
10500 NOTICES

ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR SCIENCE 
EDUCATION

Notice of Meeting
Pursuant to the Federal Advisory Com­

mittee Act (Pub. L. 92-463), notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the Advi­
sory Committee for Science Education 
to be held at 9 a.m. on March 28 and 29, 
1974, in Room 651 at 5225 Wisconsin 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20550.

The purpose of this Committee is to 
provide advice and recommendations 
concerning the impact of all Foundation 
activities relating to education in the 
sciences in U.S. schools, colleges and 
universities.

The agenda for this meeting shall 
include:

March 28
9:00 Presentation of Status of Directorate: 

Assistant Director for Education.
9:30 Discussion of Committee Activities: 

Chairman.
10:00 Science Education of Women and 

Minorities: Chairman and AD/E 
Stair.

12:30 Recess for Lunch.
1:30 Problem-Oriented Education in the 

Sciences i, Assistant Director for 
Education.

2:30 Committee Objectives and Plans, 
1974: Chairman.

4:30 Business Session.
5:00 Adjournment.

March 29
9:00 Graduate Education Program Review 

(Joint Meeting with Advisory Com­
mittee for Research): Assistant 
Director for Education and Staff. 

10:45 Discussion of Quality of Higher Edu-> 
cation in the Sciences (Joint 
Meeting with Advisory Committee 
for Research): Chairman.

11:30 Discussion of Quality of Higher Edu­
cation in the Sciences: Advisory 
Committee for Science Education. 

12:00 Other Business.
12:30 Adjournment.

This meeting shall be open to the pub­
lic. Individuals who wish to attend 
should inform Mrs. Franees O. Watts, 
Administrative Officer, AD/E, Room 600, 
5225 Wisconsin Avenue, NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 20550 prior to the meeting. 
Persons requiring further information 
concerning this Committee should con­
tact Mrs. Frances O. Watts at the above 
address. Summary minutes relative to 
this meeting may be obtained from the 
Management Analysis Office, Room K- 
720, 1800 G Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20550.

T. E. J enkins, 
Assistant Director 
for Administration.

March 6,1974.
[PR Doc.74-6375 Piled 3-19-74:8:45 am]

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION  
SAFETY  BOARD
[ Docket No. SA-443 ]

AIRCRAFT ACCIDENT AT JOHNSTOWN, 
PA.

Notice of Second Change of Hearing Date
In the matter of investigation of acci­

dent involving an Air East, Inc., Beech -

craft 99A of United States Registry 
N125AE, at Johnstown, Pennsylvania, 
January 6,1974. /

Notice is hereby given that the date of 
the Accident Investigation Hearing on 
the above matter is changed from April 
2,1974, to April 23,1974. The hearing will 
commence c h i the iatter date at 9  a.m.,
e.d.t., in the Heritage Room of the Holi­
day Inn, 1540 Scalp Avenue, Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania.

Dated this 13th day of March 1974.
[seal] Leslie D. K ampschror, 

Hearing Officer.
[FR Doc.74-6340 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

PRESID EN T’S COMMISSION ON  
WHITE H O U SE FELLOW S 

REGIONAL SELECTION MEETINGS
Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 

is hereby given that Regional Selection 
Meetings for the President’s Commission 
on White House Fellows will be held in 
each of the eleven U.S. Civil Service re­
gions during the week of March 18, 1974. 
The date and place of each meeting is 
as follows :
Monday, March 18, 8:45 a.m.
University Club 
1683 Sherman 
Denver, Colorado 
Monday, March 18, 8:30 a.m.
Two Turtle Creek Village, Suite 1605 
Corner of Turtle Creek and Blackburn Street - 
Dallas, Texas
Monday, March 18, 8:30 a.m.
Jewel Companies, Inc.
O’Hare Plaza 
5725 East River Road 
Chicago, IUinois 
Tuesday, March 19, 8:30 a.m.
U.S. Civil Service Commission, Room 1036 
Post Office and Courthouse Building 
Boston, Massachusetts 
Tuesday, March 19, 8:30 a.m.
Alston, Miller & Gaines 
National Bank Building 
Atlanta, Georgia 30303 
Wednesday, March 20, 8:45 a.m.
McKinsey & Co.

.245 Park Avenue at 46th Street 
New York, New York 
Wednesday, March 20, 9:00 a.m.
Union Forge
Broad & Sampson, Lincoln Memorial Room 
Philadelphia, Pa.
Wednesday, March 20, 8:30 a.m.
Boeing Aircraft Company 
Seattle, Washington .
Thursday, March 21, 8:00 a.m.
U.S. Civil Service Commission 
Federal Building 
450 Golden Gate Avenue 
San Francisco, California 
Saturday, March 23, 8:30 a.m.
Missouri Athletic Club, Board Room 
405 Washington Avenue 
St. Louis, Mo.
Saturday, Mareh 23, 8:30 a.m.
Georgetown University 
Office of the President 
Washington, D.C.

These selection meetings are part of 
the screening process of the White House 
Fellows program. In these meetings, 
selected applicants to the program are 
interviewed by a panel of five to seven

outstanding community leaders in each 
region. At the conclusion of the inter­
views, each regional panel recommends 
to the President’s Commission on White 
House Fellows those candidates who 
should continue in the competition.

It has been determined that, due to 
the very nature of the screening process 
where personnel records and confidential 
character references must be used, the 
content of these meetings falls within 
the provisions of section 552(b)(6) of 
Title 5 of the United States code and that 
these meetings will be closed to the 
public.

Carl G rant,
Director.

[FR Doc.74-6443 Filed 3-19-74,’8:45 am]

OFFICE O F M A N A G EM EN T AND  
B U D G ET

CLEARANCE OF REPORTS 
List of Requests

The following is a list of requests for 
clearance of reports intended for use 
in collecting information from the public 
received by the Office of Management and 
Budget on March 15, 1974 (44 U.S.C. 
3509). The purpose of publishing this list 
in the F ederal R egister is to inform the 
public.

The list includes the title of each re­
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of in­
formation; the agency form number, if 
applicable; the frequency with which the 
information is proposed to be collected; 
the name of the reviewer or reviewing 
division within OMB, and an indication 
of who will be the respondents to the pro­
posed collection.

The symbol (x) identifies proposals 
which appear to raise no significant is­
sues, and are to be approved after brief 
notice through this release.

Further information about the items 
on this Daily List may be obtained from 
the Clearance Office, Office of Manage­
ment and Budget, Washington, D.C. 
20503 (202-395-4529).

New  F oe m s

DEPARTM ENT OF AGRICULTURE

Food and Nutrition Service: Survey of Re­
imbursement and Certification Functions, 
Food Stamp Program, F orm ___ Occa­
sional, Lowry, County/State dept, public 
welfare caseworkers.

R e v isio n s

DEPARTM ENT OF LABOR

Bureau of Labor Statistics: Retail Outlet 
Gasoline Survey, Form BLS 3036A and 
3036B, Bi-monthly, Weiner, Retail gaso­
line outlets.

VETERANS AD M IN ISTRA TIO N

Supplemental Physical Examination Report, 
Form VA 29-8146, Occasional, Cay wood, 
Veteran applicant.

E x ten sio n s

DEPARTM ENT OF COM MERCE

Bureau of the Census:
Monthly Retail Inventory Reports, Forms 

BUS 10A, BUS 11 A, BUS 207, BUS 10L, 
BUS 11L, Monthly, Evinger, Retail busi­
nesses.
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Legal, Medical, Dental, Other Services; 
Medical Institutions, Educational Insti­
tutions Classification Report, Forms 
BUS 41, BUS 42, BUS 43, and BUS 44, 
Monthly, Evinger. Medical, Legal and 
educational establishment.

