels of technology contti-
tute the “best procticable control
technolory currently available,” “best
available technology economically
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achievable” and the “best available
demonstrated control technology, pro-
cesses, operating methods, or other al-
ternatives.” In identifying such technolo-
gies, various factors were considered.
These included the total cost of applica~
tion of technology in relation to the
efiiuent reduction benefits to be achieved
from such application, the age of equip-
ment and facilities involved, the process
employed, the engineering aspects of the
application of various types of control
techniques, process changes, non-water
quality environmental impact (including
energy requirements) and other factors.

The data upon which the above anal-
ysis was performed included EPA permit
applications, EPA sampling and inspec-
tions, consultant reports, and industry
submissions.

The pretreatment standards proposed
herein are intended to be complemen-
tary to the pretreatment standards pro-~
posed for existing sources under 40 CFR
128. The basls for such standards is set
forth in the Feperat REGISTER of July 19,
1973, 38 FR 19236, The provisions of Paré
128 are equally applicable to sources

. which would constitute “new sources,”
under section 306 if they were to dis-
charge pollutanis direcily to navigable
waters, except for §128.133. That sec-
tion provides a pretreatment standard
for “incompatible pollutants” which re-
quires application of the “best practica~
ble control technology currently avail-
able,” subject to an adjustment for
amounts of pollutants removed by the
publicly owned treatment works. Since
the pretreatment standards proposed
herein apply to new sources, .§§ 429.96,

- 429.106, 429.116, 429.126, 429.136, 429.146,
and’ 429,156 below amend §128.133 to
specify the application of the standard
of performance for new sources rather
than the “best practicable” standard ap-
plicable to existing sources under sections
301 and 304(b) of the Act.

(2) Summary of conclusions with re~
spect 1o the wet storage subcategory
(Subpart I), the log washing subcategory
(Subpart J), the sawmills and planing
mills subcategory (Subpart K), the
finishing subcalegory (Subpart L), the
particleboard manufaciuring subcate-
gory (Subpart 1), the insulation board
manufacturing subcategory (Subpart
N), and the insulation board manufac-
turing with steaming or hardboard pro-
duction subcategory (Subpart O), of the
timber products processing point source
category.—(1) Calegorization. The pro-
duction of timber products from wood
and wood residues or by-products in-
volves considerable variety in raw ma-
terial storage, handling, and processing
procedures. These variations can result
in significant differences in waste water
.generated, although constituents present
in the waste water are similar. The op-
portunities for waste water reuse and/or
disposal also varies among the different
timber products processing operations.

Waste water volumes generated by this
portion of the timber products process-
ing industry may ba largest in the wet
storage activiles such as log or mill
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ponds and wet decking operations, and
the insulation board manufacturing seg-
ment of .the industry. Other operations
in this portion of the Industry for which
guidelines and standards are proposed
below require either none or little proc-
ess water. The effluent guidelines and
standards (Subpart I through Subpart
O) proposed helow reflect the process
differences and the differences in waste
water generation.

(i) Waste characteristics. Vaste water
pollutants generated by this sepment of
the industry are mainly organic in na-
ture, primarily generated by the raw
material, wood. Some inorganic waste
materials are also generated, coming
from the soil and dirt broucht into the
processing plant on the woosd. Organie
and inorganic materials may also be pro-
duced by the finishing and fabrlcating
operations which may occur.

(iil) Origin of waste water polutants.
In a web storage situation, i.e., ponding,
storage in estuaries, bays of streams, or
west decking operations, poliutants arve
removed from the wood by the washing
effect of the water. In addition, ma-
terials are removed from the wood as
water passes over the wood. Storage of
the wood in water, such as oceurs in pond
storage, results in the leachinrm of soluble
materials from the wood. Sawmills and
planing mills with their ascociated proc-
essing operations have very limited proc-
ess water requirements and the volumes
of waste water generated are not sufil-
clent, with reasonable pracess manage-
ment, to result in a process waste water
stream. Finishing operations include glu-
ing, application of surface coatings, and
the application of sealers, stains, dyes,
primers, and fillers, of elther organic or
inorganic nature.

The primary sources of waste water
generation in the particleboard manu-
facturing industry are resin blender
cleaning water, cleaning of additive stor-
age tanks, caul cooling sprays, mat
sprays, and fire control water.

Insulation board manufacture gener-
ates a large volume of process water.
Water may be used in a number of the
following operations: chip woshing,
white water, 1.e., water used In procezs-
ing and carrying the wood fibers throuch
the insulation board manufocturing
process, finlshing operations, cooling,
seal water, fire control and houselzeeping.

(iv) Treatment and control technol-
ogy. Waste water treatment and control
technologies have been studled fof each
subcategory of the industry to determine
what is (2) the best practicable control
technology currently avallable, (b) the
best available technology ecenomically
achievable, and (¢) the best available
demonstrated control technology, proc-
esses, operating methods or other
alternatives.

Wet storage treatment and control in-
volves regulation of the process waters
that are allowed to he discharred to the
web storage water body. By achievingy this
control a no discharge of waste water
pollutants can be realized during these
periods when rainfall does not exceed
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evaporation. During periods when rain-
fall excecds evaporation, floating, visible
sollds control can be achieved by the
installation of a floating solids defention
device, such as a surface barrler or a
submergzed pipz, at the discharge point
of the wet storage body, whether it is
the lo~ pond or the collection, setling
pond for the webt declking recirculation
system.

One hundred percent recycle of loz
washing wafer can be achieved by the
installation of a sedimentation system
and screening system. Systems of this
type are currently in use in the indusfry -
sawmills and ploning mills. The no dis-
charre of process waste water pollutanis
limitation for sawmills and planing mills
can and §5 helng achieved throuch proper
management of equipment and reason~
able water uzage. Fobricating and fin-
ishing operations can achieve the no
discharge limitation by reasonable water
use, wasfe water recycle, spray evapora-
tion, inclneration, or land spreading.
Particleboard freatment and control
technology includes judiclous water use
ond dispoesal of the small volume of waste
water to a septic tank system. spray irri-
pgation, spray evaoparation, spraying of
waste water on incoming raw mafterial,
or spraying of wasts water on hoz fusl

Insulation board treatment and con-
trol technology includes primary clarifi-
cation as practiced by all plants. Ofther
technologies practiced include activated

sludre, aerated lagoons, spray Irrigation,

cedimentation, coaculation and watsr
reeycle.

Solid wastes that may resulf from
timber products precessing operations
are mainly barl, wood slabs or frim-
minns, sawdust, sander dust, and sTudges
resulting from treatment of praocess wa-
ters. Efforts to obtain full ufilizafion of
the raw material have resulied In ths
development of manufacturing proces:zes
to utillze theze potential waste matfe-
rials, These solld wastes are usually non-~
toxic and biodegradable. -

Best practicable confrol technolozy
and best availoble technolozy, as they
are novmn taday, require disposal of the
pollutants removed from vwaste taters
in this industry In the form of solid
wastes and Uquid conecentrafes. In most
cases thece are non-hacardous sub-
stances requiriny only minimal cus-
todial cave. However, some constifuents
may be hoazardous and may require
gpeelal considerotion. In order fo en-
sure long term profection of the environ-
ment from these hazardous or harmful
constituents, speclal constderation of diz~
pocal sites must ba made. All Iondfill sifes
where such bazardous wastes are dis-
nosed should ba selected so as to prevent
horizontal and vertical mizration of these
contaminonts to ground or surface
waters. In cases where geologic conditions
may not reasonably ensure this, adequate
legal and mechanical precoutions (eg.,
impervicus liners) shonld bhe taken to
ensure long term protection to the en-
vironment from hazardous materizls.
Yhere appropriate, the location of solid
hazardous materials disposal sites should
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be permanently recorded in the appro-
priate office of legal jurisdiction in which
the site is Iocated.

(v) Cost estimates for control of waste
water pollutants. Insulation board—Al-
though insulation board mills use large
dquantities of process water, the effort
required to meet the proposed efiiuent
guidelines will not cause a severe disloca~
tion in the industry. Of the eighteen (18)
facilities in this segment, five either do
or are planning to discharge to muni-
cipal systems, two plants plan to or have
implemented a closed system, and two
plants dispose of process water by spray
irrigation. Of the nine remaining plants,
two are already meeting best practicable
control technology limitations. The re-
maining seven plants are estimated to
require investments ranging between
400,000 and 3,500,000 dollaxs.

The costs associated with achieving the
proposed limitations for the finishing
subcategory range between 9,000 and
271,000 dollars for a smail plant and be-
tween 12,000 and 48,000 for a large plant.

Log washing and Sawmills—the costs
associated with meeting the proposed
limitations for this segment are minimal.
The water requirements for this process
are such that the water loop can he oper-
ated as a closed system with no discharge
of process waste water. i

Wet storage-—the proposed limitations
for these operations will be applicable
for plents in all subcategories of the in-
dustry that store raw material either in
self~contained hodies of water or on the
land, either paved or unpaved, and spray
the logs with water continuously or inter-
mittently. The necessary level of ex-
pendifure is expected to be, 9,000 dollars
per wet decking facility and less for pond
storage operations.

