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Title 40—Protection of the Environment

CHAPTER |—ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

SUBCHAPTER N—EFFLUENT GUIDELINES AND
STANDARDS

[FRL 334-7]

PART 424—FERROALLOYS MANUFAC-
TURING POINT SOURCE CATEGORY

Interim Regulations

Notice is hereby given that efluent lim-
itations and guidelines for existing
sources set forth in interim final form
below are promulgated by the Environ-
mental Protection Agency (EPA). On
February 22, 1974, EPA promulgated a
regulation adding Part 424 to Chapter 40
of the Code of Federal Regulations (39
FR 6806). That regulation with sub-
sequent amendments established efluent
limitations and guidelines for existing
sources and standards of performance
and pretreatment standards for new
sources for the ferroalloy manufacturing
point source category. The regulation set
forth below will amend 40 CFR Part
424—ferroalloy manufacturing point
source category by adding thereto effiuent
limitations and guidelines for existing
sources for the covered calcium carbide
furnaces with wet air pollution control
devices subcategory (Subpart D), the
other calcium carbide furnaces subcate-
gory (Subpart E), the electrolytic man-
ganese products subcategory (Subpart
F) and the electrolytic chromium sub-
category (Subpart G) pursuant to sec-
tions 301, 304 (b) and (c), of the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act, as amended
(33 U.S.C. 1251, 1311; 1314 (b) and (o),
86 Stat. 816 et seq.; Pub. L. 92-500) (the
Act). Simultaneously, the Agency is pub-
lishing in proposed form standards of
performance for new point sources and
prefreatment standards for existing
sources and for new sources.

Regulations for uncovered (open)
calcium carbide furnaces have been
promulgated under Part 415, inorganic
chemicals manufacturing point source
category (39 FR 9612), and the regula-
tion herein is intended. to be comple-
mentary to that for inorganic chemicals.

(a) Legal Authority. Section 301(b) of
the Act requires the achievement by not
later than July 1, 19717, of efluent limita-
tions for point sources, other than
publicly owned treatment works, which
require the application of the best prac-
ticable control technology currently
available as defined by the Administrator
pursuant to section 304(b) of the Act.
Section 301(b) also requires the achieve-
nient by not later than July 1, 1983, of
effluent limitations for point sources,
other than publicly owned treatment
works, which require the application of
best available technology economically
achievable which will result in reason-
able further progress toward the national
goal of eliminating the discharge of all
pollutants, as determined in accordance
with regulations issued by the Admin-
istrator pursuant to section 304(b) of
the Act.

Section 304(b) of the Act requires the
Administrator to publish regulations
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providing guidelines for effluent limita-
tions setting forth the degree of eﬁluez}t
reduction attainable through the appli-
cation of the best practicable control
technology currently available and the
degree of efiuent reduction attainable
through the application of the best con-
trol measures and practices achievable
including treatment techniques, process
and procedural innovations, operating
methods and other alternatives. The
regulation herein sets forth -effiuent
limitations and guidelines, pursuant to
sections 301 and 304(b) of the Act, for
the covered calcium carbide furnaces
with wet air pollution control devices
subcategory (Subpart D), the other
caleium carbide furnaces subcategory
(Subpart E), the electrolytic manganese
products subcategory (Subpart F) and
the electrolytic chromium subcategory
(Subpart @) of the ferroalloy manufac-
turing point source category.

Section 304(c) of the Act requires the
Administrator to issue to the States and
appropriate water pollution control
agencies information on the processes,
procedures or operating methods which
result-in the elimination or reduction of
the discharge of pollutants to implement
standards of performance under section
306 of the Act. The reports or “Develop-
ment Documents” referred to below pro-
vide, pursuant to section 304(c) of the
Act, information on such processes, pro-
cedures or operating methods.

Section 306 of the Act requires the
achievement by new sources of a Fed-
eral standard of performance providing
for the control of the discharge of pol-
Iutants which reflects the greatest de-
gree of efluent reduction which the Ad-
ministrator determines to be achievable
through application of the best avail-
able demonstrated control technology,
processes, operating methods, or other
alternatives, including, where practi-
cable, a standard permitting no discharge
of pollutants. Section: 307(c) of the Act
requires the Administrator to promul-
gate pretreatment standards for new
sources at the same time that standards
of performance for new sources are
promulgated pursuant to section 306.
Section 307(b) of the Act requires the
establishmen of pretreatment standr-
ards for pollutants introduced into
publicly owned treatment works and 40
CFR 128 establishes that the Agency
will propose specific pretreatment
standards at the time effluent limita-
tions are established for point source
discharges. In another section of the
Feperal. REGISTER regulations are pro-
posed in fulfillment of these -require-
ments.

(b) Summary and Basis of Proposed
Effluent Limitations and Guidelines for
Ezxisting Sources and Standards of Per-
formance and Pretreatment Standards
for New Sources—(1) General method-
ology. The effluent limitations and guide-
lines set forth herein were developed in
the following manner. The point source
category was first studied for the pur-
pose of determining whether separate
limitations are appropriate for different
segments within the category. This

analysis included a determination of
whether differences in raw materisl
used, product produced, manufacturing
process employed, age, size, waste water
constituents and other factors require
development of separate limftations for
different segments of the point source
category. The raw waste characteristics
for each such segment were then identi-
fied. This included an analysis of the
source, flow and volume of water used
in the process employed, the sources of
waste and waste waters in the operation
.and the constituents of all waste water.
The constituents of the waste waters
which should be subject to efiluent mi~
tations were identified.

The control and treatment technol-
ogies existing within each segment were
identified. This included an identification
of each distinct control and treatment
technology, including both in-plant and
end-of-process technologies, which {3
existent or capable of being deslgned for
each segment. It also included an iden-
tifidation of, in terms of the smount of
constituents and the chemical, physical,
and biological characteristics of pollut-
ants, the effluent level resulting from the
application of each of the technologies.
The problems, limitations and rellabillty
of each ‘ftreatment and control technol-
ogy were also identified. In addition, the
nonwater quality environmental impact,
such as the effects of the application of
such technologies upon other pollution
problems, including air and solld waste
were identified. The energy requirements
of each control and treatment technology
were determined as well as the cost of
the application of such technologies.

The information, as outlined above,
was then evaluated in order to determine
what levels of technology constitute the
“best practicable control technology cur-
rently available.” In identifying such
technologies, various factors were con-
sidered. These included the total cost of
application of technology in relation to
the efluent reduction benefits to be
achieved from such application, the age
of equipment and facilitles Involved,
the process employed, the engineering
aspects of the application of various
types of control techniques, process
changes, nonwater quality enyironmen-
tal impact (including energy require-
ments) and other factors.

