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Title 40—Protection of the Environment

CHAPTER [—ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY .
SUBCHAPTER N—EFFLUENT GUIDELINES AND
STANDARDS
PART 426—GLASS MANUFACTURING
POINT SOURCE CATEGORY

Effluent Limitations Guidelines

On October 17, 1973 notice was pub-
lished in the FeperAL REGISTER, (38 FR
28902) 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 sheet glass
manufacturing, rolled glass manufactur-
ing, plate glass manufactiring, float
glass manufacturing, automotive glass
tempering and automotive glass lami-
nating subcategories of the glass manu-
facturing category of point sources. The
burpose of this notice is to establish
final efiluent Mmitations guidelines for
existing sources and standards of per-
formance and pretreatment standards
for new sources in the glass manufactur-
Ing category of point sources, by amend-
ing 40 CFR Chapter I, Subchapter N,
Part 426 to add new subparts B, C, D, E,
F and G. This final rulemaking is pro-

mulgated pursuant to sections 301, 304

(b) and (c}, 306 (b) and (¢) and 307(c)
of the Federal Water Pollution Control
Act, as amended (the Act); 33 U.S.C.

1251, 1311, 1314 (b and (c), 1316 (b)

and (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
FrepErAL REGISTER, 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-
clated notice of proposed rulemaking.

The legal basis, methodology and fac-

* tual conclusions which support promuil-"

gatlon of this regulation were set forth
in substantial detail in the notice of pub-
lie review procedures published August 6,
1973 (38 FR 21202) and in the notice of
proposed rulemaking for the sheet glass
manufacturing, rolled glass manufactur-
ing, plate glass manufacturing, float glass
manufacturing, automotive glass temper-
Ing and automotive glass laminating
subcategories. In addition, the regula-
tlons as proposed were supported by two
other documents: (1) the document en-
titled “Development Document for Pro-
posed Effluent Limitations Guidelines and
New Source Performance Standards for

the FLAT GLASS Segment of the Glass-

Manufacturing Point Source Category”
(October 1973) and (2) the document
entitled “Economic Analysis of Proposed
Effluent Guidelines, FLAT GLASS IN-
DUSTRY” (August 1973). Both of these
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documents were made available to the
public and circulated to interested per-
sons at approximately the time of pub-
lication of the notice of proposed rule-
making. -

Interested persons were invited to par-

. ticipate in the rulemaking by submitting

written comments within 30 days from
the date of publication. Prior public par-
ticipation in the form of solicited com=
ments and responses from the States,
Federal agencies,” and other interested
parties was 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 following responded to the request
for comments which was made in the
preamble to the proposed regulation:
PPG Industries, Inc.: U.S. Water Re-
sources Council; County Sanifation Dis-
tricts of Los Angeles County; Ford Mo-
tor Company; Libbey~Owens-Ford Com-
pany; Colorado Department of Natural
Resources; and U.S. Department of
Healfh, Education, and Welfare,

" 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) Comments were recelved question-
ing the applecability of diastomaceous
earth filters for suspended solids and oil
removal as best available technology.
Claims were made that this treatment
device is untested and unproven in the
subcategories -covered, and that the es-
timated effluent concentrations of less
than 5 mg/1 are overly optimistic.

EPA has found many applications of

this filtration device in other industries ,

and also in a few cases In the glass In-
dustry. Sutficlent data exists on the oper-

-atlon of diatomaceous earth filters to

show that such a device can routinely
achieve less than 5 mg/l of suspended
solids and oil. In the glass container in-
dustry a diatomeceous earth filter is he-
ing used at one plant to remove machine
oll, and emulsified cutting oils similar to
those used in the flat glass industry. Also,
it has recently come to light that one
plant producing windshields has installed
a diatomaceous earth filter on its lamina-
fion wash water systems on a pilot basis.
. EPA, therefore, finds that the “best
available” limitations on the automotive
glass ftempering and automotive glass
laminating subecategories are reasonable
and justified based on the proven tech-
nology.

(2) Comments have been received that
the no discharge limitation for float glass
cannot be accomplished for.two reasons:
(1) No additional water can be added to
the batch make-up as suggested by EPA,
and (2) a number of factors mitigate
against the disposal of float wash water
to cooling towers. EPA has not included
limitations of noncontact cooling water,
either for once-through cooling water, or
for cooling tower blowdown from recycled
systems. If float wash water Is added to

cooling water systems, the pollutants will
be eventually discharged to the environ-
ment untreated. The fixrst objection was
based on the fact that soda osh is in
short supply and liquld coustic must bo
substituted. All the water needed for dust
suppression is thus supplied by the liquid
caustic. Moraover, the suggestion by EPA
that dry caustic could be substituted 1s
not practical because it would present
severe handling and storage problems.
EPA hsas confirmed the accuracy of
these statements. The recommended re-
cycle of wash water to cooling towers
would not be appropriate because efiluent
limitations have not yet been developed
for noncontact cooling water. EPA hag
also determined that the use of dry
caustic to allow recycle of waste water to

“the batch meake-up does pregent the

problems mentioned above. Therefore, o
new limitation for the float glass sub-
category representing the best available
technology ecconomically achievable has
heen estecblished. These limitations can
be attained by the use of diatomaccous
earth filters as described in the Develop-
ment Document.

