US. Department of Commerce, Spring-
feld, Virginia 22151, Please use name and
rumber of statement above when order-
ing. The estimated cost is $3.50.

Coples of the draft environmental
statement have beerr sent for comment
to various federal, state, and local
agencies as outlined in the Council on
Environmental Quality Guidelines. Com-
ments are also invited from others hav-
ing knowledge of or special expertise on
environmental impacts.

comments concerning the proposed ac-
tion or requests for additional informa-
tion should be addressed to M. J. Spears,
State Conservationist, Soil Conservation
Service, Post Office Box 2323, Little Rock,
Arkansas 72203.

comments must be received within
sixty days of the date the statement was
transmitted to CEQ in order to be con-
sidered in the preparation of the final
environmental statement.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 10,801, National Archives Reference
Services)

Dated: February 15, 1974.

Jonn T. PHELAN,
Deputy Administrator for Field
Services, Soil Conservation
Service.

[FR Doc.74-4411 Filed 2-25-74;8:45 am|

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Notice No. 453 |
ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS

FEBRUARY 21, 1974.

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone-
ment, cancellation or oral argument ap-
pear below and will be published only
once. This list contains prospective as-
signments only and does not include
cases previously assigned hearing dates.
The hearings will be on the issues as
presently reflected in the Official Docket
of the Commission. An attempt will be
made to publish notices of cancellation
of hearings as promptly as possible, but
inferested parties should take appro-
priate steps to insure that they are noti-
fied t_)f cancellation or postponements of
hearings in which they are interested.
No amendments will be entertained after
the date of this publication.

MC 121567 Sub 4, Wichita Air Cargo Delivery,
Ine, now assigned March 26, 1974, at
Kansas City, Mo., is cancelled and reas-
signed for hearing April 4, 1974, at Kansas
City, Mo., in a hearing room to be later
designated.

Mg—FC-Mz%, Taylor Freight System, Inc.,

hiladelphia, Pa., Transferee, and De-
})endable Container Service, Inc., Brook-
J.Vr’:. N.Y., Transferor, and MC-FC-74488,

- ttex Freight Systems, Inc.

Aewion, Pa., Transferee, and James H. Rus-
:01. Smithfield, R.I., Transferor, now as-
%gned March 4, 1974, at Washington,
0:?». is postponed to April 9, 1974, at the

tices of the Interstate Commerce Com-

% gﬂssxon. Washington, D.C.

bk no124211 Sub 234, Hilt Truck Line, Inc,
; 2Zabﬂng assigned hearing April 1, 1974
it ¥8), at Chicago, Iilinois, in a hearing

m to be later designated.

NOTICES

MC 124511 Sub 17, John F, Oliver, now being
assigned hearing April 3, 1974 (3 days),
at Chicago, Illinois, in & hearing room to
be later designated.

MC 5227 Sub 10, Economy Movers, Inc., now
being assigned hearing April 8, 1974 (1
week), at Chicago, Illinols, in & hearing
room to be later designated.

MC 135751 Sub-6, Atlantic Carrier, Inc., now
being assigned March 25, 1974, at Chicago,
11, in & hearing room to be later desig-
nated.

MC-F-12027, Jenkins Truck Line, Inc. (Indi-
ana) —Merger—Jenkins Truck Line, Inc.
(Towa), now being assigned March 26,
1974 (2 days), at Chicago, Il in & hearing
room to be later designated.

MC 107295 Sub 658, Pre-Fab Transit Co., now
being assigned March 28, 1974 (2 days), at
Chicago, 111, n a hearing room to be later
designated. ¢

MC 18459 Sub 8, Britton Motor Service,
Inc., now being assigned April 1, 1974 (1
week), at Chicago, 111, in a hearing room
to be later designated.

MC 1668 Sub 5, Riteway Express, Inc., now
assigned March 25, 1974, will be held In
Room B-22381, 26 Federal Plaza, New York,
N.Y.

¥D 20812, Railway Express Agency, Inc,
Notes, now being assigned continued pre-
hearing conference April 8, 1974, at the
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C.

MC 80430 Sub 126, Gateway Transportation
Co., Inc., now assigned March 25, 1974, at
Atlanta, Ga., will be held in Room 305,
1252 West Peachtree Street, N.W.

ROBERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.74-4513 Filed 2-25-74;:854 am]

[SEAL]

[Rule 19; Ex Parte No. 241; 11th Rev.
Exemption No. 12]

ATLANTIC AND WESTERN RAILWAY CO.
Exemption Under Mandatory Car Service
Rules

It appearing, that the railroads'named
herein own numerous plain boxcars; that
under present conditions, there is virtu-
ally no demand for these cars on the
lines of the car owners; that return of
these cars to the car owners would re-
sult in their being stored idle on these
lines: that such cars can be used by other
carriers for transporting traffic offered
for shipments to points remote from the
car owners; and that compliance with
Car Service Rules 1 and 2 prevents such
use of plain boxcars owned by the rail-
roads listed herein, resulting in unneces-
sary loss of uitilization of such cars.

It is ordered, That pursuant to the au-
thority vested in me by Car Service Rule
19, plain boxcars described in the Official
Railway Equipment Register, I.C.C.
R.ER. No. 390, issued by W. J. Trezise,
or successive issues thereof, as having
mechanical designation XM, and
bearing reporting marks assigned to the
railroads named below, shall be exempt
from the provisions of Car Service Rules
1(a), 2(a), and 2(b).

Atlantic and Western Railway Company
Reporting marks: ATW
Chicago & Illinois Midland Railway Company
Reporting marks: CIM
The La Salle and Bureau County Railroad
Company
Reporting marks: LSBC

Richmond, Fredericksburg and
Railroad Company
Reporting marks: RFP
Roscoe, Snyder and Pacific Railway
Company *
Reporting marks: RSP
Vermont Railway, Inc.
rting marks: Rut or VIR
Wellsville, Addison & Galeton Railroad Cor-
poration
Reporting marks: WAG

Effective February 15, 1974, and con-

tinuing in effect until further order of
this Commission.

Issued at Washington, D.C., Febru-
ary 14, 1974.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION,
R. D. PFAHLER,
Agent.

|FR Doc.74-4512 Filed 2-25-74;8:45 am|

[SEAL]

[Rule 19; Ex Parte No. 241; Amdt. No. 6 To
3d Revised Exemption No. 22]

EXEMPTION UNDER MANDATORY CAR
SERVICE RULES

Upon further consideration of Third
Revised Exemption No. 22 issued Jan-
uary 12, 1973.

It is ordered, That, under authority
vested in me by Car Service Rule 19,
Third Revised Exemption No. 22 to the
Mandatory Car Service Rules ordered
in Ex Parte No. 241 be, and it is hereby,
amended to expire April 15, 1974.

This amendment shall become effec-
tive Februray 15, 1974,

Issued at Washington, D.C., Feb-
ruary 12, 1974,

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION,

R. D. PFAHLER,
Agent.

|FR Doc.74-4511 Filed 2-25-74:8:45 am]

[SEAL]

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS FOR
RELIEF

FEBRUARY 21, 1974.