Non-profit Educational Institutions Re­
port, Form BUS 84, Quarterly, Evinger, 
Educational institutions.

DEPARTM ENT OF LABOR

Bureau of Labor Statistics: Digest of Selected 
Pension Plans, Form BLS 2714, Occasional, 
Evinger, Private pension plan administra­
tors.

Phillip D. Larsen, 
Budget and Management Officer. 

[FR Doc.74-6549 Filed 3-19-74; 8:45 am]

TARIFF COMMISSION
[332-70]

BRUSSELS TARIFF NOMENCLATURE 
Public Notice of Hearings

The U.S. Tariff Commission hereby 
gives notice thaif preliminary drafts of 
the following chapters of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States (TSUS) 
converted to the format of the Brussels 
Tariff Nomenclature (BTN) ;
Chapter 25: Salt; sulfur; earths and stone;

plastering materials, lime, and cement. 
Chapter 68: Articles of stone, of plaster, of 

cement, of asbestos, of mica, and of similar 
materials.

Chapter 69: Ceramic products.
Chapter 70 : Glass and glassware.
Chapter 72 : Coin. »
Chapter 97: Toys, games, and sports requi­

sites, and parts thereof.
are being released today and that public 
hearings thereon will begin at 10 a.m., 
e.d.t., on April 15, 1974, in the Hearing 
Room of the Tariff Commission Build­
ing, 8th and E Streets, NW., Washington, 
D.C. The purpose of this hearing is to 
obtain the comments and views of inter­
ested parties on the preliminary draft 
conversion.

Requests to appear at the hearings on 
these chapters must be filed in writing 
witty the Secretary of the Commission not 
later than April 8, 1974. Parties who 
have properly entered an appearance by 
this date will be individually notified of 
the date on which they are scheduled to 
appear. Such notice will be sent as soon as 
possible after April 8, 1974. Any person 
who fails to receive such notification by 
April i l ,  1974, should immediately com­
municate with the Office of the Secretary 
of the Commission.

In its public notice issued March 8, 
1974, regarding hearings on other chap­
ters of the draft converted schedules

(39 FR 9719 of March 13, 1974) inter­
ested parties were notified regarding the 
rules governing the conduct of the hear­
ings, and the submission of written state­
ments. The Commission’s notice of 
March 8, 1974, applies to the hearings 
on the chapters being released today to 
the extent that it is applicable.

As each of the chapters is completed 
and released, copies thereof are made 
available for public inspection at the 
offices of the Commission in Washington, 
D.C. and New York, N.Y.; at all field 
offices of the Department of Commerce; 
and at the offices of Regional and Dis­
trict Directors of Customs. The locations 
of these offices are listed in the notice 
of March 8,1974.

By order of the Commission.
Issued: March 15,1974.
[seal] K enneth R. Mason,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.74-6380 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[TEA—F—61]
CAPITOL FOOTWEAR CORP.

Notice of Investigation and Hearing
On the basis of a petition filed under 

section 301(a)(2) of the Trade Expan­
sion Act of 1962 on behalf of the Capitol 
Footwear Corp., Worcester,. Massachu­
setts, the United States Tariff Commis­
sion, on March 14, 1974, instituted an 
investigation under section 301(c)(1) of 
the said Act to determine whether, as a 
result in major part of concessions 
granted under trade agreements, articles 
like or directly competitive with footwear 
for men (of the types provided for in 
items 700.35 and 700.55 of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States) pro­
duced by the aforementioned firm, are 
being imported into the United States 
in such increased quantities as to cause, 
or threaten to cause, serious injury to 
such firm.

A public hearing in connection with 
this investigation will be held beginning 
at 10 a.m., e.d.t., on April 11, 1974, in the 
Hearing Room, U.S. Tariff Commission 
Building, 8th and E Streets, NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. Requests for appearances 
at the hearing should be received by the 
Secretary of the Tariff Commission, in 
writing, at his office in Washington, D.C. 
20436, not later than noon, Friday, April 
5, 1974.

The petition filed in this case is avail­
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Secreatry, United States Tariff Commis­

sion, 8th and E Streets, NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 20436, and at the New York 
City office of the Tariff Commission lo­
cated in Room 437 of the Customhouse.

By order of the Commission.
Issued: March 15,1974.
[seal] K enneth R. Mason,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.74-6381 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

D EPA R TM EN T O F LABOR  
Office of the Secretary 

FRED BRAUN WORKSHOPS, INC.
Investigation of Eligibility of Workers for 

Adjustment Assistance
The Department of Labor has received 

a Tariff Commission report containing 
an affirmative finding under section 
301(c)(2) of the Trade Expansion Act 
of 1962 with respect to its investigation of 
a petition for determination of eligibility 
to apply for adjustment assistance filed 
on behalf of workers of the Fred Braun 
Workshops, Inc., New York, New York 
(TEA-W-223). In view of the report and 
the responsibilities delegated to the Sec­
retary of Labor under section 8 of Execu­
tive Order 11075 (28 FR 473), the Direc­
tor, Office of Foreign Economic Policy, 
Bureau of International Labor Affairs, 
has instituted an investigation, as pro­
vided in 29 CFR 90.5 and this, notice. 
The investigation relates to the determi­
nation of whether any of the group of 
workers covered by the Tariff Commis­
sion report should be certified as eligible 
to apply for adjustment assistance, pro­
vided for under Title HI, Chapter 3, of 
the Trade Expansion Act of 1962, includ­
ing the determination of related sub­
sidiary subjects and matters, such as the 
date unemployment or underemployment 
began or threatened to begin and the 
subdivision of the firm involved to be 
specified in any certification to be made, 
as more specifically provided in Subpart 
B of 29 CFR Part 90.

Interested persons should submit writ­
ten data, views, or arguments relating 
to the subjects of investigation to the 
Director, Office of Foreign Economic 
Policy, U.S. Department of Labor, Wash­
ington, D.C. 20210 on or before March 22, 
1974.

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 11th 
day of March 1974.

Gloria G. Vernon, 
vDirector, Office of 

Foreign Economic Policy.
[FR Doc.74-6372 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]
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CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED— MARCH
The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of 

Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during March.

3 CFR Page
P roclamations :

4273 _________ —...............— 7921
4274 _____________________ 8315
4275 _„ _ ________________ 10413

Executive Orders:
July 2, 1910 (revoked by PLO

5416)____________   8326
11771_______   10415

P residential D ocuments Other 
T han Proclamations and Exec­
utive O rders:

Memorandums :
March 7, 1974______________ 10113
March 1, 1974______________ 10417

4 CFR
406____________________________ 10115
P roposed R ules:

408____________   8171
5 CFR
213____    8607,

8903, 9425, 9535, 9649, 10115,
10233, 10419

539_______________ _________ ;___ 10419
550___________ :___________ _ 10419

6 CFR .
150____________ ______________  8162,

8163, 8328, 8608, 8884, 8921, 8922,
9185, 9444, 9535; 9768, 9967, 9969,
10233, 10420

152____________________________ 8328,
8329, 8331, 8921, 8922, 9185; 9444,
9535, 9967-9969, 10233, 10420,
10421

Rulings_____ _______ a____  7940, 10152
P roposed R ules: '

150___   9987
7 CFR
52__    8903
246_____ — ___________________  9445
250____________________________ 8608
301_____________________ — 9653-9656
354____________________________ 7923
730___________________________  9186
775____________ ______________  9446
877_________________ _____  ̂ 10421
907 _________________  7924, 9186, 9971
908 ________________     9971
910_______________   8153, 9185, 9972
929______   8317.
980_____       8911
991____________________________ 10425
1013____    8609
1030____________________ .*_____  10426
1434___________________________ 9656
1472____    9446
1822________________________   9537
P roposed Rules:

728 ______________________ 8334
729 _   8165
795____________    7943
932________ ______________  10437
966_______________    8937
1007_____________ _____  8451, 8938
1030_________     8202, 8938, 9198
1032____________    8202, 8983, 9837

7 CFR— Continued Pag0
Proposed Rules—Continued

1046_____________   8202
1049 _______________________ 8202
1050 _____________8202, 8938, 9837
1060 ___________  8938, 9012
1061 _______________  8938, 9012
1062 __________________  8202, 9837
1063 __________ _______  8938, 9012
1064 __________________  8938, 9012
1068 __________    8938, 9012
1069 ________________   9012
1070—________________________9012
1070 ______________________  9012
1071 ______________________  8451
1073____   8451
1076____________________  8938, 9012
1078 __________________  8938, 9012
1079 _____ ______ 8165, 8938, 9012
1090____________________  8451, 8938
1094___________   8451
1096________   8451
1097_______________   8451, 8938
1098 __________________  8451, 8938
1099 ______________________  8202
1102—________________    8451
1104__________   8712, 8938
1106____________________  8712, 8938
1108— ____ 8451, 8938
1120___ w___________________  8712
1126 _______________   8712
1127 _______________   8712
1128 ______________________  8712
1129 __    8712
1130 ______________________  8712
1131 _________ ______— __ 8712
1132 ______   .___ 8712
1138__________;______________ 8712
1475________    8334

8 CFR
Proposed Rules:

235_____ 1___ _______ 8924, 9544
242_____     10436
299— _________________ 8924, 9544

9 CFR
73______________________________  10236
7 6 ._____________________________  9819
78______________________________  8153
82_________v -___________________  8154
94______      8617
97_______________________________ 10115
201 _______ — __________________ 8913
381_____________________________  8154
Proposed Rules:

94_____________     8619
113_________________________  9983
160 ___   8938
161 ____ r___________________  8938

10 CFR
9__________________    8162
14______    9836
31 ______________________   10164
32 ____________________1_______10164
202 __  10153
211 ______ _________ 7925,10156, 10236
212 ________________________   10434
Rulings______________________,___10434

10 CFR—Continued Page
P roposed R ules:

210 ______   8354
211 ____ _____________  8354, 8633
212 ______________—  8354, 10454

12 CFR
207— _______________________- 9425
221___________     9425
225_______________ _______  8318, 10236
265______________ ___ _________  10236
308 _________________________  8913
309_i____ — ,__________________  8913
523______________________ _____ 9929
541______     9427
545 ______________________ 9427, 9819
546 __     9142
563_______________ _'___ _______  9142
563b___________________________ 9142
563c___ _________ —_t_________  9142
Proposed Rules:

210__________ ______ *.____  9677
340— _____________________ 10278
526___    9677
702________________________ 9992

13 CFR
121____      9538
309 __      7926
14 CFR
39___  7926, 7927, 9649, 9650, 9819, 10426
71_____________________________ 7927,

7928, 8313, 9173, 9430, 9538, 9539,
9650, 9820, 9821, 9929, 10115-
10117, 10427, 10428

73— ____   8609, 9930
75_____________________________ 10117
97— ________________  8609, 9821, 10428
103_____      10117
221_____________    8319, 9431
288___________________________  9822
298____   9173
P roposed Rules:

71__________ — _______  8176,
8350, 8630-8632, 9199, 9456, 9544,
9671, 9837-9838, 9986, 9987, 10161,
10438

73________________ 7949, 8176, 8631
75_____ _'________ _________ 10162
105____________________   8632
121____________________ 9456, 9671
250________________________ 8171

15 CFR
P roposed Rules :

921____________    8924
922.;_____      10255

16 CFR
1— ______________________ — _ 9174
13____ ___ 7928, 9174, 9823-9825, 10237
Proposed R ules :

303________________________ 10448
435___________________ 9201, 9678

17 CFR
210___________________________ 10118
230 _________________________ l -  8914
231 _________________________  10237
239_________    10238
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17 CFR— Continued
241______________
249__________ ____
270 _________
271 _________
Proposed Rules :

1____________
231__________
241_______ „ _
270—________
275__________

Page

___ 10237
___ 10118
8320, 8915 
___  8916

________  9984
8353, 10278

________  8353
8935, 8936, 9678 
— i____  9678

18 CFR
2_________ — ________ ,__  7928, 8332
101-__________________________  8332
104_____ :_____________________ , 8332
141__________________ 8332, 8916, 10429
154_____ ________ ______________ 7928
157__________________ ______ — 8332
201____ ________  7928, 8332, 8917, 9651
204_______ _________________ —  8332
260__ — __________________  8332, 8917

19 CFR

21 CFR— Continued Paee
150d__________________________  9829
167_____________________________8610, 9829
174______________   — 9185
610___________________   9659, 9660
630____________   9660
640___________________________  9661
650_ _________________    — 9660
700 _____________   .— 10054
701 ___________— _____________  10056
710________ —________ — ___  10059
720________    10060
730_________ ______________ —  10062
1220-___________  9945
Proposed R ules:

1______________________8620, 8621
51___________l_____ — — 9992
146_____________________ _ 9199
164—_____ _______________ _ 9199
630_____    - —-10158

22 CFR
P roposed Rules:

51___ ______________— 8165
1_____________________________  9828
4_     10429
6_______    10238, 10429
151___________ - ________ - ___ — 9931
Proposed Rules:

1 ______ ____ ._______ _____  9454
19_____ 1___ —__________ — 10436
201— _____    —  9454

20 CFR
416___       8155
422—________________._____ - ___ 10238
Proposed R ules :

405____ ______________  8166, 10260

23 CFR
2______________________________-

15_____________
16—___________
25_________ ___
305— _________
424____________
642___ — — —_
645_______ ____
650___________ _
660____________
713____________
720-_____ -____
Proposed Rules:

_________ 10430
— —  10430
_________ 10430
— —  10430 
— 10430
_________ 10430
_______ 10430
_________  10430
_________  10430
_________  10430
____  8611,10430
8611, 9431, 10430

9522
21 CFR
1 _____       8610, 9931
2 ________' „ ____ ________ 9184, 9431, 9657
8 ________•__________  9539, 9657
9 ___________________________ — 9828
10 ____________   9828
26___________ —___________    8157
27— ___     8322, 9658
36_____      9828
50_____      10429
90—______ _______ — ___ _____10123
121— ___ — ——____  9431,

9540,9658, 9828, 9829, 9931, 9932
128a_____      9828
128b_____     10123
130 ___________________ 9184, 9750, 9828
131 ___________________————  9540
132 _______ _______________  9829
133 ____—_________ !___ —  9829
135_______    9541
135a___________— _______  9541, 9932
135b_______ __________ ___ —  9933
135c____    9933-9936
135e________________    9184, 9431
135g__________________________  9184
141— ________________    9829, 9936
141a— : _____________*___ —  9936
141c— ______  9829
146______________________ —  _ 9750
146a___________________  9937
146b— ______________ — _____  9829
148i— ________________________ 9829
148p— ____________    9829
148w__________________    9827
149b______       9937
149y__________________________  9829

24 CFR
201___________________ ______ _ 9919
203— ___________ - _________  9919
232__________________'_______ 9431
1710__— _____________________  9431
1914___  7932, 9174-9176, 9832-9835, 9920
1915— ____ —__________  7933, 9921
2200 __________________  9541, 9651
2201 ________ :____________ _ 9541
P roposed R ules 