The data upon which the above anal-
ysis was performed included EPA peor-
mit applications, EPA sampling and
inspections, consultant reports, and in-
dustry submissions.

(2) Summary of conclusions with re-
spect to the covered calcium carbide fur-
naces with wet air pollution control de-
vices subcategory (Subpart D), the other
calcium carbide furnaces subcategory
(Subpart E) , the electrolytic managanese
products subcategory (Subpart F), and
the electrolytic chromium subcategory
(Subpart @), of the ferroalloy nianufac
turing point source category—{) Cate-
gorization. For purposes of establishing
efluent limitations and standards of per~
formance, the calcium carbide and elec-
trolytic ferroalloys segments of the fer-
roalloys industry were divided into sub-

-
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categories on the basis of water uses,
waste control technologies, and waste-
water constituents. The subcategories
are: covered.calcium carbide furnaces
with wet air pollution control devices
(Subpart D) ; other calcium carbide fur-
naces (Subpart E); electrolytic manga-
nese products (Subpart F); and elec-

trolytic chromium (Subpart G).

This method of subcategorization per-
mits a discharge for those covered cal-
cium carbide furnaces controlled for air

- pollution with wet systems and is not ex-
cessively permissive to those furnaces
which are controlled with dry systems
or which have no dlscharge of process
waste water.

Subcategorization of the electrolytic
ferroalloys segment is based largely upon
the wastewater constituents present and
the treatmentnecessary for the removal
of those constituents.

(ii) Waste characteristics. The known
significant pollutants contained in waste
- water from calcium carbide manufacture

are suspended solids, with cyanide also
present in the waste waters from covered
furnaces. The polliitants present in waste
waters resulting from the manufacture
of electrolytic ferroalloys are suspended
solids and ammonia. Manganese is found
to some extent in the wastes from all
electrolytic products, while chromium is
found only in the wastes resulting from
chromium- production. Additionally, the
wastewaters from calcium carbide or
electrolytic ferroalloys production may be
highly acidic or alkaline. -

‘While other pollutants, such as dis—
solved solids, iron, aluminum, zine, chlo-
Tide, copper, etc, sometimes may be
present in the process waste waters,
efluent limitations were not developed
for these constituents because ) they
are discharged intermittently and in
small quantities, (ii) they are effectively
removed from the efluent by the applica-
tion of waste' water control and treat-
ment technology required for the removal
of process waste water constituents which
are the -subject of efluent limitations,
(iii) there is insufficient data available
upon which to base efiient limitations, or
(iv) the known methods for their removal
from waste water are prohibitively ex-

- pensive at this time. ™

(iii) Origin of waste -water pollut-
anis—(1) Covered calcium carbide fur-
naces with wet air pollution control
devices subcategory: Wet air cleaning de-
vices collect particulates from furnace
gases by gas scrubbing. In-the covered
type of furnace, the off-gases contain
about 70% carbon monoxide and smaller
quantities of cyanide. Waste water from
these sources, therefore, contains large
quantities of suspended solids and
smaller quantities of cyanide. Since some
of the particulate matter trapped in the
gas is lime from the smelting process, the

«waste water is at a high pH.

(2) Other calcium carbide jurnaces
subcategory. Air pollution control in this
category may be by baghouses in con-
junction with evaporative cooling, or
nonexistent, and little water pollution
potential exists, except as runoff or leach-
ate from the landfilled particulate if the
furnace gases are cleaned.
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(3) Electrolytic manganese products
subcalegory. All three electrolytic ferro-
alloys are produced by very similar proc-
esses. The process generally involves
leaching the metal from ores, ferrcalloys
or slag from ferroalloy production, puri-
fication of the leach solution, platting of
the product and final product prepara-
tion. Ammonia is used in the production
of electrolytic manganese and chromium,
but not for that of manganese dioxide.
Although there are other differences be-
tween the processes, they are of limited
importance insofar as the raw waste is
concerned and the similarities are more
striking than the differences.

Water is used extensively, both for
preparation of the electrolyte and for
washing the finished metal. Some small
quantity of electrolyte may be pres-
ent in the wastewaters, and some plants
hydraulically transport leach and other
filter residues to tailings ponds. Electro-
lytic manganese plants appear to have
two waste streams-—one is a highly con-
centrated stream and the other is (rela-
tively) dilute. The first stream, herelnaf-
ter referred to as strong electrolytic man-
ganese wastes, derives from the hydraulic
transport of filter residues to tailings
ponds and: also contains the small quan-
tity of electrolyte solution which is spilled
or dumped. As & result, wastewaters may
contain several thousand mg/ of sus-
pended solids, manganese and ammoniza,
and may also be at a low pH. The second
waste stream is fairly dilute and will be
hereafter called the weak electrolytic
manganese wastes, This derives from
product washing and other miscellaneous
water uses. This waste stream, although
the flow may be considerable; only con-
tains a few hundred mg/l of suspended
solids, manganese and ammonig.

The manganese dioxide plant surveyed
had one waste stream, which was gener-
ally comparable to the weak electrolytic
manganese wastes, except that the sus-
pended solids concentration.s were higher
and the ammonia concentration lower.

(4) Electrolytic chromium subcategory.
As in the electrolytic manganese prod-
ucts subcategory, water Is used exten-
sively and the resulting wastewaters con-
tain several thousand mg/1 of chromium,
suspended solids and ammonia and are at
& low pH. Because of process economics,
hexavalent chromium is reduced to triva-
lent chromium as an integral. part of the
process and only very small quantities
appear in the wastewater. Manganese
also appears in appreciable quantities.

(iv) T'reatment and control technology.
Waste water treatment and control tech-
nologies have heen studied for each sub-
category of the industry to determine
what is the best practicable control tech-
nology currently available.

(1) Treatment in the covered calcium
carbide furnaces with wet air pollution
control devices subcategory. Control and
treatment techniques conslst of physlical/
chemical treatment to remove suspended
solids, destroy cvanide and loyer the pH.
Cyanide destruction can be accomplished
by alkaline chlorination, followed by
neutralization and clarification in set-
tling ponds (or lagoons), in clariflers or
in sand or multi-media filters. Settling
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ponds and clarifiers, when well designed
and operated, are capable of producing
effluent levels of 25 mg/l suspended
solids, independent of influent concen-
trations. Sand filters (when well de~
signed and operated) are capable of re-
ducing the suspended solids effluent con~
céntrations to 10 mg/l. In all types of
clarification equipment, proper opera-~
tion is important, since (for example)
excessive solids buildup in a lagoon can
reduce the detention time and thereby
reduce the quantity of solids which are
removed.