An application, as summarized below,
has been filed requesting relief from the
requirements of section 4 of the Inter-
state Commerce Act to permit common
carriers named or described in the appli-
cation to maintain higher rates and
charges at intermediate points than
those sought to be established at more
distant points.

Protests to the granting of an appli-
cation must be prepared in accordance
with Rule 40 of the general rules of prac-
tice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed on or
before March 13, 1974,

FSA No. 42806—Roofing and Building
Material to Points in Southern Terri-
tory. Filed by Southwestern Freight
Bureau, Agent (No. B-458), for inter-
ested rail carriers. Rates on roofing and
building material, in carloads, as de-

scribed in the application, from points

1 Addition.
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in Arkansas, Louisiana, Missouri, Okla-
homa, and Texas, to points in southern
territory.

Grounds for relief—Rate relationship.

Tariff—Supplement 23 to Southwest-
ern Freigh’ Bureau, Agent, tariff SW/
5-302-G, I1.C.C. No. 4952. Rates are pub-
lished to become effective on March 26,
1974.

FSA No. 42807—Joint Waier-Rail
Container Rates—Yamashita-Shinnihon
Line. Filed by Yamashita-Shinnihon
Line (No. 4), for itself and interested
rail carriers. Rates on general commodi-
ties, between Japan and Korea, on the
one hand, and rail stations and water
carrier terminals on the U.S. Atlantic
and Gulf Seaboard, on the other.

Grounds for relief—Water competi-
tion.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] ROBERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-4510 Filed 2-25-74;8:45 am

[Ex Parte No. 302]

INCREASES IN EXPORT RATES ON GRAIN,
GRAIN PRODUCTS, AND RELATED
COMMODITIES—1973

FEBRUARY 21, 1974.

The Commission today has voted not
to suspend and not to investigate the in-
creases in the above-entitled proceed-
ing which were filed pursuant to Special
Permission No. 74-2400. Your attention
is directed to the fact that this Special
Permission provided that the supple-
ments published pursuant thereto “shall
bear an expiration date not beyond one
year from the effective date which date
may not be cancelled or extended ex-
cept upon specific authorization of this
Commission and all relief herein expires
with that date.”

By the Commission.

[SEAL] ROBERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

| FR Doc.74-4508 Filed 2-25-74:8:45 am |

[Notice No. 31}

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS

Synopses of orders entered by the
Motor Carrier Board of the Commission
pursuant to sections 212(b), 206(a), 211,
312(b), and 410(g) of the Interstate
Commerce Act, and rules and regulations
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR 1132),
appear below:

Each application (except as otherwise
specifically noted) filed after March 27,
1972, contains a statement by applicants
that there will be no significant effect
on the quality of the human environment
resulting from approval of the applica-
tion. As provided in the Commission’s
Special Rules of Practice any interested
person may file a petition seeking re-
consideration of the following numbered
proceedings on or before March 18, 1974.
Pursuant to section 17(8) of the Inter-
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state Commerce Act, the filing of such a
petition will postpone the effective date
of the order in that proceeding pending
its disposition. The matters relied upon
by petitioners must be specified in their
petitions with particularity.

No. MC-FC-74889. By order of Febru-
ary 20, 1974, the Motor Carrier Board
approved the transfer to Bolduc-Goulet
Express, Inc., Webster, Mass., of the op-
erating rights in Certificates No. MC-
17764 and MC-17764 (Sub-No. 1), issued
October 29, 1956, and September 6, 1972,
respectively to Bolduc's Express, Inc.,
Webster, Mass., and MC-59242 and MC-
59242 (Sub-No. 1), issued March 2, 1953,
and October 25, 1955, respectively to

. Goulet’s Express, Inc.,, Putnum, Conn.,

authorizing the transportation of gen-
eral and specified commodities from, to
and between specified points in Massa-
chusetts, Rhode Island and Connecticut.
Francis P. Barrett, 60 Adams St., Milton,
Mass. 02187. Attorney for transferee.
Leonard E. Legoeuf, 297 Main St., Web-
ster, Mass. 01570. Attormey for trans-
ferors.

No. MC-FC-74964. By order of Febru-
ary 20, 1974, the Motor Carrier Board
approved the transfer to Firpo & Sons,
Inc., doing business as Firpo’s Moving &
Storage, Marcus Hook, Pa., of the op-
erating rights in certificate No. MC-25187
issued September 12, 1940, to William
Kearney, doing business as Kearney's
Moving, 250 West Coulter Street, Phil-
adelphia, Pa. 19144, authorizing the
transportation of household goods, be-
tween Philadelphia, Pa., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in New Jersey,
Maryland, Virginia, Pennsylvania, New
York, and the District of Columbia.
Francis P. Desmond, 115 East 5th Street,
Chester, Pa. 19013. Attorney for trans-
feree.

No. MC-FC-74974. By order entered
February 20, 1974, the Motor Carrier
Board approved the transfer to Dependa-
ble Truck Lines, Inc., Enumeclaw, Wash.,
of the operating rights set forth in Cer-
tificate No. MC-78830, issued April 28,
1961, to Moulden & Sons, Inc., Enumclaw,
Wash., authorizing the transportation of
general commodities, with the usual ex-
ceptions, between Seattle, Wash. and
Carbonado, Wash., over specified routes,
serving certain specified intermediate
and off-route points; and general com-
modities, between Enumclaw, Wash., on
the one hand, and, on the other, Mud
Mountain Dam, Wash., over specified
routes. James T. Johnson, 1610 IBM
Bldg., Seattle, Wash. 98101, attorney for
applicants.

No. MC-FC-74975. By order entered
February 20, 1974, the Motor Carrier
Board approved the transfer to Dependa-
ble Truck Lines, Inc., Enumclaw, Wash.,
of the operating rights set forth in Cer-
tificate No. MC-52342, issued January 3,
1956, to Joseph J. Fantello and Anthony
J. Fantello, a partnership, doing busi-
ness as Dependable Truck Lines, Enum-
claw, Wash., authorizing the transporta-
tion of general commodities, with the

usual exceptions, between Seattle, Wash,
and Black Diamond, Wash., over speci.
fied routes, serving certain specified .
termediate and off-route points. James
T. Johnson, 1610 IBM Bldg., Seattle,
Wash, 98101, attarney for applicants.