Particleboard—Capital investment
costs necessary to achieve the proposed
effluent limitations are determined to be
less than 0.5 percent of the cost of con-
struction of a 220 mefric ton per day
plant.

(vi) Energy requirements and non
water quality environmental impacts.
Insulation board—the achievement of
best practicable control technology lim-
itations may require the application of
technology that relies on fthe ultimate
disposal of waste activated sludge in ap-
proved landfill situations. The energy
requirements as discussed in the Develop-
ment Document may be approximately
10 percent of the total energy require-
ments for the manufacture of insulation
board. Log washing and Sawmills and
planing mills—additional energy re-
quirements and nonwater quality envi-
ronmental impact as a result of the ap-
plication of best practicable control
technology for these subcategories is not
significant; only reasonable water use
and recycle of log wash water is required.

Wet storage-~the achievement of the
proposed limitations for this subcategory
will require no additional energy require-
ments. Non~-water quality environmental
impact is related to sludge deposits from
the bottom of the pond or the settling
area in the wet deck recycle system.

Particleboard—the non-water quality
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impact will result from the land dis-
posal of smell amounts of sludge from
certain altermatives. The impact, how-
ever, will be insignificant because of the
relatively small quantities of waste fo
be disposed.

(vii) Economic impact analysis. The
economic analysis has focused on both
internal and exfernal costs. Internal
costs are those costs to the facility asso-
ciated with achieving the proposed limi-
tations. External costs are related to the
impact of the internal costs in terms of
price increases, production curtailments,
plant closures, and the resmltant em-
ployment, community and regional im-
pacts, infernational trade and industry
growth. '

Cost increases as a result of imple-
mentation of pollution control measures
will be passed on to the consumer in the
particleboard and insulation board seg-
ments of the industry.

Insulation board prices may increase
0.5 to 4.0 percenft, and particleboard
prices may increase 0.15 percent.

For the remaining segments the cost
of compliance will generally not be
passed on to the consumer through
price increases because end product
prices are highly competitive and the
costs of abatement are unequally dis-
tributed. Although the cost of compliance
will generally be absorbed by the pro-
ducer, the cost is small and will not sig-
nificantly affect profit margins or present
2 capital availability problem. Accord-
ingly, only three plants in the industry
may close as a result of required pollution
control expenditures.

One insulation board mill may close,
representing approximately 4 percent of
the segment capacity and 200 employees,
and two container grade veneer mills
may close representing approximately 4
percent of segment capacity and 40 em~
ployees. Otherwise, no production cur-
tailment or closures are expected. No
sighificant community or regional
effects, balance of trade effects or in-
dustry growth effects are expected.

The reporh entitled “Development
Document for Proposed Efiluent Limita~
tions Guidelines and New Source Per-
formance Standards for the Wet Stor-
age, Sawmills, Particleboard, and Insu-
lation Board segment of the Timber
Products Processing Category” details
the 'analysis undertaken in support of
the regulation being proposed herein and
is available for inspection in the EPA
Information Center, Room 227, Wesb
Tower, Waterside Mall, Washington,

, D.C., at all EPA regional offices, and at

State water pollution control offices. A
supplementary analysis prepared for EPA
of the possible economic effects of the
proposed regulation is also available for
inspection at these locations. Copies of
both of these documents are being sent
to persons or institutions affected by the
proposed regulation, or who have placed
themselves on a mailing list for this pur-
pose (see EPA’s Advance Nofice of Pub-
lic Review Procedures, 38 FR 21202,
August 6, 1973). An additional limited
number of copies of both reports are
available, Persons wishing to obtain a

copy may write the EPA Information
Center, Environmental Protection
Agency, Washington, D.C. 20460, Atten-
tion: Mr, Philip B, Wisman,

On June 14, 1973, the Agency pub-
lished procedures designed to insure
that, when certain major standaxds,
regulations, and guidelines are proposed,
an explenation of their hasls, purpose
and environmental effects is made avail«
able to the public (38 FR 15653). The
procedures are appleable to major
standards, refulations ond guldelines
which are proposed on or after Decem~
ber 31, 1973, and which preseribe no-
tional standards of environmental quanl-
ity or require notional emission, effluent
or performance standards and limita-
tions. -

The Agency determined to implement
these procedures in order to insure that
the public was spprised of tho environ-
mental effects of its major standards set
ting actions and was provided with de-
tailed background information to asslst
it in commenting on the merits of a pro-
posed action, In brief, the procedures call
for the Agency to make public the infor-
mation available to it delineating the
major nonenvironmental factors affect«
ing the decision, and to explain the via-
ble options available to it and the xeasons
for the option selected.

The procedures contemplate publica-
tion of this information in the ¥Frorran
REGISTER; where this is practicable, They
provide, however, thof where, becauso
of the length of these moterials, such
publication 1z impracticable, the materinl
may be made available in an alternate
format.

The report entitled “Development
Document for Proposed Effluent Limita-
tions Guidelines and New Source Per-
formance Standards for the Wot Stor-
age, Sawmills, Particlebosrd, and Insu-
lation Board segment of the Timber
Products Processing Point Sourco Cate~
gory” contains informotion avallable to
the Agency concerning the msajor envi«
ronmental effects of the regulation pro-
posed below, including:

(1) the pollutents presently dig=
charged into the Nation’s waterways by
manufacturers of timber produocts and
the degree of pollution reduction obtain-
able from implementation of the pro-
posed guidelines and standards (sco par«
%ciularly sections IV, V, VI, IX, X, snd

'H

(2) the anticipated effects of the pro-~
posed regulation on other aspects of the
environment including alr, solld waste
disposal and land use, snd noise (see
particularly section VIII) ; and

(3) options available to tho Ageney in -
developing the proposed repulatory sy
tem and the reasons for its seleoting the
particular levels of effluent reduction
which are proposed (gee particularly
sections VI, VII, and VIID),

The supplementary report entitled
“Bconomic Analysls of Proposed Efiluent
Guidelines for the Timber Produots
Processing Industry” contalns sn esti«
msate of the cost of pollution control 1e-
quirements and an analysis of the pos-
sible effects of the proposed regulation
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on prices, production levels, employment,
communities in which timber products
processing plants are located, and inter-
national trade. In addition, the Develop-
ment Document describes, in section
VIO, the cost and energy consumption
implications of the proposed regulations.

The two Teports described above in the
aggregate exceed 500 pages in length and
contain 2 substantial number of charts,
diagrams, and tables. It is clearly im-
practicable fo publish the material con~
tained in these documents in the Feprran
RecistER. To the extent possible, signifi-
cant aspects of the material have been
presented in summary form in foregoing
portions of this preamble. Additional
discussion is contained in the following
analysis of comments received and the
Agency’s response to them. As has been
indicated, both documents are available
for inspection at the Agency's Washing-
ton, D.C. and regional offices and at
State water pollution control agency
offices. Copies of each have been dis-
tributed to persons and institutions
affected by the proposed regulations or
twho have placed themselves on a mailing
list for this purpose. Finally, so long as
the supply remains available, additional
copies may be obtained from the Agency
as described above.

‘When this regulation is promulgated,
revised copies of the Development Docu-
ment will be available from the Superin-
tendent of Documents, Government
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402.
Copies of the Economic Analysis will be
available through the National Tech-
nical Information Service, Springfield,
Virginig 22151.

(c) Summary of public participation.
Prior to this publication, the agencies
and groups listed below were consulted
and given an opportunity to participate
in the development of efluent limita-
tions, guidelines and standards proposed
for the timber products processing cate~
gory. All participating agencies and
groups have been informed of project
developments. An initial draft of the De-
velopment Document was sent to all par-
ticipants and comments were solicited on
that report. The following are the prin-
cipal agencies and groups consulted: (1)
Effuent Standards and Water Quality
Informafion Advisory Committee (es~
tablished under section 515 of the Act);
(2) all State and U.S. Territory Pollution
Confrol Agencies; (3) The American So-
ciety of Mechanical Engineers; (4) Hud-
son River Sloop Restoration, Inc.; (5)
The Conservation Foundation; (6) En-
vironmental Defense Fund, Inc.; (7)
Natural Resources Defense Council; (8)
The American Society of Civil Engineers;
(9) Water Pollution Control Federation;
(10) National Wildlife Federation; (11)
American Institute of Chemical Engi-
neers; (12) Southern Forest Products As-
sociation; (13) Western Wood Products
Association; (14) Northeastern Lumber
Manufacturers Association; (15) Na-
tional Particleboard Assoctation; (16)
Nationel Paint and Coatings Associa-
tion; (17) National Home Builders As-
sociation; (18) Liobile Home Manufac-
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turers Assoclation; (19) Acoustical and
Insulating RInterlals Acseciafion; (20)
National Association of Bullding 2anu-
facturers; (21) National Forest Products
Assoclation; (22) Hardwood Plywood
Manufacturers Ascociation; (23) Amer-
ican Plywood Acsocintion; (24) Amerl-
can Hardboard Assoclation; (25) US.
Department of Commerce; (20) U.S. Da-
partment of Interlor; (27) U.S. Water
Resources Council; (20) Ofice of Man-
agement and Budget; (29) U.S. Depart-
ment of Health, Education, and YWel-
fare; and (30) U.S. Department of
Agriculture.