390—
470— ____
1278_____

25 CFR
503__________ _
P roposed Rules

162______ i;
221______

26 CFR
1___ ______________________  9945, 9946
12____      9947
31________ _̂__________________  9946
172__________    9949
301—____ ——._____________  9946, 9949
601_____ _______   8917
P roposed R ules:

198____ _______________ — - 9982

—  10123

____  9197
9982, 10437

8629
9985

10262

27 CFR
72_____ ____ — _____ —— — 9953
P roposed Rules:

18_______ _____ ___________  9974

28 CFR
0___ ___________
29 CFR
70—____________
94 ________
95 _______
96 _______
98____________
1430____________
1601____________
1606____ _______
1910______ ____-
1999____________
1915________ —
1952___________
P roposed Rules:

601— _____
613___ _____
657_________
673________
675— ——
678____ - ___
690________
699____ ____
720________
727— ___ _
728 ___
729 ___
1910_______
1926_______
1928-______
2200.______

30 CFR
57___ ________
Proposed Rules :

75__________
77__________
260_________

31 CFR
51______________
32 CFR
641______ ______
752_____________
855_____________
32A CFR 
Ch.X:

O l Reg. 1—
33 CFR
1— — _____
3______________
26______________
40____ _________
117—_— ____
127_____________
177____ _______
P roposed R ules : 

117—______
159—  ___
160—  ___
209________

34 CFR
232____________
281______ ______
36 CFR
7______________
221_____ _______
295..... .......... .........
P roposed R ules: 

7—............. ..

Page

10430

________  10242
________  10374
________  10377
— _____  10389
________  10395
________  9433
________  10123
_________ 10123
________  9957

—  9959
________  9435
8611, 8613, 9436

—  7946
___  7946
___ 7946
___  7946
___  7946
___  7946
___  7946
___  7946
___  7946
___  7946

7946
___  7946
9838, 9985 
___  10216
—  8633 
___  9202

9652

8618
8618

10158

8323

10124
9962

10124

10242

9176,10130
____  8613
____  9176
____  8614
........  9662
___ _ 9662
____  10130

7948, 9454
___  8038
____ 7948
___  7942

10132
8615

9963, 9964
___  9663
—  10430

7942, 9982
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38 CFR Page
1 ________ ____________________ ' 7929
3 ________ _______________  9541
17______________________________  9542
P roposed Rules:

3____________    9559
39 CFR
132___________________________ 8616
164________________  10132
P roposed Rules:

123_________    9203
777_____________    10449

40 CFR
4 ___  __ ______________  10362
14__  _ _______________  9664
35_____ - _______________________  9439
52______________ 8617, 9176, 9665-9667
60______________________________  9307
104_     8325
180__________ 7929, 9177, 9439, 9964, 9965
203___________   7930
406__________________ - __________ 10512
409_____________   10522
415_____________________________  9612
P roposed Rules:

51 _____    9672
52 ________  8175, 8351, 10273, 10277, 10438
79__________________________  8929
120___________________    8353
170_________________________  9457
202______________   - 9550
210_,_______________________  9200
406_________  10519
408 ____________________ 7968
409 ________ ,__________— 10527
415__________________1___ _ 9636
423_____________________  8294, 9551
431__________________  —  7968

41 CFR
3-4_______________
5A-2______________
1-9________ - ______
5A -76______________
6-1___________ ____
6-60_____________ -
7-1_______________
7-4______ ____
9-1____ ___________
9-3_______________
9-4__ ____________
114-26_________ ___
42 CFR
50________________
101___________
43 CFR
4.......... ............... .......
P ublic Land Orders:

5416 ______
5417 ______

P roposed R ules:
3500__________

9439
9178
7925
8918
8158
8158
8160
8160

10135
9830

10135
9668

9178, 10431 
____  10204

____  7931

___8326
____  10138

____  10437

45 CFR
60____ ____ :__________________  9440
201___________________________  8326

45 CFR— Continued page
205_________________  9178, 9512, 10432
234___________________________ - 8918
248 ______    9512, 10253
249 _    8918
250 ___________________ 7930, 8918
401____________________________ 7931
1062___________________________ 8856
1068_________1_________________ 10253
P roposed R ules:

101________________________ 9546
127________________________  10256
132 ___________   8334
133 ___________________  8927
149________________________ 7946
155________________________ 9840
158________________________ 8341
176___    - 8624
185 ______— ______________  9992
186 __________________  9842
190_______________ - ___ ___  9995
1211_____    9547

46 CFR
26______________________— ___  8918
33—________________________  10138
35_____________________________ 10139
54____________________________  9178
75 _________________   10139
78 ___________________________ 10139
9 4 _____________ —_____ ——— 10139
97_____________________________ 10139
137___________________________  10432
160 _______________________  9668
161 _____________________  10139
167_____ ______ ,_______________ 10139
180_____________________   10140
185___________  10140
192______________ _____________ 10140
196___________________________ 10140
308____________________________ 9669
542___________________________  9542
Proposed Rules :

151_—____________________- 9445
160___________ -____________10160
221________________________ 9544
381________________________ 9984
526__    10163

47 CFR
0 _______    10432
1 ________    8617
2 ___________________  8617, 10140, 10144
73__________________  9442, 10432, 10433
76 ______________________  9443
83_____   10140
91_____________________________ 10144
97___ _______________ _____ ___  9443
Proposed Rules:

2_____ —_______  8932, 9462, 10448
21_______     8932
61___________________—.......... 9464
73_________   8953,

9466, 9551-9554, 9675-9677, 9987, 
9989, 9991

76___      9467
81_____     8932
83____________________ 9462, 10448

49 CFR Page
1_____     8919
253 ______________________  9179
254 ___________________ 8919, 9966
310___    9181
1000___________________________ 8326
1003__________________-_______  9830
1030___________________________  9831
1033___   8161,

8327, 8920, 9181, 9182, 9542, 9966, 
10145

1043_____ : ____________ - ______  10254
1048___________________    9831
1056_______________    9830
1060____________________________ 8327
1084___________________________  10254
1085—__________________- _____  8921
1341___________ X-_____________  7925
P r o p o s e d  R u l e s  :

172.
173.
177.
178.
179. 
215.
230.
231. 
390
391.
392. 
393 
394.
395
396
397 
571.

7950, 9457 
7950, 9457 
7950, 9457 
7950, 9457 
7950, 9457
___  8176
___  10267
—  9457
___  9545
___  9545
___  9545
___  9545
___  9545
____  9545
—  9545
___  9545
7959-7966,

8176, 8928, 10162, 10268, 10271, 
10273

1057_______________________ 9554
1201 ________    9204, 9469
1202 ________—_____ 9204, 9469
1203 ___________________  9204, 9469
1204 ___________________  9204, 9469
1205 ___________________  9204, 9469
1206 ___________________  9204, 9469
1207 __     9204, 9469
1208 _______   9204, 9469
1209 _____   9204, 9469
1210 ________________—_ 9204, 9469
1300_____________   9205, 10164
1303 ______________  9205, 10164
1304 ___:_______ —  9205, 10164
1306 ___________  9205, 10164
1307 ________   9205, 10164
1308 ______________  9205, 10164
1309—________________  9205, 10164

50 CFR
28___ _________
33________ ____
217 _______
218 _______
219 _______
220 ______ ______
221__________
222__________
240____________
P r o p o s e d  R u l e s :

20— __ ________
253_..............

9543, 9669, 9966,,10433 
. 8327, 9670, 9832, 9966
________   10146
_______________ 10147
______________ 10149
__________—  10149
_________ ;____ 10151
______________ 10151
........ ............  9183

10158
10437

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 55— WEDNESDAY, MARCH 20, 1974



FEDERAL REGISTER 10505-1Q509

Pages
7915-8146.
8147-8307.
8309-8598.
8599-8896.
8897-9166.