(3) A question was raised in the com-
ment period about the setting of a COD
limitation on plate glass manufacturing,
The Development Document stated that
data on COD was insufficient to deter-
mine an accurate 'COD loading for n
typical plant. !

The statement above 1s only correct
as it applies to data on the raw tasto
load. Industry-supplied data, verified by
EPA’s contractor, was sufficlent to estab-
lish a COD effluent loading, Howover,
further consideration of the COD limi-
tation by EPA hes determined that the
removal of suspended solids is sufficlent
to control wastes from the plate process,
The source of COD in plate waste water
is the polishing operation and can be
attributed to the organic fibers from the
polishing pads. No other significant
source i known. Since the treatment

>

technology is desiened to control sus- .

pended solids, these organic flbers should
be removed to the same high lovel as

inorganic suspended sollds. The new

regulations, therefore, do not contain o

COD limitation, for the plate glass.

subcategory.

(4) Commenters were concerned that
the limitations would be interpreted as
absolute values without consideration of
pollutants in Incoming waters.

There is evidence to show that COD
and BODS5 values of intake waters are
significant when compared to tho allow«
able effitent loadings in the proposed
effluent Iimitations for some parameters.
Moreover, In the case of the floab glass,
automotive glass tempering, and auto-
motive glass laminating subeategories,
the COD and BODS5 parameters can be
attributed to the oil present as desoribed
in the Development Document.

EPA has declded that with the con-
centrations of organies normally present
in intake waters, plants would find diffi-
culty in meeting the absolute limitations
for BOD5 and COD. Since the organies
are essentially oll, the BOD5 and COD
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Iimitations have been dropped from the
proposed limitations for the flat glass
industry.

(5) The comments above also apply to
the phosphorus limitations in the float
glass and automotive glass subcategories.
Phosphorus limitations will be difficult
to meet if the numbers are considered
absolute values and not neb over incoming
waters.

EPA has decided that the phosphorus
Iimitations for float glass should be re-
tained. These limitations make allowance
for phosphorus present in incoming
waters and analytical error. During the
course of the guidelines development
EPA determined that the use of phos-
phate based detergents was not necessary

" in float glass washing, The present imi-
tation, therefore, can be met if such de-
_ tergents are not used.

In the automotive gless lamination
subcategory, EPA recognizes that the low
concentration of phosphate required by
the proposed limitations would be diffi-
culf for a plant to achieve if the intake
waters are not faken into account. There-

- fore, an additional allowance has been
made in the-best practicable and best
available limitations to account for any
backeground phosphate. This allowance is
approximately 0.5 mg/l for a typleal
plant.

(6) Comments were received that
claimed that an API separator on the
rinse water in the laminating subcate-
gory was insufficient to remove oil.

EPA found in the study of the industry
that API separators can indeed reach the
levels required by the “best practicable”

 limitafions. Difficulties can arise where
excess water is used in the rinse opera-*

tions. However, with the recommended
hot water pre-rinse which. is totally re-
cycled, water usage will be minimized and
the required oil levels achieved in the
effluent. : .

) Commentors pointed out that the
term “oll” needs a more specific and
common definition, and that a previous
test procedure published in the ¥FeEperar
REGISTER (38 FR 28758, October 16, 1973)
used freon to extract oil from a sample,

To clarify this issué, this promulgated
regulation refers to the above FeDEraL
REeGISTER document and the definition of
oil contained therein.

(8) Other vomments pointed out that

the limitations would require a typical”

plant to reduce its oil to 5 mg/l in the
-effluent. It was pointed out that the pres-
ent analytical method is only accurate
to 10 mg/1.

EPA. finds the comments to be valid.
The limitations in this document have
been raised where necessary to an eflu-
ent loading that would represent 10 mg/1
for a typical plant flow. .

(b) Revision of the proposed regula-
tions prior to promulgation.

As a result of public comments, con-
tinuing review and evaluation of the pro-
posed regulation by EPA, the following
changes have been made in the regula-
tion. .

(1) Sections 42621, 42631, 42641,
426.51, 426.61 and 426.71 entitled “Spe-
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cialized Definitlons,” now include refer-
ences to general definitions, asbbrevia-
tions, and methods of analysls in 40 CFR
Part 401 which reduce the need for some
specialized definitions in this regulation.

(2) An important change was made in
the “best available” limitations for the
foat glass subcategory. The proposed
no discharge limitation has been changed
to permit a discharge. The pollutant
levels, however, were determined to be
less than that allowed by the “best prac-
ticable” limitations, and are attainable
by the application of the best avaflable
technology economically achievable, use
of diatomacéous earth filter.

Originally, EPA wos of the opinion that
the relatively clean float wash water
could be entirely recycled to the baich
make-up for dust suppression and to the
cooling towers as make-up water, Com-
ments submitted to EPA have shovm that
in many cases this waste water can not
be recycled for sound technical reasons.
EPA also reconsidered the recommended
recycle of wash water to cooling towers
because effluent limitations have not yet

-been developed for non-contact cooling

water and it would not be appropricte to
dispose of float wash water in the cool-
ing water system hefore such limitations
are established.