The following responded with com-
ments: National Particleboard Assocla-
tion; United States Gypsum Company;
Acoustical and Insulating Materlols As-
sociation; Celotex Corporation; South-
ern Hardvood Lumber Aanufacturers
Assoclation; Amerlcan Institute of
Chemical Engineers; Nationnl Forest
Products Assoclation; State Trater Re-
sources Control PEoard—Californin;
Texas Water Quality Board; Interna-
tional Paper Company; U.S. Forest Serv-
ice (Department of Agriculture); State
of Michigan Department of Natural Re-
sources; Hardwood Plywood Manufac-
turers Association; State of Florlda, Da-
partment of Pollution Control; State of
Washington, Department of Ecology;
U.S. Department of Interlor; Delaware
River Basin Commission; Asscciation of
Environmental Laboratorles; Arcata
Redwood Company; American Plywood
Association; Ilinols Environmental Pro-
tection Agency; Potlatch Corporation;
Fuller Forest Products Inc.; Virginia
State Water Control Board; Arizonn
State Department of Health; Kentucky
Department for INatural Resources and
Environmental Protection; United States
Water Resources Council; and the Colo~
rado Department of Public Health.

The primary issues rotzed In the de-
velopmen$ of the propoczed efiuent limi-
tations guldelines and standards of per-
formance and the treatment of these 13-
sues herein are aos follows:

(1) A common criticism was the ap-
proach taken in the development of sug-
gested guldelines and standords as pre-
sented in the draft report for wet storage
operations le, log pond, mill pond, and
wet decking, Among the comments re-
ceived were statements thot the availa-
bility of land for the application of the
suggested technology swas not taken into
consideration in the suggested gulde-
lines; that the data base on which the
webt storage guidelines are bosed was
weak; that the relationship between bio-
chemical oxygen demoand (BODS) ond
chemical oxygen demand (COD) was
questionable; that the COD reduction of
60 percent suggested by cuplication of
the technolozy in the draft report was
optimistic; that the sugrested wet stor-
age treatment and control technology is
not demonstrated in the industry; that
the economic impact of the costs of con-
trol of xweb storage facllities would be
severe on hardwood timber procezsing
plants; that the definitions of 1eg ponds
and mill ponds were inadequate; that

tho statiztiecl analysls methods as ap-
plled to wet storege presented in the
draft document were questionable; that
tho complexity of the formulae that must
bz used to determine allowoble discharges
was considered unworiazble; and fhaf
the effectiveness of settling or sedimenta-
tlon ponds for treztment of effusnts from
web storare operations was not necaszary
because of the relatively low suspended
sollds in the process wastz water.

After additlonal revisw of the sug-
gested puldelines and stondards for Iox
ponds, mill ponds, and wet decldng oper-
atlons, as prezented In thz draff report,
the Agency has detzrmined that some of
the comments and critlelzsms are valid.
While waste water dizcharge from web
storare operations moy bz o large volume
of process water, diccharge from that op-
erption can bo confrolled to the dezrez
that it will cccur only during perieds of
rainfoll and the concentrotion rance of
the pollutants in the discharped water Is
low. The volume of allowable discharge
is baced on the difference befween rain-
foll end evanoration on the dralnage
area. When dl=charre occurs, debrls, as
defined in the propozsd regulation, is
controlled. ‘The resulations propozed
balow do not attempt to confrol the dis~
charge of extraneous process wafers such
as plue cystem cleaning waters into web
storogoe systems. It should be recoznized
that regulations promulsated eariler (40
CFR Part 429, Subpaxt C, 39 FR 13342)
require no discharge of waste watzr pol-
Intants to navizabls waters for plywood
maonufacturing faciilties that donot store
or hold raw materiols In web storage
conditions. Industry proctice and cur-
rently avallable technolozy, as reflected
in the promulsated plywood culdelines
and standards, dozs not indicate that o
waste woter stream Is neceszary or must
bo dispozed of into o wet storaze water
system. The precence of pollutants in &
glue system or other processing opera-
tlon Is recosnized. Adequate Information
is not currently avaflable to propose Hm-
itatons on other specific parameters for
this subcategory. Additlonal information
15 specifeally colicited with rezard to the
volume ond debrls limitations propozed
balow in Subpart L Careful considsra-
Hon should ba given to the effect of web
storage efiucnts on recelving vaters
quality.

(2) Commenis were recslved thes the
*model plonts” concept ussd to estab-
1icsh polutant ceneration estimates, waste
water volume cmounts, opplcabiity of
treatment and control fechnolozy, and
the costs of treafment and confrol tech-
nolozy vas nob appropriate.

The “madel plants” technigqus uszd in
the droft development document should
not be interpreted as stoting that the
model plont fits o1l monufecturing situa-
tions. Rather, the utility of the maodel
plant coneept Is 2 method of indicating
th2 woste water gensration and sourees,
the concentration o? the pollutants, the
epplcable treatment and control tech-
nologles and the costs of application of
treatment and control technolozies to
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achieve the limitations sugeested in the
draft report.

(3) A number of comments were re-
celved that waste waters generated by
sawmills and planing mills should be
allowed to be discharged to a waste water
treatment system servicing a timber
products processing complex.

‘The approach used to develop the effiu-
ent lmitations for the segments of the
timber products processing industry cov-
ered by these regulations included a de-
termination of the procedures available
to reduce the generation of waste water.
It was determined that for subparts I,
J, K, L, and M, the 1977 standards, the
1983 standards, and the new source per-
formance standards were no discharge
o2 waste water pollutants to navigable
water, This limitation should be inter-
preted to allow a plant to discharge
waste. water to an available treatment
system~which might be present in a
multiproduct timber products processing
operation; however, the allowable dis-
charge in terms of weight of pollutant
from the treatment:system shall not be
increased for water pollutants attribut-
able to the waste waters from these
subparts.

(4) A comment was received that the
costs associated with previously issued
guldelines and standards for veneer and
plywood manufacturing facilities be
taken into consideration in presenting
the regulations for the wet storage sub-
category of the industry.

This was accomplished by redirecting
the economic impact study to consider
the application of less land intensive, less
expensive and more cost beneficial con~
trol technology to the hardwood veneer
and plywood sector, as well as the soft-
wood veneer and plywood sector and the
other segments of the industry. The re-
sults of that economic impact analysis
support these proposed regulations.

(5) A commenter suggested that the
limitation of no discharge of waste water
pollutants for hardwood timber products
producing facilities would have an ad-
verse economic impact.

The proposed effiuent guidelines and
standards take into consideration the
availability and practice of technology,
the costs of technology and other fae-
tors. In addition, an accompanying study
determined the economic status of the
various segments of the industry. Con-
slderations and review of the information
developed by these studies has resulted
in the regulations proposed below. These
regulations reflect effective control and
lIower costs than those presented in the
draft report.

(8) A comment was received that the
toxicity of glue wastes and heavy metals
should be controlled by limitations.

As discussed in section VII of the draft
document, alternative methods of dis-
posal for glue wastes and heavy metals
are presented, e.g., evaporation, recycle,
landfill disposal, and burning in a hog
fuel boiler. Included in the discussion of
these alternatives is the control of toxic
materials.

PROPOSED RULES

() A comment was received that indi-
cated that the draft report provided no
guidelines to the buildup of benthic vola-
tile solids and the frequency of dredg-
ing mill ponds and log ponds.

The rate of buildup of benthic deposits
a specific log storage pond is dependent
on a number of variables, such as raw
material throughput rate, hydraulic
throughput rate, the handling proced-
ures, the species of raw materials proc-
essed, and the history of the pond. Be-
cause of these factors and limited data
availability it is not possible to propose
regulations related to benthic deposits of
pond bottoms.

(8) A commenter suggested that the
discharge of extraneous water flows
should be allowed to raw material storage
and handling ponds.

‘The proposed regulations do not pro-
hibit the discharge of extraneous water
streams into-ponds. However, in order
to maintain the proposed volume dis-
charge regulation, judicious control of
the volumes discharged into the ponds is
necessary.

(9) A comment was received that
evaporation ponds may not be appro-
priate control technology for areas in
East Texas because of & low net evapora-
tion rate.

Treatment and control technology, as
presented in the Development Document,
includes information with regard to pre-
cipitation and evaporation rates and the
spray evaporation systems necessary to
achieve a no discharge limitation. The
proposed regulation and the Develop-
ment Document consider the relation-
ship between evaporation and precipi-
tation.

(10) A comment was received that the
document should discuss in more detail
the treatment and control of water used
for saw guiding and cooling.

The Development Document points out
that as thinner saw blades are developed
and put into use, the volumes of water
necessary to operate these blades effi-
ciently may increase. The current state-
of-the-art is that necessary volumes of
water can be controlled within the range
where saw guiding is accomplished and
the process water absorbed by the wood
or sawdust. At this time recycle or dis-
charge is not necessary. Process water

_is absorbed by the wood or sawdust.