Cyanide destruction can be accom-
plished by alkaline chlorination, al-
though other methods such as oxidation
or ozonation may be used depending on
the design of the water treatment sys-
tem. Alkaline chlorination can reduce the
efffuent cyanide concentration to about
0.2mg/1.

The best practicable control technology
currently available has been defermined
to be use of a clarifier flocculator and
chemical treatment, the latter by alka-
line chlorination and neutralization. The

. best available control- technology eco-

nomically achievable consists of the use
of best practicable control technology
currently available, plus use of sand or
multi-media filters. The best available
demonstrated control technology, proc-
esses, operating methods, or other al-
ternatives for new sources consists of re-
circulation of scrubber waste water, and
treatment of blowdown by best available
cg{itrol technology economically achiev-
able.

(2) Treatment in the other calcium
carbide jurnaces subcategory. Use of a
Iabric filter or baghouse for air cleaning -
reduces waste water discharge to zero.
This subcategory is presently achiev-
ing no discharge of process waste water.
The best practicable control technology
currently available, the best available
control technology economically achiev-
able and the best available demonstrated
control technology, processes, operating
methods, or other alternatives for new
sources consists of the use of dry dust -
collection devices. .

(3) Treatment in the electrolytic man-
ganese products subcategory. Treatment
at the present time is largely by settling
lagoons, although oxidation or evapora-
tion ponds are also used. Control and
treatment techniques available consist of
physical/chemical treatment to remove
suspended solids, manganese and am-
monia, and neutralize the acidity. Man-
ganese removal is facilitated by raising
the pH of the wastewater to 9.5 or higher;
at which point the manganese is precip-
itated. Clarification-flocculation will then
remove both suspended solids and man-
ganese. Ammonia removal may be ac-
complished by either stripping or break-
point chlorination. Choice of the partic-
ular method depends largely upon con-
centrations and volume to be treated.
Relatively dilute wastewaters may be
more economically treated by chlorinat-
ing, while with small quantities of
stronger wastes steam stripping (and the
recovery of ammonia which may be used
in the process) may be preferable. Al-
though ammonia can be destroyed by bi-
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ological treatment, the cost of this
method (and also for steam stripping
of the weak wastes) appears to make it
unfeasible economically for this subcat-
egory at this time. After treatment for
manganese or ammonia, the wastewater
should be neutralized to render it suit-
able for discharge.

The best practicable control technology
currently available for the weak electro-
lytic manganese wastewater stream has
been determined to be use of alkaline pre-
cipitation of manganese, clarification-
flocculation and neutralization for dis-
charge: and for .the strong electrolytic
manganese wastewater stream, complete
recirculation after clarification. Best
practicable control technology -currently
available for electrolytic manganese di-
oxide has been determined to be the
same treatment as for the weak electro-
lytic manganese wastes. The best avail-
able control technology economically
achievable for -electrolytic manganese
wastes consists of the use of best prac-
ticable control technology currently
available, plus partial recirculation of
treated wastewater, plus breakpoint
chlorination of the portion to be dis-
charged. Best available control technol-
ogy economically achievable for electro-
lytic manganese dioxide wastes has been
determined to be the same as for the
weak electrolytic manganese wastes. Best
available demonstrated control technol-
ogy, processes, operating methods, or
other alternatives for new sources pro-
ducing electrolytic manganese consists of
the limitation, through design, of the
quantity of wastewater discharged, me-
chanical transport of filter residues and
the use of best practicable control tech-
nology currently available and' break-
point chlorination. The best available
demonstrated control technology, proc-
esses, operating methods, or other alter-
natives for new sources for electrolytic
manganese dioxide wastes has been de-
termined to be 'the same as for best
available control technology economical-
ly achievable.

(4) Treatment in the electrolytic
chromium subcategory. Techniques are
identical to those for electrolytic manga-
nese products, with the exception that
chromium, in addition to manganese,
must be removed. Removal of chromium
is facilitated at about pH 8.0.

The best practicable control technology
currently available has been determined
to be alkaline precipitation of chromium
and manganese, clarification-floccula-
tion, breakpoint chlorination and neu-
tralization. The best available control
technology economically achievable con-
sists of the use of best practicable confrol
technology currently available, plus par-
tial recirculation of treated wastewater.
The best available demonstrated control
technology, processes, operating meth-
ods, or other alternatives for new sources
consists of the limitation, through design,
of the quantity of wastewater discharged,
mechanical transport of filter residues
and the use of best practicable control
technology currently available.

The proper management of solid wastes
resulting from pollution control systems

RULES AND REGULATIONS

must be practiced. Pollution control
technologies generate many different
amounts and types of solid wastes and
liquid concentrates through the removal
of pollutants. These substances vary
greatly in their chemical and physical
composition and may be either hazardous

or non-hazardous. A variety of tech-.

niques may be employed to dispose of
these substances depending on the
degree of hazard.

If thermal processing (incineration) is
the choice for disposal, provisions must
be made to ensure against entry of
hazardous pollutants into the atmos-
phere. Consideration should also be given
to recovery of materials of value in the
wastes. - A

For those waste materials considered to
be nonhazardous where land disposal is
the choice for disposal, practices similar
to proper sanitary landfill technology
may be followed. The principles set forth
in the EPA’s Land Disposal of Solid
Wastes Guidelines 40 CFR Part 241 may
be used as guidance for acceptable land
disposal techniques.

For those waste materials considered

. to be hazardous, disposal will require spe-

cial precautions. In order to ensure long-
term protection of public health and the
environment, special preparation and
vretreatment may be required prior to
disposal. If land disposal is to be prac-
ticed, these sites must not allow move-
ment of pollutants to either ground or
surface waters. Sites should be selected
that have natural soil and geological
conditions to prevent such contamination
or, if such conditions do not exist, artifi-
cial means (e.g. liners) must be provided
to ensure long-term protection of the
environment from hazardous materials.
‘Where appropriate, the location of solid
hazardous materials disposal sités should
be premanently recorded in the appro-
priate office of the legal jurisdiction in
which the site is located.