[SEAL] ROBERT L. OswaLp,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.74-4507 Filed 2-25-74;8:45 am)|

| Ex Parte No. 303

INCREASED FREIGHT RATES AND
CHARGES, 1974, NATIONWIDE

It appearing, that by order dated Jan-
uary 3, 1974, the Commission instituted
an investigation into and concerning the
revenue needs of the railroads of th»
United States, making all common car-
riers by railroad subject to the Inter-
state Commerce Act respondents in this
proceeding;

It further appearing, that on Janu-
ary 7, 1974, substantially all of the Na-
tion’s railroads and certain other carriers
having joint rates with such railroads
filed schedules of increased rates and
charges under authority of section 6 of
the Interstate Commerce Act and the
Commission’s Special Permission order
No. 74-2100, of January 3, 1974, said
tariff schedules having been filed to be-
come effective February 22, 1974, subject
to possible suspension, as follows:

TARIFF OF INCREASED RATES AND
CHARGES, X-303, issued jointly by Western
Trunk Line Committee, Agent, its I.C.C. No.
A-4805, and other designated agents:

Tariff X-303 and Supplements Nos. 1, 2, 3,
4, and 5 thereto:

It further appearing, that insofar as
increases are hereinafter authorized,
pending investigation, said increases will
not have a significant adverse effect upon
the quality of the human environment
within the meaning of the National En-
vironmental Policy Act of 1969;

It further appearing, that the Com-
mission having considered the evidence
and arguments of the parties as set forth
in verified statements, protests, and re-
plies, there is reason to believe from
preliminary review that the schedules as
filed would, if permitted to become ei-
fective, result in rates and charges which
would be unjust and unreasonable and
otherwise unlawful under the Interstate
Commerce Act, therefore:

It is ordered, that the operation of the
following schedules be, and it is hereby,
suspended, and that the use thereof in
interstate and foreign commerce be de-
ferred to and including September 2L
1974, unless otherwise ordered by this
Commission:

TARIFF OF INCREASED RATES AND
CHARGES, X-303, {ssued jointly by Western
Trunk Line Committee, Agent, its I.C.C, No.
A-4905, and other designated agents:

Tariff X-303 and Supplements Nos. 1, 2.7,
4, and 5 thereto:

It is further ordered, that, pending Q“?
completion of the investigation herein,
the carriers parties to this proceeding be.
and they are hereby, authorized to €s-
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tablish upon not less than 15 days' notice
to the Commission and the public by fil-
ing and posting in the manner prescribed
in the Interstate Commerce Act, an in-
crease in rates and charges not to exceed
4 percent (except for disposition of frac-
tions) subject to maximums no higher
than specified in the suspended tariff of
increased rates and charges, X-303, or in
connecting link supplements proposed to
be made subject to said tariff, X-303, and
in no event to produce greater revenue in
connection with any rate or charge on
any particular commodity or service than
proposed in X-303, and subject to refund
provisions the same as set forth in that
tariff, and subject to the further limita-
tion that, in view of the pendency of Ex
Parte No. 295, Sub-No. 1, Increased
Freight Rates and Charges, 1973—Recy-
clable Materials, no interim increase is
guthorized on the commodities described
in paragraph (m) of the general excep-
tions to tariff X-295-A;

1t is further ordered, that the investi-
gation heretofore instituted by our order
of January 3, 1974, be, and it is hereby
continued for the purpose of investigat-
ing the lawfulness of all the rates,
charges, and regulations which were con-
tained in the suspended schedules, as
aforesaid, as well as the schedules herein
authorized to be filed, with a view to
making such findings and orders in the
premises as the facts and circumstances
shall warrant;

It is further ordered, that an oral
hearing at Washington, D.C., is con-
templated herein, the date of which will
be set by subsequent order;

1t is further ordered, that in making
effective any inecreases in rates and
charges herein authorized, the carriers
parties to this proceeding be, and they
are hereby, required to maintain and
preserve all existing port relationships
(including those involving Great Lakes
. and Pacific Coast ports) duly established
by order of the Commission or recognized
customs of the trade, and to observe the
prohibitions of the Interstate Commerce
Act with regard to unjust diserimination
and undue and unreasonable preference
and prejudice;

And it is further ordered, that all out-
standing orders of the Commission be,
and they are hereby, modified to the ex~
tent necessary to permit the increases
authorized herein to become effective.

[Fourth Section Order No. 20445]

It appearing, that carriers parties to
the proceeding applied for relief from the
provisions of Section 4 of the Act nec-
essm to establish the rates and charges
originally sought; that the increases in
rates and charges authorized herein

NOTICES

cannot be published and made effective
without producing in some instances
rates or charges that yield greater com-
pensation in the aggregate for the trans-
portation of like kind of property for a
shorter than for a longer distance over
the same line or route in the same direc-
tion, or greater compensation as a
through rate or charge than the aggre-
gate-of-intermediate rates or charges
subject to the Act, in contravention of
section 4 thereof; that the increased cost
of railroad operation necessitates the in-
creases in rates and charges involved in
this proceeding which cannot be made
effective without fourth-section relief;
that application of the increased charges
to or from more distant points will not
result in the establishment of rates to or
from more distant points that are not
reasonably compensatory; that no pro-
testant adequately opposed issuance of
the fourth-section relief sought on the
ground that it would be adverseley af-
fected by the fourth-section departures
that may be created by the increased
rates: and that a special case has been
presented in which the Commission may
authorize relief from the provisions of
section 4°

It is ordered, that carriers subject to
the Interstate Commerce Act and parties
to said proceeding be, and they are
hereby, authorized to establish and main-
tain the increased rates and charges de-
seribed herein without observing the pro-
visions of Section 4 of the Act;

Tt is further ordered, that parties to
said proceeding be, and they are hereby,
authorized to establish and maintain
rates and charges permitted to become
effective in this order without observing
the long-and-short-haul provisions of
section 4 of the Act in cases arising out
of the failure to apply the full increases
in rates and charges over interstate
routes between points in a single State,
in turn caused by the failure of the State
authorities to authorize the full increases
permitted in this proceeding;

And it is further ordered, that in those
instances in which rates in contraven-
tion of section 4 are established under
authority contained herein, the sched-
ules containing such rates shall make
reference to this order in the manner
required by Rule 28 of Tariff Circular
No. 20.

Amendment To Special Permission No.
74-2100, Authorizing Certain Departures
From The Commission's Published Tariff
Regulations

It is ordered, that Special Permission
No. 74-2100, be, and it is hereby, amended
to permit the establishment of the in-
creases in freight rates and charges au-
thorized by the Commission in this order,

7521

subject to the terms, conditions, and lim-
itations provided therein. f

By the Commission.

[sEAL] ROBERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-4509 Filed 2-25-74:8:45 am]

[Fourth Section Order No. 20446]
WESTERN TRUNK LINE COMMITTEE
Approval of Increased Rates and Charges

Order. At a general session of the In-
terstate Commerce Commission, held at
its office in Washington, D.C., on the 21st
day of February 1974.

