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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY -

[40 CFR Part 4081

EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS GUIDELINES AND
STANDARDS OF PERFORMANCE AND
PRETREATMENT STANDARDS FOR THE
CANNED AND PRESERVED SEAFQOD
g%g(y:ESSING POINT SOURCE CATE-

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Notice is hereby given that effluent
limitations guldelines for existing sources
and standards of performance and pre-
treatment standards for new sources set
forth in tentative form below are pro-
posed by the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) for the farm-raised cat-
fish processing of more than 908 kg (2000
1bs) of raw materialrper day subcategory
(Subpart A), farm-raised catfish proc-
essing of 908 kg (2000 1bs) or less of raw
material per day subcategory (Subpart
B), conventional blue crab processing
subcategory (Subpart C), mechanized
blue crab processing subcategory (Sub-
part D), Alaskan crab.meat processing
subcategory (Subpart E), Alasken whole
crab and crab section processing sub-
category (Subpart F¥), dungeness and
tanner crab processing in the contiguous
States subcategory (Subpart G), Alaskan

shrimp processing subcategory (Subpart

H), Northern shrimp. processing in the
contiguous States of more than 1816 kg
. (4000 1bs) of raw material per day sub-
category (Subpart I), Northern shrimp
processing in the contiguous States of
1816 kg (4000 1bs) or less of raw material
per day subcategory (Subpart J), South-
ern non-breaded shrimp processing in
the contiguous States of more than 1816
kg (4000 Ibs) of raw material per day
subcategory (Subpart K), Southern non-
breaded shrimp processing in the con-
tiguous States of 1816 kg (4000 lbs) or
less of raw material per day subcategory
(Subpart L), breaded shrimp processing
in the contiguous States -of more than
1816 kg (4000 lbs) of raw material per
day subecategory (Subpart M), breaded
shrimp processing in the contiguous
States of 1816 kg (4000 1bs) or less of
raw material per day subcategory (Sub-
part N), and tuna processing subcategory

(Subpart O) of the canned and preserved-

seafood .processing category of point
sources pursuant to sections 301, 304 (b)
and (c), 306(b) and 307(c) of the Fed-
eral Water Pollution Control - Act,, as
amended (33 U.S.C. 1251, 1311, 1314 (b)
and (c¢), 1316(b) and 1317(c); 86 Stat.
816 et seq.; Pub. L. 92-500) (the “Act’”).

(a) Legal authority.

(1) Existing point sources.

Section 301(b) of the Act requites the’

achievement by not later than July 1,
1977, of effuent limitations for point
sources, other than publicly owned treat-
ment works, which require the applica-
tion of the best practicable control tech-
nology currently available as defined by
the Administrator pursuant to section
304(b) of the Act. Section 301(b) also
requires the achievement by not later
than July 1, 1983, of efluent limitations
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for point sources, other than publicly
owned treatment works, which require
the application of best available tech-
nology economically achievable which
will result in reasonable further progress
toward the national goal of eliminating
the discharge of all pollutants, as deter-
mined in accordance ‘with regulations
issued by the Administrator pursuant to
section 304(b) of the Act. -

Section 304(b) of the Act requires the
Administrator to publish regulations
providing guidelines for efiuent limita-
tions setting forth the degree of efluent
reduction attainable through the appli-
cation of the bhest practicable control
technology currently available and the
degree of efiluent reduction attainable
through the application of the best eon-
trol measures and practices achievable
including treatment techniques, process
and procedure innovations, operating

~methods and other alternatives. The
regulations proposed herein set forth
effluent limitations guidelines, pursuant
to section 304(b) of the Act, for the farm-
raised catfish processing of more than
908 kg (2000 lbs) of raw material per
day subcategory (Subpart A), farm-
raised catfish processing of 908 kg (2000
1bs) or less of raw material per day sub-
category (Subpart B), conventional blue
crab processing subcategory (Subpart C),
mechanized blue crab processing sub-
category (Subpart D), Alaskan crab meat
processing subecategory (Subpart E),
Alaskan whole crab and crab, section
processing subcategory (Subpart ),
dungeness and tanner-crab processing in
the contiguous States subcategory (Sub-
. part G), Alaskan shrimp processing sub~
category (Subpart H), Northern shrimp
processing in the contiguous States of
more than 1816 kg (4000 Ibs) of raw ma-
terial per day subcategory (Subpart D),
Northern shrimp processing in the con-
tiguous States of 1816 kg (4000 lbs) or
less of rasv material per day subcategory
(Subpart J), Southern non-breaded
shrimp processing * in the contiguous
States of more than 1816 kg (4000 1bs)
‘of raw material per day subcategory
(Subpart K), Southern non-breaded
shrimp processing in the contiguous
. States of 1816 kg (4000 Ibs) or less of raw
material per day subcategory (Subpart
L), breaded shrimp processing in the
contiguous States of more than 1816 kg
- (4000 1bs) of raw material per day sub-
category (Subpart M), breagded shrimp
processing in the contiguous States of
1816 kg (4000 Ibs) or less of raw material
per day subcategory (Subpart N), and
tung, processing subcategory (Subpart O)
of the canned and preserved seafood
processing category of point sources.

(2) New sources.

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-
lutants which reflects the greatest de-
gree of effluent reduction which the Ad-
ministrator determines to be achieve-
able through applcation of the best
available demonstrated control tech-
nology, processes, operating methods, or

other alternatives, including where
practicable, a standard permitiing no
discharge of pollutants.

- Section 306(b) (1) (B) of the Act .re-
quires the Administrator to propose reg-
ulations establishing Federal standards
of performance for cateporles of new
sources included in o list published pur-
suant to Section 306(b) (1) (A) of the
Act. The Administrator published in the
Feperal. REGISTER of January 16, 1973,
(38 FR 1624) a list of 27 source categor-
ies, including the canned and preserved
seafood processing source category. Tho
regulations proposed herein set forth
the standards of performance applicable
to new sources for the farm-ralsed ont-
fish processing of more than 908 kg (2000
1bs) of raw material per day subcategory
(Subpart A), farm-raised catfish proc-
essing of 908 kg (2000 1bs) or less of raw
material per day subcategory (Subpart
B), conventional blue orab processing
subcategory (Subpart C), mechanized
blue crab processing subcaterory (Sub-
part D), Alaskan crab meat-processing
subcategory (Subpart BE), Alaskan whole
crab and crab section processing subcate«
gory (Subpart F), dungeness and tan-
ner crab processing in the contiguous
States subcategory (Subpart @), Alaskan
shrimp processing subcategory (Subpart
H), Northern shrimp processing in the
contiguous States of more than 1816
ke (4000 1bs) of raw material per day
subcategory (Subpart I), Northern
shrimp processing in the contimuous
States of 1816 kg (4000 1bs) or less of
raw material per day subcategory (Sub.
part J), Southern non-breaded shrinmp
processing in the contiguous States of
more than 1816 kg (4000 1bs) of raw ma-
terial.per dey subcategory (Subpart K,
Southern non-breaded shrimp processing
in the contiguous States of 1816 kg (4000
1bs) or less of raw material por day sub-
category (Subpart 1), breaded shtimp
processing in the contiguous States of
more than 1816 kg (4000 lbs) of raw
material per day subcategory (Subpart.
M), breaded shrimp processing in the
contiguous states of 1816 kg (4000 by
or less of raw material per day subeate-
gory (Subpart N), and tuna processing
subcategory (Subpaxt O) of the canned
and preserved seafood processing cate
gory of point sources,

Section 307(c) of the Act requires tlie
Administrator to promulgate pretrcat~
ment standards for new sources at the
same time that standards of perform-
ance for new sources are promulgated
pursuant to section 306. §§ 408,15, 408.25,
408.35, 408.45, 408.55, 408.65, 408.75,
408.85, 408.95, 408105, 408.115, 408.125,
408.135, 408145, and 408.155, proposed
below, provide pretreatment standatrds
for new sources within the farm-raised
catfish processing of more than 908 kg
(2000 1bs) of raw material per day sub-
category (Subpart A), farm-raised eant-
fish processing of 908 kg (2000 1bs) or
less of raw material per day subcategory
(SubpartB), conventional blue crab proc-
essing subcategory (Subpart C), mech-
anized blue crab processing subenterory
(Subpart D), Alasken crab meat proce



‘essing subcategory (Subpart E), Alas-
kan whole crab and crab Section proc-
essing subcategory (Subpart ¥, dunge-
ness and ftanner crab processing in the
contiguous States subcategory (Subpart
(), Alaskan shrimp processing subcate-
gory (Subpart H), Northern shrimp
. processing in the contiguous States of
more than 1816 kg (4000 lbs) of raw
material per day subcategory (Subpart
I), Northern shrimp processing in the
contiguous States of 1816 kg (4000 Ibs)
or less of raw material per day subcate-
" gory (Subpart J), Southern non-breaded
shrimp processing ‘in the contiguous
. States of more than 1816 kg (4000 Ibs)
of raw material per day subcategory
(Subpart K), Southern non-breaded
shrimp processing in the contiguous
States of 1816 kg (4000lbs) or less of
raw material per day subcategory (Sub-
part 1), breaded shrimp processing in
the contisuous States of more than
1816 kg (4000 lbs) of raw material per
day subecategory, Subpart M), breaded
shrimp processing in the conhguous
States of 1816 kg (4000 1bs) or less of
- raw material per day subcategory (Sub-
part N), and tuna processing subcate-
- gory (Subpart O) of the canned and pre-
served seafood processm,, subcategory of
point sources.

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

" -Tesult in the elimination or reduction of

- the discharge of pollutants to implement
standards of performance under Sec-
tion 306 of the Act. The Development
Document referred fo below provides,
pursuant to section 304(c) of the Act,
information .on such processes, proce-
dures or operating methods.

(b) Summary and basis of proposed
efffuent limitations guidelines for ex-
isting sources and standards of perform-~
ance and pretreatment standards for
new sources. N

(1) General methodology.

The effiluent limitations guidelines and
standards of performance proposed
herein were developed in the following
manner. The point source category was
first studied for the purpose of deter-
mining whether separate limitations and
standards are appropriate for different
segments within the category. This anal-
ysis included a determination of whether
differences in raw material used,
product produced, manufacturing proc-
ess employed, age, size, geographic loca~
tion, waste water constituents and other
factors require development of separate
limitations and standards for different
segments of the point source category.
The raw waste characteristics for each
such segment were then identified. This
included an analysis of (1) the source,
fidw and volume of water used in the
process employed and the sources of
waste and waste waters in the operation;
and (2) the constituents of all waste
water. The constituents of the waste wa~
ters which .should be subject to effiuent
limitations guidelines and standards of
performance were identified.
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The control and treatment technolo-
gies existing within each segment were
identified. This included an identifica-
tion of each distinct control and treat-
ment technology, including both in-
plant and end-of-process technologies,
which are existent or capable of belng
designed for each segment. It also in-
cluded an identification of, in terms of
the amount of constituents and the
chemical, physical, and blologicel char-
acteristics of pollutants, the efiuent level
resulting from the application of ‘each
of the technologies. The problems, imita-
tions and reliability of each treatment
and control technology were also identi-
fied. In addition, the non-water quality
environmental impacts, such as the ef-
fects of the application of such technolo-
gles upon other pollution problems, in-
cluding air, solid waste, nolse and radia-
tion were identified. The energy require-
ments of each control and treatment
technology were determined ns well as
the cost of the application of such tech-
nologies.

The information, as outlined above,
was then evaluated in order to deter-
mine what levels of technology constitute
the “best practicable control technology
currently available,” “best availlable
technology economically achlievable” and
the “best available demonstrated con-
trol technology, processes, operating
methods, or other alternatives.” In iden~
tifying such technologies, various factors
were considered. These included the to-
tal cost of application of technology in
relation to the effluent reduction bene-
fits to be achleved from such applica-
tion, the age of equipment and facilities
involved, the process employed, the en-
gineering aspects of the application of
various types of control techniques, proc-
ess changes, non-water quality environ-
mental impact (including energy require-
ments) and other factors.

The data on which the above enalysls
was performed included sampling data;
consultant reports; EPA research, devel-
opment, and demonstration grant proj-
ects; permit application data; the open
literature; and other sources.