(v) Cost estimates for control of waste
water pollutants. In the calcium carbide
segment, only the plants within Subpart
D will incur any cogts in meeting the
proposed limitations. All plants within
Subpart E are presently achieving zero
discharge and therefore will not be im-
pacted by that limitation. .

It is estimated that the cost of meeting
the best practicable control technology
currently available limitations will cost
less than $10,000 for the covered calcium
carbide subcategory. The unit price of
pollution control is estimated at a maxi-
mum of $0.19 per metric ton. Additional
annual costs are estimated to be $0.02
per metric ton for Subpart D. For 1983,
it is estimated that additional pollution
control costs will total about $168,000 in
investment for Subpart D, or 2 maximum
of $0.88 per metric ton. Additional an-
nual costs will amount to a maximum
of $0.26 per metric ton. -

The use of best practicable control
technology for the elecirolytic manga~
nese products subcategory will cost the
industry about 1.8 percent of the sales
price of this commodity. Investment costs
per ton are estimated at $29.79 for elec-
trolytic manganese and $23.40 for elec-

trolytic manganese dioxide. Annual costs
are estimated at $12.42 per ton for elec«
trolytic manganese and $9.75 per ton
for manganese dioxide. The Investment
cost for the electrolytic chromium sub-
category is estimated to be $90.71 per
ton and the total annual cost $37.81 per
ton. Although the annual cost per ton
for chromium is high, it represents less
than 1 percent of the sales price of this
metal.

The cost of the application of the
Best available technology economically
achievable is estimated to be an addi~
tional $8.51 per ton for electrolytic man-
ganese and $7.11 per ton for mangenese
dioxide for investment costs. The addi-
tional annual costs are estimated at
$3.55 per ton for electrolytic manganese
and $2.97 for manganese dioxide. The
additional investment and annual costs
per ton for electrolytic chromium are
estimated to he $8.96 and $3.74 respec-
tively. These costs will be borne to the
greatest degree by older, isolated plants,
i.e,, those plants which do not have an«
other electrolytic or similar process with
which the wastes could be combined to
achieve overall cost reductions.

(vi) Energy requirements and none
water quality environmental impacts.
Energy requirements for operation of
water pollution control systems are esti-
mated to be less than 0.1 percent of the
power required for the production of
calcjum carbide.

For the electrolytic ferroalloys seg-
ment, the energy requirements are esti«
mated to be less than 1 percent of the
production power requirements for the
electrolytic manganese products sub-
category and less than 2 percent for the
electrolytic chromium. subcategory.

(vil) Economic impact analysis. The
general conclusion of the economic im-
pact analysis is that the guidelines will
have little economic impact on the
industries in question. Estimated incre-
mental capital costs for both BPCTCA
and BATEA compliance amount to less
than 1 percent of 1973 net earnings for
each of these industries in question
while combined incremental operating
costs per ton of product will be less than
three percent of current selling prices in
each case. All of the firms operating in
these industries are large, financially
strong enterprises well able to respond
to the guidelines without danger to their
basic stability and growth. It should be

-noted in this connection that the demand

for ferroalloys is derived from the de-
mand for other products in which they
constitute relatively minor inputs. Fur-
thermore, there are no close substitutes
in most cases, except for calcium carbide.
Consequently, the elasticity of demand
for these products is relatively low, In-
dicating that the modest cost increases
generated by compliance with the gulde-
lines can be passed on without slgnificant.
consequences in terms of reduced de-
mand and employment. Since the
ferroalloys In question are relatively
minor inputs to their consumer indus~
tries, it also follows that insignificant
internal and external impacts are to be
anticipated for the conswmer industries.

B
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No plant closures or reductions in pro-
duction and employment are anticipated.

The reports entitled “Developmen$
Document for Interim Final Effuent
Iimitations Guidelines and Proposed
New Source Performance Standards for
the Calcium Carbide Segment of the
“Ferroalloy Manufacturing Point Source
Category” and “Development Document
for Inferim Final Effluent Limitations
Guidelines and Proposed New Source
Performance Standards for the Electro-
Iytic Ferroalloys Segment of the Ferro-
alloy Manufacturing Point Source Cate-
gory” detail the analysis undertaken in
supporf of the interim final regulation
set forth herein and are available for
inspection in the EPA Freedom of Infor-
mation Center, Room 204, West Tower,
‘Waterside Mall, Washington, D.C,, at all
EPA regional offices, and at. State water
pollution control offices. A supplementary
analysis prepared for EPA of the possi-
ble economic effects of the regulation is
also available for inspection at these
locations. Copies of these decuments are
being sent fo persons or institutions
affected by the proposed regulation or
who have placed themselves on a mailing
list for this purpose (see EPA’s Advance
Notice of Public Review Procedures, 38
FR 21202, August 6, 1973) . An additional
limited number of copies of these reports
are ava.lla.’ble Persons wishing to obtain
a copy may write the EPA Office of
Public Affairs, Environmental Protection
Agency, Washington, D.C. 20460, Atten-
tion: Ms. Ruth Brown, A-107.

When this regulation is promulgated
in final rather thaninterim form, revised
copies of the Development Documents
will be available from the Superintend-
ent of Documents, Government Print-
ing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. Cop-
ies of the economic analysis document
will be available through the National
“Technical Information Service, Spring-

. field, VA 22151.

(¢} Summary of public participation.
Prior to this publication, the agencies
and groups listed below were consulted
and given an opportunity to participate
in the development of efluent limitations,
guidelines and standards proposed for
the ferroalloys manufacturing category.

- All participating agencies have been in-
formed of project developments. Initial
drafts of the Development Documents
was sent to all participants and com-
ments were solicited on that report, The
following are-the principal agencies and
groups consulted: (1) Effluent Standards
and Water Quality Information Ad-
visory Committee (established under
section 515 of the Act); (2) all State
and U.S. Territory Pollution Control
Agencies; (3) Ohio River Valley Water
Sanitation Commission; (4) New Eng-
land Interstate Water Pollution Control
Commission; (5) Delaware River Basin
Commission; (6) Conservation Founda-
‘tion; (1) Businessmen for the Public In-
terest; (8) Environmental Defense Fund,
Ine.; (9) Natural Resources' Defense
Council; (10) The Americafh Society of
Civil Engineers; (11) Water Pollution
Control Federation; (12) National Wild-
life Federation; (13) The American So-
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ciety of Mechanical Engineers; (14) the
Manufacturing Chemists Association;
and (15) The Ferroalloys Assoclation.