(3) In the plate glass subcatezory, the
COD limitations have been eliminated
but the limitations on TSS remain. EPA
has determined that the technology for
controlling TSS iIs more than adequate to
control the waste water discharge from
the plate process, The COD is contributed
by, the organic fibers in the polishing
pads. These fibers are measured in the
TSS analysis, and, therefore, little bene-
fit isto be derived from the setting of &
separate COD lmitation. As mentioned
previously, there i1s also some question
about the lack of COD data in the raw
waste from the plate process which fur-
ther supports the decision to remove COD
from the list of effluent limitatlons for
the plate glass subcategory.

(4) The BODS5 and COD limitations in
the float glass, automotive glass temper-
ing and automotive glass laminating sub-
categories have been eliminated. This
was done for two reasons: (1) The
limitations do not give any credit for
these pollutant parameters in incoming
waters. These pollutants are frequently
present In intske water concentrations
equal to the proposed limitations and
could preclude many plants from meeting
the limitations. (2) The BOD5 and COD
added by the process is almost entirely
oil. The oil limitations in these regula-
tions are sufficlent to control this pol-
lutant with proper monitoring.

(5) In the automotives glass laminating
subcategory, the phosphorus limitations
have heen raised to allow for phosphate
in intake waters. The low effiuent con-
centrations required by the proposed
limitations would be difficult to meet if
appled on an absolute basls. The allow-
able effiluent concentrations for a typlcal
plant were thus ralsed from 5.6 to 6.1
mg/1 for the "best practicable” limita-
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tions and from 1.0 fo 1.5 mg/1 for the
“best available” limitations.

(6) Valld questions were raised during
the comment perfod about the limits of
detection for oil. The proposed limita-
tions were based on a concentration of 5
mg/1 for a typlecal plant. Comments have
showed that 10 mg/1 of oll is the enforce-
able limit and the limitations in each of
the subcatezories containing ofl as 2
parameter (float glass manufacturing,
automotive glass tempering and automo-~
tive glass laminating) have been raised
to reflect this consideration.

(7 Section 304(b) (1) (B) of the Act
provides for “guidelines” fo 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 Congresslonal intent and in recogni-
tion of the possible failure of these regu-
Iations to account for all factors bearing
on the practicability of comtrol tech-
nology, it was concluded that some pro-
vislon was needed to authorize flexibility
in the strict application of the limitations
contained.in the regulation where re-
qulred by speclal circumstances appli-
cable to individual dischargers. Accord-
Ingly, a provision allowing flexibility in
the application of the limitations repre-
senting best practicable control tech-
nology currently available has been
added to each subpart, to account for
special circumstaneces that may not have
been adequately accounted for when
these regulations were developed.

(c) Economic impact.

‘The changes to the regulations will not
affect the results of the economic anal-
{lsis prepared for the proposed regula-

on.

(d) Cost-benefit analysis.

The detrimental effects of the constit-
uents of waste water notw discharged by
point sources within the flat glass seg-
ment of the glass manufacturing point
source category are dlscussed in Section
VI of the report entitled “Development
Document for Effluent Iimitations
Guidelines for the FLAT GLASS Seg-
ment Manufacturing Point Source Cate-
gory” (February, 1974). It 1s not feasible
to quantify in economic terms, particu-
larly on a national basls, the costs re-
sulting from the discharge of these pollu-
tants to our Nation’s waterways. Never-
theless, as indicated in Section VI, the
pollutants discharged have substantial
and damaging impacts on the quality of
water and therefore on its capacity to
support healthy populations of wildlife,
fish and other aquatic wildlife and on its
sultabllity for industrial, recreational
and drinking water supply uses.

‘The total cost of implementing the
efiuent limitations guldelines includes
the direct capital and operating costs of
the pollution confrol technology em-
ployed to achieve compliance and the in-
direct economic and environmental costs
identified in Sectlon VI and in the
supplementary report entitled “Economic
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Analysis of Proposed Effluent Guidelines,
FLAT GLASS INDUSTRY” (September,
19%73). Implementing the efluent limita-
tions guidelines will substantially reduce
the environmental harm which would
otherwise be attributable to the con-
tinued discharge of polluted waste waters
from exisfing and newly constructed
plants In the flat glass industry. The
Agency believes that the benefits of thus
reducing the pollutants discharged jus-
tify the associated costs which, though
substantial in absolute terms, represent
& relatively small percentage of the total
capltal investment In the industry.

(e) Publication of information on proc-
esses, procedures, or operating methods
which result in the elimination or reduc-
tion of the discharge of pollutants.

In conformance with the requirements
of section 304(c) of the Act, 2 manual
entitled, “Development Document for
‘Efffuent Limitations Guidelines and New
Source Performance Standards for the
FLAT GLASS Segment of the Glass
Manufacturing Point Source Category,”
has been published and is available for
purchase from the Government Printing
Office, Washington, D.C. 20401 for a

nominal fee. -

(£) Final rulemaking. . )

In consideration of the foregoing, 40
CFR Chapter I, Subchapter N, Part 426
is hereby amended by adding Subparts
B through G to read as set forth below.
This final regulation is promulgated as
set forth beldw and shall be effective
April 15, 1974,

Dated: Janualy 31,1974

JOHEN QUARLES,
Acting Administfator.