The pretreatment standards proposed
herein are intended to be complementary
to the pretreatment standards proposed
for existing sources under Part 128 of 40
CFR. The basis for'such standards Is
set forth in the FepEraL ResISTER of July
19, 1973, 38 FR 19236. ‘The provisions of

“Part 128 are equally applicable to sources

which would constitute “new cources,”
under section 306 if they were to dls-
charge, pollutants directly- to navigable
waters except for § 128.133. That section
provides a pretreatment standard for
“incompatihle pollutants” which requires
application of the “best practicable con-
trol technology currently avallable,” sub-
ject to an adjustment for amount of
pollutants removed by the publicly owned
treatment works. Since the pretreatment
standards proposed herein apply to new

_sources, §§ 408.15, 408.25, 408.35, 408.45,

408.55, 408.65, 408.75, 403.85, 408.95,
408.105, 408.115, 408.125, 403.135, 408.145,
and 408.155 below amend section 128,133
to require application of the standard
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of performance for new sources rather
than the “best practicable™ standard ap-
plicable to existing sources under sec-
tions 301 and 304(b) of the Act.

(2) Summary of conclusions with re-
gpect to the farm-raised catfish process-
ing of more than 508 kg (2000 1bs) of raw
materinl per day subcategory (Subpart
A), farm-raised catfish processing of
903 kg (200D 1bs) or less of raw ma-
terlal per day subcategory (Subpart
B), conventional blue crab processing
subcatemory (Subpart C), mechanized
blue crab processing subcategory (Sub-
part D), Alaskan creb meat processing
subecategory (Subpart E), Alaskan whole
crab and crab section processing sub-
category (Subpart P), dungeness and
tanner crab processing in the contizuous
States subcategory (Subpart G), Alas-
kan shrimp procezsing subcategory (Sub-
part H), Northern shrimp processing in
the contiguous States of more than 1816
kg (4000 1bs) of raw material per day
subcategory (Subpart I, Northern
chrimp processing in the contiguous
States of 1816 kg (4000 Ibs) orless of raw
material per day subcategory (Subpart
J), Southern non-breaded shrimp proe-
essing In the contizuous States of more
than 1816 kg (4000 1bs) of raw material
per day subeategory (Subpart Ky, South-
ern non-breaded shrimp processing in
the contiguous States of 1816 kg (4000
1b3) or less of raw material per day sub-
category (Subpart L), breaded shrimp
processing in the contiguous States of
more than 1816 kg (4000 1lbs) of raw
material per day subcategory (Subpart
M), breaded chrimp processing in the
contiguous States of 1816 kg (4000 1bs) or
lecs of raw material per day subcategory
(Subpart N), and tuna processing sub-
category (Subpart O) of the canned and
preserved seafood processing cafegory
of point sources.

(1) Categorization.

For the purpose of studying waste
treatment and eflluent limitations, the
farm-raised catfish, crab, shrimp and
tuna cegments of the canned and pre-
cerved seafood processing category were
divided into fifteen dizcrete subcatego-
ries. Eleven were based.primarily on a
conslderation of the variety of species
belng processed, manufacturing processes
and subprocesses utilized, location of
plant, and nature of operation (Inter-
mittent versus continuous) asoutlined in
the Development Document for the farm-
raized catfich, crab, shrimp and tuna
cegments of the canned and preserved
fish and seafgod processing industry.
Conslderation of the ‘ecomomic impact
of the proposed guidelines required an
additional four subcategories based on
the size of the processing facility. Differ-
ent limitations were established for small
plants within the farm-raised catfish,
Northern shrimp, Southern non-breaded
shrimp, and breaded shrimp segments of
the industry due to unequal economic im-~
pacts created by diseconomies of scale.

(1) Subpart A—Farm-Raised Catfish
Processing of More than 903 kg (20008 1bs)
of Raw Material Per Dey Subcategory:
The farm-raised catfish processing in-
dustry Is relatively new (many plants are
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less than five years old) "and employs
‘processing techniques which are more
homogeneous than most of the other seg-
ments of the seafood processing indus-
try. The industry is concentrated prin-
cipally in the Southern and Central
United States.

(2) Subpart B—Farm-Raised Ca.tﬁsh
Processing of 908 kg (2000 lbs) or Less
of Raw Material Per Day Subcategory:
Due to the disproportionate economic
impact on the smaller farm-raised cat-
fish processor, this subcategory adjusts
the recommended guidelines to account
for the diseconomies of scale in the ap-
plication of waste treatment technology.
With the exception of size, the descrip-
tion of Subpart B is identical.to- Sub-
part A.

(3) Subpart C—Conventional Blue

- Crab Processing Subcategory: Conven- -

tional blue crab processing plants, con~

centrated along the Gulf of Mexico and.

Atlantic coasts, are usually small opera-~-

tions utllizing manual picking of the "

crab meat. The waste water streams ex~
hibit similar characteristics and low flow

volumes. The majority of the pollutional -

load is attributable mainly to the cook-
ing phase and to the plant clean up
operation.

(4) Subpart D~Mechanized Blue Crab
Processing Subcategory: Mechanized
blue crab processing utilizes picking ma-

chines to separate the crab meat from-

the shell, a procedure which causes
signiﬁcant differences in waste water
characteristics' and volumes when com-
pared to conventional blue crab proc-
essing. For example, the water use per
kilogram of crab processed using me-
chanical pickers is 30 times the water use
of the conventional prdcess; the total
suspended solids ratio is nearly 10 times

greater; and the 5-day biochemical oxy-

gen demand (BOD5) ratio approaches 4
times that of the conventional blue crab
process.

(5) Subpart E—aAlaskan Crab Meat
Processing Subcategory: The Alaskan
crab processing industry consists of a
relativiey small number of processing
plants producing a large volume of prod-
uct. The mechanical picking machines
employed by Alaskan crab meat proces-
sors result in significantly different waste
water characteristics and volumes when
compared to the Alaskan whole crab and

erab section process. For example, the °

crab meat process uses twice as much

" water as the whole crab and crab section

process, and the 5-day biochemical oxy-

gen demand and total suspended solids

are almost 50 percent higher for the crab
meat process.

(6) Subpart F—Alaskan Whole Crab
and Crab Section Processing Subcate-
gory: The whole crab and crab section
process does not separate the meat from
the shell before preservation., As dis-
cussed ‘above, this processing t.echmque

results in significantly different waste’

water characteristics and volumes when
compared to the Alaskan crab meat
process. )

¢7) Subpart G—Dungeness and Tan-
ner Crab Processing In the Contiguous
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States Subcategory: Dungeness and tan- -

ner crab processing plants in the eon-
tiguous States are relatively small com-
pared to Alaskan plants. Unlike Alaskan

processing, the plants utilize manual.

picking for crab meat production. More-
over, geographical differences based on
considerations of climate, topography,

-relative isolation of the processing plants

in Alaska, land and water availability
and soil conditions further justify a dis-
tinction between Alaskan processing and
processing in the contiguous States.

(8) Subpart H—Alaskan Shrimp Proc-
essing Subcategory: The Alaskan shrimp
processing. industry is similar to the
Northern shrimp processing industry in

* the contiguous States in terms of proc-

essing technology and waste water char-
acteristics.” However, geographical dif-
ferences such as fhose listed in the previ-
ous section justify a distinction between
Alaskan processing and processing i m the
contiguous States. -

(9) Subpart I—Northern Shrimp Proc-
essing of More Than 1816 kg (4000 1bs)
of Raw Material Per Day in the Con-

tiguous States Subcategory: The North- ~

ern shrimp processing industry in the
contiguous States includes the New Eng-
land and Pagcific Northwest as well as the
California shrimp processors. ngmﬁcant
differences in waste water chardcteristics
exist between this subcategory and the
Southern non-breaded shrimp and
breaded shrimp subcategories. For ex-
ample, the settleable solids in the waste
waters from Northren shrimp processors
were nearly ten times those from South-
ern non-breaded -and breaded shrimp
processing. The Northern shrimp 5-day
biochemical oxygen demand wds nearly
three times that of the Southern non-
breaded shrimp and 1.4 times that of
the breaded shrimp, & phenomenon
largely attributable to the differences in

s

tion for Southern non-breaded shrimp
are almost half of that for breaded
shrimp,

(12) Subpart L—Southern None
Breaded Shrimp Processing in the con«
tiguous States of 1816 kg (4000 1bs) or
Less of Raw Material Per Day Subeate«
gory: Due to the disproportionate ¢co-
nomic impact on the smaller Southern
non-breaded shrimp processor, this sub-
category adjusts the recommended
guidelines to account for the disecono-
mies of scale in the application of waste
treatment technology. wWith the excep-
tion of size, the description of subpart L
is identical to Subpart K.

(13) Subpart M-—Breaded Shrimp
Processing of more than 1816 kg (4000
1bs) of Raw Material Por Day in the
Contiguous States Subcategory: Tho
addition of a breading operation to the
processing of shrimp causes sigmificant
increases n certain waste‘water parame
eters such as blochemical oxygen de«
mand and total suspended solids as
previously discussed in Subparts X and
K above.

(14 subpart N—Breaded Shirimp
Processing in the Contiguous. States of

- 1816 kg (4000 Jos) or Less of Raw Ma~

product size. Paralleling this BODS5 rela- -

tionship, the Northern shrimps’ grease

_and oil level was also higher than those

levels of the Southeri non-breaded and
breaded shrimp.

(10) Subpart J—Northern Shrimp
Processing in the Continguous States of
1816 kg (4000 1bs) or Less of Raw Mate-
rial Per Day Subcategory Due to the dis-
proportionate economic impact on the
smaller Northern shrimp processor, this
subcategory adjusts the recommended
guidelines to account for the diseco-
nomies of scale in the application of
waste treatment technology. With the
exception of size, the description of Sub-
part J is identical to SubpartI. -

(11) Subpart X—Southern Non-
Breaded Shrimp Processing of More
Than 1816 kg (4000 1bs) of Raw Material
Per Day in the Contiguous States Sub-
category: Southern shrimp proecessing,
concentrated in the Guif of Mexico and
South Atlantic areas, utilizes a larger
species of shrimp than either the
Alaskan or Northern shrimp processing
industries. This difference in raw ma-
terlal processed is responsible for the
significant differences in waste water
characteristics as described in section 9.
Moreover, the BCD5 and water consump-

terial Per Day Subcategory: Due to the
disproportionate * economic impact on
the smaller breaded shrimp processor,
this subcategory adjusts the recomn-
mended guidelines to account for the
diseconomies of scale in the application
of waste treatment technology. With the
exception of size, the description of sub-
part N is identical to subpart M.

(15) Subpart O—Tuna Processing
Subcategory: Although widely dix-
tributed geographically, the tuna proc-
essing industry utilizes a common tcoh-
nology for the production of conned
tuna and various by-products. Waste
water characteristics are thus falrly
uniform from region to reglon regards
less of plant size., The tuna processing
industry is the only segment of the sea-
food processing industry exomined in
the Development Document which has

a relatively continuous year-round
operation. "
- () Waste characteristics. .

Pollutants contained in waste wators
resulting from seafood processing are
measured by blochemical oxygen de-
mand, chemical oxygen demand, settle-
able solids, total suspended solds, ofl -
and grease, total Kjeldahl nitropen
(organic nitrogen and ammonia), nttrate,

- phosphorus, ofl and grease, coliform bag-

teria, pH and temperature. Of the fore-
going pollution parameters, blochemical
oxygen demand, total suspended solids,
and oil and grease have been selected ny
significant parameters for the establish-
ment of effluent lmitations. The pH
parameter is included also as on efliuent
limitation which must fall within an
acceptable range of values. The remain-
ing parameters are so closely related to
those selected as to be influenced by
their limitations, or present at levels that
are not significant.

(iii) Origin of waste water pollutants
in the canned and preserved seafood
processing category.
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Generally, waste water flows within
the seafood processing industry originate
at the receiving, preprocessing, eviscera~
tion, pre-cooking, picking and cleaning,
preserving, canning, Ifreezing, plant
cleanup and by-product operations of
the manufacturing process.

(iv) Treatment and control tech-
nology.

- . Present control and treatment prac-

tices are uniformly inadequate within
the farm-raised catfish, crab, shrimp
and tuna processing segments of the
canned and preserved seafood process-
ing industry. Processors employ few if
any waste water freatment facilities ab
the full scale plant operational Ievel.
Consequently, with the exception of
screening and solids recovery, the ma-
jority of the waste water treatment
alternatives are based on pilot plant
studies, transferable technology from
the meat processing industry, municipal
- waste treatment systems, or ofher seg-
“ments of the seafood as well as the food
processing indusiry.
" The available alternatives include in-
plant controls such as water conservation
and dry capture of solids to minimize raw
waste loads from processing. The end-of-
process physical and chemical treatment
technologies include screening, sedi-
mentation, air flotation, and concentra-
tion. The end-of-process biological treat-
ment alternatives include activated
sludege, extended aeration, rotating bio-
logical contactors, high-rate trickling
filters, stabilization ponds, and aerated
lagoons.

(v) Treatment and control technology
within subcategories. Waste water treat-

_ment and control technologies have been
studied for each subcategory of the in-
dustry to determine what is (a) the best
practicable control technology currently
available, (b) the best available tech-
nology economically achievable, and (¢)
the best available demonstrated control
t{echnology, processes, operating methods
or other alternatives.