LIST OF FEDERAL REGISTER PAGES AND DATES— MARCH:

Date 
Mar. 1

4
5
6 
7

Pages Date
9167-9418____________________Mar. 8
9419-9528__ ______________ __  11
9529-9636_____ ______________  12
9641-9811________________ —_ 13
9813-9911____________________  14

Pages
9913-10106-,
10107-10223.
10225-10403.
10405-10546

Date
Mar. 15 

18
19
20

FEDERAL REGISTER, V O L  39, NO. 55— WEDNESDAY, MARCH 20, 1974





WEDNESDAY, MARCH 20, 1974

W ASHINGTON, D.C. 

Volum e 39 ■  Num ber 55

PART II

ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION

AGENCY

GRAIN MILLS POINT 
SOURCE CATEGORY

Effluent Limitations Guidelines 

and Standards



10512

Title 40— Protection of the Environment
CHAPTER I— ENVIRONMENTAL 

PROTECTION AGENCY
SUBCHAPTER N— EFFLUENT GUIDELINES AND 

STANDARDS
PART 406— GRAIN MILLS POINT SOURCE 

CATEGORY
On December 4, 1973, notice was pub­

lished in the F ederal R egister (38 FR  
33438), 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 corn wet milling, 
com dry milling, normal wheat flour 
milling, bulgur wheat flour milling, nor­
mal rice milling, and parboiled rice proc­
essing subcategories of the grain mills 
category of point sources.

The purpose of this notice is to estab­
lish final effluent limitations guidelines 
for existing sources and standards of per­
formance and pretreatment standards 
for new sources in the grain mills cate­
gory of point sources by amending 40 
CFR Chapter I, Subchapter N, to add a 
new Part 406. This final rulemaking is 
promulgated pursuant to sections 301, 
304 (b) and (c ), 306 (b) and (c) and 307
(c) of the Federal Water Pollution Con­
trol Act, as amended, (the A ct); 33 U.S.C. 
1251, 1311, 1314 (b) and (c), 1316 (b) 
and (c) 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(b) of the Act will'be promulgated in 
40 CFR Part 402.

In addition, the EPA is simultaneously 
proposing a separate provision which ap­
pears in the proposed rules section of the 
F ederal R egister, '"stating the applica­
tion 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 pub­
lic review procedures published August 6, 
1973 (38 FR 21202), and in the notice of 
proposed rulemaking for the com wet 
milling, com dry milling, normal wheat 
flour milling, bulgur wheat flour milling,. 
normal rice milling, and parboiled rice 
processing subcategories. In addition, the 
regulations as proposed were supported 
by two other documents: (1) The docu­
ment entitled “Development Document 
for Proposed Effluent Limitations Guide­
lines and New Source Performance 
Standards for the Grain Processing Seg­
ment of the Grain Mills Point Source 
Category” (December 1973) and (2) the 
document entitled “Economic Analysis 
of Proposed Effluent Guidelines, Grain 
milling industry (August, 1973). Both of 
these documents were made available to 
the public and circulated to interested 
persons at approximately the time of 
publication of the notice of proposed 
rulemaking.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Interested persons were invited to 
participate in the rulemaking by sub­
mitting written comments within 30 days 
from the date of publication. Prior pub­
lic participation in the form of solicited 
comments 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 thereto 
follows.

(a) Summary of comments. The fol­
lowing responded to the request for com­
ments which was made in the preamble 
to the proposed regulation: Corn Re­
finers Association, American Com Millers 
Federation, U.S. Department of Com­
merce, Distilled Spirits Council of the 
United States, Inc., and U.S. Depart­
ment of Agriculture.

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

(1) Some correspondents endorsed the 
proposal made to the Administrator by 
the Effluent Standards and Water Quality 
Information Advisory Committee that a 
different approach be taken in the de­
velopment of effluent guidelines.

The committee’s proposal is under 
evaluation as a contribution toward fu­
ture refinements on guidelines for some 
industries. The committee has indicated 
that their proposed methodology could 
not be developed in sufficient time to be 
available for the current phase of guide­
line promulgation, which is proceeding 
according to a court-ordered schedule. Its 
present state of development does not 
provide sufficient evidence to warrant 
the Agency’s delaying issuance of any 
standard in hopes that an alternative 
approach might be preferable.

(2) A commenter pointed out a discrep­
ancy in the rationale for the “best prac­
ticable” limitations in the corn wet mill­
ing subcategory. The Development Docu­
ment claimed that the recommended 
technology, if applied to an existing 
source, would result in a monthly average 
discharge of 30 to 50 lbs/MSBu for both 
the BOD5 and TSS parameters. The lim­
itations, however, are 35 lbs/MSBu of 
TSS and 50 lbs/MSBu of BOD5. It was 
argued that since EPA is only certain 
that the 50 lb limit can be attained, the 
TSS limitation should be changed from 
35 to 50 lbs/MSBu.

EPA has carefully reviewed this com­
ment and found it to be justified. Con­
sequently, the best practicable limitation 
for TSS in the corn wet milling subcate­
gory has been changed from 30 to 50 
lbs/MSBu. EPA believes that while the 30 
lb limit might be attainable, the tech­
nology is not yet available to achieve this 
effluent level on a routine basis. Cur­
rently, many of the existing treatment 
systems exceed 50 lbs of TSS/MSBu but 
it is the opinion of EPA, that this is due 
to inadequate in-plant controls and op­
eration of the treatment systems, and in 
some cases the discharge of untreated 
barometric cooling water. With proper

operation, and recycling of barometric 
cooling water where necessary, the lim­
itation of 50 lbs of TSS/MSBu is achiev­
able and represents a substantial im­
provement over the present levels of 
treatment.

(3) Industry objected to the method 
EPA used to calculate an average raw 
waste load for the corn wet milling sub­
category. EPA based its typical raw waste 
load on the average raw waste loads for 
one year at 12 corn wet mills. Industry 
claimed that such an average is unfair 
to more than half the plants in the in­
dustry, and ignores the fact that the raw 
waste load can vary, by as much as three 
to ten times the average of any particu­
lar plant.

EPA believes that the method used to 
develop the standard raw waste load is 
fair and reasonable. All 17 plants in the 
industry were given the opportunity to 
submit information on the characteris­
tics of their waste. Twelve of these plants 
transmitted usable information on their 
raw waste load to EPA. Careful evalua­
tion of the data showed that these plants  ̂
could not be further subcategorized on 
the basis of size or age of facility, nor on 
the basis of product mix. Consequently, 
a standard raw waste load was calculated 
using an average of the available data. 
EPA recognized the complexity of the 
various processes of com wet milling and 
therefore, decided that the standard raw 
waste load should be based on the broad­
est data base available, i.e., an average 
of 12 plants, rather than on one or two 
of the better operations.

It is true that large fluctuations in raw 
waste load may occur in com wet mills. 
The variations in raw waste load at any 
plant around an average figure are only 
important insofar as they affect. the 
treatment system. As described in section 
VII of the Development Document, these 
variations can be minimized by proper 
in-plant control and a properly designed 
and operated treatment system.

(4) Industry also claimed that none of 
the three existing treatment plants in the 
com wet milling subcategory could meet 
the 1977 standards contrary to the claims 
of EPA. It was alleged that one of these 
plants operating under a Federal demon­
stration grant has shown that it cannot 
meet the effluent levels required by the 
proposed limitations.

