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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[ 40 CFR Part 429 ]
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TIMBER PRODUCTS PROCESSING POINT
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 effluent

limitations and guidelines for existing
sources and standards of performance
and pretreatment standards for new
sources set forth below are proposed by
the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA). On April 18, 1974, EPA promul-
gated a regulation adding Part 429 to
Title 40 of the Code of Federal Reg-
ulations (39 FR. 13942). That regulation
established effluent 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 subategory
(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 0), 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 (c), 1316(b) and 1317
(c); 86 Stat. 816 et seq.; Pub. L. 92-
500) (the Act).

(a) Legal authority - (1) Existing
point sources. Section 301(b) of the Act
requires the achievement by not later
than July 1, 1977, of effluent 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 effluent limita-
tions for point sources, other than pub-
licly owned treatment works, which re-
quire the application of best available
technology economically achievable
which will result in reasonable further
progress toward the national 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 effluent limitations
setting forth the degree of effluent re-
duction attainable through the applica-
tion of the best practicable control tech-
nology currently available and the degree
of effluent reduction attainable through

the application of the best control meas-
ures and practices achievable including
treatment techniques, process and proce-
dural innovations, operating methods
and other alternatives. The regulation
proposed herein sets forth effluent 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 manufacturing with steaming or
hardboard production subcategory (Sub-
part 0) of the timber products proc-
essing point source category.

(2) New sources. Section 306 of the
Act' requires the achievement by new
sources df a Federal standard of per-
formance providing for the control of
the discharge of pollutants which reflects
the greatest degree of effluent 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, a 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 categories of new
sources included in a list published pur-
suant to section 306 (b) (1) (A) of the Act.
The Administrator published in the Fr-
MAL REGISr 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 0), of the timber products proc-
essing point source category.

Section 307(c) of the Act requires the
Administrator to promulgate pretreat-
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 0) 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-
cies information on the processes, proce-
dures or operating methods which result
In the elimination or reduction of the
discharge of pollutants to Implement
standards of performance under section
306 of the Act. The "Development Docu-
ment" referred to below provides, pursu-
ant to section 30 4 (c) 9f the Act, informa-
tion on such processes, procedures or
operating methods.
. (b) Summary and basis of proposed
efflucnt limitations guidelines for exist.
ing sources and standards of pcrform-
ance and pretreatment standards for new
sources-(1) General methodology. The
effluent limitation, guidelines and stand-
ards of performance proposed herein
were developed in the following manner.
The point source category was first
studied for the purpose of determining
whether separate limitations and stand-
ards arc appropriate for different cog-
ments within the category. This analysis
included a determination' of whether
differencea in raw material used, product
produced, manufacturing process em-
ployed, age, size, waste water constitu-
ents and other factors require develop-
ment of separate limitations and stand-
ards for different segments of the point
source category. The raw waste charac-
teristics for each such segment were then
identified. This included an analysis 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 waste waters
which should be subJect to efiluent limita-
tions and standards of performance were
identified.

The control and treatment technologies
existing within each segment were Iden-
tified. This included an Identification of
each distinct control and treatment
technology, including both in-plant and
end-of-process technologies, which are
existent or capable of being designed for
each segment. It also Included an Iden-
tification of, in terms of the amount of
constituents and the chemical, physical,
and biological characteristics of pollut-
ants, the effluent level resulting from
the application of each of the tech-
nolocies. The problems, limitations and
reliability of each treatment and control
technology were also identified. In addi-
tion, the non-water quality environmen-
tal impact, such an the effects of the
application of such technologies upon
other pollution problems, including air,
solid waste, noise and radiation were
identified. The energy requirements of
each control and treatment technology
were determined as well as the cost of
the application of such technologies.

The information, as outlined above,
was then evaluated In order to deter-
mine what levels of technology consti-
tute the "best practicable control
technology currently avalable," "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
effluent 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 CPR
128. The basis for such standards is set
forth In the FmERaAL RzErsrs of July 19,
1973, 38 FR 19236. The provisions of Part
128 are equally applicable to sources
which would constitute "new sources,"
under section 306 if they were to dis-
charge pollutants directly 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 to the wet storage subcategory
(Subpart 1), the log washing subcategory
(Subpart J), the sawmills and planing
mils subcategory (Subpart A), the
finishing subcategory (Subpart L), the
particleboard manufacturing subcate-
gory (Subpart M), the insulation board
manufacturing subcategory (Subpart
N), and the insulation board manufac-
turing with steaming or hardlboard pro-
duction subcategory (Subpart 0), of the
timber products processing point source
category .- (i) Categorization. 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 be largest in the wet
storage activities such as log or mill

ponds and wet decldng operations, and
the Insulation board manufacturing seg-
ment ofthe 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
0) proposed below reflect the process
differences and the differences In waste
water generation.

(11) Waste characteristics. Waste water
pollutants generated by this segment of
the industry are mainly organic n na-
ture, primarily generated by the raw
material wood. Some Inorganic waste
materials are also generated, coming
from the soil and dirt brought into the
processing plant on the wood. Organic
and inorganic materials may also be pro-
duced by the finishing and fabricating
operations which may occur.

(iI,) Origin of waste water pollutants.
In a wet storage situation, i.e.. ponding.
storage in estuaries, bays of streams, or
west decking operations, pollutants are
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 occurs In pond
storage, results in the leaching of soluble
materials from the wood. Sawmills and
planing mills with their azoclated proc-
essing operations have very limited proc-
ess water requirements and the volumes
of waste water generated are not suffi-
cient, with reasonable process 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, dyez,
primers, and fillers, of either 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 proc"n water.
Water may be used in a number of the
following operations: chip washing,
white water, i.e., water used In proce.--
ing and carrying the wood fibers throurh
the Insulation board manufacturing
process, finishing operations, cooling,
seal water, fire control and housekeeping.