. (1) Treatment for the farm-raised
catfish processing of more than 908 kg
(2000 1bs) of raw material per day sub-
category: The best practicable control
{echnology currently available involves
efficient in-plant water and waste water
management, partial recycle of live fish
holding tank water, solids or by-product
recovery, and aerated lagoons and oxida-
tion ponds. The best available fechnology
economically achievable includes efiluen$
treatment through an extended aeration
system. The best available demonsérated
control technology, processes, operating
methods or other alternatives for new
sources is based on spray irrigation of

. process waste water and partial recycle
of live fish holding tank water with
overflow and discharge to fish holding
ponds which occasionally overflow to
navigable waters.

(2) Treatment for the farm-raised
catfish processing of 908 kg (2000 1bs)
or less of raw material per day subcate-
gory: The best practicable control tech~
nology cwrrently available involves effl~
clent in-plant water and waste water
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management, partial recycle of live fish
holding tank water, solids, or by-product
recovery, and oxidaton ponds. The best
available technology economically
achievable includes effluent treatment
through an extended aeration system.
The best available demonstrated con-
trol technology, processes, operating
methods or other alternatives for new
sources are based on spray irrigation of
process waste water and partial recycle
of Hve fish holding tank water with over-
flow and discharge to fish holding ponds
which occasionally overflow to navigable
waters.

(3) Treatment for the conventicnal
blue crab processing subcategory: The
best practicable control technology cur-
rently available consists of efiiclent in-
plant water and waste water manage-
ment, solids or by-product recovery, and
aerated lagoon systems. The best avall-
able technology economically achievable
includes efluent treatment through an
extended aeration system. The b&b avail-

‘able demonstrated control technology,

processes, operating methods or other al-
ternatives for new sources are met by the
requirements for the best practicable
tontrol technology currently available.

(4) Treatment for the mechanized blue
crab processing subcategory: The best
practicable control technology currently
available consists of efiicient in-plant
water and vaste water management,
solids or by-product recovery, and
aerated lagoon systems. The best avail-
able technology economically achievable
includes effiuent treatment through an
extended aeration system. The best
available demonstrated control tech-
nology, processes, operating methods or
other alternatives for new sources are
met by the requirements for the best
practicable control technology currently
available and appropriate process design
to provide more efficient water and waste
water management. -

(5) Treatment for the Alaskan crab
meat processing subcategory: The best
practicable control technolozy currently
available consists of efficient in-plant
water and waste water muanagement,
by-product recovery or ultimate disposal
of solids, and screening of the waste
water effluent. The unique physical situa-
tion of Alaskan processors includes ex-
treme seasonality, harsh climate and
frequent inavallability of usable land.
This precludes consideration of more
sophisticated waste-manasement tech-
nologies which are readily transferable
to seafood processing in the contiguous
States. The best available technolozy
economically achievable includes treat-
menf{ by dissolved air flotation systems.
The best arvailable demonstrated control
technology, processes, operating methods
or other alternatives for new sources are
met by the requirements for the best
practicable control technolozy currently
available and appropriate process deslem
to provide more efficient water and waste
water management.

(6) Treatment for the Alaskan wwhole
creb and crab section processing sub-
cafegory: The best practicable control
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technology currently available consists of
efficient in-plant water and waste water
management, by-product recovery or
ultimate disposal of solids, and screening
of the waste water efluent. As discussed
in the previous section, the unique phys~
ical situation of Alaskan processors pre-
cludes consideration of more sophisti-
cated waste-management technologies
which are readily transferable to seafocd
processing in the conHuous States. The
best avellable technology economically
achievable includes treatment by dis-
solved alr flotation systems. The best
avallable demonstrated control technol-
oy, processes, operating methods or
other alternatives for new sources are
met by the requirements for the best
practicable control technology currently
available and appropriate process desisn
to provide more efficient water and waste
water management.

(1) Treatment for the dtmgenws and

tanner crab processing in the contizuous
States subcatezory: The best practicable
control technology currently available
conslsts of efficlent in-plant water and
waste water management, solids or by-
product recovery techmiques, and dis-
solved alr flotation systems. The best
avallable technoloxy economically
achievable includes treatment by aerated
lagoon systems in addition to dissolved
alr flotation systems with chemical co-
agulation. The best avaiflable demon-
strated control technology, processes,
operatine methods or other alternatives
for new sources are met by the require-
ments for the best practicable control
technolozy currently available and ap-
propriate process desiém fo provide more
efficlent water and twaste water
manasement.
4 (8) Treatment for the Alaskan shrimp
processing subcatezory: The best prac-
ticable control technolozy currently
available consists of efficlent in-plant
water and waste water management, by~
product recovery or ultimate disposal of
solids, and screening of the waste twater
efiiuent, As discussed previously in sec-
tions (5) and (6) above, the unique phys-
Ical sltuation of Alaskan processors
precludes conslderation of more sophisti-
cated waste-management fechnologles
which are readily transferable to seafood
procezsing in the contiguous States. The
best available technology economically
achievable includes treatment by dis-
solved alr flotation systems. The best
available demonstrated control technol-
07y, brocezzgs, operating methods or
other olternatives for new sources are
met by the requirements for the best
practicable control technology currently
available and sppropriate process desism
to provide more eflicient water and waste
water management.

(9) Treatment for the Northern
shrimp processing of more than 1816 kx
(4000 1b3) ‘of raw material per day in
the contiguous States subcatezory: The
best practicable control technolory cur-
rently aveilable consists of efficient in-
plant water and waste water manage-
ment, solids or by-product recovery
teclmlques, and dissolved air Hotation
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systems. The best available technology
economically achievable includes treat-
ment by aerated lagoon systems in addi-
tion to dissolved air flotation systems
with chemical coagulation. The best
available demanstrated control technol-

ogy, processes, operating methods or.

other alternatives for new sources are
met by the requirements for the best
practicable control technology cm‘reqtly
available and appropriate process design
to provide more efficient water and waste
water management.

(10) Treatment for the Northern
shrimp processing of 1816 ke (4000 1bs)
or less of raw material per day in the
contiguous States subcategory: The best
practicable control technology cprrentlv
available consists of efficlent in-plant
water and waste water management and
solids or by-product recovery through
the use of screening sysfems. The best
avallable technology economically
achievable includes treatment by dis~
solved air flotation systems in addition to
screening. The best available demon-
strated control technology, processes,
aperating methods or other alternatives
for new sources is based on dissolved air
flotation systems in addition to screening
and appropriate process design to pro-
vide more efficlent water and waste
water management. -

(11) Treatment for the Southern non-
breaded shrimp processing of more than
1816 kg (4000 1bs) of raw material per
day in the contiguous States subcategory?
"The best practicable control technology
currently available consists of efficient
in-plant water and waste water manage-
ment, solids or by-product recovery tech-
niques; and dissolved air flotation sys-
tems. The best available technology eco-
nomically achievable includes treatment
"by aerated lagoon systems in addition to
dissolved air flotation systems with
chemical coagulation. The best available
demonstrated control technology, proc-
esses, operating methods or other alter-
natives for new sources are met by the
requirements for the best practicable
control technology currently available
and appropriate process design to pro-

. vide more efficient water and waste water
management.,

(12) ‘Treatment for the Southern non-
breaded shrimp processing of 1816 kg
€4000 1bs) or less of raw material per day
in the contiguous States subcategory:
The best practicable control technology
ourrently available consists of efficient
in-plant water and waste water manage-
ment and solids or by-products recovery
through the use of screening systems.
The best available technology economi-
cally achievable includes treatment by
dissolved air flotation systems in addi-
tion to sereening. The best available dem~
onstrated control technology, processes,
operating methods or other alternatives
for new sources are based on dissolved
air flotation systems in addition to
screening and appropriate process design
to provide more efficient water and waste
water management.

(13) ‘Treatment for the breaded shrimp

processing of more than 1816 kg (4000

+
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1bs). or raw material per day in the con-
tiguous States subcaiegory; The best
practicable control technology currently
available consists of efficient in-plant
water and waste water, management,
solids or by-product recovery techniques,
and dissolved air flotation systems. The
best available technology economically
achievable includes treatment by aerated
Iagoon systems In addition to dissolved
air flotation systems with chemical coag-
ulation. The best ‘available demonstrated
control technology, processes, operating
methods or other alternatives for new
sources. are met by the requirements for
the best practicable control technology
currently available and appropriate proc-
ess design to provide more efficient water
and waste water management.

(14) Treatment for the breaded shrimp
processing of 1816 kg (4000 1bs) or less of
raw material per day in the contiguous
States subcategory: The best practicable
control technology currently available
consists of efficient in-plant water and
waste water management and solids or
by-product recovery through the use of
scréening systems. The best avallable
teehnalogy economically achievable in-

_cludes treatment by dissolved air flota-
tion systems in addition to sereening. The
best available demonstrated control
technology, processes, operating methods
or other alternatives for new sources are
based on dissolved air flotation systems
In addition to screening and appropriate
process design‘to provide more efficient
water and waste water management.

(15)- Treatment for the tuna process-
ing subcategory: The best practicable
control technology currently available
consists of efficient in-plant water and
waste water management, solids and by-
product recovery techniques, and dis-
solved air flotation systems. The best
available technology economically
achievable includes dissolved air flotation
systems with chemical addition, high
rate trickling filters followed by acti-
vated -sludge biological treatment sys-
tems. The best available demonstrated
control technology, processes, operating
methods or other alternatives for new
sources are met by the requirements for
the best practicable control technology
currently available and appropriate
process design to provide more efficient
water and waste water management.

(vi) Establishing daily maximum lim-
itatigns: Because there are no existing
waste water treatment facilities at the
plant level, the 30-day and the daily
maximum limitafions are based on en-
gineering judgment and the considera-
tion of the operating characteristics of
similar treatment systems within the
meat processing industry, mumicipal
waste treatment systems, or other seg-
ments of the seafood as well as the faod
processing industry. The daily maximum
limitations for the screening systems are
3 times the thirty day limitations; for
air flotation systems, 2.5 times the thirty
day limitation; for gerated lagoon sys-
tems, 2 times the thirty day limitation;
for- extended aeration systems, 3 times
the thirty day limitation; and for acti-

vated sludge systems, 3.5 times the thivty
day limitation. An exception was mada
for the total suspended solids aftor
screeningz in the Alaskan shrimp process
ing subcategory due to the hirh initinl
level of the parameter. The dally maxi-
mum, limitation of total suspended solids
for the Alaskan shrimp processing suhe
catezory is 1.6 times the 30 day Hmitation,

The propesed effuent limitations puide«
lines and standards of performance are
expressed in terms of a ratio between the
welght of pollutants which may he dis«
charged and the weight of raw material,
ie., fish and seafood processed.

‘When a plant i3 subject to efluent lim-
itations covering more than one sttbeate«
gory, the plant’s effluent limitation shall
be the agrregate of the limitations ap-
plicable to the total production covered
by each subcategory.

(vil) The cost and energy require<
ments azsociated with the control and
treatment technologies have been cone
sidered. The costs for in-plant controly
are largely those assoclated with capital
investment for process and equipment
modifications. Realization of values ob-
tained from produet lose reduction, by-
product recovery, and reduced treatment
costs may well result in o not gain., For
example, in 1973 fish meal supplies aro
selling up to three or more times tho
1971 prices. Peru, normally the producer
of one-half of the world’s fish menl, hag
had greatly reduced output in 1972 and
1973. Hence if this trend continues, tho
production of meal from waste will bo
economically profitable for many plants,

The costs associated with end-of-pipo
treatment include amortization of capi«
tal expenditures over a ten-year perlod,
debt servicing, and operation and meain«
tenance. Added energy requirements are
those associated with operation of trente
ment facilities and constitute only &
small fraction of the total plant
consumption.

(viil) Economic impact analysis,

A precise study of the economic im-
pact Is difficult due to numerous other
forces at work within the seafood in-
dustry, and beoause of the plant-to-plant
variability of such factors as poHution
control costs, profitability, and retum
on investment.