EPA evaluated this demonstration 
project during its initial stages of opera­
tion. The treatment plant was found to 
be overloaded, and subsequent efforts by 
the manufacturer reduced the raw waste 
load normally discharged to the treat­
ment system. While pollutant concentra­
tions in this effluent were reduced, large 
quantities of pollutants in barometric 
cooling water continued to be discharged 
untreated. As discussed in the Develop­
ment Document, plants with barometric 
cooling water can drastically reduce their 
pollutant discharge by recycling this 
water through cooling towers with the 
blowdown sent to the treatment system. 
If this were done at the above plant, even 
assuming no BOD removal in the cooling 
tower through biological action, the limi­
tations could be achieved. It is the
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Agency’s opinion that any of the plants 
in this subcategory with an adequate 
treatment system can meet the effluent 
limitations, provided that proper in-plant 
efforts are made to prevent excess raw 
waste from being discharged to the plant 
waste water treatment system.

(5) Industry claimed that the costs of 
treatment in the com wet milling sub­
category are underestimated and, in par­
ticular, the costs of in-plant controls 
are not included.

In addition to the comments EPA 
made in the preamble to the proposed 
regulation, the following factors are im­
portant. The economic impact analysis 
of the cost of meeting the proposed limi­
tations was based on the construction of 
complete treatment systems using the 
best practicable technology currently 
available. This technology is equaliza­
tion, activated sludge, and, when neces­
sary, recirculating cooling water sys­
tems. In the com wet milling industry, 
the actual costs of meeting the limita­
tions will be less than estimated. Since 
all plants discharging to streams have 
some treatment, the cost of meeting the 
1977 limitations will be reduced by an 
amount equal to the cost of the system 
they already have* in place. The addi­
tional treatment, may include cooling 
towers for recycling barometric cooling 
water, and an expanded treatment sys­
tem to handle the blowdown from this 
cooling tower.

As far as in-plant controls are con­
cerned, the typical plant selected for the 
calculation assumed good in-plant con­
trol. Some plants in the industry already 
have these controls. Others do not and 
would have an additional cost depend­
ing on the specific circumstances of the 
plant. '

(6) A commenter pointed out that in 
a few dry com mills additional process­
ing occurs which is not covered in the 
Development Document. It was argued 
that a few of the larger mills further 
process the grits, meal and flour through 
expanders and/or extruders. Additional 
waste waters are generated by air pollu­
tion control equipment. Since such 
processing is not an integral part of the 
basic milling sequence as described in 
the Development Document, such wastes 
should be specifically excluded from the 
final regulations.

EPA agrees with this comment and the 
final regulations published below exclude 
waste waters from air pollution control 
equipment on expanders and/or ex­
truders in the com dry milling subcate­
gory. Additional limitations to cover 
these waste waters cannot be made at 
this time for lack of adequate infor­
mation.

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

(1) Sections 406.11, 406.21, 406.31, 
406.41, 406.51, and 406.61 entitled “Spe­
cialized Definitions,” now include refer­
ences to general definitions, abbrevia­
tions, and methods of analysis in 40 CFR

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Part 401 which reduces the need for some 
specialized definitions in this regulation.

(2) The “best practicable” limitations 
for the corn wet milling subcategory 
have been changed. The average monthly 
limitation for TSS has been raised from 
35 to 50 lbs/MSBu. This decision was 
made recognizing that solids separation 
is a difficult problem in this industry. 
While EPA feels that this problem is 
solvable by the methods suggested in the 
Development Document, sufficient uncer­
tainty exists to raise the TSS limitation 
to the same level as the BOD5. This re­
sults in an effluent concentration of 
125 mg/1 for a typical plant. The daily 
maximum figure is three times the 
monthly limitation or 150 lbs/MSBu.

(3) 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 recog­
nized that some flexibility was necessary 
in order to take into account the com­
plexity of the industrial world with re­
spect 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 bearing 
on the practicability of control technol­
ogy, it was concluded that some provi­
sion was needed to authorize flexibility 
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 technol­
ogy 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.

(4) In the com dry milling subcate­
gory, waste waters from air pollution 
control equipment on expanders and ex­
truders have been excluded from the lim­
itations. "insufficient data exists upon 
which to base limitations. The change is 
reflected in § 406.20.

(c) Economic impact. The changes to 
the regulations mentioned above will not 
affect the results of the economic analy­
sis prepared for the proposed regulation. 
The only subcategory affected by the 
revisions is the corn wet milling subcat- 
egory. Since the revision to the “best 
practicable” limitations raised the allow­
able discharge of TSS for 1977, the cost to 
be incurred by industry will be somewhat 
less than anticipated in the proposed 
regulations.

<d) Cost-benefit analysis. The detri­
mental effects of the constituents of 
waste waters now discharged by point 
sources within the grain processing seg­
ment of the grain mills point source cat­
egory are discussed in section VI of the 
report entitled “Development Document 
for Effluent Limitations Guidelines for 
the Grain processing Segment of the 
Grain Mills Point Source Category” 
(March 1974). It is not feasible to quan­
tify in economic terms, particularly on 
a national basis, the costs resulting from 
the discharge of these pollutants to our
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Nation’s waterways. Nevertheless, as in­
dicated in section VI, the pollutants dis­
charged have substantial and damaging 
impacts on the quality of water and 
therefore on its capacity to support 
healthy populations of wildlife, fish and 
other aquatic wildlife and on its suita­
bility for industrial, recreational and 
drinking water supply uses.

The total cost of implementing the ef­
fluent limitations guidelines' includes the 
direct capital and operating costs of the 
pollution control technology employed 
to achieve compliance and the indirect 
economic and environmental costs identi­
fied in section VIII and in the supple­
mentary report entitled “Economic Anal­
ysis of Proposed Effluent Guidelines 
Grain Milling Industry” (August 1973). 
Implementing the effluent limitations 
guidelines will substantially reduce the 
environmental harm which would other­
wise be attributable to the continued 
discharge of polluted waste waters from 
existing and newly constructed plants in 
the grain milling industry. The Agency 
believes that the benefits of thus reducing 
the pollutants discharged justify the as­
sociated costs which, though substantial 
in absolute terms, represent a relatively 
small percentage of the total capital in­
vestment in the industry.

(e) Publication of information on 
processes, procedures, or operating 
methods which result in the elimination 
or reduction of the discharge of pollut­
ants. In conformance with the require­
ments of section 304(c) of the Act, a 
manual entitled “Development Document 
for Effluent Limitations Guidelines and 
New Source Performance Standards for 
the Grain Processing Segment of the 
Grain Mills Point Source Category,” has 
been published and is available for pur­
chase from the Government Printing 
Office, Washington, D.C. 20401 for a 
nominal fee.

(f) Final rulemaking. In consideration 
of the foregoing, 40 CFR Chapter I, sub­
chapter N is hereby amended by adding 
a new Part 406, Grain Mills Point Source 
Category, to read as set forth below. This 
final regulation is promulgated as set 
forth below and shall be effective May 20, 
1074.

Dated: March 12,1974.
John Quarles, 

Acting Administrator.
Subpart A— Corn Wet Milling Subcategory

Sec.
406.10 Applicability; description of the corn

wet milling subcategory.
406.11 Specialized definitions.
406.12 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­

senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

406.13 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­
senting the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the appli­
cation of the best available tech­
nology economically achievable.

406.14 [Reserved]
406.15 Standards of performance for new

sources.
406.16 Pretreatment standards for new

sources.
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Subpart B— Corn Dry Milling Subcategory
Sec.
406.20 Applicability; description of the corn

dry milling subcategory.
406.21 Specialized definitions.
406.22 Effluent limitations guidelines rep­

resenting the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the appli­
cation of the best practicable con­
trol technology currently available.

406.23 Effluent limitations guidelines rep­
resenting the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the appli- 

-  cation of the best available tech­
nology economically achievable.