The following responded with com-
ments: -the Delaware River Basin Com-
mission, the Manufacturing Chemists
Association, the New York State Depart~
ment of Environmental Conservation, the
Tlineis Environmental Protection Agen-
¢y, the Michigan Department of Envi-
ronmental Resources, Foote Mineral
Company, Xerr-McGee Corporation,
Union Carbide Corporation and the Fer-
roalloys Association.

The primary issues raised in the
develonment of the proposed, eflluent
limitations guidelines and standards of
performance and the treatment of these
issues herein are as follows:

1. The industry requested that cal-
cium carbide be placed within the ferro-
alloy industry (rather than the inorganic
chemicals industry) for regulation, It
was also requested that the standards
be written on the basls of pollutant per
megawatt hour of furnace power con-
sumption, rather than pollutant per ton
of product.

Since thé manufacturing process char-
acteristics are similar for ferroalloys and
calcium carbide production, those cal-
cium carbide furnaces not included in
the inorganic chemicals efiluent guide-
lines have heen included in the ferro-
alloys manufacturing category for the
issuance of efiiuent limitations. Open
(uncovered) furnaces are regulated in
the inorganic chemicals guldelines and
duplication would be pointless. There is
8 limited justification for expressing the
limitations on the basis of furnace power
(i.e., megawatt-hours) rather than on
production tonnage. Furnace power was
used as the basis for the first group of
ferroalloy regulations because this was
simpler and more consistent within the
categories than was tonnage. Power con-
sumption can also be related to produc-
tion of a specific alloy, so that by know-
ing power usage, tonnages of the varlous
alloys can be calculated. Within the cal-
cium carbide sector, however, power us-
age Is a relatively uniform 2.9 mwhr/
kkg (2.6 mwhr/ton), whereas in the alloy
segment power usage may range f{rom
2.6 mwhr/kke (2.4 mwhr/ton) for ferro-
manganese to 154 mwhr/kkg (14.0
mwhr/ton) for silicon metal. Because of
this relatively constant power usage and
the lack of other than very generalized
data regarding power usage for calcium
carbide production, while specific data is
available regarding tonnage, production
tonnage is presently the better basis for
the limitations.

2. It was remarked that the efiluent
limitations as presented in the contrac-
tor’s report for covered carbide furnaces
are more stringent than the efluent lim-
itations promulgated for covered ferro-
alloy furnaces contained in Subpart B of
this regulation. It was also noted that
the covered carbide subcategory would
require no discharge for new sources
whereas Subpart B does permit some
diccharge.

That the limitations are more strin-
gent for \coverEd carbide furnaces than

* S
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for covered ferroalloy furnaces is based
upon the respective water uses for the
two types. Water use per megawatt-hour
for the only calcium carbide plant pres-
ently diccharging was found to be ap-
proximately one-third that of ferroalloy
furnaces with similar scrubbers. Al-
though rome consideration was given
to including covered carbide furnaces
within the scope of Subpart B, this would
allow higher levels of pollutant discharge
than would a separate standard. The
proposed new source standard for cov~
ered carbide furnaces has heen revised
to allow for discharge of treated blow-
down from scrubber recirculation sys-
tems, since some plants may not be able
to utilize the carbon monoxide content
of the furnace off-gas for the fuel value
without using wet gas cleaning methods
and may be unable to evaporafe the
wastewater.

3. It was noted that although am-
monia and sulfate were included in a lst
of pollutant parameters for electrolytic
ferroalloys, no lmits had been set for
these in the contractor’s draft report.
One person suggested that aluminum be
deleted as a parameter.

Although ammonia was not limited in
the contractor’s suggested guidelines, the
standards do limit this parameter. Waste
data and information relating to treat-
ment are included in the Development
Document. No limitation will be placed
on sulfate, since the cost of removal
would be prohibitive for this industry at
this time. Additionally, no limits are pro-
posed for either aluminum or iron.
Aluminum is present in large quantities
only from electrolytic manganese dioxide
nroduction and survey dafa indicates
that it-precipitates with the suspended
solids and reaches an acceptable level in
the discharge. Iron Is present in dis-
charges from all three products. How-
ever, iron precipitates most readily at or
above pH 8.0, indicating that treatment
for manganese and/or chromium re-
moval will also control iron.

4, Some commenters criticized the
confractor’s attempt to apply the efinent
concentrations attainable for metals in
steel mill pickling rinse waters as a basis
for the guidelines for electrolytic wastes.
It was nointed out that the two wasies
are not comparable, since pickling rinse
water is relatively dilute and electrolytic
wastes are fairly concenfrated.

It Is agreed that the two wasfes are
not totally comparable, and the report
and guldelines have been rewritten to
reflect this.

5. Concern was expressed about the
small difference between the contractor’s
suggested 1977 and 1983 electrolytic fer-
roalloy limitations when compared to the
very large difference in costs. One person
noted that his plant would be spending
$6/1b of manganese removed for 1977,
but fifty times that ($318/lb Mn re-
moaved) for 1983.

The costs presented in the contractor’s
report were based upon actual plant data
and may have been either insufficiently
or overly Inclusive of items relevant to
water pollution control and treatment.
Costs for the treatment models have
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been estimated and it is thought that the
cost data, as presented in the revised
renort, is more reflective of actusl costs
which would be incurred for treatment
at isolated plants. Based on the revised
cost data and guidelines, treatment for
the 1983 standards will remove an-
proximately half the dischargeable 1977
load at a total cost one-third higher
than for the 1977 standards. The 1983
removal cost would be about” 6¢ per
pound of manganese removed.

6. It was thought that the discharge
levels suggested in the contractor’s re-
port for electrolvtic plants for dissolved
chromium and dissolved manganese (3.0
and 1.5 mg/l, resvectivelv) were too high
to meet water quality standards.

Water quality standards are not a basis
for effluent guidelines, which are based
on economic and technological achieva-
bility. The Act contemplates that addi-
tional treatment may be necessdry to
meet water quality standards on some
particular stream segments. For purposes
of establishing a national standard, EPA

has confined itself to essentially conven- -

tional treatment$, which for chromium
can reduce concentrations to below 0.5
mg/1 as total chromium. Manganese can
be removed to low levels by various meth-
ods, most of which are primarily applica~
ble to the low inlet concentrations found
-at water treatment plants. Precipitation
by lime addition and pH adjustment can
reduce effluents to less than 5.0 mg/l as
total manganese.