Subpart B—Sheet Glass Manufactunng
Subcategory |

Sec.

426.20 -Applicability; description of the
sheet gplass manufacturing sub-
category.

Specialized ‘definitions. .

Effluent limitations guidelines repre-
senting the: degree of effluent re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently avaliable.

‘Effuent imitations guidelines repre-
senting the degree of eflitent re-
duction attalnable by the applica-
tion of the best avallable technol-
ogy economically achievable,

Reserved.

Standards of performance for new
sources,

Pretreatment standards for new
sources.
Subpart C-—Rolled Glass Manufacturing

Subcategory
426.30 Applicability; description, of the
rolled glass manufacturing sub-
category.
426.31 Specialized definitions.

42621
42622

426.23

42624
426.26

426.26

426.32 Effluent limitations guidelines rep- ..

resenting the degree of -efluent re-
duction attainable by the applica~
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently avallable,
42633 Effluent limitations guidelines rep-

resenting the degree of efiuent re-

duction attainable by the applica~
tion of the best avallable technol-
ogy economically achievable.

2
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Sec.
42634 TReserved.
42635 Standards of performance for new

sources.
42636 Fretreatment standaxis for wnew
Bources,

Subpart D—Plate Glass Manufacturlng
Subcategory

42640 Applicability; description of the
. plate glass manumcturlng fubh~
category.

‘Speclalized deﬁnitions

Effluent Umitations guldelines rep-
resénting the degree of effluent re-
duction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best practicable
control technology currently avail-
able, .

Efffuent lmitations guldelines rep-
Tesenting the degree of effiuent
reduction attalnable by the appli~

. cation of the best available tech-
nology economically ‘achievable,

42641
42642

426.43

426.4¢ Reserved.

42645 Standards of performeance for new
sources.

42646 Pretreatment standards for new
sources,

Subpart E—Float Glass Manufactunng
Subcategory
426.50 Applicability; description of the float

glass manufacturing subcategory,

Specialized definitions.

‘Efffuent limifations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effluent
reduction attalnable by the appli~
cation of the best practicable con-
trol technology currently available.

Effuent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best available teche
nology economically achlevable,

426.51
42652

426.53

426.64 Reserved.

426,55 Standards of performance for new
. sources,

426.66 Xrefreatment standards for new
sources.

Subpart F—Automo‘hve Glass Tempering
Subcategory
Applica.‘bmty' description of the

426.60
. automotive glass tempering sub-

category.
Specialized definitions. .
Effiuent lUmitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of efuent
reduction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best practicable con-
trol technology currently available,

426.61
426.62

426.63
resenting the degree of effuent
reduction attainable by the appli~
cation of the best avallable teche
nology economically achievable.

Reserved.

Standards of performance for new
sources,

Pretreatment standards for new
sources.

Subpart G—Automotive Glass Lamtnatlng
Subcategory
426770 Applicability; deseription of the au-
tomotive glass laminating subcat-

- €gory.

426,71 Specialized definitions.

426.72 Effluent limitations guidelines repre-

senting- the degree of efiluent

reduction attainable by the ap-

Plication of the best practicabdle

control  technology currently

avallable.

426273 Effient limitations guldelines rep-
resenting the degree of eflluent
reduction attalnable by the ap-
Pplication o©of the best avaflable
nghnology eoonomically achiev-
able.

426.64
426.65

426.66

Effluent limitations guidelines rep-

Sec.
426.74 Reserved.
43676 Btandards of performanco for now

soQurces.
426116 Protrestment ‘' standards for now
sources.
Subpart E—Sheet Glass Manufacturlng
Subcategory

§426.20. Applicability; description of
the sheet glass manufacturing sub.
category.

The provislons of this subpart are np«
plicable fo discharges of pollutants
resulting from the process in which sov«
eral mineral Ingredients (sand, sodn asgh,
limestone, dolomite, cullen and othor
ingredients) are mixed, melted in o fur-
nace, and drawn vertlcally from a melt«
Ing tank fo form sheet glass.

§426.21 Spccinlized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

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

(b) The ferm “cullet” shall mean zmy
broken glass generated in the manuface-
turing process.

§426.22 Effluent limitations guidclines
representing tho degree of effluent
Teduction attainable by tho applica.
tion of the best practicable control
teclmology currently available.

In establishing the imitations set forth
1n this section, EPA took Into account all
information it was able to collect, develop
and solicit with respect to factors (such
us age and size of planf, raw materials,
manufacturing processes, products pro-
duced, treatment technology available,
energy requirements and costs) which
can affect the Industry subcaterorization
and effluent levels established. It i3, how=
ever, possible that data which would
affect these limitations have not been
available and, as a result, these limita-
tlons should be adjusted for cortain
plants in $his industry. An Individual dis-
charger ¢r 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
Iacilities involved, the process spplied,
or other such fact;ors 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 & 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 exlst, the
Regional Administrator or the State
shall establish for the discharger efffuent
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 Hmitatlons must be ap-
proved by the Administrator of the En-
‘vironmental Protection Agency, The Ad-
ministrator may approve or disapprove
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such limitations, specify other limita-
tions, or initiate proceedings to revise
these regulations.