It appearing, that carriers, parties to
tariffs named in Fourth Section Appli-
cation No. 42780, filed by the Western
Trunk Line Committee, Agent, applied
for relief from the provisions of section
4 of the Act necessary to establish the
increases in rates and charges authorized
ht_arein which cannot be made effective
without producing in some instances
rates or charges that yield greater com-~
pensation in the aggregate for the trans-
portation of like kind of property for a
shorter than for a longer distance over
the same line or route in the same direc-
tion in contravention of section 4 thereof;
that changed conditions necessitate the
gncreases in the rail rates and charges
involved in this proceeding which can-
not be made effective without fourth-
§ectlon relief; that application of the
increased charges to or from more dis-
tant points will not result in the estab-
lispment of rates to or from more distant
points that are not reasonably compen-
satory; that no protestant adequately
opposed issuance of the fourth-section
relief sought on the ground that it would
bg adversely affected by the fourth-sec-
tion departures that may be created by
the increased rates; and that a special
case has been presented in which the
Commission may authorize relief from
the provisions of section 4;

It is ordered, that carriers subject to
the Interstate Commerce Act and parties
to said fourth-section application be, and
they are hereby, authorized to establish
and mainfain the increased rates and
g:harges described herein without observ-
ing the provisions of section 4 of the Act;

And it is further ordered, that in those
instances in which rates in contravention
of section 4 are established under au-
thority contained herein, the schedules
containing such rates shall make refer-
ence to this order in the manner required
by Rule 28 of Tariff Circular No. 20.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] ROBERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-4514 Filed 2-25-74;8:45 am]
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Title 40—Protection of the Environment

CHAPTER I—ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY
SUBCHAPTER N—EFFLUENT GUIDELINES
AND STANDARDS
PART 427—ASBESTOS MANUFACTURING
POINT SOURCE CATEGORY

On October 30, 1973, notice was pub-
lished in the FEpErRAL REGISTER, (38 FR
22606) that the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA or Agency) was pro-
posing effluent limitations guidelines for
existing sources and standards of per-
formance and pretreatment standards
for new sources within the asbestos-
cement pipe, asbestos-cement sheet, as-
bestos paper (starch binder), asbestos
paper (elastomeric binder), asbestos
millboard, asbestos roofing products, and
asbestos floor tile subcategories of the
asbestos manufacturing category of
point sources.

The purpose of this notice is to estab-
lish final efluent limitations guidelines
for existing sources and standards of
performance and pretreatment stand-
ards for new sources in the asbestos
manufacturing category of point sources,
by amending 40 CFR Chapter I, Sub-
chapter N, to add a new Part 427. This
final rulemaking is promulgated pur-
suant to sections 301, 364 (b) and (c¢),
306 (b) and (¢)fi and 307(c) of the
Federal Water Pollution Control Act, as
amended, (the Act) ; 33 U.S.C. 1251, 1311,
1314 (b )and (c), 1316 (b) and (¢), and
1317(c); 86 Stat. 816 et seq.; Pub. L.
92-500. Regulations regarding cooling
water intake structures for all categories
of point sources under section 316(h)
of the Act will be promulgated in 40 CFR
402.

In addition, the EPA is simultaneously
proposing a separate provision which ap-
pears in the proposed rules section of
the FEDERAL REGISTER, stating the appli-
cation of the limitations and standards
set forth below to users of publicly owned
treatment works which are subject to
pretreatment standards under section
307(b) of the Act. The basis of that pro-
posed regulation is set forth in the asso-
ciated notice of proposed rulemaking.

The legal basis, methodology and fac-
tual conclusions which support promul-
gation of this regulation were set forth in
substantial detail in the notice of public
review procedures published August 6,
1973 (38 FR 21202) and in the notice
of proposed rulemaking for the asbestos-
cement pipe, asbestos-cement sheet, as-
bestos paper (starch binder), asbestos
paper (elastomeric binder), asbestos
millboard, asbestos roofing products, and
asbestos floor tile subcategories. In ad-
dition, the regulations as proposed were
supported by two other documents: (1)
the document entitled “Development
Document for Proposed Effuent Limita-
tions Guidelines and New Source Per-
formance Standards for the Building,
Construction and Paper Segment of the
Asbestos Manufacturing Point Source
Category” (October 1973) and (2) the
document entitled “Economic Analysis

of Proposed Effiuent Guidelines, the As-
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bestos Products Manufacturing Industry
(September 1973). Both of these docu-
ments were made available to the public
and circulated to interested persons at
approximately the time of publication of
the notice of proposed rulemaking.

Interested persons were invited to par-
ticipate in the rulemaking by submitting
written comments within 30 days from
the date of publication. Prior public par-
ticipation in the form of solicited com-
ments and responses from the States,
Federal agencies, and other interested
parties were described in the preamble
to the proposed regulation. The EPA has
considered carefully all of the comments
received and a discussion of these com-
ments with the Agency’s response there-
to follows in this document.

(a) Summary of comments. The fol-
lowing responded to the request for com-
ments which was made in the preamble
to the proposed regulation: Colorado
Dept. of Public Health, Michigan Dept.
of Natural Resources, Center for Science
in the Public Interest, the Mead Corpora-
tion, Armstrong Cork Company, Dept.
of Health, Education and Welfare, Coun-
ty Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles
County, Johns-Manville Corporation, the
Flintkote Company, and the Effiluent
Standards and Water Quality Informa-
tion Advisory Committee,

Each of the comments received was
carefully reviewed and analyzed. The
following is a summary of the significant
comments and EPA’s response to those
comments.

(1) A commenter was concerned that
the limitations could be interpreted as
gross values without consideration of pol-
lutants in incoming waters. This com-
ment applies in general to BOD5 and
COD limitations for most of the sub-
categories,

The limitations on BOD and COD have
been reevaluated. The above comment is
significant in all subcategories with a
BOD or COD limitation. In the asbestos-
cement pipe and ashestos-cement sheet
subcategories, the small quantities of
BOD added by the process do not war-
rant a limitation. In the paper subcate-
gories, BOD is incidently removed by the
best. practicable control technology cur-
rently available (sedimentation). If the
suspended solids are controlled to the ex-
tent required by the limitations, BOD
concentrations will also be reduced.
Therefore, the BODS5 limitation has been
eliminated from these subcategories. In
the roofing and floor tile subcaterogies,
COD must be retained as a significant
control parameter. The raw water enter-
ing the processes may contain significant
amounts of COD. It is the intent of the
Agency that the limitations in these sub-
categories be considered as net values
over water entering the process. This is
accomplished by the special definition
for COD in the roofing and floor tile
subcategories.

(2) Comments were received objecting
to the use of the BOD5 parameter when
COD and/or TOC would be a more ac-
currate measure of the organic matter in
waste waters from this industry.

EPA agrees with this comment, how-
ever, BODS5 is being dropped as a con-
trol parameter for the reasons cited in
the above comment.

(3) One commenter pointed out am-
biguous statements in the Development
Document and the preamble to the pro-
posed regulation where the asbestos con-
tent of suspended solids was discussed,
On the one hand, the documents claim
asbestos may be a large percentage of
the suspended solids, and then state that
in general this percentage is small.

It is acknowledged that an erroneous
conclusion could have been drawn that
all subcategories produce suspended
solids in process waste waters with a
large percentage of asbestos fibers. This
conclusion is true in only five of the iden-
tified subcategories. In the roofing and
floor tile subcategories, suspended solids
contain little, if any, asbestos fibers.

(4) One comment stated that asbes-

tos-cement pipe plants should have a no
discharge requirement for 1977, since
some multi-product plants making as-
bestos-cement pipe already have no dis-
charge. Allowing pipe plants to have a
discharge will encourage the construc-
fion of single product, asbestos-cement
pipe plants.
- EPA has determined that the technol-
ogy is not available to allow the sefting
of a no discharge limitation for 1977 or
for new sources in the asbestos-cement
pipe subcategory. However, there are
many incentives for the construction of
multiproduct plants. These incentives in-
clude substantial savings from decreased
water consumption, raw water and waste
water treatment, land use, and monitor-
ing requirements. Such built in incen-
tives will not be ignored by industry.