406.24 [Reserved]
406.25 Standards of performance for new

sources.
406.26 Pretreatment standards for new

sources.
Subpart C— Normal Wheat Flour Milling 

Subcategory •
406.30 Applicability; description of the nor­

mal wheat flour milling subcate­
gory.

406.31 Specialized definitions.
406.32 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­

senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

406.33 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­
senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best available technol­
ogy economically achievable.

406.34 [Reserved]
406.35 Standards of performance for new

sources.
406.36 Pretreatment standards for new

sources.
Subpart D— Bulgur Wheat Flour Milling 

Subcategory
406.40 Applicability; description of the bul­

gur wheat flour milling subcate­
gory.

406.41 Specialized definitions.
406.42 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­

senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

406.43 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­
senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best available technol­
ogy economically achievable.

406.44 [Reserved]
406.45 Standards of performance for new

sources.
406.46 Pretreatment standards for new

sources.
Subpart E— Normal Rice Milling Subcategory

406.50 Applicability; description of the nor­
mal rice milling subcategory.

406.51 Specialized definitions.
406.52 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­

senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

406.53 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­
senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best available technol­
ogy economically achievable.

406.54 [Reserved]
406.55 Standards of performance for new

sources.
406.56 Pretreatment standards for new

sources.
Sub part F— Parboiled Rice Processing 

Subcategoiy
406.60 Applicability; description of the par­

boiled rice processing subcategory.

Sec.
406.61 Specialized definitions.
406.62 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­

senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

406.63 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­
senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best available technol­
ogy economically achievable.

406.64 [Reserved]
406.65 Standards of performance for new

sources.
406.66 Pre treatment standards for new

sources.
A u t h o r i t y : Secs. 301, 304 (b) and (c), 

306 (b) and (c), 307(c), Federal Water Pollu­
tion Control Act, as amended; 33 U.S.C. 1251, 
1311, 1314 (b) and (c), 1316 (b) and (c), 
1317(c); 86»Stat. 816 et seq.;' Pub. L. 92-500.
Subpart A— Com Wet Milling Subcategory
§ 406.10 Applicability; description o f  

the corn wet m illing subcategory.
The provisions of this subpart are ap­

plicable to discharges resulting from the 
process in which shelled com is steeped 
in a dilute solution of sulfurous acid and 
then processed by wet means into such 
products as animal feed, regular and 
modified starches, corn oil, com syrup, 
and dextrose.
§ 406.11 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.

(b) The term “com” shall mean the 
shelled corn delivered to a plant before 
processing.

(c) The term “standard bushel” shall 
mean a bushel of shelled com weighing 
56 pounds.

(d) The abbreviation “MSBu” shall 
mean 1000 standard bushels.
§ 406.12 Effluent limitations guidelines 

representing the degree o f  effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f  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 
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 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 establish­
ment of the guidelines. On the basis of

such evidence or other available infor­
mation, the Regional Administrator (or 
the State) will make a written finding 
that such factors are or are not funda­
mentally different, for that facility com­
pared to those specified in the Develop­
ment Document. If such fundamentally 
different factors are found to exist, the 
Regional Administrator (or the State) 
shall establish for the discharger efflu­
ent 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 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:

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of com)

BOD5...................... * 2.67 0.89
T S S ..........................  2.67 .89
p H ........ ............... Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per 1,000 
stdbu  of com)

BOD5................... .. 150 50
TSS____________— 150 50
p H _________ _____ Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 406.13 Effluent limitations guidelines 
representing the degree o f effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f the best available technology 
economically achievable.

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

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 kg 
of com)

B OD5..r.=.5iSiSi=a 1.08 0.36
TSS.„.i.= issE iS iS3 .54 .18
p H . . .  i .  Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per 1,000 
stdbu of com)

BODg-^BSKSsssaa 60 20
TSfl ĝa-g — ■ 1- — 300 10
pH.gsesaBa’cgrasgBCT W ithin file range 6.0 to 9.0:
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§ 406.14 [Reserved]
§ 406.15 Standards o f  performance for 

new sources.
The following standards of perform­

ance establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con­
trolled by this section, which may be dis­
charged by a new source subject to the 
provisions of this subpart:

Effluent limitations

Effluent
characteristic Maximum for 

any 1 day

Average of daily 
values for 30 
consecutive 

days shall not 
. exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 kg 
of corn)

BOD5......... .............. '  1.08 0.36
TSS........... ................  .54 .18
p H .. . ............. .......Within the  range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per 1,000 
stdbu of corn)

B O D 5-..................... 60 20
TSS............................ 30 10
pH..............................Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 406.16 Prelreatment standards for 
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under 
section 307(c) of the Act for a source 
within the corn wet milling 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 Part 128 of this 
chapter, except that, for the purpose of 
this section. § 128.133 of this chapter 
shall bè 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 406.15: Provided, That, 
if the publicly owned treatment works which 
receives the poUutants is committed, in its 
NPDES permit, to remove a specified per­
centage of any incompatible poUutant, 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— Com Dry Milling Subcategory
§ 406.20 Applicability; description of 

the corn dry m illing subcategory.
(a) Hie provisions of this subpart are 

applicable to discharges resulting from 
the process in which shelled corn is 
washed and subsequently milled by dry 
processes into such products as com  
meal, grits, flour, oil, and animal feed.

(b) The provisions of this subpart do 
not apply to discharges from subsequent 
manufacturing operations to produce ex­
panded or extruded feed or feed products.
§ 406.21 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 Part 401 of 
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.

(b) H ie term “com” shall mean the 
shelled corn delivered to a plant before 
processing. .,

(c) The term “standard bushel” shall 
mean a bushel of shelled com weighing 
56 pounds.

(d) The abbreviation “MSBu” shall 
mean 1000 standard bushels.
§ 406.22 Effluent limitations guidelines 

representing the degree o f  effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f  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 sub­
categorization and effluent levels estab­
lished. It is, hpwever, 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 ofi 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 Devel­
opment Document. If such fundamental­
ly 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 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.

The following limitations establish the 
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol­
lutant properties, controlled by this sec­
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:

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 kg 
of corn)

BOD5-....................... 0.21 0.07
TSS ________  .18 .06
p H ..............................Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per 1,000 
stdbu  of com)

BOD5—_____- ____  12.0 4.0
T S S - . . . - . .................  10.5 3.5
p H _____________r Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 406.23 Effluent limitations guidelines 
representing the degree o f effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f  the best available technology 
economically achievable.

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

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 kg 
of com)

BOD5........... ............  0.11 0.036
TSS........................... .054 .018
p H . . ............. ........... Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per 1,000 
stdbu of corn)

B O D S .i.................... 6.0 2.0
TSS________ _____  3.0 L0
p H . ._____________Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 406.24 [Reserved]
§ 406.25 Standards o f performance for  

new sources.
The following standards of perform­

ance establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con­
trolled by this section, which may be dis­
charged by a new source subject to the 
provisions of this subpart:

Effluent limitations

Effluent __ Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of com)

BOD5........................  0.11 0.036
TSS.......................... .  .054 .018
pH _________ _____ Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per 1,000 
stdbu of com)

BOD5 ...................  6.0 2.0
TSS______________ 3.0 1.0
p H _______________Within the range 6.0 to 9.0,
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§ 406.26 Pretreatment standards for 
new sources.

Th*» pretreatment standards under 
section 307(c) of the Act for a source 
within the com dry milling 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 Part 128 of this chapter, ex­
cept that, for the purpose of this section,
§ 128.133 of this chapter shall be 
amended to read as follows :

In addition to thé 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 406.25; 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 C— Normal Wheat Flour Milling 

Subcategory
§ 406.30 Applicability; description of • 

the normal wheat flour milling sub­
category.