(11) A comment agreed with the dis-
cussion in the drait report that there
is a retardation in the BOD test related
to potential toxicity in timber products
processing industry waste waters and
suggested that further investigations be
made relating to wood species and its im-
pact on biological treatment.

The Agency agrees with the comment
and does not propose limits on wet stor-
age waste water discharges based on bio-
logical treatment.

(12) A comment was received that
many facilities in this industry have
steam hoilers and that the guidelines
should include lmitatlons on boller
blowdown.

Effluent Hmitations related to steam

supply will be proposed by the Agency at
a later date.

(13) Comments were recelved that
stated that the data base on which the
suggested limitations sre based 15 wenl:,

The segment of the timber products
processing industry to which this regu-
lation 15 appliceble includes in excess of
12,000 estoblishments. The information
used to develop the proposed guldelines
and standards was collected from & crosy
section of the segment. From this data
base, better operating practices and pro-
cedures were determined. These prace-
tices and procedures were evaluated with
reference to their applicebility to othor
plants, and where appropriate used in
the development of efiluent guldelines
and standards.

(14) A commentor indicated that he
didn’t believe 1t was possible for the In-
sulation board manufacturing industry
to achieve seventy percent recycle of
process water by 1983, as was discussed
in the draft report.

The proposed regulations based on
the application of the best available
technology economically achievablo
(BATEA) allow for the conslderation of
procedures and process modification
where those procedures and modifica
tions are in advanced stages of develop«
ment. In addition, it allows for the trang.
fer of technology from other industries
where appropriate. Obviously, some nd-
ditional development and refinement
may be needed to ensure that theso pro-
cedures and modifications are appro-
priate for a specific plant or location. The
establishment of standards to he
achieved by July 1, 1983 allows ample
time for these developments and 10«
finements.

(15) A comment was received that the
suggested limitations for the insulation
board subcategories should allow for the
effect of temperature on biological troat-
ment.

The development of the suggested
limitation included anslysis of data for
northern climetes as well as southern,
As a result, the effects of temperature ave
teken into account and, therefore, no
temperature allowance i3 necessary.

(16) A comment was received that
questioned the selection of raw wasto
loads for the insulation board menufac-
turing subcategories as being determined
after primary treatment,

All plants in this industry have pri-
mary treatment in place, and it is con-
sidered normal practice in the industry,
Therefore, 1t is appropriste to consider
the effluent from the primary treatment
& typical waste load. .

(17 A commenter questioned the
choice of 3,000 gallons per ton of produc-
tion of insulation board as an achlevable
hydraulic loading.

The Development Document shows o
range of water consumption per ton of
production as currently exists in the in«
dustry. The, document also discusses
practices and procedures that are prace-
ticable and reasonable, It is the judg-
ment of the Agency that with rensonablo
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process water meanagement the 3,000
gallons per ton water use figure is prac-
tical. Also, the proposed regulations do
not limit volumes of discharge. The
water use figure is used to demonstrate
the application of technology.

(18) One commenter suggested that a
certain plant that manufactures insula-
tion board utilizing bagasse a.s~‘the main
raw material should not be included in
the insulation board subcategory because
of raw material differences and treat-
ment and control technology differences.

The Agency agrees and-has excluded
the facility that manufactures insula-
tion board from bagasse from these
regulations.

(19) A comment was received that the
suggested limitation on total suspended

- solids discharge is higher than that
specified by a State’s regulation.
- ‘The suggested efluent guidelines and
standards are based on the determina-
tlon of best practicable control tech-
nology. In certain situations water
quality requirements may require the ap-
plication of higher levels of technology
to prevent the violation of water quality
standards.

Interested persons may participate in
this rulemaking by submitting written
comments in triplicate to the EPA Infor-
mation Center, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, Washington, D.C. 20460. At~
tention: Mr. Philip B. Wisman. Com-
ments on all aspects of the proposed
regulation are solicited. In the event
comments are in the nature of criticisms
as to the adequacy of data which are
available, or which may be relied upon
by the Agency, comments should identify
and, if possible, provide any additional
data which may be available and should
indicate why such data are essential to
the development of the regulations. In
the event comments address the ap-
proach taken by the Agency in establish-
Ing an effuent limitations guideline or
standard of performance, EPA solicits
suggestions as to what alternative ap-
proach should be taken and why and
how this alternative better satisfles the
detalled requirements of sections 301,

304(b), 306 and 307 of the Act.

A copy of all public comments will be
available for inspection and copying at
the EPA Information Center, Room 227,
West Tower, Waterside Mall, 401 MM
Street SW., Washington, D.C. A copy
of preliminary draft contractor reports,
the Development Document and eco-
nomie study referred to above, and cer-
tain supplementary materials support-
ing the study of the industry con-
cerned will also be maintained at this
location for public review and copying,
‘The EPA information regulation, 40 CFR
Part 2, provides that a reasonable fee
may be charged for copying.

All comments received on or before
September 25, 1974, will be considered
Steps previously taken by the Environ-

“mental Protection Agency to facilitate
public response within this time period
are outlined in the advance notice con-
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cerning puble review procedures pub-
lished on August 6, 1973 (38 FR 21202).

Dated: August 9, 1974

JOHT QUARLES,
Acting Administrator.

PART 429—TIMBER PRODUCTS PROC-
ESSING POINT SOURCE CATEGORY

- ~ [ ] . L) )
Subpart I—Wet Storage Sukeategory

Sec.

429890 Applicability; dcceription of the

ot storage cubcateory.

Speclalized deflnitions,

Efluent limitations  guldelines
representing tho degree of ef-
fluent reduction attalnable by
tho application of tho best proe-
ticablo control tcchnology our-
rently avallable,

Effiuent limitations guldelines rop-
resenting tho dogrco of effiuent
reduction attainnblo by tho ap-
plication of tho best ovalle
able technolegy cconomically
achievable,

[Reserved].

Standards of perfermance for new
sources.

Protreatment standoards for neow
sources,

Subpart J—Log Washlnz Subeatesory

429,100 Applicabllity; dezcription of tho
log woshing subestegery.

Specialized definitiong,

Effuent 1limitations guldelines
represonting tho dogreo of ef-
fluent reduction attainnblo by

429.91
429.92

429.93

429.94
429.95

429.96

429.101
429.102

- the applcation of the best

procticablo  contrel tochnolely
currently avallable.

Efffuent limitatlons guidelines
representing the degrco of of«
fluent reduction attaingblo by

! the applecation of tho best
availnble technology cconomically
achievable.

[Reserved].

Standards of performanco for new
sources,

Pretreatment standards for now
EOUTCes,

Subpart K~=Savwmllls and Planing Mills

Subcategory

Applcabllity; deseripticn of the
sawmills oand planing millg
subcategory.

Speclallzed definitions,

Effluent limitations guidelines rop-
resenting tho degree of efiluent re=
duction attalnable by the applica-
tion of thoe best practicablo cone-
trol technolegy currently availe
able.

Effuent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degreo of efilucnt
reduction attalnnble by tho ape
plication of the best avallodblo
technology c¢conomically nchieve
able.

[Reserved]

Standards of perfoermanco for nesww
sources,

Pretreatment ctandards for new
sources,

Subpart L—Finlshing Subcatcory
429,120 Applicability: description of the fin-
ishing subcategory.
429,121 Speclalized definitions,
429,122 Effuent limitations guldelines rep-
resenting tho degreo of efluent

429,103

429.104
429.105

429.108

429.110

429.111
429.112

429.113

429.114
420.115

428.116

30897

2a.
reduction attoinoble by the ap-
plUcation of ths best procti-
cable control technology currently
avaflable.

423,123 Efluent Umitations guldelines rep-
reconting the degree of efduznt
reduction attainable by the ap-
plcation of tho bzst avaflable
technolozy economlcally achiev-
able,

423,124, [Recerved]

429,125 Standards of porformance for ne2w
courees.

429,128 Protreatment
courees.

Subpart M—Partizleboard Manufacturinz
Subszatezory

Applicability: description of the
particleboard manufacturing sub-
catezory.

429,131 §, z>d definftions.

423,132 TLiluent Umitations guld=Ynes rep-
recenting tho dogree of eflucznt
reduction attolnoble by ths ep-
plication of tho best procticable
control  technslezy cwrently
avalloble,

Cifluent Umitations guidalines rep-
resenting tho degree of efffuent
reduction attainable by the cp-
plication of the best gynileble
technoloZy economieally cenlay-
able,

[Rezarved]

Standards of performance for new
courees.

Protreatment ctondards for
COUrCea,

Subpart N—Insulation Board Manufacturing
Subcategory |

standards for new

423,130

423,133

423,134
422135

429,136 naw

ee.,

429,140 Appllcabllity: dezcription of the in-
culation board maonufocturing
cubcategory.