(5) Another comment argued that the
existence of one or two plants in a sub-
category with no discharge was sufficient
basis to set a no discharge limitation for
that subcategory. A specific case men-
tioned was the asbestos paper (starch
binder) subcategory.

The experience at the one plant which
is apparently achieving no discharge has
not been sufficiently documented or
been continuous for a substantial pe-
riod of time to justify applying the tech-
nology to all other plants in this subcate-
gory by 1977 accordingly, it is the opin-
ion of EPA that this technology would
not qualify as best practicable control
technology currently available as defined
by the Act.

(6) A question was raised during the
comment period concerning the applica-
tion of best available technology eco-
nomically achievable to some of the new
source performance standards. The com-
menter claimed that new plants should
use best practicable control technology
currently available.

In the case of the ashestos paper, as-
bestos-cement sheet, and asbestos roofing

.subcategories, the technology does exist

for total recycle as proven by a few plants
in each subcategory. As mentioned in the
previous comment, these few plants were
not sufficlent to set a no discharge using
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best practicable control technology cur-
rently available as defined by the Act. A
more stringent limitation for new sources
is deemed feasible since they have addi-
tional flexibilities to optimize in-process
controls and end-of-line pollution con-
trol measures.

(7) A question was raised with respect
to the logic for different ratios of daily
to monthly limitations employed in the
various subcategories.

These numbers were based on the data
available on raw waste loads and treat-
ment efficiencies, and the fluctuations
normally experienced in each subcate-
gory. The manufacturing of asbestos-
cement products produced greater
fluctuations in raw loads than the other
subcategories. The regulations therefore
reflect this finding, the ratio of daily
maximum to monthly average limitations
are higher for the asbestos-cement pipe
and ashestos-cement sheet subcategories
than the other subcategories with allow-
able discharges.

(b) Revisions of the proposed regula-
tions prior to promulgation. As a result of
public comments, continuing review and
evaluation of the proposed regulation by
EPA, the following changes have been
made in the regulation.

(1) Sections 427.21, 427.31, 42741,
42751, 427.61, and 427.71 entitled “Spe-
clalized Definitions” now include refer--+
ences to general definitions and methods
of analysis in 40 CFR 401 which reduces
the need for some specialized definitions
in this regulation.

(2) The BODS limitations in the asbes-
tos-cement pipe, asbestos-cement sheet,
ashestos paper (starch binder) and as-
bestos paper (elastomeric binder) sub-
categories have been eliminated. In the
asbestos-cement subcategories, the low
levels of BODS do not warrant a limita-
tion, The incoming water often con-
tains equal or greater amounts of BODS5
than the limitations. In the paper sub-
categories, the BOD5 is present as starch
which is removed by settling. The efli-
ciency of treatment is more accu-
rately measured by the suspended sollds
parameter,

(3) The COD limitations in the roofing
and floor tile subcategories have been
retained. However, these limitations can
not be used as gross figures due to the
presence of relatively high COD values in
incoming waters. The regulations as pro-
mulgated for these subcategories define
COD as the COD added to the process
waste waters,

(4) The preamble to the proposed reg-
ulations recommended that solid wastes
from all subcategories should be dis-
Posed of so as to prevent horizontal or
vertical migration of ashestos fibers. As
explained above in the comment section,
not all subcategories produce a solid
waste with a significant amount of as-
% tos fibers, Therefore, in the preamble

the proposed regulation, the discus-
sion of solid waste control in the “Non-
water Quality Aspects” section should
gggdﬁ%‘sc&nsldered to be applicable to
generated by the T

treat y waste wate

b £
floor file ¢ brocesses from the roofing and
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(5) Section 304(b) (1) (B) of the Act
provides for “guidelines” to implement
the uniform national standards of sec-
tion 301(b) (1) (A). Thus Congress rec-
oenized that some flexibility was neces-
sary in order to take into account the
complexity of the industrial world with
respect to the practicability of pollution
control technology. In conformity with
the Congressional intent and in recogni~
tion of the possible failure of these regu-
lations to account for all factors bear-
ing on the practicability of control tech-
nology, it was concluded that some pro-
vision was needed to authorize fiexibility
in the strict application of the limita-
tions contained in the regulation where
required by special circumstances appli-
cable to'individual dischargers. Accord-
ingly, a provision allowing flexibility in
the application of the limitations repre-
senting best practicable control tech-
nology currently available has been
added to each subpart, to account for
special circumstances that may not have
been adequately accounted for when
these regulations were developed.

(c) Economic impact. The changes to
the regulations mentioned above will not
affect the results of the economic analysis
prepared for the proposed regulation.

(d) Cost-benefit analysis. The detri-
mental effects of the constituents of
waste waters now discharged by point
sources within the building, construction
and paper segment of the ashestos manu-
facturing point source category are dis-
cussed in Section VI of the report en-
titled “Development Document for Efflu-
ent Limitations Guidelines for the
Building, Construction and Paper Seg-
ment of the Asbestos Manufacturing
Point Source Category” (February 1974).
It is not feasible to quantify in economic
terms, particularly on a national basis,
the costs resulting from the discharge of
these pollutants to our Nation’s water-
ways. Nevertheless, as indicated in Sec-
tion VI, the polilutants discharged have
substantial and damaging impacts on the
quality of water and therefore on its
capacity to support healthy populations
of wildlife, fish and other aguatic wild-
life and on its suitability for industrial,
recreational and drinking water supply
uses.

The total cost of implementing the
efluent limitations guidelines includes
the direct capital and operating costs of
the pollution control technology em-
ployed to achieve compliance and the
indirect economic and environmental
costs identified in Section VIII and in
the supplementary report entitled “Eco-
nomic Analysis of Proposed Effluent
Guidelines the Asbestos Products Man-
ufacturing Industry” (September 1973).
Implementing the efluent limitations
guidelines will substantially reduce the
environmental harm which would other-
wise be attributable to the continued dis-
charge of polluted waste waters from
existing and newly constructed plants in
the asbestos manufacturing industry.
The Agency believes that the benefits of
thus reducing the pollutants discharged
justify the associated costs which,
though substantial in absolute terms,
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represent a relatively small percentage
of the total capital investment in the
industry.

(e) Solid waste control. Solid waste
control must be considered. The water-
borne wastes from the asbestos industry
may contain a considerable volume of
asbestos particles as a part of the sus-
pended solids pollutant. Best practicable
control technology and best available
control technology as they are known
today, require disposal of the pollutants
control technology as they are known
removed from waste waters in this in-
dustry in the form of solid wastes and
liquid concentrates. In some cases these
are nonhazardous substances requiring
only minimal custodial care. However,
some constituents may be hazardous and
may require special consideration. In
order to ensure long term protection of
the environment from these hazardous or
harmful constituents, special considera-
tion of disposal sites must be made. All
landfill sites where such hazardous
wastes are disposed should be selected so
as to prevent horizontal and vertical mi-
gration of these contaminants to ground
or surface waters. In cases where geo-
logic conditions may not reasonably en-
sure this, adequate precautions (e.g.,
impervious liners) should be taken to en-
sure long term protection to the environ-
ment from hazardous materials. Where
appropriate the location of solid hazard-
ous materials disposal sites should be
permanently recorded in the appropriate
office of the legal jursdiction in which the
site is located.