(iv) Treatment and control technol-
ogy. Waste water treatment and control
technologies have been studied f6F each
subeategory of the industry to determine
what is (a) the best practicable control
technology currently available, (b) the
best available technology economically
achievable, and (c) the best available
demonstrated control technology, proc-
esses, operating methods or other
alternatives.

Wet storage treatment and control n-
volves regulation of the process waters
that are allowed to be discharged to the
wet storage water body. By achleving this
control a no discharge of waste water
pollutants can be realized during those
periods when rainfall does not eceed

evaporation During periods when rain-
fall exceeds evaporation, fl ting, visible
solids control can be achieved by the
installation of a floating solids detention
device, such as a surface barrier or a
submerged pipe, at the discharge point
of the wet storage body, rhether It Is
the log pond or the collection, settling
pond for the wet decl:ing recirculation
sstem.

One hundred percent recycle of Iog
washing water can he achieved by the
installation of a sedimentatiou system
and screening system. System of this
type are currently in use in the industry
sawmillI and planing mills. The no dis-
charge of process waste water pollutants
limitation for sawmills and planing mil
can and Is being achieved through proper
management of equipment and reason-
able water usage. Fabricating and fin-
lhing operations can achieve the no
discharge limitation by reasonable water
use, waste water recycle, spray evapora-
tion. incineration, or land spreading.
Particleboard treatment and control
technology includes judicious water use
and dlspo:al of the small volume of waste
water to a septic tank system, spray irri-
gation, spray evaporation, spraying of
waste water on incoming raw material,
or spraying of w ste water on hog fueL

Insulation board treatment and con-
trol technologY includes primary clarii-
cation as practiced by all plants. Other
technologies practiced include activated

.sludge, aerated lagoons, spray Irrigation,
sedimentation, coagulation and water
recycle.

Solid wastes that may result from
timber products processing operations
are mainly bans, wood slabs or trim-
mings, sawdust, sander dust, and sludges
resulting from treatment of proces3 wa-
ten. Efforts to obtain full utilization of
the raw material have resulted in the
development of manufacturing proceszes
to utilize these potential waste mate-
rials. These solid wastes are usually non-
tode and biodegradable.

Best practicable control tevhnology
and best available technology, as they-
are Imown today, require disposai of the
pollutants removed from waste waters
In this industry in the form of solid
wastes and liquid concentrates. In most
cases these are non-hazardous sub-
stances requiring only minimal cus-
todial care. However, some constituents
may be hazardous and may require
special consideration. In -order to en-
sure long terni protection of the environ-
ment from these hazardous or harmful
constituentc, special consideration of dL-
po:al sites must be made. All landfil sites
where such hazardous wastes are dis-
pcsed should be selected so as to prevent
horizontal and vertical mration of these
contaminants to ground or surface
waters. In c-,1es where geologic conditions
may not reasonably ensure this, adequate
legal and mechanical precautions (e.g.,
Impervious liners) should be taken to
ensure long term protection to the en-
vironment from hazardous mateial.
Where 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 located.

(v) Cost estimates for control of waste
water pollutants. Insulation board-Al-
though Insulation board mills use large
quantities of process water, the effort
required to meet the proposed effluent
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 dollars.

The costs associated with achieving the
proposed limitations for the finishing
subcategory range between 9,000 and
27,000 dollars for a small 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 be oper-
ated as a closed system with no discharge
of process waste water.

Wet storage-the proposed limitations
for these operations will be applicable
for plants in all subcategories of the in-
dustry that store raw material either in
self-contained bodies 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-
penditure is expected to be, 9,000 dollars
per wet decking facility and less for pond
storage operations.

Partlcleboard--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 metric ton per day
plant.

(vi) Energy requirements ana 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 the 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 small -amounts of Aludge from
certain alternatives. The Impact, how-
ever, will be insignificant because of the
relatively small quantities of waste to
be disposed.

(vii) Economic impact analysis. The
economic analysis has focused on both
internal and external costs. Internal
costs are those costs to the facility asso-
siated 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 resultant em-
ployment, community and regional im-
pacts, international 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 percent, 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
a 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
significant community or regional
effects, balance of trade effects or In-
dustry growth effects are expected.

The report entitled "Development
Document for Proposed Effluent 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, West
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
tliemselves on a mailing list for this pur-
pose (see EPA's Advance Notice 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. Wsman.

On June 14, 1973, the Agency pub-
lished procedures designed to Insure
that, when certain major standards,
regulations, and guidelines are proposed,
an explanation of their basis, purpose
and environmental effects Is made avail-
able to the public (38 TR 15653). The
procedures are applicable to major
standards, re~ulations and guidelines
which are proposed on or after Decem-
ber 31, 1973, and which prescribe na-
tional standards of environmental qual-
ity or require national emission, effluent
or performance standards and limita-
tions.

The Agency determined to Implement
these procedures in order to Insure that
the public was apprised of the environ-
mental effects of Its major standards set-
ting actions and was provided with de-
tailed background information to assist
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 vla-
ble options available to it and the reasons
for the option selected.

The procedures contemplate publica-
tion of this information in the XnntDAL
REGISTER; where this Is practicable. They
provide, however, that where, because
of the length of these materials, such
publication is impracticable, the material
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 Wet Stor-
age, Sawmills, Particleboard, and Insu-
lation Board segment of the Timber
Products Processing Point Source Cate-
gory" contains information available to
the Agency concerning the major envi-
ronmental effects of the regulation pro-
posed below, including:

(1) the pollutants presently dis-
charged into the Nation's waterways by
manufacturers of timber products and
the degree of pollution reduction obtain-
able from implementation of the pro-
posed guidelines and standards (see par-
ticularly sections IV, V, VI, IX, X, and
XI);

(2) the anticipated effects of the pro-
posed regulation on other aspects of the
environment Including air, solid waste
disposal and land use, and nolso (see
particularly section VIII); and

(3) options available to the Agency in
developing the proposed regulatory sys-
tem and the reasons for Its selecting the
particular levels of effluent reduction
which are proposed (see particularly
sections VI, VII, and VIII).