Epocialized definitions,

Efduent Umitations guldelines rep-
resonting tho degree of efuent
reduction attainoble by the ap-
plication of tho best practicable
centrol”  technolozy  currently
avallable,

Liluent limitations guldelines rep-
recenting the degree of efiucat
reduction attainable by the ap-
plication of tho best avellable
technology economically achlav-
ablo,

429144 [Rezorved]

429,145 Standards of poerformancse for nsetw

courced,

423,146 Protreatment ctandards for

Courees, -

Subpart O—Insulation Board Manufacturing With

Steaming or Hardboard Production Subcategory

423,109 AppUcabllity: deceription of the in-
culation board manufacturing
with steaming or hordboard pro-

: duction subecatezory.

429,101 Bpeciallzed definitions.

429,162 Liluent Mmitations guldelines rep-
reconting tho degree of effiuent
reduction attainoble by the ep-
plcation of tho best practicable
control  technology  currently
available,

423.163 XLfiluent limitations guidelines rep-

econting tho degree of effuent

roduction atfainoble by the op-
plication of the best avallable
t%chnn!ogy economically achfev-
able,

429,141
429.142

429,143

new
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See.
429,154
429,165

[Reserved] :

Standards of performance for new
cources.

429,166 Pretreatment standards for new

sgources.

Subpart I-—\Vet Storage Subcategory

§ 429,90 Applieability; description of
the wet storage subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
holding of unprocessed wood i.e., logs or
roundwood with bark or after removal
of bark in self-contained bodies of water
(mill ponds or log ponds) or land stor-
age where water is sprayed or deposited
on the wood (wet decking).

§ 429,91 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Except as provided below, the gen-~
eral definitions, abbreviations and meth-
ods of analysis set forth in Part 401
of this chapfer shall apply to this
subpart.

(b) A “self-contained body of water”_

shall be 2 body of water that does not
have o continuous natural influent of
water, either surface water or subterra-
nean, and that is used to store, sort,
grade, or feed wood raw materials by an
establishment in Major Group 24, ac-
cording to the U.S. Department of Com-~
merce, Standard Industrial Classification
(SIC) Manual (1972).

(¢) The source of monthly mean pre-
cipitation and ennual lake evaporation
information is the publication, Climatic
Atlas of the United States, U.S. Depart-
ment of Commerce, Environmental Sci--
ence Services Administration, Environ-
mental Data Services, June, 1268.

(d) “Debris” means a woody material
such as bark, twigs, branches, heartwood
or sapwood that will be retained by &
2.54 em (1.0 In) diameter round opening
that might be present in the discharge
from o wet storage facility.

§ 429.92 Effuent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent re-
duction attainable by the application
of the best practicable control tech-
nology currently available.

In establishing the limitations set
forth in this section, EPA fook into ac-
count all information it was able to col-
lect, develop. and solicit with respect to
factors (such as age and size of plant,
raw materials, manufacturing processes,
products produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and
costs) which can afiect the industry sub-
categorization and efluent levels estab-
lished. It is, however, possible that data
which would affect these limitations have
not been available and, as a result, these
limitations should be adjusted for cer-
tain plants in this industry. An individ-
ual discharger or other interested person
may submit evidence to the Regional Ad-
ministrator (or to the State, if the State
has the authority to issue NPDES per-
mits) that factors relating to the equip--
ment or facilities involved, the process
applied, or other such factors related to
such discharger are fundamentally dif-
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ferent from the factors considered in
the establishment of the guidelines. On
the basis of such evidence or other avail-
able information, the Regional Admin-
istrator (or the State) will make a writ-
ten finding that such factors are or are
not fundamentally different, for that
facility compared to those specified in
the Development Document. If such fun-~
damentally different factors are found to
exist, the Regional Administrator or the
State shall establish for the discharger
effluent limitations in the WNPDES permit
either more or less stringent than the
limitations established herein, to the ex~
tent dictated by such fundamentally dif-
ferent factors. Such limitations must be
approved by the Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency. The
Administrator may approve or disap-
prove such limitations, specify other limi-
tations, or initiate proceedings to revise
these regulations.

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
Iutant properties, controlled by this sec-
tion, which may be discharged by a point
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart aiter application of the best
practicable control technology currently
available:

(a) Subject to the provisions of para-
graphs (b) and (c) of this section, there
shall be no discharge of process waste
water pollutants to navigable waters.

(b) Puring the calendar months of
May through October there may be dis-
charged from a web storage facllity a
volume of water equal fo the difference
between the mean precipitation for that
month that falls within the drainage
area of that facility and 10 percent of
the annual lake evaporation. During the
months November through April, there
may be discharged from a2 web sborage
facility a volume of water equal to the
precipitation that falls within the drain-
age area of that facility.

(c) Any process waste water dis-
charged pursuant to paragraph (b) of
this section shall comply with each of

the following requirements:
Effluent imitations
- Efluent Avcrage of dally
- charoeteristic Maximum for  values for thirty
any one day onzecutive days
chall not oxcecd

(Metric nnits) cm

2.5 .
VithiInthe @ comeecitaTsesenas
rango 5.5 t0 9.0

(English units) in

1.0 <
Vithinthe  cociaaecnimmaaae
range 5.5 t0 9.0.

§ 429.93 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent re-
duction attainable by the applieation
of the best available technology eco-
nomically achievable.

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pollu-~

tant properties, which may be discharged
by 2 point source subject to the provi«
sions of this subpart after applcantion
of the best available technolegy cconomi-
cally achievable:

(a) Subject to the provisions of parn-
graphs (b) and (c) of this section, there

~shall be no discharge of process waste
water pollutants to novigoable waters.

(b) During the calendar months of
May through October there may be dis-
charged from @& webt stornpge focllity o
volume of water equal to the difference
between the mean precipitotion for that
month fthat falls within the drainage
area of that facility and 10 percent of
the annusl lake evaporation. During the
months November through April, there
may be discharged from o wet storoge
facility o volume of water equal to the
precipitation that falls within the drain-
ace ares of that facility.

{(¢) Any proccss waste wator dige
charged pursuant to paragroph (b) of
this section chall comply with coch of
the following requirementss

I);ﬂumt Hettationy

Efucat Averara 0{0]‘1;!715?
charactoristie Moxtmum for  valuod fo7 thicty
“ any onn day  concecutivo days
chall nod cxeced
Qdctric unity) cm
Debriz 2.04 2.1
PH o emaeae. WEtHINEhOTANCO avacens cusamsses o
G.6to 0.0,
(CorUch units) in
cbriz. 1.9, L9
PH.cvcavecacacecves WHHREhOIanro Lvev. «e as eleswnd
5.0109.0.

§ 429,94 [Reserved]

§429.95 Standards of performance for
new courceds

The following standords of performe
ance establish the quantity or quality of
pollutants or pollutant propertles, which
may be discharged by g new cource sub-
ject to the provisions of this subpart:

(2) Subject to the provizions of para«
graphs (b) and (¢) of this ceetion, which
are applicable only to wet decking opora-
tions, there shall be no dizchargc of prog-
ess waste water pollutants to novipahle
waters.

(b) During the calendor raonths of
May throurh October there may be dlg«
charged from o wet storage facllity o
volume of water equal to the difference
batween the meon precipitation for thot
month that falls within the drainage aren
of that facility and 10 percent of the on-
nual lake evaporation. During tho
months Novembzr through April, there
may be discharped from g wat storoge fa-
cility a volume of water cqual to the pro~
cipitation that £alls within the dralnage
area of that facility. ‘

(¢) Any process waste water discharped
pursuant to paracroph (b) of this section
shall coraply with each of the following
requirements:
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Ifdvent limitations
Effluent Averege of dolly
charasteristic Maximuam for  volnes for thirty
any one day  concceutive days
i thall not cxcecd
(Qetrie units) cm
Debrisoo- 258 - 258,
PH .- Within tho JR— m e
range 5.5 to
9.0.
(Epglish gnits) {n
Debris 1.0 10
PH.. e Withinthe commemeeeoao -
ranga 6.6t0
9.0.
§ 429.96 Pretreatment standards for

Tew Eources.

The pretreatment standards under sec~
+ion 307(c) of the Act for a source within
the web storage subcategory, which is a
user of & publicly owned freatment works
(and which would be 2 new source subject
to section 306 of the Act, if it were to
discharge pollutanis to the navigable
taters), shall ke the standard set forth
in Part 128 of this chapter, except that,
for the purpose of this section, § 128.133
shall be amended to read asfollows:

In szddition to the prohibitions set forth
in 40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment standard
for incompatible pollutants introduced into
o publicly owned treatment works shall be
the standard of performance for new sources
cpeclfied in 40 CFR 429.95; provided that, it
the publicly owned treatment works which
'vecelves the pollutants iIs committed, in its

" WPDES permit, to remove a specified percent-
age of any Incompatible pollutant, the pre-
freatment standard applicable %o users of
such treatment works saall, ezcept in the casa
of standards providing for no discharge of
pollutants, be correspondingly reduced in
stringency for thet pollutant.

Subpart J—Log Washing Subcategory

§ 429.100 Applicability; description of
the log washing sukeategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
process of passing logs through an opera-
Hon where water under pressure is ap-
plied to the log for the purpose of re-
moving foreign material from the surface
of the log before further processing.