(b) The following limitations establish
the guantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged by a point source subject {o 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.

§ 426.23 Effluent limitations guidelines
‘representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable l)y the applica-
tion of the best available technology
economically achievable.

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
Ilutant 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 pol-
lutants to navigable waters. .

§426.24 [Reserved]

§426.25 Standards of performance for
new sources.

The following standards of perform-
ance establish the quantity or quality of
pollutants or poliutant 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 pollutanis to navigable
waters.

§ 426.26 Pretrcatment
new sources.

The prefreatment standards under
section 307(c) of the Act for a source
within the sheet glass manufacturing
-subcategory, which is a user of a publicly
owned treatment works (and which
would be a new source subject to section
306 of the Act, if it were to discharge
pollutants to the mnavigable waters),
shall be the standard set forth in 40 CFR

" Part 128, except that, for the purpose of
this section, 40 CFR 128.133 shall he
amended to read as follows:

In addition to the prohibitions set forth
in 40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment stand-
ard for incompatible pollutants intreduced
into a publicly owned treatment works shall
be the standard of performance for new
sources specified in 40 CFR 42625; 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 poliutant.

Subpart C—Rolled Glass Manufactunng
Subcategory

§426.30 Applicability; description of
the rolled glass manufacturing sub-~
category.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges of pollutants re-
sulting from the process in which several

standards for
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mineral ingredients (sand, soda ash,
limestone, dolomite, cullet, and other in-
gredients) are mixed, melted in a fur-
nla.ce, and cooled by rollers to form rolled
glass,

§426.31 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.

(b) The term “cullet” shall mean any
broken glass generated in the manufac-
turing process.

§426.32 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of cffluent
reduction attninnble by the applica-
tion of the hest practicable control
technology currently available.

In éstablishing the limitations set
forth in this section, EPA took into ac-
count all information 'it was able to
collect, develop and solicit with respect
to factors (such as age and size of plant,
raw materials, manufacturing processes,
products produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and
costs) which can affect the industry
subcategorization and efiinent levels es-
tablished. It is, however, possible that
data which would affect these limita-
tions have not been available and, as o
result, these limitations should be ad-
justed for certain plants in this Industry.
An individual discharger or other in-
terested person may submit evidence to
the Regional Administrator (or to the
State, if the State has the authority to
issue NPDES permits) that factors re-
Iating to the equipment or facllities in-
volved, the process applied, or other such
factors related to such discharger are
fundamentally different from the fac-
tors considered in the establishment of
the guidelines. On the basis of such evi-
dence 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 facllity compared to
those specified In the Development Docu-
ment. If such fundamentally different
factors are found to exist, the Regional
Administrator or the State shall estab-
lish for the discharger effiuent limita-
tions in the NPDES permit elther more
or less stringent than the limitations
established herein, to the extent dic-
tated by such fundamentally different
factors. Such limitations must be ap-
proved by the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency. The
Administrator may approve or disap-
prove such limitations, specify other
limitations, or initiate preceedings to
revise these regulations.

‘The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
Iutant properties which may be dis-
charged by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after applica-
tion of the best practicable confrol tech-
nology currently available: There shall
be no discharge of process waste water
pollutants to navigable waters.

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

The following limitations establish the
quantity or qualify of pollutants or pol-
lutant properties which may be dis-
charped by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after applica-
tion of the best available technology eco-
nomically achievable: there shall be no
discharge of process waste water pollut-
ants to navigable waters.

§426.34 [Reserved]

§426.35 Standards of performance for
new gources.

" The following standards of perform-
ance establish the quantity or quality of
pollutants or pollutant properties which
may be discharged by a nevwr source sub-~
Ject to the provisions of this subpart:
there shzall be no discharge of process
vu.?te water ponutants te navigable
waters.

§426.36 Pretreatment
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under
section 307(c) of the Act for a source
within the rolled glass manufacturing
subcategory, which is a user of a pub-
licly ovned treatment works ¢and which
would be & new source subject to sec-
tion 306 of the Act, if it were fo dis-
charge pollutants to the navigable wa-
tersi, shall be the standard set forth
in 40 CFR 123, except that; for the pur-
poce of this cection, 40 CFR 128.133
shall be amended to read as folows:

“In addition to tue prehibitions set forth
in 40 CFE 123131, the pretreatment stand-
ard for inecmpatible pollutants lntmducg.d
into a publicly owned treatment works shalt
ba the cstandard ef parformance ror nev
cources cpecified in 40 CFR 42635; provided
that, if the publicly owned treatm-nt works
which receives the pollutants Is committed,
in $tz NPDES permit; to remove a specified
pcreentegs of any incompatibla pollutant,
the pretreatment standard spplicable to
ucers of cuch trextment works shall, except
in the cace ¢f standords providing for no
dicsharge of pollutants, ke correspondingly
reduced in stringency for that pollutant™

Subpart D—Plate-Glass Manufacturing
Subcategory
§426.40 Applicability; description” of
tho plate glass manufacturing sub-
category.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges of pollutants re-
sulting from the process in which several
mineral ingredients (sand, soda ash,

limestone, dolomite, cullet and other in-
gredients) are melted iIn a furnace,
prezsed between rollers, and finally
ground and polished to form plate glass.
§426.41 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.

standards for
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(b) The term “cullet” shall mean any
broken glass generated in the manufac-

turing process.