The supplementary report entitled
"Economic Analysis of Proposed Eiffluent
Guidelines for the Timber Products
Processing Industry" contalns an esti-
mate of the cost of pollution control re-
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
VIII, the cost and energy consumption
implications of the proposed regulations.

The two reports described above in the
aggregate exceed 500 pages in length and
contain a substantial number of charts,
diagrams, and tables. It is clearly im-
practicable to publish the material con-
tained in these documents in the FZDnA
REGIsTE- 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
who have placed themselves on a mailing
list for this purpose. Flinaly, 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,
Virginia 22151.

(c) Summary of Pui c partic-patisn.
Prior to this publication, the agencies
and groups listed below were consulted
and given an opportunity to participate
in the development of effluent 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)
Effluent Standards and Water Quality
Information Advisory Committee (es-
tablished under section 515 of the Act) ;
(2) all State and US. Territory Pollution
Control 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 Association; (16)
National Paint and Coatings Associa-
tion; (17) National Home Builders As-
sociation; (18) Mobile Home Manufac-

turers Association; (19) Acoustical and
Insulating Materials Assolaton; (20)
National Association of Building Manu-
facturers; (21) National Forest Products
Association; (22) Hardwood Plywood
Manufacturers Association; (23) Amer-
ican Plywood Asociation; (24) Ameri-
can Hardboard Association; (25) U.S
Department of Commerce; (26) U.S. Da-
partment of Interior; (27) US. Water
Resources Council; (28) Oftce of Man-
agement and Budget; (29) U.S. Depart-
ment of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare; and (30) U.S. Department of
Agriculture.

The following responded with com-
ments: National Particleboard Acata-
tion; United States Gypsum Company;
Acoustical and Insulating Materials As-
sociatlon; Celotex Corporation: South-
ern Hardwood Lumber Manufacturers
Association; American Institute of
Chemical Engineers; National Forest
Products Association; State Water Re-
sources Control Board--Californa;
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 I'lorlda, Da-
partment of Pollution Control; State of
Washington, Department of Ecology;
U.S. Department of Interior; Delaware
River Basin Commission; Association of
Environmental Laboratories; Arcata
Redwood Company; American Plywood
Association; nllnols Environmental Pro-
tection Agency; Potlatch Corporation;
Fuller Forest Products Inc.; Virginia
State Water Control Board; Arizona
State Department of Health; Kentucky
Department for Natural Resources and
Environmental Protection; United States
Water Resources Council; and the Colo-
rado Department of Public Health.

The primary issues razed In the de-
velopment of the proposed cfuent limi-
tations guidelines and standards of per-
fQrmance and the treatment of these I--
sues herein are as follows:

(1) A common criticism was the ap-
proach taken in the development of sug-
gested guidelines and standards as pre-
sented in the draft report for vet storage
operations Le., log pond, mill pond, and
wet decking. Among the comments re-
celved were statements that the availa-
bility of land for the application of the
suggested technolo-y was not taen into
consideration in the suggestcd guide-
lines; that the data b=se on which the
wet storage guidelines are bsed was
weak; that the relationship between bio-
chemical oxygen demand (BOD5) and
chemical oxygen demand (COD) was
questionable; that the COD reduction of
60 percent suggested by applicatlon of
the technology in the draft report was-
optimistic; that the suggested wet stor-
age treatment and control technology is
not demonstrated in the industry; that
the economic impact of the costs of con-
trol of .wet storage facilities would be
severe on hardwood timber prccessng
plants; that the definitions of log ponds
and mill ponds were inadequate; that

the statistical analysis methods as ap-
plied to wet storage presented in the
draft docunent were qusztlonable; that
tho complexity of the formulae that must
be used to determine allowable discharges
was considered un7orlmble; and that
the effectivenezz of settling or sedimenta-
ton ponds for treatment of effMuents from
wet storage operations was not necasary
because of the relatively lo-7 suspended
solids in the process waste water.

After additional review of the su--
gested guidelines and standards for log
ponds, mill ponds, and wet d-ecing oDer-
atlons, as preaented in the draft report,
the Agency has determined that same of
the comments and critcisms are valid.
While waste water dtzcharge from wet
storage opertions maybe alage volume
of process water, discharge from that op-
er3tion can bo controlled to the degree
that It will occur only during periods of
rainfall and the concentration range of
the pollutants in the dis. harged water is
low. The volume of allowable discharge
is based on the difference between rain-
fall and evaparation on the drainae
ara. When discharge occur-, debris, as
defined in the propozed regulation, is
controlled. The regulatlons propoaed
below do not attempt to control the di-
charge of extraneous process water such
as glue system cleaning waters into wet
storage systems. It should be recognized
that regulations promulgated earlier (40
CFR Part 429, Subpart C, 39 F. 13942)
require no discharge of waste water pol-
lutants to navigable waters for plywood
manufacturing faculties that do not store
or hold raw materials in wet storage
conditions. Industry practice and cur-
rently available technolo , as reflected
in the promulgated plywood guidelines
and standards, does not indicate that a
wasto water stream Is necEszary or must
bo disposed of into a ret storage water
system. The presence of poIlutants in a
glue systan or other prozessing opra-
tion is recognized. Adequate Information
is not currently available to proposa lim-
Itations on other specific parameters for
this subcategory. Additional information
Is specifieally roliited with regard to the
volume and debris limitations propased
below in Subpart L Careful consder-
tion should be given to the effect of wet
storage efiuents on receiving waters
quality.

(2) Comments were received that the
"model plants" concept used to est2b-
lih Pollutant eetoneimtwst
watter volume amounts, applicability of
treatment and control technology, and
the co-ts of treatment and control tech-
nology was not appropriate.

The "model plant-." technique uad in
the draft derelopment dc.ument should
not be Interp ed as stating tfh the
model plant fits all manufacturing situa-
tions. Rather, the utility of the model -

plant concept I- a method of indicating
th3 w-se water generation and sources,
the concentrafon of the pollutants, the
applicable treatment and control tech-
nologioe and the costs of application of
treatment and control technoiogies to
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achieve the limitations suggested in the
draft report.