There may be & significant economio
impact due to diseconomies of scale withe
In the catfish, Northern shrimp, South-
ern non-breaded shrimp, and breaded
shrimp segments of the industry. Be-
cause bf this, four proposed subcategories
are based on economic considerations
alone in order to alleviate the plight of
the smaller processor. The determinge
tion of the subdivision for smaller prog-~
essors iIs based on limited information
and is subject to revision before promul-
gation in final form of the proposed
effluent limitations guidelines,

The report entitled “Development Dog-
uraent for Proposed Efflent Limitationg
Guidelines and New Source Performanceo
Standards for the Catfish, Crab, Shrimp,
and Tuns segments of the Canned and
Preserved Fish and Seafood Processing
Industry” details the analysls undertaken
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in support of the regulations proposed
herein. ‘The report is available for in-
spection in the EPA Information Center,
Room 227, West Tower, Waterside Mall,
‘Washington, D.C., at all EPA regional
offices, and at State water pollution con-
trol offices. A supplemenfary analysis
prepared for EPA of the possible eco-
nomic effects of the proposed regulations
is also available for-inspection at these
* locations. Copies of both of these docu-
ments are being sent to persons or in-
stitutions affected by the praoposed regu-
lations, or who have placed themselves
on a mailing Jist 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 both reports are available. Persons
wishing to obtain a copy may write the
-EPA Information Center; Environmental
Protection Agency, Washington, D.C,
20460, Attention: Mr, Philip B, Wisman.
_ On June 14, 1973, the Agency pub-
lished procedures designed to insure that,
when certain major standards, regula-
tions, and guidelines are proposed, an ex-
planation _of, their basls, purpose and
environmental effects is made available
to the publie (38 FR 15653). The pro-
cedures are applicable to major stand-
ards, regulations and guidelines which
are proposed on or affer December 31,
1973, and which prescribe national
standards of environmental quality or
require national emission, efluent or per-
formance standards and limitations.
© The Agency determined to implement

+ these procedures in order to insure that

the public ‘was apprised of the environ-
mental effects of its major standards
setting actions and was provided with
detailed background information to as-
sist it in commenting on the merits of
a proposed action. In brief, the proce-
dures call for the Agency to make public
the information available to it deline-
ating the major nonenvironmental fac-
tors affecting the decision, and to explain
the viable options available to it and
" the reasons for the option selected.

The procedures contemplate publica-
tion of this information in the FeperaL
REGISTER, Where this is practicable. They
provide, however, that where, because
of the length of these materials, such
publication is impracticable, the mate-
rial may be made available in an alter-
nate format.

The report entitled “Development Doc-
ument for Proposed Efffuent Limitations
Guidelines and New Source Perform-~

- ance Standards for the Catfish, Crab,
Shrimp, and Tuna Segments of the
Canned and Preserved Seafood Process-
ing Industry Point Source Category”
contains information available to the
Agency concerning the major eaviron-
mental effects of the regulation proposed
below, including:

<1) the pollutants presently discharged
into the Nation's waterways by proces-
sors of canned and bpreserved seafood
and the degree of pollution reduction
obtainable from the implementation of
the proposed guidelines and standards
(see particularly sections IV, V, VL, IX, X,
and XI) ; )
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(2) the anticipated effects of the pro-
posed regulation on other aspects of the
environment including alr, solid waste
disposal and land use, and noise (see
particularly section VIII) ; and

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

The supplementary report entltled
“Economic Analysis of Proposed Efffuent
Guidelines Seafoods Processing Indus-
try” contains an estimate of the cost of
pollution control requirements and an
analysis of the possible effects of the
proposed regulations on prices, produc-
tion levels, employment, communities in
which canned and preserved seafood
processing plants are located, and inter-
national trade. In addition, the above
described Development Document de-
scribes, in section VIII, the cost and
energy consumption implcations of the
proposed regulations.

The two reports described above in the
aggresate exceed 500 pages in length and
contain a substantial number of charts,
diagrams, and tables. It is clearly im-
practicable to publish the material con-
tained in these documents in the Feperarn
RecIsTER. To the extent possible, slgnif-
icant aspects of the material have been
presented in summary form in foregoing
portions of this preamble, Additional
discussion is contained in the following
analysis of comments received and the
Agency's response to them. As has been
indicated, both documents are available
for inspection at the Agency’s Washing-
ton, D.C. and regional offices and at State
water pollution control agency offices.
Coples of each have been distributed to
persons and institutions affected by the
proposed regulations or who have placed
themselves on & mailing Hst for this pur-
pose. Finally, so long as the supply re-
mains available, additional copies may be
obtained from the Agency as described
above,

When regulations for the processors of
canned and preserved seafood are pro-
mulgated in final form, revised coples
of the Development Document will be
avallable from the Superintendent of
Documents, Government Printing Office,
Washington, D.C. 20402, Coples of the
Economic will be avallable
through the National Technical Infor-
mation Service, Springfield, Virpinia
22151,

(3) Summary of Public' Participation.

Prior to this publication, the agencles
and groups listed below were consulted
and given an opportunity to participate
in the development of effuent limitations
guidelines and standards proposed for
the canned and preserved fish and sea-
food processing category. All participat~
ing agencles and groups have been in-
formed of project developments. An ini-
tial draft of the Development Document
was sent to all participants and com-
ments were solicited on that report. The
following are the principal agencles and
groups consulted: (1) Efffuent Standards
and Water Quality Information Advisory
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Committee (established under section
515 of the Act): (2) all State and U.S.
Territory Pollution Control Agencies; (3)
the National Marine Fisheries Service,
U.S. Department of Commerce; (4) U.S.
Department of the Interior; (5) U.S.
Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare; (6) the Water Resources Coun-
cil; (7) the American Society of Me-
chanical Engineers; (8) Hudson River
Sloop Restoration, Inc.; (9) the Conser-
vation Foundation; (10) Environmental
Defense Fund, Inc.; (11) Natural Re-
sources Defense Council; (12) the
Amerlean Soclety of Civil Engineers;
(13) the Water Pollution Control Fed-
eration; (14) the National Wildlife Fed-
eration: (15) the American Frozen
Food Institute; (16) the National Can-
ners Assoclation; (17) the National Fish-
cries Assoclation; (18) the Catfish Farm-
ers of America; (19) the American
Shrimp Canners Assoclation; (20) Tungz
Research Foundation, Inc.; (21) the
Chesapeake Bay Seafood Industries As-
soclation; and (22) the Kodiak Seafood
Processors Assoclation.

‘The following organizations responded
with comments: National Canners Asso-
clation; American Shrimp Canners As-
soclation; Catfish Farmers of America;
Chesapeake Bay Seafood Industries As-
sociation; Kodiak Seafood Processors
Assoclation; American Soclety of Civil
Engineers; National Marine Fisheries
Service, U.S. Department of Commerce;
State of Georgla, Department of Natural
Resources; State of Alaska, Department
of Environmental Conservation; Govern-
ment of American Samoa, Environmen-
tal Quality Commission; and the Cali-
fornla Watér Resources Control Board.

The comments were highly variable,
ranging from full approval to total re-
Jection of the conclusions and recom-
mendations contained in the draft De-
velopment Document. -

‘The primary issues ralsed in the devel-
opment of the proposed efffuent limita-
tions guidelines and standards of per-
formance and the treatment of these
issues herein are as follows: -

(2) A number of commentors ques-
tioned the validity of the sampling
method of screening the raw waste waters
with a 20-mesh Tyler sieve prior to lab-
oratory analysls. They eontended that
the data contained in the Development
Document are in reality screened waste
loads and may not be used as a valid base
for establishing further reductions
through employment of subsequent waste
water treatment under commercial plant
operating conditions.

Immediately after sampling, each ali-
quob was passed throush a standard 20-
mesh Tyler screen prior to adding it to
the composlte sample. This practice has
been used in previous waste water char-
acterization research in both the seafoods
and the frults and vegetable flelds. It
serves to remove the larger solld particles
(such as crab legs, some shrimp shell,
fish parts, etc.) and thereby greatly re-
duce the resultant “scatter” of the data
points. The method 1s especially valuable
in developing a precise base-line value
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for esch parameter from a limited num-
ber of samnoples.

The glternatives to this approach were
to use @ larger mesh size, to blend or
grind the samples, or to leave all solids
intact and in the sample. A larger mesh:
size would have been less defensible than
20-mesh, since the latter represented the
minimum mesh expected to be encoun-
tered in full scale treatment designs. To
grind the samples would have led to un-
realistically high'values for some param-
eters such as BODS5 and grease and oil,
because these values are surface-area.
dependent. Grinding & food processing
waste sample can increase its BODS5 by
up to 1000 percent. This choice was Te~
jected because the values obtained
through this method {(especially those for
BOD5—the simple most important pa-
rameter in the guidelines) would be un-
realistically high. The third alfernative
was not adopted because it would intro-
duce unacceptable scatter into the re-
sults and cast serious doubt on the valid-

ity of the parameter averages obtained.

It was recognized that laboratory
screening efficiencies -would likely be
higher than full-scale field screening
efficiencies (for the same mesh). How-
ever, the same or better results could
be obtained by using smaller mesh sizes
in full-scale plant application. -

Adoption of the '20-mesh screening
method provided accurate, reliable base-
jine data for.each parametfer in each
subecategory for screened waste water,
thereby permitting confident selection of
subsequent treatment alternatives.

For estimates of removal efficlencles
for the design and cost estimates, the

literature was consulted to establish the”

relationship between screened and un-
sercened BODS5 for each subcategory.
This factor was applied in full recogni-
tion of the inherent inaccuracies asso-
clated with the “unscreened” value.

(h) The criticism was made that lim-
{tations on Kjeldahl nitrogen were un-
necessary because nitrogen levels vary
with the solids and BOD levels.

Nitrogen parameters are nob included
in the proposed effiuent limitations guide-
lines because the extent to which nitro-
gen components in fish and seafood
wastes is removed by physical-chemical
or biological treatment, remains to be
evaluated. Purthermore, the need for ad-
vanced treatment technology specifically
designed for nitrogen removal has not
been demonstrated dt this time for this
industry. )

(c) A common criticism stated that
the data base justifying the subcategori-
zation of the industry and the efifuent
guidelines is insufficient. The Environ-
mental Protection Agency recognizes
that prior to this study & paucity of
reliable waste characterization. data
describing the farm-raised catfish, crab,
shrimp, and tuna processing industries
existed. 'The statutory time constraints
precluded the collection of exhaustive
data covering all possible processing con-
figurdtions and complete seasonal cycles.
Therefore, the data generated for the
study with the accompanying assump-

tions are presented in the Development-
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Document. Furthermore, & major objec-
tive of the stydy was to determine
whether “Best Practicable Control Tech-.
nology” existed within the industry, and
if not, to “transfer technology” which Is
readily available for waste treatment.

The Federal Water Pollution Control
Act Amendments of 1972 provide for
periodic review of the guidelines in ordexr
to consider additional data as well as
processing and waste treatment innova-
tions.

(d) The criticism has been made thab
a Substantial number of processors do nob
have gccess to adequate land for the con-

struction of waste treatment facilities. -

With the exception of the catfish and
conventional and mechanized blue crab
subcategories, achieving the efluent
limitations proposed for the best prac-
ticable control technology cwrrently
available requires only & minimal amount
of land. The next lower level of treat-
ment is screening or no treatment. The
catfish processors are located inland in
relatively flat areas where land is gen-
erally available. Also, some catfish proc-
essing plants are located in or near
urban areas which provides access to
existing domestic sewerage and treat-
ment systems. The blue crab processors
usually are located in srees with flabt
land available for waste treatment plant
construction. These processors, too, are
often near urban areas which provides
access to existing domestic sewerage and
treatment systems.

With the exception of crab and shrimp
processing in Alaska the limitations
based on best available technology
economically achievable are dependent
upon the availability of some land. It is
recognized that land may not be avail-
able to many processors. However, the
proposed limitations do not dictate which
technology to employ. In the interim be-
fore July 1, 1983, improved product and
by-product recovery techniques, with m-
proved physical and chemical freatment,
could provide an efluent which meets the
Ilimitations. Therefore, & non-land re-

. quiring technology may be utilized, if

available, to meet the requirements pro-
posed for best gvailable technology
economically achievable.

(e) Economic impact. -

Many comments have Indicated thab
the costs associated with meeting the
proposed effiuent limitations guidelines
will close large segments of the seafood
industry. ~

There may be a significant economic
impact on some segments of the industry
such as catfish and shrimp processors
for Tevel I. The costs of meeting the
proposed Ievel IT guidelines may cause
a relatively larger impachk. As discussed
previously, four subcategories were devel-
oped to alleviate the impact on the
smaller processor due to diseconomies of
scale., In addition, due to the conserva-
tive nature of the cost estimates for con-
trol and treatment equipment, the actual
impact on the industry should be less
than that indicated by the economic im-~
pact analysis.

In all cases the design and cost esti-
mates assumed a two shift per day opera-
tion at full plant capacity for each shift

“

for the hydraulic loading of the modcl
treatment systems, Comments from in-
dustry such as the catflsh processows’
indicate that the majority of plants nor-
mally operate at o fraction of xated
capacity.