§ 426,42 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 account all
information it was able to collect, de-
velop and solicit with respect to factors
(such as age and size of plant, raw mate-
rials, manufacturing processes, products
produced, treatment technology avail-
able, energy requirements and costs)
which can affect the industry subcate-
gorization and effluent levels established.
It is, however, possible that data which
would effect these limitations have not
-“been available and, as g result, these lim-
itations 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 in-
formation, the Regional Administrator
(or the State): will make a written find-
ing that such factors are or are not fun-
damentally different for the facllity
- compared to those specified in the De-
velopment Document. If such fundamen-
tally different factors are found to exist,
the Regional Administrator or the State
shall establish for the discharger efiu-
ent limifations in the NPDES permit
either more or less stringent than the
limitations established herein, to the ex-
tent dictated by such fundamentally
different factors. Such limitations must
be approved by the Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency. The
Administrator may approve or disap-

prove such limitations, specify other lim-.

itations, or initiate proceedings to revise
these regulations.

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
EMuent Average of daily.
characteristic Maximum for values for 30
any one day consecutive days
shall not exceod

Motric units (kg/kkg of product)

P88 rcmemmene 2.76 1.33
13 § S, e ‘Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (Ib/ton of product)*
TEB...oereeennn 5.52 278
PH. o eees ‘Within the range 6.0 {0 9.0.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

§ 426.43 Effluent limitations guidelines

’ representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by.the applica~
tion of the best available technology
economically achievable.

- The following limibations 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
hest available technology economically
achievable: R

Effivent limitations
Efuent Averago of dally
characteristie Maximum for values for 30
R any one day consecutive days
shall not exceed

Motric units (kg/kkg of product)

b ] SRR, 0.045 0.045
1) ¢ ST, ‘Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

* Epglish units (b/ton of product)
b o1 S, 0.090 0.030
j+3 SR, Within the range 6.0 to 9.0. -
§ 42644 [Reserved] i

§426.45 Standards of performance for
new sources.

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

§ 426.46 Pretreatment standards for
new sources. -

The pretreatment standards under
section 307(c) of the Act for a source
within the plate glass manufacturing
subcategory, which is a user of a publicly
owned treatment works (and which
would be a new source subject to section
306 of the Act, if it were to discharge
pollutants to the navigable waters), shall
be the standard set’forth in 40 CFR Part
128, except that, for the purpose of this
section, 40 CFR 128.133 shall be amended
to read as follows:

In addition to the prohibitions set forth
in 40 CFR 128.181, the prefreatment standard
for incompatible pollutants introduced into
a publicly owned treatment works shall be
the standard of performance for new sources
specified in 40 CFR 426.45; provided that,
If the publicly owned treatment works which
receives the pollutants is committed, in its
NPDES permit, to 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.

Subpart E—Float Glass Manufacturing
Subcategory
§ 426.50 Applicability; description of
_the” float glass manufacturing sub-
category. T . ‘
‘The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges of pollutants re-

sulting from the process in which sov-
eral mineral ingredients (sand, sodea ash,
limestone, dolomite, cullet, and other in«
gredients) are mixed, melted in a fur«
nance, and foated on a molten tin bath
to produce float glass.
§ 426.51 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Except as provided below, the gen-
eral definitions, abbreviations and meth«

ods of analysis set forth in 40 CFR Part

401 shall apply to this subpart.

§ 426.52 Efiluent limitations guidclines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica.
tion of the best practicable conirol
technology currently available,

In establishing the limitations set forth
in this section, EPA took into account
all information it was able to collect,
develop and solicit with respect to factors
(such as age and size of plant, raw ma~
terials, manufacturing processes, prod-
ucts produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and costs)
which can affect the industry subcate-
gorization and eflluent levels establshed.
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 per-
son may submit evidence to the Reglonal
Administrator (or to the State, if the
State has the authority to issue NPDES
permits) ,that factors relating to the
equipment or facilities involved, the
process applied, or other such factors re-
Iated to such discharger are fundamen-
tally different from the factors consid-
ered in the establishment of the gulde-
lines. On the basis of such evidence or
other available information, the Reglonal
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 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
Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency. The Administrator
may approve or disapprove such limita-
tions, specify other limitations, or
initiate proceedings to revise these
regulations.

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

Average of dally

chsracteristic lfnimnmtot values for 30

day consecutive days
shall not exceed

Mastrie units (¢/kKkg of product) .
Tsé___ X ) 2.00
1.40 1.40
Phosphams. 05

pE...__..._WRhinthemgee.otoQO.

English units @b/ton of product)
'I.‘SS,___..___ 0.0040 6.0040
.(1028 ~0028
Phoaphans_

. 0001
pH.____.Wlthlntberangeﬁ.otosm.