§429.101 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:
The general definitions, abbreviations
and methods of analysis set forth in Part
401 of this chapter shall apply to this
subpart.

§ 429.102 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best przcticable control
technology eurrently available.

(a) In establishing the Iimitations set”

forth in this section, EPA took into ac-
count all information it was able to col-
lect, develop-and solicit with respect to
factors (such as age and size of plant,
rav/ materials, manufacturing processes,
products preduced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and costs)
which can affect the industry subcate-
gorization and effluent levels established.
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‘It 1s, however, pozsible that dota which

would affect thece limitations have not
been available and, as o recult, thece
Hmitations should bz adjusted for cer-
tain plants in this inductry. An individual
discharger or other interestcd percon
may submit evidence to the Reolonal Ad-
ministrator (or to the State, i the State
has the authority to issue WPDES per-
mits) that factors relating to the equip-
ment or facilities involved, the process
applied, or other such factors related to
such discharger are fundomentally dif-
ferent from the factors considered in the
establishment of the ruidelines. On the
basis of such evidence or other available
information, the Rezlonal Adminictrator
(or the State) will male o vritten find-
ing that such factors are or are not
fundamentally diferent for that focllity
compared to thoze speelfied in the De-
velopment Document. If such funda-
mentally different foctsrs are found to
exist, the Regional Administrator or the
State shall establish for the dicchorger
effuent limitations in the NWPDLS permit
either more or less strincent thon the
limitations established herein, to the ex-
tent dictated by such fundamentally dif-
ferent factors. Such limitatHons must b
approved by the Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency. The
Administrator may opprove or dicap-
prove such limitations, cpecify other
limitations, or initiate proceedings to re-
vise these regulations.

(b) The following limitations estab-
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant propertics, which may ba
discharged by o point cource subfect to
the provisions of this subpart afier ap-
plication of the hest practicable control
technology currently avallable: There
shall be no discharge of proccss waste
water pollutants to naviroble waters.

§429.103 Effluent limitations guidelines |

representing the degrce of effluent
reduction attninable by the applica-
tion of the hest available technolozy
cconomically achievahle.

The folloving limitations estoblich the
quantity or quzality of rollutants or pol-
Iutant properties, which moy be diz-
charged by a point source subfect to the
provisions of this subpart aiter eppllea-
tion of the best available technolory
economically achievable: Thaera choll ke
no discharge of process weste water pol-
lutants to navigable waters,

§429.104% [Reserved]

§429.105 Standards of performance for
TCW SOUrCeS.

The following standards of perform-
ance establish the quontity or quelity of
pollutants or pollutant propertes, which
may be discharged by a new source sub-
ject to the provisions of this cubpart:
There shall be no diccharge of process
waste water pollutants to navicoble
waters.

§429.106 Prctreatment standards for
new sources.

The pretreatment standoards under sec-
tion 307(¢) of the Act for o cource within
the lor washing subcategory, which is
a user of o publicly ovned trecatment
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veorls (and which would k2 o nzw sgurce
cubjest to cection 305 of the Act, if i viere
to dicehorze pollutonts to the naviceble
wiaters), choll be the stondord szt forth
in Part 120 of this chontar, excest that,
for the purpoz= of this szetion, § 125.133
shall be amendzd to reod as follows:

In cddition to the prohibitions oot forth
in 40 CEFR 123131, tae pretreatment ctong-
ard feor fncomnatible psllutants infrcduced
intg o publicly aivned troatment works shall
bo tho ctandard of porformance foT neow
courecs cpecified In 40 CFR 423.1035; providzd
that, if the publicly onned treatmont wosls
which rocelves the pollutants I committed,
in it NWPDS pormit, to remste o specified
pereentase of ony incompatiolo pollutant,
tho prolyoatment standard anplicchle tousers
cf cuch troatment wesis chnll, ezcept In tha
caca of ctandards providing for no dizzhorzz
ef pollutants, ko correcgondlinsly reduced in
ctringency for that pollutant,

Subpart {—Sawmills and Planinz Mills
Subeatezory

£ 429,110 Applicability; deseription of
the sawmills and planing mills subh-
eategory.

‘The provizions of this subpart are an-
plicable to dizcharges resulting from the
timhzor products precessing proccdures
that include oll or port of the follstwing
operations: loz woshing, barl removal,
other thon hydravlie barling as dofinzd
in §42911, saving, recawing, edzing,
trlmminz, ploning and/or mochining.

£429.111 Specialized definitions, -

For the purpose of this subpart:
Tie general definitons, abbrevistions
and methods of analysis cz¢ forth in Part
401 of this choptzr sholl apply to this
subpart.

§429.112 Eflucnt limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effucnt
redaction ottainable by the applica-
tion of the best proetieable contrel
techinclegy currently available.

€a) In establizhing the Hmitotions =t
forth in this szetion, EPA toolr Into oc-
count all information it was ablz to col-
Icct, develop and salfcit with respzct to
foctors (such os oge and slz2 of plant, raw
materielz, menufacturing  prozessss,
produets produeed, treatment technslozy
avallable, cnerpy requirements and costs)
which can affect th2 industry subzate-
gorizotion and effuent levels established.
It i3, however, pozsible thot data whizh
would affest theze limitations have not
boen avallable and, as o result, these
limitations shiould ke adjusted for cerfain
plants in this industry. An individuo? dis-
chorger or other Interezt=d percon mar
submit evidence to the Rzsionzl Admin-
Istrator (or to thz State, If the State has
the cuthorlty to issue WPDES permits)
that factors relating to the equipment
or focilities Involved, the process ap-
pled, or other cuch factors related to
such dizcharger ore fundamentally dif-
ferent from the factors conzidared in the
ectoblichment of the guidelines. On the
kasls of such evidence or othar avail-
able Information, the Rezional Adminis-
trator (or the State) will make 2 written
finding that such factors are or are nst
fundomentally different for tha$ faeility
compared to thoze specified in the De-
kelopment Document. X such funda-
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mentally different factors are found to
exist, the Regional Administrator or the
State shall establish for the discharger
effuent limitations in the NPDES permif
either more or less stringent than the
limitations established herein, to the ex-
tent dictated by such fundamentally dif-
ferent factors. Such limitations must be
approved by the Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency. The
Administrator may approve or disap-
prove such limitations, specify other
limitations, or initiate proceedings to
revise these regulations. .

(b) The following limitations estab-
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties, which may be
discharged by a point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart after ap-
plication of the best practicable control
technology currently available: There
shall be no discharge of process waste
water pollutants to navigable waters.

§ 429.113 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree’ of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best available technology
economically achievable.

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties, which may be dis-
charged by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after applica-
tion of the hest available technology
economically achievable: There shall be
no discharge of process waste water pol-
lutants to navigable waters.

§429.114 [Reserved]

§429.115 Standards of performance for
IICW 50UIrCes.

The following standards of perform-
ance establish the quantity or quality of
pollutants or pollutant properties, which
may be discharged by a new source sub-
ject to the provisions of this subpart:
There shall be no discharge of process
waste water pollutants to navigable
waters.

§ 429.116 Pretreatment standards for
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under
section 307(c) of the Act for a source
within the sawmills and planing sub-
category, which is a user of a publicly
owned ftreatment works (and which
would be a new source subject to section
306 of the Act, if it were to- discharge
pollutants to the navigable waters), shall
be the standard set forth in Part 128 of
this chapter, except that, for the pur-
pose .of this section § 128.133 shall be
amended to read as follows:

In addition to the prohibitions set forth
in 40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment stand-
ard for incompatible pollutants introduced
into a publicly owned treatment works shall
be the standards of performance for new
sources specified in 40 CFR 429.115; provided
that, if the publicly owmned treatment works

PROPOSED RULES

which receives the pollutants is committed,
in its NPDES permit, to remove a specified
percentage of any incompatible pollutant,
the pretreatment standard applicable to
users of such treatment works shall, except
in the case of standards providing for no éis-
charge of pollutants, be correspondingly re-
duced in stringency for that pollutant.

Subpart L—Finishing Subcategory

§ 429.120 Applicability; description of
the finishing subcategory. .

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
operations following edging and trim-
ming. These operations include drying,
planing, dipping, staining, end coating,
moisture proofing, fabrication, and by-
product utilization.

§ 429.121 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Except as provided below, the gen-~
eral definitions, abbrevistions and meth-
ods of analysis set forth in Part 401 of
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.

(b) “By-product utilization” shall be
the manufacture of products from bark
and/or wood waste materials, but does
not include the manufacture of insula-~
tion board, particleboard, or hardboard.

§ 429.122 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practieable control
technology currently available.