(f) Publication of information on
processes, procedures, or operating
methods which result in the elimination
or reduction of the discharge of pollui-
ants. In conformance with the require-
ments of section 304(e), a manual en-
titled, “Development Document for Efftu-
ent Limitations Guidelines and New
Source Performance Standards for the
Building, Construction and Paper Seg-
ment of the Asbestos Manufacturing
Point Source Category,” has been pub-
lished and is available for purchase from
the Government Printing Office, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20401, for a nominal fee.

(g8) Final rulemaking. In considera-
tion of the foregoing, 40 CFR Chapter I,
Subchapter N is hereby amended by
adding a new Part 427, Asbestos Manu-
facturing Point Source Category, to read
‘as set forth below. This final regulation
is promulgated as set forth below and
shall be effective April 29, 1974.

Dated: February 15, 1974.

JOHN QUARLES,
Acting Administrator.

PART 427—ASBESTOS MANUFACTURING
POINT SOURCE CATEGORY
Subpart A t Pipe Subcat

Sec.

427.10 Applicability; description of the as-
bestos-cement pipe subcategory.

427.11 Specialized definitions,

427.12 Effluent limitations guidelines repre-
senting the degree of effluent re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable con-
trol technology currently available,

Achactac. ™

gory
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Sec. 1)

427.13 Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effluent re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best available tech-
nology economically achievable.

427.14 [Reserved]

427.15 Standards of performance for new
sources.

42716 Pretreatment standards for new
sources.

Subpart B—Asbestos-C t Sheet Subcategory

427.20 Applicability; description of the as-
bestos-cement sheet subcategory.

Specialized definitions.

Effluent limitations guidelines repre-
senting the degree of effluent re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable con-
trol technology currently available.

Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effluent re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best available tech-

42721
427.22

427.23

nology eéconomically achievable.

42724 [Reserved]

427.25 Standards of performance for new
sources.

42726 Pretreatment standards for new
sources,

Subpart C—Asbestos Paper (Starch Binder)
Subcategory

42730 Applicability: description of the as-
bestos paper (starch binder) sub-
category.

Specialized definitions.

Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of eflluent re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

Effluent limitations guidelines repre~
senting the degree of effluent re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best available tech-
nology economically achievable.

42731
427.32

42733

42734 [Reserved])

42736 Standards of perfiormance for new
sources.

42736 Pretreatment standards for new
sources.

Subpart D—Asbestos Paper (Elastomeric Binder)

Subcategory
42740 Applicabllity; description of the as-

bestos paper (elastomeric binder)
subcategory.

Specialized definitions.

Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of efluent re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

Effuent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effuent
reduction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best available tech-
nology economically achievable.

42741
427.42

42743

42744 [Reserved]

42745 BStandards of performance for new
sources,

42746 Pretreatment standards for new
sources,

Subpart E—Asbestos Millboard Subcategory

42750 Applicability; description of the as-
bestos millboard subcategory.

427.51 Specialized definitions.

427.52 Efiuent limitations guidellnes rep-
resenting the degree of effluent re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology eurrently available.

42753 Effluent limitations guidelines repre-
senting the degree of effiuent re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best avallable tech-
nology economically achievable,
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Sec.
42754 Reserved.
42755 Standards of performance for new

sources.
42756 Pretreatment standards for new
sources.
Subpart F—Asbestos Roofing Subcategory
427.60 Applicability; description of the as-

bestos roofing products sub-
ca X

42761 Specialized definitions,

427.62 Effluent limitations guidelines rep-

resenting the degree of effluent re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently avallable.
Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effluent re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best available tech=
nology economically achievable.

427.63

42764 [Reserved]

427.65 Standards of performance for new
sources.

427.66 Pretreatment standards for new
sources.

Subpart G—Asbestos Floor Tile Subcategory

42770 Applicability; description of the as-
bestos floor tile subcategory.

Specialized definitions.

Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effluent re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effiuent re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best available tech-
nology economically achievable.

[Reserved]

Standards of performance for new
sources.
Pretreatment
sources,

Subpart A—Asbestos-Cement Pipe
Subcategory

§ 427.10 Applicability; description of
the ashestos-cement pipe subeategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
process in which asbestos. Portland
cement, silica and other ingredients are
used in the manufacturing of asbestos-
cement pipe. ;

§427.11 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Except as provided below, the gen-
eral definitions, abbrevations and meth-
ods of analysis set forth in 40 CFR 401
shall apply to this subpart.

§427.12 Effluent limilations 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, manufacturing processes,
products produced, treatment technology
ayailable, energy requirements and costs)
which can affect the industry subcate-
gorization and effluent levels established.
It is, however, possible that data which
would affect these limitations have not

been available and, as a result, these

427.71
427.72

427.73

427.74
427.75
427.76

standards for new

limitations should be adjusted foy cer-
tain plants in this industry. An individ-
ual discharger or other interesteq 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 Adminis-
trator (or the State) will make a written
finding that such factors are or are not
fundamentally different for that facility
compared to those specified in the De-
velopment Document. If such funda-
mentally different factors are found to
exist, the Regional Administrator or the
State shall establish for the discharger
efluent 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 Ilimitations, specify other
limitations, or initiate proceedings to re-
vise these regulations.

(b) The following limitations establish
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties, controlled by this
section, which may be discharged by &
point source subject to the provisions of
this subpart after application of the best
practicable control technology currently
available:

Effluent limitations

Efftuent Average of dally
characteristic Maximum for values for 30

any 1 day consecutive days

shall not exceed—

Metrie units (kg/kkg of product)

TN o 0,57 0,19

v SRR SN et Within the range 6.0 to 9.0,
English units (Ib/ton of p.rmm:-v‘r~

BB ey o 1.14 0,38

PE e le i Within the range 6.0 to 9.0

§ 427.13 Effluent limitations guidclines
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 pollu-
tants 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
pollutants to navigable waters.

§ 427.14 [Reserved]

§427.15 Standards of performance for
new sources.

The following standards of per{o!’m'
ance establish the quantity or quality of
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poliutants or pollutant properties, con-
trolled by this section, which may be dis-
charged by a new source subject to the
provisions of this subpart:

EfMuent limitations

Average of daily
valies for 80
consecutive days
shall not exceed—

Efuent
characteristic Maximum for

any 1 day

Metrie nnits (kg/kkg of product)

0,19

P8 i ciiccasannss 0,57
PH . caieanananan Within the range 9,0(0 9.0

English units (Ib/ton of product)

88

s ene e L4 0. 38
pH.. .- Within the range 6.0 (0 9.0.

§427.16 Pretreatment standards  for
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under sec-
tion 307(c) of the Act for a source within
the asbestos-cement pipe subcategory,
which is & user of a publicly owned treat-
ment 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 stand-
ard set forth in 40 CFR 128, except that,
for the purpose of this section, 40 CFR
128133 shall be amended to read as
follows:

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
specified in 40 CFR 427.15; 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 discharge
of pollutants, be correspondingly reduced
in stringency for that pollutant.