7. It was requested that the 1977 stand-
ards for electrolytic manganese be based
upon the best plant.

The 1977 standards are to be based on
the average of the best plants, also tak-
ing into account economic and other
factors that impact on actual achiev-
ability. The standards for 1983 are to he
based on the best available technology
economically achievable, Although the
best plant in each subcategory was dis-
charging at lower rates than the flow on
which the standards for 1983 were for-
mulated, it is the opinion of the Agency
that these low levels could not be
achieved across-the-board by this in-
dustry without economic dislocations
and therefore, are not economically
achievable,

Moreover, Plant B, which had the low-
est discharge from electrolytic manga-
ntse production, is only 6 years old. This
plant was designed to minimize waste
discharge. During a visit by EPA, plant
personnel noted that they could probably
not meet or even come close to their
present conditions if their plant-were
some years older (as are Plants A and C).
Plant D, a new plant, is presently dis-
charging from their chromium operation
at about 2 percent of the rate of Plant A,
again reflecting differences due to age
(and to some extent, geographical loca~
tion).

. 8. Electrolytic industry commenters
stated that the data is inadequate, in-
complete and does not support the stand-
ards recommended by the contractor.
Internal review revealed some deficien~
cies within the document and further

testing was performed and additional
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data collected. It is now believed that the
data base is as adequate and complete as
possible and is-supportive of the sug-
gested standards.

9. One commenter mentioned that in
his experience, lime neutrglization does
not precipitate manganese readily or in
significant quantities from dilute solu-
tions.

Although simple neutralization, i.e., to
a pH around 7.0, does not appreciably
remove manganese, a pH of 9.5 or greater
will cause the dissolved manganese to
form as manganese hydroxide and pre-
cipitate. Additionally the manganese
level suggested is more easily attainable
if the wastes are not diluted prior to
treatment with wastes from other opera-
tions.

The Agency is subject to an order of
the United States District Court for the
District of Columbis entered in Natural
Resources Defense Council v Train et. al.
(Cv. No. 1609-73) which requires the pro-
mulgation of regulations for this industry
category mno later than Iecember 30,
1974. This order also requirés that such
regulations become effective immedi-
ately upon publication. In addition, it is
necesearv to nromulgate regulations
establishing limitations on the discharge
of pollutants from point sources in this

category so that the process of issuing

permits to individual dischargers under
section 402 of the Act is not delayed.

It has not been practicable to develop
and publish regulations for this category
in proposed form, to provide a 30 day
comment period, and to make any neces-
\sary revisions in light of the comments
received within the time constraints im-
posed by the court order referred to
above. Accordingly, the Agency has
determined pursuant to 5 USC 553(b)
that notice and comment on the interim
final regulations would be impracticable
and contrary to the public interest. Good
cause is also found for these regulations
to become eﬁ‘ectlve immediately upon
publication. JE

Interested persons are encouraged to
submit written comments. Comments
should be submitted in triplicate to the
EPA Office of Public Affairs, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, Washington,
D.C. 20460, Attention: Ms. Ruth Brown,
A-107. Comments on all aspects of the
regulation are solicited. In the event
comments are in the nature of criticisms
as to the adequacy of date which are
available, or which may be relied upon by
the Agency, comments should identify
and, if possible, provide any additional
data which may be available and should
indicate why such data are essential to
the amendment or modification of the
regulation. Iri the event comments ad-
dress the approach taken by the Agency
in establishing an effluent limitation or
guideline EPA solicits suggestions as to
what alternative approach should be
taken and why and how this alternative
better satisfies the detailed require-
me%nts of sections 301 and 304(b) of the
Ac

A copy of all pubhc comments will be
available for inspection and copying at

the EPA Freedom of Information Center,

Room 204, West Tower Waterside Mall,
401 M Street, S.W., Washington D.C. A
copy of preliminary draft contractor re-
ports, the Development Documents and
economic study referred to above, and
certain supplementary materials sup-
porting the study of the industry con-
cerned will also be maintained at this
Iocation for public review and copying.
The EPA information regulation, 40 CFR
Part 2, provides that a reasonable fce
may be charged for copying.

All comments recelved on or before
March 26, 1975 will be considered. Steps
previously faken by the Environmentsl
Protection Agency to facilitate public
response within this time perlod are out-
lined in the advance notice concerning
public review procedures published on
August 6, 1973 (38 FR 21202). In the
event that the final regulation differs
substantially from the interim final reg-
ulation set forth herein the Agency will
consider petitions for reconsideration of
any permits issued in accordance with
this interim final regulation.

In consideration of the foregoing, 40
CFR Part; 424 is hereby amended by add-
%n% Subpsarts D, B, F and G as set forth

elow.

Dated: February 10, 1975.

RusseLL E. TrRAIN,
Administrator,
Subpart D—Covered Calclum Carblde Furnaces
With Wet Air Pollution Control Devices Sube
category

Sec.

42440 Appllcabllity. description of the cov«
ered calcium c¢arbide furnaces with
wet alr pollution control dovices
subcategory.

42441 Speclalized definitions.

42442 Effluént limitations guidelines reép«
resenting the degreo of offittont ro-
duction attatnable by tho applicit«
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently availablo.

42443 Effluent Himitations guidelines repro«

senting the degree of effiuent ro-

duction attatnable by the applica«
tlon of the best avallable toche
nology economically achievable.

Subpart E—Other gulclum Carblide Furnaces

s Subcategory

eC.

424.50 Applicability; déscription of the othor
calcium carbide furnaces subcatos
gory.

42451 Speclalized definitions.

424.52 Effluent Hmitations guidellnes rop-
resenting the degreo of effluont Yo«
duction attainable by the applicne«
tlon of the best practicable con=
trol technology currently savail-
able.

424.53 Effluent limitations guldelines rep-

resenting the degree of offluent ro«
duction attalnable by tho applica«
tlon of the best available tech~
nology econormically achievable.

Subpart F—Electrolytic Manganose Products

Sec Subcategory

424.60 Applicabllity; description of tho eloc«
trolytic manganese products sube
category.

42461 Specialized definitions.

424,62 Effluent limitations guldelines rep-
resenting the degree of effluont re-
duction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best practicablo

. control technology currontly avails
able.
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424,63 Efiuent limitations guidelines repre-
senting the degree of effluent re-
duction attainable by the applica~
tion of the.best avallable technol-
.ogy economically achievable. ’

Subpart G—Electrolytic Chromium Subcategory

Sec. .

42470 . Applicability; description of the
electrolytic chromium subcategory.