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

The approach used to develop the efflu-
ent limitations 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
of 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
guidelines 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 effluent guidelines and
standards take into consideration the
availability and practice of technology,
the costs of technology and other fac-
tors. In addition, an accompanying study
determined the economic status of the
various segments of the industry. Con-
siderations and review of the information
developed by these studies has resulted
in the regulations proposed below. These
regulations reflect effective control and
lower costs than those presented in the
draft report.

(6) 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
fitel boiler. Included In the discussion of
these alternatives is the control of toxic
materials.

(7) 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 a 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
wtiere 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 draft 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 boilers and that the guidelines
should include limitations on boiler
blowdown.

Effluent limitations related to steam

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

(13) Comments were received that
stated that the data base on which the
suggested limitations are based Is weak.

The segment of the timber products
processing industry to which this regu-
lation is applicable includes In excess of
12,000 establishments. The Information
used to develop the proposed guidelines
and standards was collected from a cro. s
section of the segment. From this data
base, better operating practices and pro-
cedures were determined. These prac-
tices and procedures were evaluated with
reference to their applicability to other
plants, and where appropriate used In
the development of effluent guidelines
and standards.

(14) A commentor indicated that he
didn't believe It 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 achievable
(BATEA) allow for the consideration of
procedures and process modification
where those procedures and modifica-
tions are in advanced stages of develop-
ment. In addition, It allows for the trans-
fer of technology from other industries
where appropriate. Obviously, some ad-
ditional development and refinement
may be needed to ensure that these pro-
cedures and modifications are appro-
priate for a specific plant or location, The
establishment of standards to be
achieved by July 1, 1983 allows ample
time for these developments and re-
finements.

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

The development of the suggested
limitation included analysis of data for
northern climates as well as southern,
As a result, the effects of temperature are
taken into account and, therefore, no
temperature allowance Is necessary.

(16) A comment was received that
questioned the selection of raw waste
loads for the insulation board manufac-
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, it is appropriate to consider
the effluent from the primary treatment
a typical waste load.

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

The Development Document shows a
range of water consumption per ton of
production as currently exists In the in-
dustry. The document also discusses
practices and procedures that are prac-
ticable and reasonable. It Is tha Judg-
ment of the Agency that with reasonable
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process water management 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 as, 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
snecified by a State's regulation.
. The suggested effluent guidelines and
standards are based on the determina-
tion 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 A-ency, Washington, D.C. 20460. At-
tention: Mr. Philip B. visman. 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 effluent 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 satisfies the
detailed 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 Wal, 401 M
Street SW., Washington, D.C. A copy
of preliminary draft contractor reports,
the Development Document and eco-
nomic 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-

cerning public review procedures pub-
lished on August 6, 1973 (33 FR, 21202).

Dated: August 9,1974.
JomI QuAnLrs,

Acting Administrator.

PART 429=-TIMBER PRODUCTS PROC-
ESSING POINT SOURCE CATEGORY

Subpart I-Wet Storago Subcategory
Sec.
429.90 Applicability, dcscrlption of the

wet storage cubcatcaory.
429.91 Specialized definitlons.
429.92 Effluent limitations guidelinc

repre-onting the dcgrco of of-
fluent reduction attainablo by
the application of the best+ prac-
ticablo control tcchnology cur-
rently available.

429.93 Effluent limitations guldeline3 rep-
resenting the degreo of effluent
reduction attaiblo by the ap-
plication of the best avail-
able technoloy cconomlcally
achievable.

429. [Reserved).
429.95 Standards of performance for now

sources.
429.96 Pretreatment standards for now

source3.
Subpart J-Log Washing Sub catc-oly

429.100 Applicability* descriptIon of the
log ashing subcate.ory.

429.101 Speciaized definitionz.
429.102 Effluent limitations guideline

representing the dre'o of of-
fluent reduction attainable by
the application of the bct
practicable control technology
currently available.

429.103 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of ef-
fluent reduction attainablo by

I the application of the bcst
available technolo-y economically
achievable.

429.104 [Rezerved).
429.105 Standards of performanco for new

sources.
429.106 Pretreatment standard for new

sources

Subpart K-Sawmlil and Planing Mills
Subcatecoy

429.110 Applicability; dcrrptlon of the
sawmills and planing mill
subcategory.

429.111 SpeclalL.-ed definitionm

429.112 Effluent limitationz guideulne rep-
resenting the degree of efiluent re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the bet practicable con-
trol technology currently avail-
able.

429.113 Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the np;
plicatlon of the best available
technology economically achlev-
able.

429.114 [Rezervedl
429.115 Standards of performance for new

sources.
429.116 Pretreatment standards for new

sources.
Subpart L-Finlshlng, Subcatcory

429.120 Applicability: decriptlin of the fin-
Ising subcategory.

429.121 Specialized definltions.
429.122 Effluent limitations guideline rep-

resentlng the deogro of effluent
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reduction attainable by the ap-
plication of the best practi-
cable control tecInology currently
available.

429.123 Effluent limitatlon gulde-lines rep-
rc-onting the degree of efiluent
reduction attainable by the ap-
plication of the beat available
technology econoalwally achiev-
able.

4-3.124. [Ecs-=cdl
429.125 Standards of performance for na-.7

CoUrce.
423.12G Proetr-atment sndards for new

Subpart 14--Partlcfbord Mantfacturing
Suba:tgory

423.130 Applicabillty: description of the
particleboard manufacturing sub-
category.

429.131 Specali d definitions.
423.132 nIuent limitations guldellnes rep-

re snting the dgrco of efuent
reduction attatnuble by the cp-
pllcatlon of the best practicable
control technology currently
available.

42A9.103 rMuent limitatfonz guidelines rep-
resentlng the degree of efuent
reduction attainablo by the ap-
plIcatlon of the b.s+ available
technology economically chia- -
able.