Subpart B—Asbestos-Cement Sheet
Subcategory
§1427.20 Applicability: description of
the ashestos-cement sheet subeate-
gory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
process in which asbestos, Portland ce-
ment, silica, and other ingredients are
used in the manufacturing of asbestos-
cement sheets, Discharges resulting from
manufacture of asbestos-cement sheet
laboratory tops are specifically excluded
from the provisions of this subpart.

§427.21 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 40 CFR 401
shall apply to this subpart.

§427.22 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the appliea-
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-
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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 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 individual dis-
charger or other interested person may
submit evidence to the Regional Admin-
istrator (or to the Sate, 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 fundamentally different
from the factors considered in the estab-
lishment of the guidelines. On the basis of
such evidence or other available informa-
tion, the Regional Administrator (or the
State) will make a ‘written finding that
such factors are or are not fundamen-
tally different for that facility compared
to those specified in the Development
Document. If such fundamentally differ-
ent factors are found to exist, the Re-
gional Administrator or the State shall
establish for the discharger effluent limi-
tations in the NPDES permit 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 disapprove such limita-
tions, specify other limitations, or initiate
proceedings to revise these regulations.

(b) The following limitations establish
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties, controlled by this
section, 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:

EfMuent limitations

EMuent Average of daily
charncleristic Maximum for value s for 30
any 1 day consecutive days
ghall not exceed—
Meotric units (kg/kkg of product)
oy U AN ey, v I 0.63 0, 2
13 3 i i SR ok Within the range 6.0 1o 9.0

English units (Ib/ton of product)

...... L35 0,45
...... Within the range 6.0 to 9.0,

§ 427.23 Effluent limitations guidelines

representing the degree of effluent

reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best available technology
economically achievable.

The following limitations establish
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after applica-
tion of the best available technology ec-
onomically achievable: there shall be no

7529

discharge of process waste water pollut-
ants to navigable waters.

§427.24 [Reserved]

§ 427.25 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 waters pollutants to navigable
waters.

§427.26 Pretreatment
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under sec-=
tion 307(c) of the Act for a source within
the asbestos-cement sheet subcategory,
which is a user of a publicly owned treat-
ment 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 40 CFR 128, except that, for
the purpose of this section, 40 CFR
128.133 shall be amended to read as
follows:

In addition to the prohibitions set forth in
40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment standard
for incompatible pollutants introduced into
& publicly owned treatment works shall be
the standard of performance for new sources
specified in 40 CFR 427.25; Provided, That,
if the publicly owned treatment works which
receives the pollutants is committed, in its
NPDES permit, to remove a specified percent-
age of any incompatible pollutant, the pre-
treatment standard applicable to users of
such treatment works shall, except in the
case of standards providing for no discharge
of pollutants, be correspondingly reduced in
stringency for that pollutant.

Subpart C—Asbestos Paper (Starch
Binder) Subcategory
§ 127.30 Applicability: description of
the asbestos paper (starch binder)
subeategory.

The provisjons of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
process in which asbestos, starch binders
and other ingredients are used in the
manufacture of asbestos paper (starch
binder) .

§ 427.31

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Except as provided below, the gen-
eral definitions, abbreviations and meth-
ods of analysis set forth in 40 CFR Part
401 shall apply to this subpart.

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

standards for

Specialized definitions.
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It is, however, possible that data which
would affect these limitations have not
been available and, as a result, those lim-
itations should be adjusted for certain
plants in this industry. 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 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 available
information, the Regional Administrator
(or the State) will make a written find-
ing that such factors are or are not fun-
damentally 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 effiu-
ent limitations in the NPDES permit ei-
ther more or less stringent than the lim-
itations 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 estab-
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties, controlled by this
section, 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:

EfMuent limitations

EfMfuent

Average of daily
characteristic

values for 30
consecutive days
shall not exceed—

Maximum for
any 1 day

Metric units (kg/kkg of product)

T8 .- o 20 0.55 0.35

PR T Within the ranga 6.0 to 9.0
English units (Ib/ton of product)

1 AR RIS SnT L10 0. 70

;- o S IS Within the range 6.0 {0 9.0

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

The following limitations establish

the quantity or quality of pollutants or.

pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged by point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after appli-
cation of the hest available technology
economically achievable: there shall be
no discharge of process waste water pol-
lutants to navigable waters.

§ 427.34 [Reserved]

§ 427.35 Standards of performance for
new soureces.

The following standards of perform-

ance establish the quantity or quality of

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL, 39, NO. 39—TUESDAY, FEBRUARY

RULES AND REGULATIONS

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.

§ 427.36 Pretreatment
Nnew Sources.

The pretreatment standards under sec-
tion 307(e¢) of the Act for a source within
the asbestos paper (starch binder) 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 40 CFR Part
128, except that, for the purpose of this
section, 40 CFR 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 standard of performance for new
sources specified in 40 CFR 427.35; 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
discharge of pollutants, be correspondingly
reduced in stringency for that pollutant.

Subpart D—Asbestos Paper (Elastomeric

standards for

Binder) Subcategory
§ 427.40 Applicability; deseription of
the ashestos paper (elastomeric

binder) subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
process in which ashestos, elastromeric
binder, and other ingredients are used in
the manufacture of asbestos paper (elas-
tomeric binder).

§ 427.41 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

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

§ 42742 Eflluent 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, manufacturing processes,
produets produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and costs)
which ecan affect the industry subcate-
gorization 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 cer-
tain 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 NPDgg
permits) that faetors relating to the
equipment or facilities involved, the
process applied, or other such factors re-
lated to such discharger are fundamen-
tally different from the factors consid-
ered in the establishment of the guide-
lines. On the basis of such evidence or
other available information, the Regional
Administrator (or the State) will make s
written finding that such factors are or
are not fundamentally different for that
facility compared to those specified in
the Development Document. If such
fundamentally different factors are
found to exist, the Regional Administra-
tor or the State shall establish for the
discharger effluent limitations in the
NPDES permit either more or less strin-
gent than the limitations established
herein, to the extent dictated by such
fundamentally different factors. Such
limitations must be approved by the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency. The Administrator may ap-
prove or disapprove such limitations,
specify other limitations, or initiate
proceedings to revise these regulations.

(b) The following limitations establish
the guantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties, controlled by this
section, which may be discharged by a
point source subject to the provisions of
this subpart after application of the best
practicable control technology currently
ayailable:

Effiuent limitations
Effinent 4 Average of dally
characteristic Maximum for valnes for 30
any 1 day eonsecutive days
shall not exceed—
Metric units (kg/kkg of prodact)
g TR = 0.55 0.85
QHECE NI SRS Within the range 6.0 to 9.0. i
English units (Ib/ton of product)
B R e L10 0.70
PH e i Within the range 60 w 9.0

§ 427.43 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 pollutanis OF
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged by a point source subject w.the
provisions of this subpart after applica-
tion of the best available technology eco-
nomically achievable: there shall be no
discharge of process waste water poliul-
ants to navigable waters,

§427.44 [Reserved]

§ 427.45 Standards of performance for
new sources.