§ 426.53 Effluent limitations guidelines

representing the degree of effluent

- reduction attainable by the applica-

tion of the best.available technolo'fy
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:

“Effiuent Hmitstions

Average of dalil;

valuss for 30 v

eonsemtin days
shall not exceed

Effiuent
characteristie  Maximum for
_ °  snyousday

Metric upits (g/kkg of product)

‘wSS_. ... GO o
POx'l.... 1.40 1.&9
hosphoris_coz. .

pH.._....._..WithinthemngeGowQ 0.

‘English units @b/ton of product)

e i1 SR, 0.0014 0.0014
ol — <

- .0023 .0:&8
Phosphorus__-=
pH....._____. Withm the range 6.0 to 9. e

'§ 426.54 [Reserved]
§426.55 Standards of 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 & new source subject to the

provisions of this subpari:
B - Efiuent Hmitations ,
Effinent Aversge of dally
characteristic Maximunaio: vnlue:l for dzg”
one dsy  consecutive
and shall not excesd
Metrio units (g/kkg of product)
TSS.wsseezz '~ 070 0.70.
Ol ez 1.&0 L40
}’hosphm.. >
PR e Wxﬂﬂn the range 6.0 to 9.0.
- English units (bfton of product)
- I88- T ’ a.001¢
o - 0053

hosphctus
. PE........_...WimlntherangeGOtOQO
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§ 426.56 Pretreatment
Inew sources.

The pretreatment standards under
section 307(c) of the Act for o source
within the float glass manufacturing
subcategory, which is a user of & publicly
owned treatment works (and which
would be & new source subject to section
306 of the Act, If 1t were to discharge
pollutants to the navigable waters), shall
be the standard set forth in 40 CFR Part
128, except that, for the purpoce of this
section, 40 CFR 128.133 shall be amended
to read as follows:

“In addition to the prohibiticns set forth
in 40 CFR 128.181, the pretreatment stand-
ard for incompatible pollutants introduced
into a publicly owned treatment works shall
be the standard of performaunce for new
sources: specified in 40 CFR 426.55 provided
that, if the publicly owned treatment works
Wwhich receives the pollutants 15 committed,
In its NPDES perniit, to remove & specified
percentsge of any incompatible poliutant, the
pretreatment standard spplicable to users of
such treatment works shall, except {n the
case of standards providing for no discharpe
of pollutants, be correspondingly reduced in
stringency for that pollutant.”

Subpart F—Automotive Glass Tempering
Subcategory
§426.60 Applicability; description of
the antomotive glass tempering
category.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges of pollutants
resulting from the processes in which
glass is cut and then pessed through a
series of processes that grind and polish
the edges, bend the glass, and then tem-
per the glass to produce side and back
windows for automobdbiles.

§ 426.61 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Except as provided below, the
general definitions, abbreviations and
methods of analysis set forth in 40 CFR

standards  for

" Part 401 shall apply to this subpart.

" (b) The term “tempering” shall mean
the process whereby glass is heated near

-the melting point and then rapidiy cooled

to Increase its mechanical and thermal
endurance.

£426.62 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available,

(a) In establishing the limitation set
forth in this section, EPA took into ac-
count g1l informsation it was able to col-
lect, develop and sollcit 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 cer-
tain plants in this industry. An individ-
ual discharger or other interested per-
son may submit evidence to the Re-
gional Administrator (or to the State, 1f
the State has the authority to Issue

o717

NPDES permits) that factors relcting to
the equipment or facilities involved, the
process applied, or other such factors re-
lated to such discharger are fundamen-
tally different from the factors con-
sldered in the establishment of the guide-
lines. On the basls of such evidence or
other available information, the Reglonal
Administrafor (or the State) will make
a vritten finding that such factors are
or are not Iundamental]y different for
that facility compared to those specified
In the Development Document. If such
fundamentally different factors are
found to exist, the Regional Adminis-
tmtor or the State shall establish for

the discharger effiuent limitations in the
NPDES permit either more or Jess string-
ent than the limitntions established here-
in, to the extent dictated by such funda-
mentally different factors. Such limita-
tions must be approved by the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection
Agency. The Administrator may approve
or disapprove such limitations, specify
other limitations, or inifiate proceedings
to revise these regulations.

(b) The following limitations establish
the quantity or quality of pollutanfs or
pollutant properties, controlled by this
section, which may be discharged by a
polnt source subject to the provisions of
this subpart after application of the best
practicable control technology cmently
avallable:

= Effigent limitationy

Effpeznt Averags of dall;
chamscterictle  Madmumfor n!mfcrauy
snyore dsy consecutive days
shall not sxceed

Metrlz unlts (9/sq m cf preduet)

TES.o . 1% + ono2
O et K4 .1
PH oo Within the rangs €010 9.0.

English units (Ib/1,000 sg £ of product)

TES =i .45
O

(! N +313
PHaee e Withinthe range 6.0 0.0

§426.63 Effluent limitationa guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best available 1echnology
cconomically achievable.