42-.134 [Rezerwed]
4. 3.1235 Standards of performance for ne-

cources1.
42.180 Pretreatment cndard3 for new

rources

Subpart N-Insulation Board Manufacturing
Subcategoz

40.10 Applicability: description of the in-
oulatlon board manufacturing
subcatco ry.

4.3.141 Specialilzed deflnitions
423.142 Effluent limitations guldelines rep-

resenting tho degree of efuent
reduction aftanablo by the ap-
plication of the best practicable
control' te-hnolog currently
available.

429.143 EMuent llmltatlonz Sudelinez rep-
resenting the degree of effluent
reduct on attainable by the ap-
pliation of the best available
tcchnolozy economically achiev-
able.

429.144 I[Pezved]
429.145 Standard.- of performance for new7

rs0urCes.
423.146 Pretreatment rtandards for new

sources.
Subpart O-Insulaton Board Manufacturing With
St aming or Hardbosrd Production Subc=tsgory

429.1C9 ApplicabIlity: description of the in-
culatlon board manufacturing
with steam1ng or hardboard pro-
ductlon subcategory.

429.161 Speciall-ed deinltio=-
423.152 Efiluent limitatlons guidelines rep-

r-ntin- the degree of effluent
reductlon attaln able by the ap-
plication of the bcst practicable
control technology currently
available.

423.153 Effluent lmiltations guidelines rep-
resntLng the degree of efuent
rLduction attainable by the ap-
plicatlon of the bat avallabe
tChn!ogy economically achlev-
able.
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See.
429.154 [Reserved]
429.155 Standards of performance for new

sources.
429.166 Pretreatment standards for new

sources. I

Subpart i-Wet Storage Subeategory
§429.90 Applicability; description of

the wet storage subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
holding of unprocessed wood Le., 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 chapter shall apply to this
subpart.

(b) A "self-contained body of water".
shall be a body of water that does not
have a 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).

(c) The source of monthly mean pre-
cipitation and annual 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, 1968.

(d) 'Debris" means a woody material
such as bark, twigs, branches, heartwood
or sapwood that will be retained by a
2.54 cm (1.0 in) diameter round opening
that might be present In the discharge
from a wet storage facility.
§ 429.92 Effluent 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 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, manufacturing processes,
products produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and
costs) which can affect 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-

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 NPDES 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 regulatlon3.

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
lutant properties, controlled by this see-
tion, which may be discharged by a point
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart after 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) During the calendar months of
May through October there may be dis-
charged from a wet storage facility a
volume of water equal to 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 a wet storage
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 limitations

:E5u.nt Avcrage of daily
characteri.tic Maimum for value. for thirty

any one dy onseeutIvo daysshall not oxceed

(Mtrla unit:) cm

Debds 2.54 ........-- 2.54
pH ------------- Within the ...... ---.. ...

ran-o 5.5 to 9.0.

(English units) in

D 1.0 -------------- LO
p- ------------ Within the ------------------

range 5.5 to 9.0.

§ 429.93 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree' of effluent re-
duction attainable by the application
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 a point source subject to the provi-
sions of this subpart after application
of the best available technology economi-
cally achievable:

(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) During the calendar months of
May through October there may be dis
charged from a wet storage facility a
volume of water equal to 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. Duing the
months November through April, there
may be discharged from a wet storago
facility a volume of water equal to the
precipitation that falls within the drain-
age area of that facility.

(c) Any process waste water dio-
charged pursuant to paragraph (b) of
this section shall comply with each of
the following requirementz:

mfflumt lUittaion

Efflunt Avmril.o of di aly
claratcrlztlc Taximum for valafar thIrty

any ono day con7-%utlvo daya
h31 not C3cc'1

ad ctro unito) C M

Debri ........... 24 ............
pH_. ......... h.. W hnthoran o .............

5.5 to 9.0.

(En.-UIh unity) In

D~bl ...... .0.............. LO0
p-L ............ W lthinth rann o .......... -

5.5 to 9.0.

§ 429.96 [Reserved]
§ 429.95 Standard5 of perfornance for

nevi noutrc o.

The following standards of perform-
ance establish the quantity or quality of
pollutants or pollutant propertiets, which
may be discharged by a new source sub-
ject to the provisions of thtu subpart:

(a) Subject to the provis!ons of para-
graphs (b) and (c) of this oectloiA, which
are applicable only to wet decking opera-
tions, there shall be no discharge of proc-
ess waste water pollutants to navlable
waters.

(b) During the calendar months of
May through October there may be dis-
charged from a wet storage facility a
volume of water equal to the difference
between-the mean precipitation for that
month that falls within the drainage arei
of that facility and 10 percent of the an-
nual lake evaporation. During the
months November through April, there
may be discharged from a wet storage fa-
cility a volume of water equal to the pre-
cipitation that falls within the drainage
area of that facility.

(c) Any process wasto water discharged
pursuant to paragraph (b) of this scection
.hall comply with each of the following
requirements:
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Effluent limittons

Effluent Averge of dcny
cbazateisttat Liimoum for Val=s for thirty

any one day coaotlvo dy,3
not d

aJiti unit,) cm

3labri_____ 2M _ __ 2.5.
PH - _ Within the

range 5.5 to
9.0.

(ECnglih units) in

piL.. .. Within the
range 5.5 to
9.0.

§ 429.96 Pretreatment standards for
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under sec-
tion 307(c) of the Act for a source within
the wet storage subcategory, which is a
user of a publicly owned treatment 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 purpose of this section, § 128.133
shall be amended to read aslollows:

In addition to the prohibitions set forth
in 40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment standard
for incompatible pollutants Introduced Into
a publicly owned treatment works shall be
the standard of performance for new sources
Epecified in 40 CPR 429.95; provided that, If
the publicly owned treatment works which
receives the pollutants Is committed, in its
2TPDES permit, to remove a specified percent-
age of any incompatible pollutant, the pre-
treatment standard applicable to users of
such treatment works shallexcept in the easa
of standards providing for no discharge of
pollutants, be correspondingly reduced in
stringency for that pollutant.