« 42471 Specialized definitions.
42472 Effluent limitations guidelines repre-
senting the degree of effiuent re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently avallable,
42473 Efiuent limitations guidelines repre~
senting the degree of effiuent re-
duction attainable by the applica~
tion of the best avallable tech-
nology economically achievable.

AvurHORITY: Secs. 301, 304(b) and (c),
Federal Water Pollution Control Act, as
amended (33 U.S.C. 1251, 1311, 1314(b) and
(c), 86 Stat. 816 et seq.; Pub. L. 92-500,

Subpart D—Covered Calcium Carbide Fur-
naces With Wet Air Pollution Control
Devices Subcategory

§424.40 Applicability; description of
the covered calcium.carbide furnaces
with wet air pollution control devices

. subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
production of calcium carbide in covered
electric furnaces which use wet air pollu-
tion conirol devices. This subcategory in-
cludes those electric furnaces of such
construction or configuration (known as
covered, closed, sealed, semi-covered or
semi-closed furnaces) that the furnace
off-gases are not burned prior to collec-
tion and cleaning, and which off-gases
are cleaned after collection in a wet air
pollution control device such as a
scrubber, ‘wet’ baghouse, etc. This sub-
category does not include noncontact
cooling water or those furnaces which
utilize dry dust collection techniques,
such as dry baghouses.

§424.41 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

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

§424.42 Effluent limitations guidelines

representing the degree of effluent

“ reduction -attainable by the applica-

tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

In establishing the limitations set
forth in this section, EPA took into ac-
count all information it was able to col-
lect, develop ahd solicit with respect to
factors (such as age and sizé of plant,
raw materials, manufacturing processes,
products produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and
costs) which can affect the industry sub-
categorization and efiuent 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
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certain plants in this industry. An in-
dividual discharger or other interested
verson 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 process applied, or other such-fac-
tors related to such discharger are funda-
mentallv different from the factors con-
<idered in the establishment of the guide-
lines. On the basls of such evidence or
other avallable information, the Re-
gional Administrator (or the State) will
make a written finding that such fac-
tors are or are not fundamentally dif-
ferent for that facility compared to those
specified in the Development Document.
If such fundamentally different factors
are found to exist, the Regional Admin-
istrator 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
Tfundamentally different factors. Such
limitations must be approved by the
Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency. The Administrator
may approve or disepprove such limita-
tions, specify other limitations, or ini-
tiate proceedings to revise these regula-
tions. 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 curren
available: & nd

. Effluent mitations
Effluent Averago of dail
characteristic hnn!nximy o un&nrar valoes !‘alr m& §3
neday eonsecutive
shall not mmﬁ-
Qfetric units) kgkkg of product
T88 0.350 0.190
Total Cyanide...._ 0.0036_ ... ...~ 00z3
B ) : SN Withinthe  __.......... ’.l. ——ve
m(x’x;;o 6.0to .
(English units) 1b/1000 Ib of product
TSS 0.350 0130
Total Cyanide 0.0054 0.0623
PH..eeeeeaee Withinthe cceeeeerennncans
. ranga 6.0 to

§ 424.43. Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of cffluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best .available technology
cconomically achievable.

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
available technology economically
achievable: :

7
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Effluent Umitations
Effluent Average of dail,
oeteristle Maxtmum for valszrnig for thirg'
any onaday  concecutiva da;
shall not exceed—
Qfetric units) kg/kkg of product
Y ey T o Glbs
(] —— X T, 0.0023
PH.eeicraacaaean Withinthe JORRN
range6.0t0
9.0.
(English units) 1b/1000 1b of product -
TSS. 0.22 0.11
Total Cyanlde,e.ces 0000 cennennee 0.0023
)+ 3 SN Within tgg o T
1angal.
9.0.

Subpart E—Other Calcium.Carbide
Furnaces Subcategory
§ 424.50 Applicability; description of
the other calcium carbide furnaces
subcategory.

‘The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
production of calcium carbide in those
covered furnaces which do nof ufilize
wet air pollution control metheds. Cov-
ered calefum carbide furnaces using wet
air pollution control devices are reg-
ulated in Subpart D. Open (uncovered
calcium carbide furnaces are regulated
in Part 415, inorganic chemicals manu-
facturing point source category (39 FR
9612).

§ 424.51 Specinlized 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
Part 401 shall apply to this subpart.

§ 424.52 Efflucnt limitations gunidelines
representing the degree of effiuent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

In establishing the lmitations set
forth in this section, EPA fook into ac-~
count all information it was able to col-
lect, develop and solicit with respect to
factors (such as age and size of planf,
raw materials, manufacturing processes,
products produced, treatment technology
available, energy requiremenfs and
costs) which can affect the indusiry sub-~
categorization and effiuent levels estab-~
lshed. It Is, however, possible that daia
which would affect these limitations have
not been avallable and, as a resulf, these
limitations should be adjusted for cer-
tain plants in this industry. An individ-
ual discharger or other interested per-
son may submit evidence to the Regional
Administrator (or to the Stafe, if the
State has the authority to issue NFDES
permits) that factors relating to the
equipment or Iacilities involved, the
process appled, or other such factors re-
lated to such discharger are fundamen-~
tally different from the factors consid-
erdd in the establishment of the guide-
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lines. On the basis of such evidence or
other available information, the Regional

Administrator (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 Development Document. If such
fundamentally different factors _are
found to exist, the Regional Adminis-
trator or the State shall establish for
the discharger efiluent 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 Pro-
tection Agency. The Administrator may
approve or disapprove such limitations,
specify other limitations, or initiate pro-
ceedings to revise these regulations. The
following limitations establish the quan-
tity 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: there shall be no discharge of
process waste water pollutants to naviga-
ble waters. ‘

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

The following limitations éstablish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
lutant properties, controlled by this
section, which may be discharged by a
point source subject to the provisions
of the best available technology economi-
cally achievable: there shall be no dis-
charge of process waste water, pollutants
to naviagable waters.

Subpart F—Electrolytic Manganese
Products Subcategory

§424.60 Applicability; description of
the electrolytic manganese products
subeategory.

'The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
manufacture of electrolytic manganese
products such as electrolytic manganese
metal or electrolytic manganese dioxide.

§ 424.6]1 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(2) 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.