The cost estimates assumed that no
treatment existed at the plant level
which is an accurate assessment for the
majority of the processors in Alaske hub
not for processors in the contlzuous
States. Most of the processors outslde of
Alaska employ some form of sorgening to
remove solids from the plant effluent
streams. ° :

In many instances improved preduct
and by-product recovery produces In-
creased reveaues for the processing plant,
However, the possible income rezulting
from these effluent control measures was
not incliuded in the economic impach
analysis.

The economic impact analysis did not

consider the availability of funds to small
businesses under section 7 of the Small
Business Act, 15 U.S.C. 636. Section 8 of
Pub. L. 92-500 amends the Small Busl-
ness Act to authorize loans for assisting
small business concerns in adding to or
altering their equipmen$, facilities or
methods of operation In order to meget
water pollution control requirements. Ad«
ditional funds are available for this pur-
pose and should ease the problem of
raising capital for small businesses.
- Section. 301¢c) of the Act provides for
modification of the efiluent lmitations
guidelines with respect to auny point
souxrce which is based on the best avall-
sble techugqlogy econamically achievable,
upon & showing by the owner or operf-
tor of sush point sourco satisfoctory fo
the Admiaistrator that such madified ro-
quirements ¢1) will represent tho maxi«
mum use of technology within tho eco~
nomic capability of the owner or opey-
ator; and (2) vill result in rcasonablo
further progress toward the climinption
of the discharge of pollutants.

In developing the propesed guldelines,
difficulty was experienced in obtaining
sufiicient information and data on which
to base a full and quantitative evalun
tion of the economic impact. The infox-
mation and data available show that
there will be greater economic impact on
very small processors than on the rest
of the industry, More information is de-
sired, particularly on the small processor,
to enable a fuller assessment of the over-
all impact with respect to plant clos-
ings, embloyment, and on local commiut-
nities. Information and data are spocifi- .
cally requested for the following: ()
Plant revenues, (1) Production costs,
(iil) Production yields, ({v) Profits, (v)
Return on investments, (vi) Pollution
control costs, (vil) The level of capacity
utilization for different size plants and
theé ability of plants to expand to g level
where economies of scale can be realized;
and (viil) Aceess to munieipal disposal
systems (both waste water and solids)
together with the svailability and costs
of Iand for land-based disposal tech-
niques. Information and data are also
solicited in regard to the treatment ef«
fectiveness resulting from dissolved air
flotation treatment of tuns, crab, and
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shrimp processing wasfe or similar
wastes.

Interested persons may participate in
this rulemaking by submitting written
comments in triplicate to the EPA In-
formaton Center, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, Washington, D.C. 20460,
Attention: Mr. Philip B. Wisman. Com~
ments on &1l aspects of the proposed
regulations are solicited. In the event
comments are in the nature of criticisms
as to the adequacy of data which is
available, or which may be relied upon
by the Agency, comments should iden-
tify and, if possible, provide any addi-
tional data which may be available and
should indicate why such data is essen-
tial to the development of the regula-
tions. In the event comments address
the approach taken by the Agency in
establishing an efluent limitation guide-
Jine or standard of performance, EPA
solicits suggestions as to what alterna-
"tive approach should be faken and why
and how this alternative better satisfies
the detailed requirements of sections 301,
304(b), 306 and 307 of the Act.

A copy of all public comments will be

~ available for inspection and copying ab

- the EPA Information Center, Room 227,

West Tower, Waterslde Mall, 401 M’

Street, SW., W n, D.C. A copy
of preliminary draft contractor reports,

‘. the Development Document and eco-

>

" nomde study referred to above and cer-
tain supplementary materlals support-
ing the study of the industry concerned
will also be maintained at this location
for public review and copying. The EPA
information regulation, 40 CFR Part 2,
provides that a reasonable fee may be
charged for copying.

ATl comments received within thirty
days of publication of this notice in the
FrperAL. REGISTER Wwill be considered.
Steps previously taken by the Environ-
mental Protection Agency to facilitate
public response within this time period
are outlined in the advance notice con-
cerning public review procedures pub-
Hshed on August 6. 1973 (38 FR 21202).

Dated: January 25, 1974.

JOEN QUARLES,
Acting Administrator.

PART 408—FFFLUENT LIMITATIONS
GUIDELINES FOR EXISTING SOURCES
AND STANDARDS OF PERFORMANCE
AND PRETREATMENT STANDARDS FOR

- NEW SOURCES FOR THE CANNED AND
PRESERVED SEAFOOD PROCESSING
POINT SOURCE CATEGORY

.Subpart A—Farm-Ralsed Catfish Processing of

More Than 908 kg (2000 lbs) of Raw Material
~. Per Day Subcategory

Sec.
408.10 Applicabllity; description of the
. farm-ralsed catfish processing of
more than 908 kg (2000 1bs) of
- raw material per day subcategory.
408.11  Specialized definitions.

408.12 Effltuent limitatlons guldelines rep--

resenting the degree of effuent
reduction attainable by the appli-
catlon of the best practicable
control  technology currently
available, -

-408.14

PROPOSED RULES

-

Effluent lmitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degres of efinent ye-
duction obtainable by the appli-
cation of the best avallable tech-
nology economically schiovable,

Standards of performsance for new
£ources.

Pretreatment standards for new
sources.

9&“ B—Farm-Ralsed Catfish Processing of

(2000 Ibs) or Less of Raw Materlal Per

Day tegory

40820 Applicabllity; description of the
farm-raised catfish processing of
808 kg (2000 Ibe) or 1e55 Of Taw
material per day subcategory.

Speclalized definitions,

Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effiuent re-
duction attainable by the appll-
cstion of the best practicable
control  technology currently
avallsdle,

Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of efliuent re-
duction obtainable by the appli-
cation of thoe bhest avallable tech-
Tnology economically achisvable,

Standards of performance for new
sources,

Pretreatment standards for new
sources.

Subpart C—Conventional Blue Crab Processing
Subcategory

408.13

408.18

408.21
408.22

408.23

408.24
40825

Applicability; description of the
conventional blue crab processing
subcategory.

Specialized definitions.

Effluent Uimitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degreo of efluent
reduction eattainable the
spplication of the best practicablo
control technology currently
avallable.”

Efuent limitations guldelines rep-
resenting the degreo of effiuent re-
duction obtainablo by ths appll-
cation of the best avallable tech-
nology economically schisvable,

Standards of performancd for new
S0UTCeS.

Pretreatment standards for new
sources,

Subpart D—Mechankzed Blue Crab Processing
Subcategory

Applicability; description of <he
mechanized blue crad processing
subcategory.

Specialized definitions,

Effiuent limitations guldelines rep-
resenting the degree of efinent
reduction attainable by the
application of the best practicable
control technology  currenmtly
avallable,

Effiuent limitations guldelines rep-
resenting the degree of efliuent ro-
duction obtainable by the appli-
cation of tho best avallable tech-
nology economically achisvable.

Standards of performance for now
sources,

Pretreatment” standards for new
SOUrCes. X

Subpart E~—Alaskan Crab Meat Processing

Subcategory

Applicabllity; description of the
Alaskan crab meat processing sub-
category.

Specialized definitions,

408.30

408.31
40832

408.33

408.34
408.35

408.40

40841
408.42

40843

408.44
40845

408.60

40851

4715

Bec.

40853 EMuent Umitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effiuent
reduction attalnable by tke
application of the best practicable
contrel technclogy  currently
avallable.

Efffuent lmitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effluent re-
duction obtainable by the appli-
cation ¢f the best availoble tech-
nology economically achlevable.

Standards ¢f performance for new
gources,

Pretreatment standards for new |
cources,

Subpart F—Alaskan Whole Crabs and Crab
Ssction Processing Subcategory

408,60 Applicability; description of the
Alaska whole crab and crab sec-
tlon processing subcategory.

Specialized definitions.

EfMuent limifations guidelines re-
presenting the degree of efiuent
reduction attainable by the appll-
catlon of the best practicable
control  technology  currently
avallable.

Effiuent Umitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effluent
reduction obtainable by the ap-
plication of the best available
t:.:hno!ogy economlically achiev-
able,

Standards of performance for new
£0Urces.

Pretreatment standards for new
gources.

it G—Dungeness and Tanner Crab

Procuzlm Ia the Contiguous States Subcategory

408,70 Applicabllity; description of the
dungeress and tanner crab proe-
essing in the contiguous States
subcategory.

Speclallzed definitions,

Effivent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effuent
reduction attainable by the ap-
plication of the best practicable
control techrology  currently
avallable,

Effuent limitations guldelines rep-
resenting the degree of effiuent
reduction obtainable by the ap-
plication of the best available
;echnology economically achieva-

le.

Standards of performance for new
sources.

Pretreatment stondards for new
sources.

Subpart H—Alaskan Shrimp Processing
Subcategory
408.80 Applicabillty; description of the
Alaskan shrimp processing sub-
catezory.

Bpeclalized definitions,

EmMuent Mmitations guidelines rep~
resenting the degree of effiuent
reduction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best practicable
control tfechnology currently
avallgble.

EMuent limitations guldelines rep-
resenting the degree of effiuent
reduction obtalnable by the ap-
pHcation of the best avallable
technology economically achleva~
able.

Btandards of perfocrmance for new
sources,

Frelreatment standards for new
sources.

40854
408.55

403.61
408.62

403.63

408.64
408.65

408.71
40872

408.73

408.74
408.70

408.81
408.83
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Subpart I~—Northern Shrimp Processing of More
an 1816 kg (2000 ibs) of Raw Material Per
Day in the Contiguous States Subcategory
Sec. -
408.90 Applicability;
Northern shrimp processing of
more than 1816 kg (4000 1bs) of
raw material per day in the con-
, tiguous States subcategory.

Specialized deflnitions,

Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best practicable
control  technology  currently
avallable.

Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effluent
reduction obtainable by the ap-
plication df the best available

- technology economically achiev-
able. .

Standards of performance for new
sources. '
Pretreatment standards

sources.

Subpart J—Northern Shrimp Processing of 1816
(4000 1bs) or Less of Raw Material Per Day
in the Contiguous .States Subcategory

408.100 Applicability; description of the
Northern shrimp processing of
1816 kg (4000 1bs) or less of raw
material per day in the contigu-
ous States subcategory.

Specialized definitions,

Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of efiluent
reduction attainable by the ap-
plication of the best practicable
control technology ° currently
available, ’

Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
senting the degree of effluent
reduction obtainable by the ap-
plication of the best available
technology economically achiev~
able, i .

_Standards of performance for new
sources,

Pretreatment standards for new
sources.

Subpart K—Southern Non-Breaded Shrimp Proc-
essing of More Than 1816 kg (4000 Ibs) of Raw
Material Per Day in the Contiguous States
Subcategory

408.110 Applicability; description of the
Southern non-breaded shrimp
processing of more than 1816 kg
(4000 1bs) of raw material per day
in the contiguous States sub-
category.

Specialized definitions.

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

Effuent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effiuent
reduction obtainable by the ap-
plication of the best available
technology economically achiev-
able.

Standards of performance for new
sources. .

Pretreatment standards for new
sources.

Subpart L—Southern Non-Breaded Shrimp Proc.
essing of 1816 kg (4000 Ibs) or Less of Raw
Material Per Day In the Contiguous States
Subcategory

408.120 Applicabllity; description of the

Southern- non-breaded shrimp
processing of 1816 kg (4000 lbs)
or less of raw material per day
in the contiguous States subcate-
gory.

408.91
408.92

408.93

408.94

408.95 for new

408.101
408,102

408.103

408.104
408.105

408.111
408.112

408.113

408,114

408.115

description of the .

"PROPOSED RULES

Sec.
408,121
408.122

Specialized definitions.

Effluent limftations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effiuent
reduction attainable by the appii-
cation of the best practicable con-
trol technology currently avall-
able. .

Effiuent limitations guldelines rep-

. resenting the degree of effluent
reduction of obtalnable by the
application of the best available
technology economically achieve
able.

Standards of performance for new
sources.

Pretreatment standards for
sources. -

Subpart M—Breaded Shrimp Processing of More
- Than 1816 kg (4000 Ibs) of Raw Material Per
-~ Day In the Contiguous- States Subcategory
"408.130 Applicability; description of the
v bresded shrimp processing of
- more than 1816 kg (4000 1bs) of:
raw material per day in the con-
tiguous States subcategory.

Specialized definitions.

Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best practicable con-
trol technology currently avail-
able.

Effiuent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effluent
reduction obtainable by the appli-
cation of the best available tech-
nology economically achievable,

Standards of performance for new
sources. o

408.1356 Pretreatment standards for new

sources.

Subpart N—Breaded Shrimp Processing of 1816
kg (4000 Ibs) or Less of Raw Material Per Day
in the Contiguous States Subcategory .

408.140 Applicability; description of the
breaded shrimp processing of 1816
kg (4000 1bs) or less of raw ma-
terial per day in the contiguous
States subcategory.