(a) In establishing the limitations
set forth in this section, EPA took into
account all information it was able to
collect, develop and solicit with respect
to factors (such as age and size of plant,
rayw materials, manufacturing processes,
products produced, treatment tech-
nology aveilable, energy requirements
and costs) which can affect the industry
subcategorization and, effluent 1levels
established. It is, however, possible that
data which would affect these limitations
have not been available and, as a result,
these limitations should be adjusted for
certain plants in this industry. An in-
dividual discharger or other interested
person may submit evidence to the Re-
gional Administrator (or to the State, if
the State has the authority to issue
NPDES permits) that factors relating to
the equipment or facilities involved, the
process applied, or other such factors
related to such discharger are funda-
mentally different from the factors con-
sidered in the establishment of the guide~

lines. On the basis of such evidence or -

other available information, the Re-
gional Administrator (or the State) will

make a written finding that such faectors
are or are not fundamentally different
for that facility compared to those spec-
ified in the Development Document, If
such fundamentally different factors are
found to exist, the Regional Adminis-
trator or the State shall establish for the
discharger efluent limitations in the

NPDES permit elther more or less
stringent than the limitotions estobe
lished herein, to the extent dictated by
such fundamentally difierent factors,
Such limitations must be approved by the
Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency. The Administrator
may approve or disspprove such limi-
tations, specify other lHmitations, or ini«
ziate proceedings to revive these repula~
lons.

(b) The following limitations estabe
lish the quantity or quelity of pollutants
or pollutant properties, which mey be
discharged by a point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart after ap-
plication of the best practicable control

. technology currently aveileble: There

shall be no discherge of process waste
water pollutants to navigeble waters.

§ 429.122 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degreo of efflucnt
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best available technolog:
cconomieally achiovible.

The following limitations establizh the
quentity or quelity of pollutants or pol«
lutant properties, which may be dis«
charged by & point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after appli-
cation of the best avallable technology
economically achievable: There shall bo
no discharge of process waste water pol«
lutants to navigable waters.

§429,124 [Reserved]

§ 429.125 Standards of performince foy
new sources.

The following standords of performe-
ance establish the quantity or quality of
pollutants or pollutant properties, which
maeay be discharged by a new source sub-
ject to the provislons of this subpart;
There shall be no discharge of process
waste water pollutants to navignble
waters.

§ 429.126 Pretreatment gtundurds  for
new sources.

The prefreatment stondords under
section 207(¢c) of the Act for o source
within the finishing subcategory, which
is a user of a publicly owned treatmont
works (and which would be n new
source subject to section 306 of the Act,
if it were to discharge pollutants to the
navigable waters), shall be the standord
set forth in Part 128 of this chapter,
except that, for the purpoze of thiy see-
tion, § 128.133 shall be amended to read
as follows:

In addition to the prohibitions sot forth in
40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment standard
for incornpatible pollutants introduced into
a publicly owned trcatment works shall bo
the standard of performance for now sources
specified in 40 CFR 429.126; provided thot,
if the publicly owned treatment works which
receives the pollutants 13 committed, in ita
NPDES permit, to remove provisions of this
subpart after application of tho best prace
ticable control technology currently avails
able: There chall bo no disoharge of process
waste water pollutants to navigoable woters.
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Subpart M—Particleboard Manufacéuring
. Subcategory
§429.130 Applicability; description of
the particleboard manufacturing sub-
category.
. 'The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resuiting from the
manufacture qf particleboard.

§ 429,131 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Except as provided below, the gen-
eral definitions, abbreviations and meth-
ods of analysis set forth in Part 401 of
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.

(b) “Particleboard” means board
products that are composed of distinct
particles of wood or other lignocellulosic
materials not reduced to fibers which are
bonded together with an organic or in-
organic binder.

(¢) Specifically excluded from the
term “process waste water” for this sub-
part are cooling water, material storage
vard runoff (either raw material or proc-
essed wood storage), and fire confrol
water. -

§429.132 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the appliea-
tion of the hest practicable control
technology currently available.

(2) In establishing the limitations set
forth In this section, EPA took into ac-
count all information it was able to col-
lect, develop and solicit with respect to
factors (such as age and size of plant,
raw materials, manuf: ing processes,
products produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and
costs) which can affect the industry sub-
categorization and effiuent levels estab-
lished. It is, however, possible that data
_ Which would affect these limitations have
not been gavailable and, as a resulf, these
limitations should be adjusted for cer-
tain plants in this industry. An individ-
ual discharger or other interested person
may submit evidence to the Regional-Ad-
mipistrator (or to the State, if the State
has the authority to issue NPDES per-
mits) that factors relating to the equip-
ment or facilities involved, the process
applied, or other such factors related to
such discharger are fundamentally gif-
ferent from the factors considered in the
establishment of the guidelines. On the
basis of such evidence or other available
information, the Regional Administrator
¢or the State) will make g written find-
ing that such factors are or are not fun-
demenially different for that facllity

compared to those specified in the Devel-
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opment Document. If such fundamentally
different factors are found to exist, the
Regional Administrator or the State
shall establish for the dizcharper efiluent
limitations in the NPDES permit either
more or less stringent thon the limito-
tions established herein, to the extent
dictated by such fundamentally different
factors. Such limitations must be ap-
proved by the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Acency. The Ad-
ministrator may approve or disapprove
such limitations, specify other lmita-
tions, or initiate proceedings to revise
these regulations.

(b) The following limitations establich
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties, which may be dis-
charged by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after applica-
tion of the best practicable control tech--
nology currently avalleble: There chall
be no discharge of process waste water
pollutants to navigable watcrs.

§429.133 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the appliea-
tion of the best available technelogy
cconomically achievable.

‘The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
Iutant properties, twhich may be dis-
chargzed by a point cource subject to the
provisions of this subpart after applico-
tion of the best available technology eco-
nomically achievable: There chell be no
discharge of process waste water pol-
lutants to navigable waters.

§ 42?.134 [Reserved]
§429.135 Standards of performance for

‘  new sources.

The following standards of perform-
ance establish the quantity or quallty of
pollutants or pollutant propertles, which
may be discharged by o new source sub-
ject to the provislons of this subparb:
‘There shall be no discharge of process

waste water pollutants to navigable
waters.

§429.136 Pretreatment standards for
Iew Sources.

‘The pretreatment standards under cec-
tion 307(e) of the Act for o cource with-
in the particleboard manufocturing sub-
category, which is a user of a publicly
owned treatment works (ocnd which
would be a new source subject to section
306 of the Act, if it were to dizcharre pol-
Iutants to the navireble waters), chall be
the standard set forth in Part 128 of this
chapter, except that, for the purpoze of

thiz ceetion, §125.133 chall be ams=ndzd
to read as follows:

In oddition to the prohibitions sct forth in
490 CTR 123101, tho pretreatmont stondord
for incompativlo pollutonts Intrcduczd into
o pubilely oomcd treatmont worlis chall B2
tho gtandard of porformanc? for new souTees
cpeciiicd In 49 CER 4£23.133; provid-3 that,
if tho publlzly ewmned treatmont worls which
regoives the poilutants 1S committed, in 113
IFDCS pormit, 1o romove o cpesified por-
centazo of any incompatible pollutont, the
protreatment ctandord cnplicable to uczrs of
cuch troatment werls choll, execpt In the
caza of ctandoxds providing for no dizzharge
of pollutants, ko comxecpondingly reduczed in
ctrinconey for that pollutant.

Subpart N—Insulation Ecard
Nlanufocturing Subcategory
§ 429,140 Applicability; description of
the insulation board manmfacturing
subeategzory.

The provislons of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
manufacture of insulation board where
the manufacturing procedure dozs not
involve subjecting the wood material to
o precsure created by steam. Specifically
excluded from this subpart is the manu-
foctura of insulation baard from th= pri-
mary raw materiol bagasza,

5 429.141 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

The general definitions, abbreviations
and methods of anclysis seb forth in Part
401 of this chopter sholl apply to this
subpart.

§429.142 Effluent limitations goidelines
representing the degree of effiuent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the hest practicable control
technology currently available.

(2) In establishing the Umifations szt
forth In this section, EPA took info ac-
count all information it was able to col-
lect, develop ond solieit with respeck to
factors (such os age and cize of plant,
raw meterials, manufacturing prosessss,
products produced, treatment tzchnolozy
avallable, enerry requirements and
costs) which can affect the industry sub-
categorization and efiuent levels estab-
lished. Xt is, however, pozsible that data
which would affect thez2 Hmitations have
not been available and, 25 o rezulf, these
limitations shonld b2 adjusted for cartain
plants In this industry. An individusl
dizchevger or other intzrested person
moy submit evidence to the Resionsl Ad-
ministrator (or to the State, if the State
has the authority to issue NPDES par-
mits) that factors relating to the equip-
ment or facllities inveolved, thz process
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applied, or other such factors related to
such discharger are fundamentally diff-
erent from the factors considered in the
establishment of the guidelines. On the
basis of such evidence or other available
information, the Regional Administrator
(or the State) will meke a written find-
ing that such factors are or are not
fundamentally different for that facility
compared to those specified in the De-
velopment Document. If such fundamen-
tally different factors are found to exist,
the Regiongl Administrator or the State
shall establish for the discharger efluent
limitations in the NPDES permit either
more or less stringent than the limita-
tions established herein, to the extent
dictated by such fundamentally different
factors. Such limitations must be ap-
proved by the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency. The Ad-
ministrator may approve or disapprove
such limitations, specify other limita-
tions, or initiate proceedings to revise
these regulations.