• The provisions of this subpart are ap­
plicable to discharges resulting from the 
processes in which wheat and other 
grains are milled by dry processes into 
flour and millfeed.
§ 406.31 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.
§ 406.32 Effluent limitations guidelines 

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

(a) In establishing the limitations set 
forth in this section, ÉPA took'into ac­
count all information it was able to col­
lect, to 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 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 available infor-
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mation, the Regional Administrator (or 
the State) will make a written finding 
that such factors are or are not funda­
mentally different for that facility com­
pared to those specified in the Develop­
ment Document. If such fundamentally 
different factors are found to exist, the 
Regional 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 Pro­
tection Agency. The Administrator may 
approve or disapprove such limitations, 
specify other limitations, or initiate pro­
ceedings to revise these regulations.

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

representing the degree o f  effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f 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, waters.
§ 406.34 [Reserved]
§ 406.35 Standards o f 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.
§ 406.36 Pretreatment standards for 

new sources.
The pretreatment standards under sec­

tion 307 (c) of the Act for a source within 
the normal wheat flour milling 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 Part 128 of this 
chapter, except that, for the purpose of 
this section, § 128.133 of this chapter 
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 406.35: 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 D— Bulgur Wheat Flour Milling 
Subcategory

§ 406.40 Applicability; description of 
the bulgur wheat flour m illing sub­
category.

The provisions of this subpart are ap­
plicable to discharges resulting from the 
process in which wheat is parboiled, 
dried, and partially debranned in the 

"production of bulgur.
§ 406.41 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:
(a) Except as proveded 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) The term “wheat” shall mean 
wheat delivered to a plant before 
processing.

(c) The term “standard bushel” shall' 
mean a bushel of wheat weighing 60 
pounds.

(d) The abbreviation “MSBu” shall 
mean 1,000 standard bushels.
§ 406.42 Effluent limitations guidelines 

representing the degree o f  effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f 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 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 
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 

. guidelines. 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 
tlje discharger effluent limitations in the 
NPDES permit either more or less 
stringent than the limitations established 
herein, to the extent dictated by such 
fundamentally different factors. Such
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limitations must be approved by the Ad­
ministrator of the Environmental Pro­
tection Agency. The Administrator may 
approve or disapprove such limitations, 
specify other limitations, or initiate 
proceedings to revise these regulations.

(b) The following limitations .es tab- 
blish the quantity or quality of pollut­
ants or pollutant properties, controlled 
by this section, which may be discharged 
by a point source subject to the provi­
sions of this subpart after application of 
the best practicable control technology 
currently available:

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive
days shall not 

- exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of wheat)

BOD5........................ 0.025 0.0083
T S S -______ _____  .025 . 0083
pH......... ....................Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per 1,000 
stdbu of wheat)

BOD5____________ 1.50 0.50
TSS.......................... 1.50 .50
pH___ __________ Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

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

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

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of wheat)

BOD5................ .......  0.015 0.005
TSS..........................  .0099 . 0033
p H .. . ._____ _____ Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per 1,000 
stdbu of wheat)

BOD5......... ..............  0.90 .0 .3 0
TSS...........................  .60 .20
pH................ . Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 406.44 [Reserved]
§ 406.45 Standards o f performance for 

new sources.
The following standards of perform­

ance establish the quantity or quality 
of pollutants or pollutant properties, 
controlled by this section, which may be 
discharged by a new source subject to 
the provisions of this subpart:

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of wheat)

BOD5____________ 0.015 0.005
TSS______________ .0099 . 0033
p H ______________  Within the range 6.0 to 9.0

English units (pounds per 1,000 
stdbu of'wheat)

BOD5-.....................  0.90 0.30
TSS____ _________ .60 .20
p H ______________  Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 406.46 Pretreatment standards for 
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under sec­
tion 307 (c) of the Act for a source with­
in the bulgur wheat flour milling 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 pol­
lutants 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 of this 
chapter 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 406.45: 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— Normal Rice Milling 
Subcategoiy

§ 4 0 6 .5 0  Applicability; description of 
the normal rice m illing subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap­
plicable to discharges resulting from the 
process in which rice is cleaned and 
milled by dry processes.
§ 406.51 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 Part 401 of 
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.
§ 406.52 Effluent limitations guidelines 

representing the degree o f effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f 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 
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 
guidelines. 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 less 
stringent than the limitations estab­
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 limita­
tions, specify other limitations, or initi­
ate 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.
§ 406.53 Effluent limitations guidelines 

representing the degreé o f effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f  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 pollu­
tants to navigable waters.
§ 406.54 [Reserved]
§ 406.55 Standards- o f 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-
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ject to the provisions of this subpart: 
there shall be no discharge of process 
waste water pollutants to navigable 
waters.
§ 406.56 Pretreatment standards for 

new sources.
The pretreatment standards under sec­

tion 307(c) of the Act for a source within 
the normal rice milling 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 Part 128 of this Chapter, ex­
cept that, for the purpose of this section, 
§ 128.133 of this Chapter 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 406.55: 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 dis­
charge of pollutants, be correspondingly 
reduced in stringency for that pollutant.

Subpart F— Parboiled Rice Processing 
Subcategory

§ 406.60 Applicability; description o f  
the parboiled rice processing sub­
category.

The provisions of this subpart are ap­
plicable to discharges resulting from 
the process in which rice is cleaned, 
cooked and dried before being milled.
§ 406.61 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 Part 401 of 
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.

(b) The term “rice” shall mean rice 
delivered to a plant before processing.

(c) The abbreviation “cwt” shall mean 
hundred weight.
§ 406.62 Effluent limitations guidelines 

representing the degree o f  effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f  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 subcatego­
rization and effluent levels established. It 
is, however, possible that data which 
would affect thèse limitations have not 
been available and, as a result, these limi­

tations 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 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 available infor­
mation, the Regional Administrator (or 
the State) will make a written finding 
that such factors are or are not funda­
mentally different for that facility com­
pared to those specified in the Develop­
ment Document. If such fundamentally 
different factors are found to exist, the 
Regional Administrator (or the State) 
shail establish for the discharged effluent 
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 apr 
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:

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily:
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of rice)

BOD 5___________  0.42 0.14
,TSS---------------- - .24 . .08
p H . . . ........................Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per hundred­
weight of rice)

BOD5........................ 0.042 0.014
TSS............... .......... . .024 . 008
p H ______ ________Within the  range 6.0 to" 9.0.

§ 406.63 Effluent limitations guidelines 
representing the degree o f effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f the best available technology 
economically achievable.

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

Effluent lim itations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 
si exceed—

Metric Units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of rice)

B O D A .__________ a  21 0.07
TSS.......................... .09 .03
p H _________ ____ _ W’ith in  the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per hundred­
weight of rice)

B O D ili.................... 0.021 0.007
TSS........... ............. . 7009 . 003
p H _______________Within the  range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 406.64 [Reserved]
§ 406.65 Standards o f performance for 

new sources.
The following standards of perform­

ance establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con­
trolled by this section, which may be dis­
charged by a new source subject to the 
provisions of this subpart:

Effluent limitations

E ffluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of rice)

BOD5........... ............  0.21 0.07
TSS____ : ____ I . . .  .09 .03
p H ._____________ Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per hundred­
weight of rice)

BODS....... ........... 0.021 0.007
TSS_____________  .009 . 003
p H _________ _____ Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 406.66 Pretreatment standards for 
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under 
section 307(c) of the Act for a source 
within the parboiled rice processing sub­
category, which is a user of a publicly 
owned treatment works (and which 
would be a new source subject to sec­
tion 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 
of this chapter 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 406.65: Provided, That, 
if the publicly owned treatment works which 
receives the pollutants is committed, in its 
NPDES permit, 4»  remove a specified per­
centage 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.
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