Specialized definitions.

Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best practicable con-
trol technology currently avail-
able, R -

Effluent limifations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of effluent
reduction obtainable by the appli-
cation of the best avallable tech-
nology economically achievable,

408.123

408.124

408.125 new

408.131
-408.132

408.133

408.134

"408.141
408.142

408.143

408.144 Standards of performance for new
sources.

408.145 Pretreatment standards for new
sources.

Subpart 0—Tuna Processing Subcategory

408,150 Applicability; description of the

+*  tuna processing subcategory.

408.151 Specialized definitions,

408.152 Effluent limitations guidelines rep-

. resenting the degree of efiuent
reduction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best practicable con-
trol technology currently avail-
able.

408.153 Efiuent limitations guldelines rep-
resenting the degree of effluent
reduction obfainable by the appli-
cation of the best available tech-

. nology economically achievable.

408.164 Standards of performance for new
sources. -

408.155 Pretreatment standards for

new
sources. .

.

Subpart A~—Farm-Raised Catfish Process-
ing of More Than 908 kg (2000 Ibs) of
Raw Material Per Day

§ 408.10 Applicability; description of
the farm-raised catfish processing of
more than 908 kg (2000 1bs) of raw
material per day subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are
applicable to discharges of process waste
water pollutants from the processing of
farm-raised catfish by facllities which
process more than 908 kg (2000 1bs) of
raw material per day on any day duving
& calendar year.

§ 408.11 . Specialized definitions.,

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) The term “oll and grease shall
mean those components of a waste water
amenable to measurement by the method
describéd in “Methods for Chemical
Analysis of Water and Wastes,” 1971,
Environmental Protection Agency, Ana-
Iytical Quality Control Laboratory, page
2117,

(b) The term “seafood” shall mean
the raw material, including freshwater
and saltwater. fish and shellfish, to be
processed, in the form in which it is re-
ceived at the processing plant.

(¢) The following abbreviations shall
have the following meanings: (1)
“BODS5” shall mean 5-day blochemical
oxygen demand, (2) “TSS” shall moan
total suspended non-filterable solids, (3)
“ke” shall mean kilogramd(s), (4) “kkg"
shall mean 1000 kilograms, and (56> “1b"
shall mean pound(s).

§ 408.12 Effluent limitations guidclines
representing the degree of eflfluent
reduction attainable by the applicas
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available,

The following lmitafions constituto
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dlg-
charged efter application of tho best
practicable control technology currently
available by a point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart:

Efftuent
characteristic
BOD5 cacann

‘Eftuent limitation

Maximum for any 1 day! 4.0
kg/kkg of seafood (4.6 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum sverage of daily
values for any period of 30
consecutive days: 3.3 Kkg/
kkg of seafood (23 1b/
1,000 1b),

Maximum for any 1 day: 114
kg/kkg of senfood (114
1b/1,000 1b),

Maximum averages of dally
values for any perlod of 30
consceutive days: b7 kg/
kkg of soafood (6.7 1b./
1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day: 0.90
kg/kke of soafood (0.90
1b/1,000 1b),

Maximum average of dnlly
values for any poerlod of 30
consecutive days: 045 kg/
kkg of seafood (0456 1b/
1,000 1b)

Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0.

~Oll and
grease.

PH ceemmceees
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§408.13 Effluent limitations guidelines

. representing the degree of effluent

reduction obtainahle by.th

tion of the best available technology
economcaﬂy acluevable.

" The fallomng hm1tat10ns constitute
“the guantity. or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properfies which may be dis-

° charged after application of the best

‘available  technology  economically

“achievable by a point source subject to

- the provisions of this subpart:

.. , Efiuent .
characteristic
BODS5

Efiuent limitation
kg/kkg of seafood (4.2 1b/
. 1,000 1b).

- Maximum average of daily
value for any period of 30
consecutive days: 1.4 kg/
kkg of seafood (1.4 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day: 4.2
kg/kkg of seafood (42 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
value for any period of 30
consecutive days: 1.4 kg/

CESS e

- 1,000 Ib).

. Maximum for any 1 day: 1.4
" kg/kkg of seafood (1.4 1b/

[N 1,0001b).

- Maximum average of daily
_ 'values for any period of 30

consecutive days: 0.45

X © " KkEkg of seafood (0.45 lb/
- T ~° 1,000 1b).
PE o “Within the range of 6.0 to
B - T : 9.0.

§408.14 Standards of performance for
© . new sources.

The following limitations constitute
_the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged reflecting the greatest degree

- -of effluent reduction achievable through
application of the best available demon-
“strated control technology, processes, op-
erating methods, or other ailternatives,
‘inéluding, where practicable, &~ stand-
ard permitting no discharge of pol-
lutants at @ -point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart:

Efivent - Effiuent
« characteristic limitation
BODS.-._ ... Maximum for any 1 day:

020" kg/kkg of seafood

(0201b/1,0001b).

- © Maximum average of dally

- - values for any period of

. . 30 consecutive days: 0.10
kg/kkg of seafood (0.10
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day:
040 Xkg/Kkg of seafood
. .. '(0.40 1b/1,000 1b).

- N Alaximum average of daily

N B values for any period of
“ 30 consecutive days: 020
-l kg/kKkg of seafood (0.20
. 1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day:
. - 020 Xkg/kKkg of seafood
.- .-« {0:2201b/1,0001b).
.. w . .« .Maximum average of daily
v+ ... .- values for any period of
. 30 consecutive days: 0.10
. kg/kkg of seafood (0.10
. .- 1b71,000 1Ib).
pE...---_......-- Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0,

N

e.applica- --

Maximum for any 1 day: 4.2°

kkg of seafood (1.4 “1b/

PROPOSED RULES

§ 408.15 Prc!rcau'ncnt standards for

new sources. -

” The pretreatment standards under sec-
tlon 307¢c) of the Act, for a source with-
in the farm-raised catfish processing of
more than 908 kg (2000 1b) of raw mate-
rial per day subcategory, which is an in-
dustrial user of a publicly owned treat-
ment works (and which would be 2 new
source subject to section 306 of the Act,
if it were to discharge pollutants to navi-
gable waters), shall be the standard set
forth in Part 128, of this title, except that
‘for the purposes of this section, § 128.133
ofuthis title, shall be amended to rezd as
follows:

“In addition to the prohibitions cet forth -

in section 128.131, the pretreatment stand-
ard for incompatible pollutants introduced
into a publicly owned treatment works by
& major contributing industry chall bo the
standard of performance for new cources
specified in §408.14, 40 CFR, Part 408, pro-
vided that, if the publicly owned treatment
works which recelves the pollutants 15 com-
mitted, In its NPDES permit, to remove a
specified percentage of any incempatible pol-
lutant, the pretréatment standard spplicable
to users of such treatment works chall be
cofrespondingly reduced for that pollutant.”

* Subpart B—Farm-Raised Catfish Process-

ing of 908 kg (2000 ibs) or Less of

Raw Material Per Day Subcategory
§ 408.20 Applicabilitys description of

the farm-raised eatfish processing of
908 kg (2000 lbs) or less of raw
material per day subeategory.

‘The provisions of this subpart are
applicable to discharges of process waste
water pollutants from the processing of
farm-raised catfich by facilities which
process 908 kg (2000 lbs) or less of raw
material per day.

§408.21 Specialized éefinitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:
(a) The term “oil and grease” shall

“mean those components of a waste water

amenable to measurement by the method
described in “Methods for Chemical
Analysis of Water and Wastes,” 1871, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, Analyt-
1c1:,171 Quality Control Laboratory, paze
217,

{b) The term “seafood” shall mean the
raw material, Including freshwater and
saltwater fish and shellfish, to be proc-
essed, in the form in which it is re-
ceived at the processing plant.

(c) The following abbreviations shall
have the {following meanings: (1)
“BODS” shall mean 5-day biochemical
oxygen demand, (2) “TSS" shall mean
total suspended non-filterable solids, (3)
“kg” shall mean kilogram(s), (4) “kkg™

.shall mean 1000 kilograms, and (5) “Ib”

shall mean pound(s).

§ 408.22 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction_attainable by the applicn-
tion of the hest practicable control
.technology currcnll; available.

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or yuality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of the best
practicable control technology currently

4717

available by a. point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart:

Zfluent
characteristic Eftuent limitation
BODSverarane Maximum for any 1 day:
. 4.6 kg/kkp of ceafoad (4.6
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
30 concecutive days: 2.3
kegfkke of seafoed (23 1o/
1,060601b).

2aximum for any 1 day:
114 Eg/kkg of seafcod
(11.41b/1,0001b).

XMaximum average of daily
values for any pericd of
30 consecutive days: 5.7
Ekg/kkg of seafood (5.7 o/
1,0601b).

Maximum for any 1 day:
080 Epskkg of cseafoed
€0.80 1b/1,000 1b) .

Maximum- average of daily
values for any period of
30 concecutive days: 0.45
kg/kkg of seafecd (045
1b/1,000 1b).

PHececceeeee. Within the range of 6.0 to

2.0.

§408.23 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction obtainable by the applica-
tion of the hest available technelogy
cconomically achievable.

The following limitations constitute
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
lutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of the best
avallable  technologsy  economically
achievable by a point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart:

Eftuent
characteristic
BODS e

TSS e -

Oll and
greace,

Efluent limitation

Maxzimum for any 1 day:
4.2 kprEkg of ceafocd (42
1b/1,6001b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any perlod of
39 concecutive days: 14
Eg/kkg of seafoad (1.4 1b/
1,0001b).

Maximnm for any 1 day:
42 kg/kEkg of seafced (42
1b/1,0001b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any pericd of
39 consecutive days: 14
kg/Ekg of ceafcad (1.4 I/
1,000 1b).

2aximum for any 1 day:

- 1.4 Eg/EEg of seafood (1.4
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any peried of
39 concecutive days: 045
kg/Ekg of seafecd (045
1b/1,0001b).

PHeeceeaee. Within the range of 60 to

.

§408.24 Siandards of performance for
new sources.

The following limitations constifute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged reflecting the greatest degree of
effluent reduction achievable through an-
plication of the best available demon-
strated control technology, bprocesses,
operating methods, or other alternatives,
including, where practicable, a standard
permitting no discharge of pollutants by

TSS e

Oll and
greace,
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a point source subject to the provisions
of this subpart:
Efiuent
characteristio
BODS

Effluent limitation i
Maximum for any 1 day:
0.20 "kg/kkg of seafood
(0.20 1b/1,000 1b).
Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 0.10
kg/kkg of seafood (0.10
1b/1,000 1b).
Maximum for any 1 day:
. 0.40 kg/kkg of seafood
(0.40 1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily-

values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 0.20
kg/kkpg of seafood (0.20
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any’ 1 day:
0.20 kg/kkg of seafood
(0.20 1b/1,000 1b),

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 0.10
kg/kkg of seafood (0.10
1b/1,000 1b).

Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0,

§ 408.25 Pretreatment standards for
new sources. .

The bpretreatment standards under
section 307(c) of the Act, for a source
within the farm-raiséd catfish processing
of 908 (kg (2000 1bs) or less of raw ma-
terial per day subcategory, which is an
industrial user of a publicly owned freat-
ment works (and which would be a new
source subject to section 306 of the Act,
if it were to discharge pollutants to navi-
gable waters), shall be the standard sef
forth inPart 128 of this title, except that
for the purposes of this section, § 128.133
of this title, shall be amended to read as
follows:

“In addition to the prohibitions set forth
in §128.131, the pretreatment standard for
incompatible pollutants introduced into a
publicly owned treatment works by a major
contributing industry shall be the standard
of performance for new sources specified in
§ 408.24, 40 CFR, Part 408: Provided, That,
if the publicly owned treatment works which
recelves 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 be correspond-
ingly reduced for that pollutant.”

Subpart C—Conventional Blue Crab
Processing Subcategory

§ 408.30 Applicability; description of
the conventional blue crab processing
subcategory. -

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges of process waste
water pollutants from the processing of
blue crab in which manual picking or
separation of crab meat from fhe shell
is utilized.

§ 408.31 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:
. (a) The term “oil and grease” shall
mean those components of & waste water
amenable to measurement by the method
described in “Methods for Chemical
Analysis of Water and Wastes,” 1971,

Oil and
grease.

PROPOSED RULES

Environmental Protection Agency, An-
alytical Quality Control Laboratory,
page 217,

(b) The term “seafood” shall mean the.

raw material, including freshwater and
saltwater fish and shellfish, to be proc-
essed, in the form in which it is received
at the processing plant. °

(¢) The following abbreviations shall
have the following meanings: (1)
“BODS5” shall mean .5-day biochemical
oyxgen demand, (2) “TSS” shall mean
total suspended non-filterable solids,
(3) “kg” shall mean kilogramd(s), (4)
“kkg” shall mean 1000 kilograms, and
(5) “Ib” shall mean pound(s).