(b) The following limitations establish
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties, which may be dis-
charged by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after appli-

cation of the best practicable -control -
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. Effluent Hmitations
Effiuent Averago of dally
characteristic Maximum for  values for thirty
any one day  consecutive days
shall not excecd
(Metric units) kg/kkg of product
BODS. 1.13. 0.33
T88 85, 0.85
1) 2 S Withinthe ccencmuaee.os -
range to 6.0
2.0
(English units) 1b/2000 Ib of product
BODS. 2. 25. 0.76
T88 5. 70. 190
2] 5 S Withinthe accaccecmacecnmana
;aézge 6.0t0

§ 429.144 [Reserved]
§429.145 Standards of performance for

new sources.

The following stendards of perform-
ance establish the quantify or quality
of pollutants or pollutant properties,
which may be discharged by a new
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart:

technology currently available: Effluent Limitations
Efluent Averago of dally
Effluent limitations Characteristic Maximum for values for thirty
any one day  consecutive days
Efflucnt Average of daily shall not exceed
characteristic Maximum for  values for thirty
any ono day  consecutive days
shall not exceed (Motric units) kg/kkg of product
fotrio units) kg/kkg of product BODS 375 125
(Motrlo ) ke otpr TSS 9.40 3.13
o) 2 S, Withinthe —  cccacccucmcaiaaaas
BODY. 3.75 1.25 range 6.0to
T8S 9.40 3.13 9.0.
) = Within l%ato
rango 6. ]
9 (?g (English units) 1bf2000 Ib of product
1b/2,000 Ib of product BODS. . 2,60
(English unlts) Ib/2 P T8§ 18.80 6.25
3 < S Withinthe cccaecccacocaccaea
BODS 7.5 2,50 - range 6.0 to
T3S, 18.8 6. 256 9.0.
[o3 2 S, Within tshgto 3
' 2020 § 429.146 Pretreatment standards for

§ 429.143 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best available technolozy
economically achievable. -

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
lutant properties, which may be dis~
charged by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after applica~-
tion of the best available technology
economically achievable:

new sources.

The pretreatment standards wunder
section 307(c) of the Act for a source
within the insulation board manufactur-
ing subcategory, which is & user of &
publicly owned treatment works (and
which would be a new source subject to
section 306 of the Act, if it were to dis-
charge pollutants to the navigable
waters), shall be the standard set forth

in Part 128 of this chapter, except that,
for the purpose of this section, § 128.133
shall be amended to read as follows:

In addition to the prohibitiong ceot forth
in 40 CFR 128.131, the pretreptment stonde
ard for incompatiblo pollutants introduced
into & publicly owned trontment worly
shall be the standard of performpnce for
new sources specified in 40 COFR 420.146;
provided that, if tho publicly owned tfrent«
ment works which recelves the pollutants
is committed, in its NPDEY permit, to ro-
move a specified percentage of any incoms
patible pollutant, the pretrentment stand-
ard spplicable to users of such treatment
works shsall, except in tho cnse of stands
ards providing for mo dischargre of pollu«
tants, be correspondingly reditced in strine-
gency for that pollutant.

Subpart O—Insulation Board Manufacture
ing With Steaming or Hardboard Produc-
tion Subcategory

§ 429.150 Applicability; description of
the insulation board manufacturing
with steaming or hardboard produc«
tion subcategory.

‘The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
manufacture of insulation hoard at pro-
duction facilities thot elther steam con-
dition the raw material before refining
or produce herdboard at the samo
focility. Specifically excluded from thig
subpart i1s the moanufacture of insula-
tion board from the primsmy row ma-
terial bagasse.

§ 429.151 Specialized definitions,

For the purpose of this subpart:

(2) Except a2s provided below, the
general definitions, abbreviations and
methods of analysis set forth in 40 CFR
401 shall apply to this subpart,

(b) Insulation board shall be defined
as 8 sheet material constructed from
ligno-cellulosic materials reduced to &
fibrous state and having a density of less
than 0.496 groams per cublc centimeter
(31 pounds per cubic foot).

(¢) Hardboard shall be defilned o
sheet material constructed from ligno-
cellulosic materials reduced to a fibroug
state and having o density of greater
than 0.496 grams per cubic centimeter
(31 pounds per cubic foot).

§ 429.152 Eflluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of coflluent
reduction attainable by the applicus
tion of the best practicable control
technology emxrently available.

(a) In establishing the imitations ot
forth in this section, EPA took into nc-
count a1l information it was able to col-
lect, develop and soliclt with respect to
factors (such as age and slze of plant,
raw materials, manufacturing processes,
products produced, treatment technol«
ogy available, energy requirements and
costs) which can affect the Industry sub-
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categorization and effluent levels estab-
lished. It is, however, possible that data
which would affect these °limitations
have not been available and, as a result,
these limitations should be adjusted for
certain plants in this industry. An indi-
vidual discharger or other interested per-
son may submit evidence to the Reglonal
Administrator (or to the State, if the
State has the authority to issue NPDES
permits) that factors relating to the
equipment or facilities involved, the proc-
ess applied, or other such factors related
‘to such discharger are fundamentally
different from the factors considered in
the establishment of the guidelines. On
the basis of such evidence or other avail-
able information, the Regional Admin-
istrator (or the State) will make a writ-
ten finding that such factors are or are
not fundamentally different for that fa-
cility compared to those specified in the
_Development Document. If such funda-
“mentally different factors are found to
exist, the Regional Administrator or the
State shall establish for the discharger
effluent limitations in the NPDES per-
mit either more or less siringent than
the limitations established herein, to the
extent dictated by such fundamentally
different factors. Such limitations must
be approved by the Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency. The
Administrator may approve or disap-
prove such limitations, specify other
limitations, or initiate proceedings to
revise these regulations.

(b) The following -limitations estab-
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties, which may be
discharged by a point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart after ap-
plication of-the best practicable control
technology currently available:

Effluent limitatiens

Effluent Avercgo of dally
characteristie Masimum for  values far thirty
any cne doy  cansocutivae days

shall net ¢xeced

(Metrie units) kg/kkg of product

- raoga 6.0 to
9.0,

~  (English units) 1b{2063 Ib of product

BODS. 23690, 7.0

b I S, IRED. o mecemnan &3

PHecomeooema oo Withinthe  creeiecevnnee
énélge 6.0to

§429.153 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best available technology
economically achievable.

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
lutant properties, which may be dis-
charged by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after applica-
tion of the best available technology
economically achievable:

Effp2nt DmitaHszs
Efflocnt Avzroaofdadly
eharcrterisis Moxipum for Valositor thirty

any cna day esn.zcn!lva daya
b oie1d cx:::l

fetrio unts) kg/kkp el predust

BODS. 353
TES..... 255 0.63
PH. e vrmcmonnnones Witkinths

ga‘z;z;a [115] 7= S, ——

(Bolizh units) 260 Ib of produst

) £10) ¥ 1 6.75 ........... 233

TEBenn canacnnes BilBescercecnaces 1.C9

3 ¢ SR ﬂldntha ..................
mnnoﬁ Gto

§ 429.154 [Reserved)

§429.155 Standards of performance for

new sources.

The following standards of parform-
ance establish the quantity or quality of
pollutants or pollutant properties, which
may be discharged by a new source sub-
jeet to the provisions of this subpart:

Efilusnt Lmftztlions
Efflucnt Avereoacfdotly
clicroeterintle Uaddmum (27 valess oz thlty
anycenodoy  esnc vo days
il ot exece

Qletrisunit) kakbkg ot preduct

BODSe chrcannnavn ) § oo S, 7

'rs:».,,.,”_. .04 womms 13

pH.... ..... Vnmnu‘m ............. .
5"7 auze 0.0t

(Lezich unitd) I Zé0 b of produst

BODS..“...,. R . X v F 7.L3

TER ennnencvvrrss 1l deoencecannas 1%

1) 3 SR, VBRI eeeenserecescees -
méseﬁmo

§429.156 Pretreatment standards for
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under sec-
tion 307¢c) of the Act for a source within
the insulation board manufacturing with
steaming or hardboard preduction sub-.
category, which Is a user of a publicly
ovmned treatment works (and which
would be a new cource subject to section
306 of the Act, if it were to discharge
pollutants to the navigable waters), shall
be the standard set forth in part 128 of
this chapter, except that, for the pur-
pose of this section, 40 CFR 128.133 shall

be amended to read as follows:

In addition to the prohibitions czt forth
in 40 CFR 128,131, the pretreatment ctandard
for inccmpatible pollutants introduced into
o publicly owned treatment worlis choll be
the standard of perfermance for novr cources
cpeelfied In 40 CTR 423.165; provided that,
if tho publicly ovmed treatment works which
recelves the pollutants is committed, in its
NFDES permit, to romove o cpecified per-
centago of any incompatible pollutant, the
pretreatment standard applieabls to ucors
of such treatment works shall, except in the
caso of standords providing for no diccharge
of pollutants, ba correspondingly reduced
in stringency for thot pollutant

[FR Doe14-180650 Filed 8-23-74;8:45 am]
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