Subpart J-Log Washing Subcategory
§ 429.100 Applicability; description of

the log washing subcategory.
The provisions of this subpart are ap-

plicable to discharges resulting from the
process of passing logs through an opera-
tion 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 delikitions.
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 Lest practicable control
technology currently available.

(a) 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, manufacturing processes,
products produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and costs)
which can affect the industry subcate-
gorization and effuent levels established.

It Is, however, pozsible that data which
would affect theze limitations have not
been available and, as a re ult, these
limitations should be adjusted for cer-
tain plants in this Indu try. An Individual
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 N'PDES 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-
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 mahe a written find-
ing that such factors are or are not
fundamentally different for that facility
compared to thoe spacified in the Da-
velopment Document. If such funda-
mentally different factors are found to
exist, the Regional Administrator or the
State shall establish for the dizcharcr
effuent limitations in the IPDM permit
either more or less stringent than the
limitations established herein, to the e--
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 prccsedinZs to re-
vise these regulations.

(b) The following limitations estab-
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties, which may b3
discharged by a point source subject to
the provisions of thL subpart after ap-
plication of the best pract!cable control
technology currently available: There
shall be no discharge of prcoss waste
water pollutants to navigsable waters.
§ 429.103 Effluent limitations guidelines

representing the deg-ce of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the Lest available teclmolo-y
economically achievable.

The following limitations etablish the
quantity or quality of rollutants or pol-
lutant properties, which may be dis-
charged by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart ofter applica-
tion of the best available technolo-y
economically achievable: There :-hall be
no discharge of procezz waste vater pol-
lutants to navigable waters.
§ 429.101 [Reserved]
§ 429.105 Standards of performance for

new, sources.
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.
§ 429.106 Pretreatment standards for

new sources.
The pretreatment standards under sec-

tion 307(c) of the Act for a source within
the log washing subcat.egory, which Is
a user of a publicly owned treatment

worls (and which would be a new source
subJct to section 3GG of the Act, if It were
to dis charge pdllutants to the navi-abie
raters), chaU be the standard set forth
In Part 120 of this chanter, e.ce:t that.
for the purpoe of thi' cction, § 123.133
shall ba amended to read as folows:

In eddition to the prohlbionnz s:t forzt
in 40 CM 120I.31, the preleatmnt t td-
ard for incomi'zbla pallutant inLrc:ucad
into a publicly ot.Tci trcatmsnt wariz 0halT
ba the tanLard of parfosmanca foz n=
enurces -c:=Iaied in M0 CM 423.105; providoed
that, If the publicly o nc:i trct mnt Toz
which rccelves the pollutants Ib committed,
in Io ITsDf, prmuit, to remove a rpzalfad
pcuenta of any Incompatiblo poslutant,
the pretrcataeent ntandard agpUcable to usess
of ruch trcatment woiz rball. ezcept in th-i
case3 of ctandarda providing- for no dLiasrsea
of pollutants, ta corrcsaonnmgly reduc-d in
trin gency for that pollutant.

Subpart K-SwmilIs and Planing MiI!s
Subcategory

Cf429.110 Applicability; description of
the sawmills and planing mills snb-
category.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to dizcharaes rezuItiug from the
timber products prczssing proced2urez
that include all or part of the following
opraion: log waschin-, ball remov7a,
other than hydraulic b r ing as defined
In M21.11, sawing, rezaring, edging,
trimming, planing and/or mracllnng.
r 429.111 Specialized definitions. -

For the purpose of this subprt:
The general defitlions, abbreviations
and methods of analysis - t forth in Part
401 of this chapter shall apply to this
subpart.
§ 429.112 Effluentlimitatlons guidelines

representing the degree of efluent
reduction att.inable by the anpplica-
tion of the best practicable control
tednology currently available.

(a) In eatablishing the limitatfons ct
forth in this section, EPA tooz Into _a-
count all information It was able to col-
lect, develop and solicit with respect-to
factors (such as age and size of p ant, ra=
materialz, manufacturing proczezzs,
products produced, treatment te hnolo-
available, energy rE uirements and co szt
which can afect the industry sueb ate-
goriz-ation and ernuent levels e tablishd.
It Is, however, pozsible that data which
would affect the e limitations have not
been available and, as a result, these
limitations should be adjuited for certain
plants in this indu-try. An ndividua_ diz-
charger or other nterested percon may
submit evidence to the Regional Admin-
istrator (or to the State, If the State has
the authority to Izue ITPDES permits)
that factors relating to the equipment
or facililtfe Involved, the process ap-
plied, or other -uch factors related to
such dizcha ger are fundamentally dif-
ferent from the factors considered in the
etablishment of the guidelines. On the
b=asis of such evidence or other ava-
able information, the Regonal Adymnis-
trator (or the State) will mahe a written
finding that such factors are or are not
fundamentally different for that facility
compared to those specifled in the Da-
Ovelopment Document. If such funda-
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mentally different factors are found to
exist, the Regional Administrator or the
State shall establish for the discharger
effluent limitations in the NPDES 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
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 rontrol
technology currently available: There
shall be no discharge of process waste
water pollutants to navigable waters.
§ 429.113 Effluent limitations guidelines

representing the degrel 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 best 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

new sources.

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 treatment 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 CM 429.115; provided
that, if the publicly owned treatment works

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 dis-
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, abbreviations 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 practicable 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,
raw materials, manufacturing processes,
products produced, treatment tech-
nology available, energy requirements
and costs) which can affect the industry
subcategorization and. effluent levels
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 factors
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 effluent limitations In the

NPDES permit either more or lesn
stringent than the limitations eotab-
lished 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 disapprove such limi-
tations, specify other limitations, or inl-
tiate proceedings to revise these regula-
tions.