§424.62 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available,

In establishing the limitations set
forth in this section, EPA took into ac-
count all information it was able to col-
lect, develop and solicit with respect to
factors (such as age and size of plant,
raw materials, manufacturing processes,

RULES AND REGULATIONS

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 cer-
tain plants in this industry. An individ-
ual discharger or other interested person
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
process applied, or other such factors
related to such dischaiger are funda-
mentally different from the factors con-
sidered in the establishment of the guide-
lines. On the basis of.such evidence or
other available information,
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 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 Pro-
tection Agency. The Administrator may
approve or disapprove such limitations,
specify other limitations, or initiate pro-

. ceedings to revise these regulations.

. (a) The following limitations estab-
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants

or pollutant properties, controlled by this -

seqtion, which may -be discharged by a
point source subject to the provisions of
this subpart producing electrolytic man-
ganese after application of the best prac-

ticable control technology currently

the Re- -

this section, which may be discharged
by a point source subject to the pro-
visions of this subpart producing electro-
lytic manganese dioxide after applica-
tion of the best practicable control tech-
nology currently available:

Effluent imitations

Averago of dally

values for thirty
conseeutive daya
chall not exceed~«

Effluent
characteristic Maximum for

any ono day

(Metrle units) kg/kke of produot

TSS 1.702. 0,881
M: L7030 weae 0,353
Ammonfa-N..aacua 105 c.cacaaa ax 6,287
1) < SRR, Withinthe (... cxavenan M
range 6.0 to
9.0.
(English units) 1b/1000 b of product
T88 1.762. 0.83L
Manganeso. c.oueaue D705 cucciiaaana 0.352
Ammonia<N . cacaae 106740 viicinns 6.287
PHo e iicaecaaan Within the ceaduenanasavantn .
m&xgo 6.0to
9.0.

§ 424.63 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degrec of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica.
tion of the best available technology
economically achievable.

(a) The following limitations estab-
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties, controlled by
this section, which may be discharged
by. & point source subject to the pro-
visions of this subpart producing electro-
lytic manganese after application of the
best available technology economically
achievable:

Effluent Umitations

Averdpo of dally
values for thirty
conscouitive doys

Effluent
characteristic Maximum for

any one day

'(b) The following limitations estab-
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties, controlled by

" available: slfnll not exceed—
(Motric units) kg/kkg of produet
Efiluent limitations -
Effluent TSS 3.330 i ccncncanan 1,693
characteristic Maximum for 353':3%3% Mangaglesoﬁ-...... g,%g ------------ g‘ ggg
an; da; Ammonia-N . waaeen 67780 cceccicaaan a 3
YOy M wuiivedays  OF Within o™ eceence eeeemnone
range 6.0 to
= 9.0,
(Metric units) kg/kk
ounits) kg/kg of product (English untts) 1b/1000 1b of product
TSS 6.778 -
Manganese. 2771 %ﬁ TSS 3.339 1,603
Ammonia-N.__.... 40.667_._ " 70 20.334 Manganeso. 0.678 0.339
PH. e Withinthe oo Ammon{a-N. . c.cae 6778 mcueuucanes 3.8%0
range 6.0 to 11 < SRR Withintho  cieecicucen canaaca
3 . rauogo 6.0 to
0.
- (English units) 1b/1000 1b of product

= - (b) The following llx?ti}t';ationsneitat%;

T8S 6.778 2339 lish the quantity or quality of pollutan
Manganese, 2.771 1.356 or pollutant properties, controlled by
S v e 2.3 this section, which may be discharged
Tange 60 to by a point source subject to the pro-

visions of this subpart producing electro~
Iytic manganese dioxide after applica-
tion of the best avallable technology
economically achievable:
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Effluent imitations

Effigent Arverage of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for thirty
_anyonodsy consecutive days

: shall not exceed

(Metric units) kg/kkg of product

T8S 0.881 0.441
Mar 0.176. 0.088
Ammonia-N. 1,762, 0.851
F1) 2 S Within the  caccecvcramvnnncne

range 6.0

to 8.0.

(English units) 1b/1000 1b of product -

T8S 0.881 0. 441
Ma ese. 0.176, 0.058
Ammonia-N. 1,762 0.881
b3 S, Withinthe  .coeceecncennns

range 6.0

t0 9.0.

Subpart G—Electrolytic Chromium
Subcategory

§ 424.70 Applicability; description of
the electrolytic chromium subcate-
£ory. -

The proyisions of  this subpart aré
applicable to discharges resulting from
the-manufacture of chromium metal by
the electrolytic process. They are not
applicable to discharges resulting from
the manufacture of chromium metal by

_aluminothermic or other methods.

§ 424,71 . 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.

§ 424.72 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of cffluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the ‘best practicablé control
technology currently available.

In establishing the lmitations set
forth in this section, EPA took into ac-
count gll 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 effiluent 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 adiusted for cer-
tain plants in this industry. An individ-
uzl 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

REGULATIONS

exist, the Reglonal 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 re-
yise these regulations. The following
limitations establish the quantity or
quality of pollutants or pollutant prop-
erties, controlled by this section, which
may be discharged by & point source sub-
ject to the provisions of this subpart after
application of the best practicable control
technology currently available:

Effinent limitations
Efiuent Avercgo of dally
charncteristis Madmnm for vﬂ% for thirty
any oneday  consecutive
- shall not excees
QLetrio units) kg/kkg of produst
TES 8276, 2.633
Mangane 2111 1.055
Chromium. 0.100. 0.653
Neearosos 10553 eeeenne 5275
PHoeeeaeeaeeen Within tgxa
mnze
10 9.0,
(English units) 1b/10001b of prodoet
TES. . 5.276. 2633
Mang 2m
Chromium 0.100, a.833
(U, 10533......... 5216
.............. Within the
range 6.0 to

§424.73 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of cffluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best available technology
cconomically 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 applcation of the best
available technology  economicaily
achievable:

Effiuent Umitations
Effigent Average of dally
charocteristio AMaximum for va!gg for thirty

any one da; consecuilve
¥ ghall not u:gi

(Metrio units) kg/kkg of preduct
TSS, 2. Laz‘s
........ A NSRNN, 0.26
Chromium 0033 0.027
Ammonis-N. ...... B2 eenvecnsonns 2.¢43
PHe.oreeeaeonnennns Within the eeccereeneannen
ranges 6.0 to
2.0,
(English units) 1b/10001b of prodect
TS5 2,619 Laz}
Lo . PPN | F.X 1 Koy
Chromium 0.03 % g;
Ammeonia-N,
'S : Within the eecncmcennnn .-
oo
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