The following standards of perform-
ance establish the quantity or quality of
pollutants or pellutant properties, con-
trolled by this section, which may be dis-
charged by a new source subject 10 the
provisions of this subpart:
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Effluent limitations

Average of daily
values for 30
consecutive da
shall not ex ol

Efuent

characteristic Maximum for

any 1 day

Metric units (kg/kkg of product)

e 0. 55 0.35
o TTIIII Within the range 6.0 10 9.0
English units (Ib/ton of product)

1.10 0. 70.
pl{:‘.:. T Within the range 6.0 to 9.0

—

§427.46 Pretreatment standards  for
new sources,

The pretreatment standards under sec-
tion 307(c) of the Act for a source with-
in the asbestos paper (elastomeric
binder) 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 40 CFR Part 128, except that, for the
purpose of this section, 40 CFR 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 standard of performance for new
sources specified in 40 CFR 42745; 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
discharge of pollutants, be correspondingly
reduced in stringency for that pollutant.

Subpart E—Asbestos Millboard
Subcategory

§427.50 Applicability; description of
the asbestos millboard subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
process in which asbestos in combina-
tion with various other materials such
as cement, starch, clay, lime, and mineral
wool are used in the manufacture of as-
bestos millboard.

§427.51 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 40 CFR Part
401 shall apply to this subpart.

§427.52 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
r_cduclion 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
actors (such as age and size of plant,
raw materials, manufacturing processes,
broducts produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and costs)
Which can affect the industry subcate-
gorization and effluent levels established.
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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 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 funda-
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 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 practicable control tech-
nology currently available: there shall
be no discharge of process waste water
pollutants to navigable waters.

§ 427.53 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 eco-
nomically achievable: there shall be no
discharge of process waste water pollut-

ants to navigable waters.
§ 427.54 [Reserved]
§ 427.55 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.

§ 427.56 Pretreatment
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under

section 307(c) of the Act for a source

standards  for
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within the asbestos millboard subcate~
gory, 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 40 CFR 128, except
that, for the purpose of this section, 40
CFR 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 standard of performance for new
sources specified in 40 CFR 427.55; 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 discharge
of pollutants, be correspondingly reduced in
stringency for that peliutant.

Subpart F—Asbestos Roofing Subcategory

§ 427.60 Applicability: description of
the asbestos roofing subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
process in which asbestos paper is satu-
rated with asphalt or coal tar with the
subsequent application of various surface
treatments to produce asbestos roofing
products.

§ 427.61 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 40 CFR Part
401 shall apply to this subpart.

(b) COD shall mean COD added to the
process waste water.

§ 427.62 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, manufacturing processes,
products produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and costs)
which can affect the industry subcate-
gorization and effluent levels established.
It is, however, possible that data which
would affect these limitations have not
been available and, as a result, these lim-
itations should be adjusted for certain
plants in this industry. 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 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 available
information, the Regional Administrator
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(or the State) will make a written find-
ing that such factors are or are not run-
damentally different for that facility
compared to those specified in the De-
velopment 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 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 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, controlled by this
section, 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:

EMuent Hmitations

Efoent Avorage of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30
any 1 day consecutive days
shall not exceed—
Metrie units (kg/kkg of product)
COD.. - 0. 015 0. 008
¥y TN

. 010 . 006
Within the range 6,0 to 9.0,

English units (Ib/ton of product)

0. 016
020 012
Within the range 6.0 Lo 9.0,

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

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be
discharged by a point source subject
to the provisions of this subpart after
application of the best available tech-
nology economically achievable: there
shall be no discharge of process waste
water pollutants to navigable waters.

§ 427.64 [Reserved]

§ 427.65 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.

§ 427.66 Pretreatment
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under
section 307(¢) of the Act for a source
within the asbestos millboard subcate-
gory, which is a user of a publicly owned
treatment works (and which would be a

standards for
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new source subject to section 306 of the
Act, if it were to discharge pollutants to
the navigable waters) , shall be the stand-
and set forth in 40 CFR Part 128, except
that, for the purpose of this section 40
CFR 128.133 shall be amended to read as
follows:

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
specified in 40 CFR 427.65; Provided, That,
if the publicly owned treatment works which
receives the pollutants is committed, in its
NPDES permit, to remove & specified percent-
age of any incompatible pollutant, the pre-
treatment standard applicable to users of
such treatment works shall, except in the
case of standards providing for no discharge
of pollutants, be correspondingly reduced in
stringency for that pollutant.

Subpart G—Asbestos Floor Tile
Subcategory

§ 427.70 Applicability; description of
the asbestos floor tile subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
process in which asbestos, polyvinyl
chloride resin, chemical stabilizers, lime-
stone, and other fillers are used in the
manufacture of asbestos floor tile.

§427.71 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Except as provided below, the gen-
eral definitions, abbreviations and
methods of analysis set forth in 40 CFR
401 shall apply to this subpart.

(b) The abbreviation “mpec” shall mean
1000 pieces of floor tile.

(¢) The term “pieces” shall mean floor
tile measured in the standard size of
12" x'12" x Y%,

(d) COD shall mean COD added to the
process waste water.

§ 427.72 Efuent 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, manufacturing processes,
products produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and costs)
which can affect the industry subcate-
gorization and effluent levels established.
It is, however, possible that data which
would affect these limitations have not
been available and, as a result, these limi-
tations should be adjusted for certain
plants in this industry. An individual
discharger or other interested person may
submit evidence to the Regional Admin-
istrator (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 dis-
charger are fundamentally different
from the factors considered in the estab-
lishment of the guidelines. On the basis

of such evidence or other avaijlable in-
formation, the Regional Administrator
(or the State) will make a written fing.
ing that such factors are or are not fun-
damentally 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 efiiuent
limitations in the NPDES permit either
more or less stringent than the limita-
tions established herein, to the extent
dictated by such fundamentally differ-
ent factors. Such limitations must be ap-
proved by the Administrator of the Ep-
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, controlled by this
section, 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:

Efftuent limitations

Effluent
characteristic Maximum for

any 1 day

eonsecutive days
shall not exceed—

Metrie units (kg/mpe of produet

CODME L i 0.14 0. 0y

S o e e 06 O

pH.. ~-- Within the range 6.0 to ©.0.
English units (Ib/mpe of product

QODE S 0.30 0. 18

Ly DR T TR S Y .18 o

PR i Within the range 6.0 to ©.0.

§ 427.73 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: there shall be
no discharge of process waste water pol-
lutants to navigable wgters.

§ 427.74 [Reserved]
§ 427.75 Swandards 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 subf
ject to the provisions of this subpart:
there shall be no discharge of process
waste water pollutants to navigable
waters.

§ 427.76 Pretreatment
mnew sources. .
The pretreatment standards under

section 307(c) of the Act for a sow'?f‘
within the asbestos floor tile subcategory,

standards for
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which is a user of a publicly owned treat-
ment works (and which would be & 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 40 CFR Part 128, except that,
for the purpose of this section, 40 CFR
128.133 shall be amended to read as fol-
lows:

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 standard of performance for new
sources specified in 40 CFR 427.756: Provided,
That, if the publicly owned treatment works
which receives the.pollutants is committed,
in Iits 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.

[FR Doc.74-4383 Filed 2-256-74;8:45 am]
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