(b) The following limitations estab-
lsh 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 proces. waste
water pollutants to navigable waters.
§ 429.123 Effluent limitations guidelinei

representing the dcgrce 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 appli-
cation of the best available technology
economically achievable: There shall be
no discharge of process waste water pol-
lutants to navigable waters.
§ 429.124 [Reserved]
§ 429.125 Standardu of performance for

new sources.

The following standards of perform-
ance establish the quantity or quality of
pollutants or pollutant properties, which
may be discharged by a new source s.ub-
ject to the provisions of this subpart;
There shall be no discharge of process
waste water pollutants to navigable
waters.
§429.126 Pretreatment stadlards for

new sources.

The pretreatment standards under
section 307(c) of the Act for a source
within the finishing subcategory, which
is a user of a publicly owned treatment
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 purpose of this sec-
tion, § 128.133 shall be amended to read
as follows:

In addition to the prohibitions sct forth In
40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment standard
for incompatible pollutants introduced into
a publicly owned trcatmont works ohali be
the standard of performanco for now rources
specified in 40 OrE 429.125 provided that,
if the publicly owned treatment works which
receives the pollutants is committed, in itl
NPDES permit, to remove provisions of thIs
subpart after application of the best prac-
ticable control technology currently avail-
able: There shall be no discharge of procc,"
waste water pollutants to navigable watera.
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Subpart M-Particleboard Manufacturing
Subcategory

§ 429.130 Applicability; description of
the particleboard manufacturing sub-
category.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
manufacture of 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.

(c) Specifically excluded from the
term "process waste water" for this sub-
part are cooling water, material storage
yard runoff (either raw material or proc-
essed wood storage), and fire control
water.
§ 429.132 Effluent limitations guidelines

representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

(a) 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, manufactbring processes,
products produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and
costs) which can affect the industry sub-
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 cer-
tain plants in this -industry. An individ-
ual discharger or other interested person
may submit evidence to the RegionalAd-
mipistrator (or to the State, if the State
has the authority to issue VPDES 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-
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) wil make a written find-
ing that such factors are or are not fun-
damentally different for that facility
compared to those specified in the Devel-

PROPOSED RULES

opment Document. If such fundamentally'
different factors are found to exiot, the
Regional Administrator or the State
shall establish for the discharger eiluent
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 muAt be ap-
proved by the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection A eney. The Ad-
ministrator may approve or disapprove
such limitations, specify other limltq-
tions, or Initiate proceeding; to revise
these regulations.

(b) The following limitations establizh
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 avalanble: There shall
be no discharge of proce:-' waste water
pollutants to navigable vaters.
§ 429.133 Effluent linitations guidelines

representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the npplica-
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 ource subJect to the
provisions of this .upart after applica-
tion of the best available technology eco-
nomically achievable: There shall b no
discharge of process waste water pol-
lutants to navigable waters.
§ 429.134 [Reserved]
- 429.135 Standards of performance for

new sources.
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 -procczs
waste vater pollutants to navigable
waters.
§ 429.136 Pretreatment standards for

new sources.
The pretreatment standards under rec-

tion 307(c) of the Act for a cource with-
in the particleboard manufturing sub-
category, which is a user of a publicly
owned treatment worls (and which
would be a new source subJect to section
306 of theAct, if it were to dIz-hargepol-
lutants to the navigable watcrs), shall be
the standard set forth in Part 128 of this
chapter, except that, for the purpoze of

3OO1

th cretion, § 120.133 shall he emendad
to read as follosss:

In addftIon to the prohibltons z Q-t forth In
40) CFR 123.151, flea pro-tretmant ctzndzrd
Lor Incompatiba pol1utant: 1ntrc¢u:ad Into
a pur.1cly o--nI trsatm~nt W~oe= cbr-3 ta
the standard c :arfo nca for ne- oaorcz
cpaclfed In 490 CI-M I23.135; provIdcl that,
if th pub'tUy ozncl tacat2ent w0n- cfhlch
reclvca the paliutant, I: comemitted, In It:
IPFDZ3 psstt to rcmwie a mzzified r- r
ccntae of any Incomp .tible pillut nt, the
pretreatment andard ppicable to n==- 02
such trcat-ncnt vtahz ',kL ezcapt In tha
caso of Lstdr1d proaoi-ing for no dL=:hhrg
of pollutant.a. 1:e co-_Tspa;ncdl1y razlurd In
ctrIngency ic r that pollutant.

Subpart -1msulation Eoard
Manuftcturing Subcatago-y

§ 429.140 Applicability; description of
the insulation board manufacturing
subcategory.

The prov iions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
manufacture of insulation board where
the manufacturing procedure dcs not
involve subjecting the wcod material to
a precsure crcated by steam. Speifi caly
excluded from this subpart i- the manu-
facture of insulation board from the pri-
mary raw material b aga sz.
,j429.141 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:
The general definitions, abbreviations

and methods of a yss -ct forth in Pt.
401 of this chapter r-Wl1 apply to this
subpart.
§ 429.142 Effluent limitations guidelines

reprezenting the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

(3a) 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 rezact to
factors (such as age and size of plant,
raw materials, manufacturing proceszse,
products produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirement- and
costs) which can affect the industry sub.
categorizatlon and effluent levels estab-
lished. It is,. however, posible that dact
which would affect theze limitations have
not b2en available and, as -- rezult, these
limitations should be adjusted for certain
plants In this industry. An individual
disharger or other interested person
may submit evidence to the Re_onal Ad-
ministrator (or to the State, if the State
has the authority to Lsue LPDES per-
mits) that factors relating to the equip-
ment or facilities involvEd, the process
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applied, or other such factors related to
such discharger are fundamentally diff-
erelit 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 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 Regional Administrator or the State
shall establish for the discharger emuent
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
technology currently available:

Effluent limitations

Efflucnt Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for thirty

any one day consecutive days
shall not exceed

(fetrlo units) kglkkg of product

BOD5 ---------- 3.75 ------------ 1.25
TSS --------------- 9.40 a------------ &13
pH ---------------- Within the ------------------ra.nge6.0

Oto
9.0g.o

(English units) lb/2,00 lb of product

33 D6 ------------ 7.5 ----------- - 2.50
TS8 ------------ 18.8 ------------- 6.25
pH ....--------- WIthinthe --------------

range 6.0 to
9.0.