§ 408.32 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the bést practicable control
technology currently available.

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of the best
practicable control technology currently
available by & point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart:

Efiuent
characteristic Efiuent limitation
Maximum for any 1 day:

0.30 kg/kkg of seafood

(0.30 1b/1,000 1b).
Maximum average of daily

values for any period of

30 consecutive days: 0.156
« kg/kkg of seafood (0.16

1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any one day:
0.90 of seafood
(0.80 1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally

-values for any perlod of
- 30 consecutive days: 0.45
kg/kkg of seafood (0.45
1b/1,000 1b).
Maximum for any 1 day:
0.13 kg/kkg of seafood
(0.13 1b/1,000 1b).
Maximum average of dally
values for any perlod of
30 consecutive days: 0.085
kg/kkg of seafood (0.065
1b/1,000 1b).
Within the range of 6.0 to
- 9.0. -

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

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after
best available technology economically
achievable by a point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart:

Oil and
. ‘grease.

Effluent
characteristic Effiuent limitation
BODS e - Maximum for sny 1 day:
0.36 of seafood
(0.38 1b/1,000 1b).
Maximum averago of dally
‘values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 0.13
- kg/kkg of seafood (0,13

1b/1,000 1b).

applicatibn of the-

.

Eftuent Hmitation

Maximum for any 1 day!
038 kg of sonfootl
(0.36 1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum avorago of daily
values for any perlod of
30 cobnseoutive days: 0,13

*  kg/kkg of soafood (0,14
1b/1,000 1b).

Moximum for any 1 day:
0.078 kg/kkg of sonfood
(0.078 1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dolly
values for any perlod of
30 conseoutive days: 0.020
ke/kkg of seafood (0.020
/1,000 1b).

Within tho range of 6.0 to
9.0,

§ 408.34 Standards of performance for
new sources.

The following limitations constituto
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may bo dis«
charged reflecting the greatest degree of
efluent reduction achievable through
application of the best available demon~
strated control technology, processes,
operating methods, or other alternatives,
including, where practicable, a standard
permitting no discharge of pollutants by
a point source subject to the provisions
of this subpart:

Efftuent
characteristic

Effluent
characteristic

Oil and
grease.

Efftuent limitation

Maximum for any 1 day!
030 kg/kkg of coeanfood
(0.30 1b/1,000 1b), ,

Maximum averago of dally
values for any porlod of
30 conseoutive days: 0.10
kg/kkeg of senfood (0.16
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day:
090 kg/kkp of gonfood
(0.90 1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum avernge of daily
values for any period of
30 consecutive danyo: 045
kg/kke of senfood (040
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day:
0.13 kg/kkeg of senfood
(0.13 1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum averngo of dally
values -for any porfod of
30 conseoutive days: 0.006
ke/kkg of seafood (0.006
1b/1,000 1b).

Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0,

§ 408.35 Pretreatment
new sources, -~

The pretreatment standards, under
section 307(c) of the Act, for a source
within the conventional blue crab proc-
essing subcategory, which is an indus«
trial user of a publicly owned treatment
works (and which would be & new source
subject to section 306 of the Act, if it
were to discharge pollutants to navigable
waters), shall be the standard set forth
in Part 128 of this title, except that for
the purposes of this section, § 128.133 of
this title, shall be amended to read ag
follows:

“In addition to the prohibitions ot forth

in § 128,131, the pretreatment standard for
incompatible poliutants introduced into n

-------

Oil and
grease.

standards  for

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO, 26—WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 1974

)



publicly owned treatment works by a major
contributing industry shall be the standard
of performance for new sources specified in
- §408.34, 40 CFR, Part 408, provided that, if
_ the publicly’ owned treatment works which

recelves the pollutants is committed, in its

- NPDES bermit, to remove a specified percent-
age of any incompatible pollutant, the pre-
treatment standard applicable to users of
such treatment works shall be correspond-
ingly reduced for that pollutant.”

Subpart D—Mechanized Blue Crab
Processing Subcategory
.§408.40 Applicability; description of
the mechanized blue crab processing

subcategory.

_ 'The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges of process waste
water pollutants from the processing of
blue crab in which mechanical picking
or separation of crab meat from the
shell is utilized. .

~§ 408.41 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) The term “oil and grease” shall
mean those components of a waste water
amenable to measurement by the method
described in “Metheds for Chemical
Analysis of Water and Wastes,” 1971, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, Analyti-
cal Quality Control Laboratory, page
2117. ” .,

(b) The term “seafood” shall mean
the raw material, including freshwater
and saltwater fish and shellfish, to be
processed, in the form in which it is re-

" ‘ceived at the processing plant.

(¢) The following abbreviations shall
have the following meanings: (1)
«BODS5” shall mean 5-day biochemical
oxygen demand, (2) “TSS” shall mean
total suspended non-filterable solids, (3)
“kg* shall mean kilogram(s), (4) “kkg”
shall mean 1000 kilograms, and (5) “Ib”
-shall mean pound(s)- - .
§408.42 Effluent limitations suidelines

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

The following limitations - constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of the best
practicable control technology currently
available by a point source subject to the

provisions of this subpart: ,
Efiluent
characteristic Effluent limitation
BOD5 e _. Maximum for any 1 day: 6.0
h kg/Ekeg of seafood (6.0 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum averagé of dally
o ) values for any period of 30

consecutive days: 3.0 kg/
kg of seafood (3.0 1b/
1,000.1b).

Maximum for any 1 day: 16
kg/kkg of seafood (15 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: T4
kg/kkg of seafood (7.4 1b/

- 1,0001b).

PROPOSED RULES

Effuent
characteristic Eftuent limitation
Oll and Aaximum for any 1 day: 2.8
grease, kg/kkg of seafood (2.8 1b/
R 1,0001b).
Aoxdmum average of dally
values for any periocd of
30 consecutive days: 14
kg/kke of ceafood (14 1b/
1,000 1b).
h ) < Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0.

§408.43 Eflluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of cflluent
reduction obtainable by the applica-
tion of the hest available technology

- economically achicvable.

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of the best
available technology economically
achievable by a point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart:

Effiuent
characteristic
BODSam e

Efluent Umitation

Maximum for any 1 day: §7
kg/kkg of ceafood (5.7 1b/
1,0001b).

Maximum average of daoily
values for any pericd of
30 concecutive days: 1.9
kg/kkg of ceafood (1.9 1b/
1,000 1b).

Masimum for any 1 day: 5.7
kg/kke of ceafood (6.7 1b/
1,0001v).

Maximum average of dally

. values for any peried of 30
consecutive days: 1.9 kg/
kkg of ceafood (1.9 1b/1,600
iv).

Maximum for any 1 day: 1.6
kg/kkg of seafood (1.6 1b/
1,600 1b).

NMaximum average of dally
values for any perlod of 30
consecutive days: 0.53 kg/
kkg of teafocd (053 ib/
1,600 1b).

Wg.l;ln the range of 60 to

§408.44 Standards of performance for

NEewW s0Urces. .

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged reflecting the greatest degree of
efffuent reduction achievable through ap-
plication of the best available demon-
strated control technology, processes,
operating methods, or other alternatives,
including, where practicable, a standard
permitting' no discharge of pollutants by
8 point source subject to the provisions
of this subpart:

grease.
Oiland

Ejfluent
characteristic Efluent Umitation
BODS-aceew Alaximum fer any 1 day: 5.0
kg/kkg of seafoed (5.0 1b/
1,0001b). )
¢ Maximum average of dally
values fer any pericd of 30

consecutive days: 25 kg/
kkg of seafeod (2.5 1o/
1,0001b).

4719

Eftuent Hmitation

Maximum for any 1 day: 13
kg/XEg of seafocd (13 Ib/
1,0001b).

Afaximum average of dally
values for any pericd of 30
concecutive days: 63 kg/

*  EkkEg of seafced (63 1b/
1,0001b).

Maximum for any 1 day:
2.6 kg/kkg of seafocd (26
1b/1,G6001b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any pericd of 30
consecutive days: 1.3 kg/
kkg of ceafcod (13 1b/
1,600 1b).

+) 2 S, ngt.gm the range of €0 to

§408.45 Prelreatment
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under
section 307(c) of the Act, for a source
within the mechanized blue crab process-
ing subcategory, which Is an industrial
user of a publicly owned freatment works
(and which would be a new source sub-
Ject to-section 306 of the Act, if it were
to discharge pollutants to navigable
waters), shall be the standard sef forth
in Part 128 of this title, except that for
the purposes of this section, § 128.133 of
};hlli*‘. title, shall be amended fo read as

ollows:

“In addition to the prohibitions cet forth
in §128.131, the pretreatment standards for
incompatible pollutants intreduced into a
publicly owned treatment works by a major
contributing industry chall be the standard
of performance for nevw cources specified in
§ 40844, 40 CFR, Part 408, provided that, If
the publicly owned freatment works which
recelves 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 chall be correspond-~
ingly reduced for that pollutant.””

Subpart E—Alaskan Crab Meat Processing
Subcategory

§408.50 Applicability; description of
the Alaskan crab meat processing
subcategory.

The provisions of this subpaY¥t are ap-
plicable to discharges of process waste
water pollutants from the processing, in
Alaska, of dungeness, tanner, and king
crab meat.

§408.51 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(n) The term “oil and grease” shall
mean those components of a waste water
amenable to measurement by the method
described in “Methods for Chemiecal
Analysis of Water and Wastes,” 1971, En~
vironmental Protection Agency, Analyti-
cal Quality Control Laboratory, page 217.

(b) The term “seafood” shall mean the
raw material, including freshwater and
saltwater fish and shellfish, to be proe-
essed, in the form in which it is received
at the processing plant.

(c) The following abbreviations shall
have the following meanings: (1)
“BOD5" shall mean 5-day blochemical

Ol and
grease.

standards for
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oxygen demand, (2) “TSS” shall mean
total suspended non-filterable solids, (3)
“kg” shall mean kilogram(s), (4) “kkg”
shall mean 1000 kilograms, and (5) “Ib”
shall mean pound(s).

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

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of the best
practicable control technology currently
available by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart:

Efiuent

characteristic Efluent limitation

Meaximum for any 1 day: 29
kg/kKkg of seafood (29
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 9.6
kg/kkg of seafood (8.6
1b/1,000 1b). .

Maximum for any 1 day: 19
kg/kkg of seafood (19
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of 30
consecutive days: 6.2
kg/kkg of seafood (6.2
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day: 1.8
kg/kkg of seafood (1.8
1b/1,000 Ib). .

Maximum .average of daily
values for any period of

Oll and
grease!

30 consecutive days: 0.61°

kg/kkg of seafood (0.61
1b/1,000 1b). *

Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0. e

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

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties which may be
discharged after application of the
best available technology economically
achievable by a point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart:

Efiuent ‘
characteristic Effiuent limitation
Maximum for any 1 day:
- 12 kg/kkg of seafood (12

1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 4.9
kg/kkg of seafood (4.9
1b/1,000 1b). -

Maximum for any 1 day:
4.0 kg/kkg of seafood (4.0
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 1.6
kg/kkg of seafood (1.6
1b/1,000 ib).

Maximum for any 1 day:
0.256 kg/kkg of seafood
(0.25 1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any perfod of
30 consecutive days: 0.10
ke/kkg of seafood (0.10
1b/1,000 1b).

Ofl and
Grease.

PROPOSED RULES
Effuent -
characteristic
PH sl

Eftuent limitation

Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0. :

§ 408.54 Standards of performance for
new sources.

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged reflecting the greatest degree of
efluent reduction achievable through ap-
plication of the best available demon-
strated control technology, processes, op-~
erating methods, or other alternatives,
including, where practicable, a standard
permitting no discharge of pollutants by
a point source subject to the provisions
of this subpart: :

Efftuent

characteristic Efftuent limitation

Maximum for any 1 day:
26 kg/kkg of seafood (26
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 82
kg/kkg of seafood (8.2
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day:
168 kg/kKkg of seafood (16
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 5.3
kg/kkg of seafood (5.3
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day:
1.6 kg/kkg of seafood (1.6
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 0.52
kg/kkg of seafood (0.52
1b/1,000 1b).

Wg;hin the range of 6.0 to

- 9.0.

§ 408.55 Pretreatment
*  new sources.