‘The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
Iutant properties, controlled by this see-
tion, which may be discharged by a point
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart after application of the best

8.25

available technology economically
achievable: -
Efoent Bmitstions
Effpent Averaga of dally
tesistic Maximom for vmmraﬂ

iy cns consecutive days
R i 2,

Metrlc uolts (z5q m of predust)

TBS eenneaan 024 0.2¢
[ 071 P ——aae 43 o
PHL..eeeneaa.. Within tka razcza 2.0 to 6.0
Ernglish units 051,000 5 £t of produat)
g@:--......-.. G.S .05
pHLIIIIIITT Withia the rarze 6.0t 20.
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§ 426.64 [Reserved]

§ 426.65 Standards of 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
Effuent Average of dally
characteristic Maximum for values for 30
any one day consecutive days
shall not exceed
Motric units (q/sq m of produet)
........ mnm 0.24 0.24

- .49
Within the range 6.0 Lo 9.0.

English units (Ib/1,000 £q 1t of product)
7

T8 e eeeaeee 0.05 0.05

Ol ... .- .10

PHoeaenea Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 426.66 Pretreatment standards for

new sources.

The pretreatment standards under sec-
tion 307(c) of the Act for a source within
the automotive glass tempering 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 stand-
ard set forth in 40 CFR, Part 128, except
that, for the purpose of this section, 40
CFR 128.133 shall be amended to read as
follows:

“In addition to the prohibitions set forth
in 40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment standard
for incompatible pollutants introduced into
a publicly owned treatment works shall be
the standard of performance for new sources
specified in 40 CFR 426.65; provided that, if
the publicly owned treatment works which
receives the pollutants is committed, in its
NPDES permit, to remove & 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.”

Subpart G—Automotive Glass Laminating
Subcategory
§ 426.70 Applicability; description of
the automotive glass laminating sub-
cutegory.
The provisions of this subpart are ap-

plicable to discharges of pollutants re- "
sulting from the processes which lami--

nate a plastic sheet between two layers of
glass, and which prepare the glass for
lamination such as cutting, bending and
washing, to produce automobile wind-
shields. ’ .
§ 426,71 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

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

RULES AND REGULATIONS

§ 426.72 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 soliclt 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 Ilevels
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 indusfry. 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 spe-
cified in the Development Document. If
such fundamentally different factors are
fotnd to exist, the Regional Adminis-
trator or the State shall establish for
the discharger efiuent 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 regula-
tions.

(b) The following limitations establish

the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties, controlied 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: B

Effiuent limitations,
EfMuent Average of dally
characteristic Maximum for values for 30
any one day consecutivo days
shall not exceed

Metric units (a/sq m of produet)

TSSo el ccman 4.40 4,40
Oil - 1.76 1,76
Phosphorus. .. La7 1,07
PH. e Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.
English units (1b/1,000 sq 1t of product)

TB8eeccccean 0.90 0.90
[031 D, .36 .86
Phosphorus. ... 22 .

PH. o Within the range 6.0 o 9.0.

§ 426,73 Efluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of offluent
reduction attainable by the applica.
tion of the hest availablo technology
cconomically achiovable,

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

. Effluent mitotions
Efituont Averago of dally
choracteristie Maximuni for values for 30
auy one doy consecutive days
shall not exceed

Motrie units (¢/sq m of produots)

T

T88aaccanacaan .0.88 0.88
[ 471 I 1.76 1,70
Phosphorus.. ... .30 30
PH.eecaaacnaa Within the rango 6.0 16 9.0,

English units (1H/1,000 sq £t of product)

0.18
.36

P 06
Within the range 6.0 to 0.0,

0.18
+30

§ 426.74 [Reserved)

§ 426.75 Standards of 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
discharged by & new point source subject
to the provisions of this subpart:

Effluent limltdtions
EMuent Average of dndly
characteristic Maximunt for values for 30
any one day consecutive days
shall not exceed

Motric units (q/st m of produot)

0.18 0.18
.26 30
.. .00
Within {he rango 0.0 to 0.0,
§ 426,76 PFPretrentment standards for

new sotrees.

The pretreatment standards under sec-
tion. 307(c) of the Act for a source within
the automotive glass laminating subcato-
gory, which is a user of a publicly owned
treatment works (and which would be a |
new source subject to section 306 of tho
Act, if it were to discharge pollutants
to the navigable waters), shall be the
standard set forth in 40 CFR Part 128,
except that, for the purpose of this secc-
tion, 40 CFR 128.133 shall be amended to
read as follows:

In addition to the prohibitions sot forth
in 40 CFR 123.131, the pretreatment standard
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for incompatible pollutants introduced Into
a publicly owned treatment works shall be
the standard of performance for new sources
specified in 40 CFR 426.75; provided that, if
the publicly owned" treatment works which

RULES AND REGULATIONS

receives the pollutants Is committed, in its
NPDES permit, to remove & specified porcent-
age of any incompatible pollutant, the pro-
treatment standard applicable to users of
such treatment works shall, except in the

5719

case of standards providing for no discharge

of pollutants, be correspondingly reduced in
stringency for that pollutant.

[FR Doc.74-3500 Piled 2-13-74;8:45 am]
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