§ 429.143 Effluentlimitations 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:

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for thirty

any one day consecutive days
shall not oxceed

(Metric units) kg/kkg of product

nO3D .---.-..-.... 1.13 ------------- 0.3
TSS --------------- 2.85 ------------- 0.85
pH ................. Within the --------------

range to 6.0
9.0

(English units) lb/2000 lb of product

BODS. ------------ 2.25 ------------- 0.75
TS ---------- 5.70 ------------- L0
p .. ..----------- Within the -----------------

range 6.0 to
9.0.

§ 429.144 [Reserved]
§ 429.145 Standards of performance for

new sources.

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

Effluent Limitations

Effluent Average of daily
Characteristic Mxium for values for thirty

any one day consecutivo days
shall not exceed

(Metric units) kg/kkg of product

BODS ............ 3.75 .----------- 1.25
TSS ----------- --- 9.40 ------------- 3.13p --......... . Within the ------------------

range 6.0 to
9.0.

(English units) lb2000 lb of product

BODS ............. 7.50 ---------- 2.50
TSS ............... 18.80 ------------ 6.25
pH... ....... Within the ------------------

range 6.0 to
9.0.

§429.146 Pretreatment standards for

new sources.

The pretreatment standards under
section 307(c) of the Act for a source
within the insulation board manufactur-
ing subcategory, which is a user of a
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 prohibitions sot forth
In 40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment stand-
ard for incompatible pollutants introduced
Into a publicly owned treatment works
shall be the standard of performance for
new sources specified In 40 CIM 429.145,
provided that, if the publicly owned treat-
ment works which receives the pollutants
is committed, In its NPDES permit, to re-
move a specified percentage of any incom-
patible pollutant, the pretreatment stand-
ard applicable to users of such treatment
workm shall, except in the came of stand-
ards providing for no discharge of pollu-
tants, be correspondingly reduced In strin-
gency for that pollutant.

Subpart 0-Insulation Board Manufactur-
ing With Steaming or Hardboard Produc-
tion Subcategory

§ 429.150 Applicability; decrlptlon of
the insulation board manufacturing
with steaming or hnrdboard produc-
tion subeategort.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
manufacture of Insulation board at pro-
duction facilities that either steam con-
dition the raw material before refining
or produce hardboard at the same
facility. Specifically excluded from this
subpart is the manufacture of insula-
tion board from the primary raw ma-
terial bagasse.
§ 429.151 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:
(a) Except as provided below, th0

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 a sheet material constructed from
ligno-cellulosic materials reduced to a
fibrous state and having a density of less
than 0.496 grams per cubic centimeter
(31 pounds per cubic foot).

(c) Hardboard shall be defined as
sheet material constructed from ligno-
cellulosic materials reduced to a fibrous
state and having a density of greater
than 0.496 grams per cubic centimeter
(31 pounds per cubic foot).
§ 429.152 Effltent limitations guidelites

representing the degree of eflluett
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

(a) 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, 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 Regional
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 stringent 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 lilmtations

Effluent Averago of daily
charateristie Maximum fcr valtus far thlrty

any one day consoeutlvo day
ehall not csczd

Oletric units) k.lkg of product

BOD --------- 11.3 -------- 3.75
TSs-------------- . .0 ---------- 3.13
pH -------------- Within th ......

rangl 0.0 to
9.0.

(English units) Ib!/X." lb of product

BOD5 .........-.... , 0 01 ............ 7. W
TSS --------------- 18 .. .-. 5-
p L. -------- ---- Within tho ----------------

range 0.0 to
9.0.

§ 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: '

Effiulnt Avcne of dail
daaratczill liaximum im va1=nfr thirty

may on day co' ~ody

(Mctrio unit:) kgCkkr of prciu:t

PHO........... WLLintz.
r, o 0.0to.............
.0.0

(Er3kl urilts) lb.tiO) Ib of pref et

DO _ .......... 2M
TSS...........70 ... LO
pl ................. Viln tho ..................

ranso G.0 to
Q.0.

§ 429.154 [Reserved]
§429.155 Standards of performance for

new gources.
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 provilsons of this subpart:

1:rflut urt!_=3=

EfMimt Avm2 :cfdAiiy
~Ix~ti~tie aurnf-r valcaafartlirty

any cn day cv u=tivo dayn

(Icf-I r url t) L-a'kg of rt It

5........ . ............ 3.5
...... 3.13

r o ..0.to

BOW__ ............. 10 ...... ...... 7. M

plI ........... %lit nthn ....... ........
.0t0.

.429.156 Pretratment standards for

new sources.

The pretreatment standards under sec-
tion 307(c) of the Act for a cource within
the insulation board manufacturing with
steaming or hardboard production sub-.
category, which Is a user of a publicly
owned treatment 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 123 of
this chapter, except that, for the pur-
poe of this section, 40 CFR 128.133 shall
be amended to read as follows:

In addition to the prohlbitions ct forth
In 40 CFR 128.131, tho pretreatment ctandard
for Incompatible pollutanta Intrcducad Into
a publicly owned treatment woras sball be
the standard of performance for now cource
spcLfled In 40 CP 429.155; provided that,
if the publicly owned treatment worl= which
reclvez the pollutants Is commltted. In ita
I4PDES permit, to remove a spcaificd per-
centago of any Incompatible polutant, the
pretreatment ntandard applicable to uwr-a
of such treatment wor shall, except In the
case of standards providing for no dizchargo
of pollutants, be correapondingly reduced
in strLngency for that pollutant.

[rR Drc.74-190M5 Fled 8-23-74;8:45 m]
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