The pretreatment standards under sec~
tion 307(c) of the Act, for a source within
the Alaskan crab meat processing sub-
category, which is an industrial user of
a publicly owned treatment works (and
which would be a new source subject to
section 306 of the Act, if it were to dis-
charge pollutants to navigable waters),
shall be the standard set forth in Part
128 of this title, except that for the pur-
poses of this section, §128.133 of this
title, shall be amended fo read as follows:

“In addition to the prohibitions set forth in
§ 128.131; the pretreatment standard for in-
compatible pollutants introduced into a pub-~
licly owned treatment works by a major con-
tributing industry shall be the standard of
performande for new sources specified In
§ 408.54, 40 CFR, Part 408, provided that, if
the publicly ownéd 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 be correspond-
ingly reduced for that pollutant.” .o

Subpart F-—Alaskan Whole Crab and Crab
Section Processing Subcategory

§ 408.60 . Applicability; description of
the Alaskan whole crab and crab sec-
tion processing subcategory.

“The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges of process waste

Oil and
Grease.

standards for

water pollutants from the processing, in
Alaska, of dungeness, tanner and king
whole crab and crab sections,

§ 408.61 Specinlized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) The term “oil and grease" shall
mean those components of a waste water -
amenable to measurement by the method
described in “Methods for Chemical
Analysis of Water and Wastes,” 19171,
Environmental Protection Agency, Ana-
lyii'zllcal Quality Control Laboratory, page
2117.

(b) The term “seafood” shall mean .
the raw material, including freshwater
and saltwater fish and shellfish, to bo
processed, in the form in whieh it is re~
celved at the processing plant.

(¢) The following abbreviations shall
have the following meanings: (1)
“BOD5” shall mean b-day biochemical
oxygen demand, (2) “TSS"” shall mean
total suspended non-filterable solids, (3)
“kg” shall mean kilogram(s), (4) “kkg"
shall mean 1000 kilograms, and (5) “Ib"
shall mean pound(s).

§ 408.62 Eflluent limitations guidclines
representing the degree of offluent
reduction attainablo by tho applica.
tion of the hest practicable ¢ontrol
technology currently available,

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of the best
practicable control technology currently
available by a point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart:

Efftuent
characteristic
BODS

Eftuent limitation

Moximum for eny 1 day:
18 kp/kkg of seafood (18
1b/1,000 1b) .,

Moximum averagoe of dadly
values for any perlod of
30 conseoutive days: 6.0
kg/kke of seafood (6.0 1b/
1,000 1b) .,

Maximum for any 1 day!:
12 kg/kkeg of seafood (12
1b/1,000 1b).

Moaximum average of dally
valuey for any poriod of
30 consecutive days: 3.0
kg/kkg of seafood (3.9 1b/
1,000 1b). )

Maxlmum for any 1 day:
1.3 kg/kke of seafood (1.3
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum avorage of. dally
values for any porlod of
30 consecutive days: 042
ke/kkg of seafood (048
1b/1,000 1b).

Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0.

§ 408.63 Efflucnt limitations guidclines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction obtainable by the applica-
tion of the hest available techinology
economically achievable.

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of the best
available technology economically
achievable by a point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart:

TSS wammee s

Oil and
grease.
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Efiuent

characteristic Efiuent limitation

BODS ceema _Maximum for any 1 day:

7.8 kg/kkg of seafood (7.8
Tb/1,000 1b).

- Maximum average of dally
values for any period of 30
consecutive days: 8.1 kg/

co. kkg of seafood (3.1 Ib/

1,000 ).

Maximum for any 1 day:
2.5 kg/kkg of seafood (2.6
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 0.99
kg/kkg of seafood (0.99

. 1b/1,0001b).

Maximum for any 1 day:
022 kg/kkg of seafood
(022 1b/1,000 Ib).

Alaximum average of dally
values for any period of

- 30 consecutive days: 0.072
kg/kkg of seafood (0.072
1b/1,000 Ib).

Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0.

§ 408.64 Standards of performance for
new sources. .o

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-

. charged reflecting the greatest degree of
effuent reduction achievable through
application of the best available demon-

strated control technology, processes,
operating methods, or otker alternatives,
including, where practicable, a standard
permitting no discharge of pollutants by
a point source subject to the provisions
of this subpart:

Efiuent
characteristic
BODS

Effiuent limitation

Maximum for any 1 day:
15 kg/kkg of seafood (15

. 1b/1,0001b).

Meximum average of dalily
values for any period of
380 consecutive days: 6.1
kg/kkg of seafood (6.1
1b/1,0001b).

Maximum for any 1 day:
9.9 kg/kkg of seafood (9.9

- 1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 3.3
kg/kkg of seafood (3.3
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day:
1.1 kg/kkg of seafcod (1.1
1b/1,000 Ib).

- Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 0.36

/kKkg -of seafood (0.36
1b/1,000 Ib).

PH e Witlaln the range of 6.0 to

. 9.0. .

§ 408.65 " Pretreatment standards for
new sources.

_ The pretreatment standards under sec-
tion 307(c) of the Act, for a source within
the Alaskan whole crab and crab section
subcategory, which is an industrial user
of a publicly owned treatment works
(and which would be a new source sub-
ject to section 306 of the Act, if it were to
discharge pollutants +to mnavigable
waters), shall be the standard set forth

PROPOSED RULES

in Part 128 of this title, except that for
the purposes of of this section, §128.133
of this title shall be amended to read as
follows:

“In addition to the prohibitions ret forth
in § 128.131, the pretreatment standard for
incompatible pollutants introduced into a
publicly owned treatment works by s major
contributing industry shall be the standard
of performance for new sowrdes Specliied in
§ 408.61, 40 CFR Part 408, provided thnt, if
the publicly owned treatment werks which
recelves the pollutants is committed, in
its NPDES permit, to remove o gpecified
percentage of any incompatible pollutant,
the pretreatment standard applicable to
users of such treatment works chall be cor-
respondingly reduced for thnt poltutant.”

Subpart G—Dungeness and Tanner Crab
Processing in the Contiguous States
Subcategory

§408.70 Applicability; description ‘of
the dungeness and tanner crab proc-
-essing in the contizuous States sub-
category.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges of process waste
water pollutants from the processing of
dungeness and tanner crab in the conti-
guous States.

§408.71 Specinlized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) The term “oil and grease” shall
mean those components of o waste water
amenable to measurement by the method
described in “Methods for Chemical
Analysis of Water and Waste,” 1971, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, Analyt-
ical Quality Control Laboratory, pase
2117.

(b) The term “seafood” shall mean the
raw material including freshwater and
saltwater fish and shellfish, to be proc-
essed, in the form in which it is re-

_ceived at the processing plant.

(¢) The following abbreviations shall
have the {following meanings: (1)
“BODS5” shall mean 5-day bicchemical
oxygen demand, (2) “TSS" shall mean
total suspended non-filterable solids, (3)
“ke” shall mean kilogram(s), (4) “kkg”
shall mean 1000 kilograms, and (5) “ib”
shall mean pound(s).

§ 408.72 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the bhest practicable control
technology currently available.

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of the best
practicable control technology currently
available by & point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart:

Effluent
characteristic
BODS

Efiucnt limitation

Maximum fer any 1 doy: 13
kg/kkg of scafeod (12
1b/1,0001b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 consccutive days: 4.8
kg/kkg of scafood (48

1b/1,0001b).

4121

Efuent

characteristic Xftuent lmitation -

TSS weceewe- Madmum for any 1 day:
2.0 kg/kkgp of seafood
(2.0 1b/1,000 Ib).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of 30
conzecutive days: 0.81 kg/
kg of seafocd (0.81 1b/
1,6601b).

Maxdmum for any 1 day:
030 Ekg/Ekg of seafocod
(0.391b/1,0001b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
30 concecutive days: 012
kg/kkg of ceafcod (012
10/1,060 1b).

TWithin the range of 6.0 to
0.0.

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

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of the best
avallable technology economically
achievable by a point source subject fo

the provislons of this subpart:
Eftuent
charecteristic Eftuent limitation
BODSaeecee-. Maximum for any 1 day:
1.8 kg/kkg of ceafood (1.8
1b/1,0001b).
Maximum average of daily
values for any period of 30
concecutive days: 052

kg/Ekg of ceafoed (0.52
1b/1,600 1b).

Moximum for any 1 day:
46 Eg/kEg of seafoed (4.6
1b/1,0001b). -

Maximum average of dafly
values for any period of 30
concecutive days: 23 kg/
kkg of seafocd (23 1b/
1,0001b).

Maximum fer any 1 day:
011 kg/Ekp of ceafced
(0.1110/1,600 Ib).

Llaximum average of daily
values for any period of 30
conzecutive days: 0.057
ko/kkp of seafeod (0.057
10/1,0001b).

PHeemceeea Tithin the range of 6.0 to
9.0.

§408.74 Siandards of performance for
ncw gources.

The followlng limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged reflecting the greatest degree of
efluent reduction achievable throucgh ap-
plcation of the best available demon-
strated control technolozy, processes,
operating methods, or other alternatives,
including, where practicable, a2 standard
permitting no discharge of pollutants by
o point source subject to the provisions
of this subpart:

(S5 S

Oll and
greace.
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Efluent

characteristic Effluent limitation

Maximum for any 1 day:
10 kg/kkg of seafcod (10

’ 1b/1,0001b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of 30
consecutive days: 4.1 kg/
kkg of seafood (4.1 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day:
1.7 kg/kkg of seafood (1.7
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of -daily
values for any period of 30
consecutive days: 0.69 kg/
kkg of seafood (0.69 1b/
1,0001b).

Maximum for any 1 day:
0.14 kg/kkg of seafood

Oll and
grease.
(0.141b/1,0001b).
Maximum average of daily
values for any period of.30
consecutive days:
kg/kkg of seafood (0.057
1b/1,0001b). .
o) 3 S - Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0,

§ 408.75 Pretreatment standards for
new 50Urces, .

The pretreatment standards wunder
section 307(c) of the Act, for a source
within the dungeness and tanner crab
processing in the contiguous States sub=
category, which is an industrial user of
8 publicly owned treatment works (and
which would be & new source subject to
section 306 of the Act, if it were to dis-
charge pollutants to navigable waters),
shall be the standard set forth in Part
128 of this title, except that for fthe
purposes of this section, § 128.133 of this
title shall be amended to read as follows:

“In addition to the prohibitions set forth
in §128.131, the pretreatment:standard for
incompatible pollutants introduced into a
publicly owned treatment works by a major
contributing industry shall be the stand-
ard of performance for new sources specl-
filed in § 408.74, 40 CFR, Part 408 provided
that, if the publicly owned freatment works
which receives the poliutants is committed,
in its NPDES permit, to remove a specified
peroentage of any incompatible pollutant,
, the pretreatment standard applicable to users
of such treatment works shall be corréspond-
Ingly reduced for that pollutant.”

Subpart H—Alaskan Shrimp Processing
Subcategory -

§ 408.80 Applicability; description of
the Alaskan shrimp processing sub-
category.

'The provisions of this subpart are
applicable to discharges of process waste
water pollutants from the processing of
shrimp in Alaska.

§ 408.81 Specialized definitions.

TFor the purpose of this subpart:

(a) The term “oill and grease” shall
mean those components of a waste water
amenable to measurement by the meth-
od described in “Methods for Chemiecal
Analysis of Water and Waste,” 1971, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, Analyti-
cal Quality Control Laboratory, page 217,

(b) The term “seafood” shall mean
the raw material, including freshwater
and saltwater fish and shellfish, to be
processed, in the form in which it is re-
celved at the processing plant.

0.05%"

PROPOSED RULES

(c) The following abbreviations shall
have the following meanings: (1)
“BOD5” shall mean 5-day biochemical
oxygen demand, (2) “TSS” shall mean
total suspended nonfilterable solids, (3)
“kg” shall mean kilogram(s), (4) “kkg”
shall mean 1,000 kilograms, and (5) “Ib”
shall mean pound(s).

§ 408.82 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degrece of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

The following limifations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of the best
practicable control technology currently
achievable by a point source subject to
provisions of this subpart:

Effluent
characteristic

BODS e e

Effiuent limitation

Maximum for any 1 day:
360 kg/kkg of seafood (360
1b/1,0001b). -

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 120
kkg of seafood (56 1b/
kg/kkg of seafood (120 1b/
1,000 1b).

. Maximum for any 1 day:
-, 320 kg/kkg of seafood (320
. 1b/1,0001b).

Maximum average of dsally
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 210
kg/kkg of seafood (210
1b/1,000 1b).

um for any 1 day:
kg/kkg of seafood (6.6 1b/
1b/1,0001b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 138
kg/kkg of seafood (18 1b/
1,000 1b). .

Wg:l;m the range of 6.0 to

Oil and
. “grease.

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

The following limitations constitute
‘the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties which may be
discharged after application of the best
available - technology economically
achievable by a point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart:

Efiuent ) .
characteristic
BODS

Effluent limitation

Maximum for any 1 day: 160

~  kg/kkg of seafood (160
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of 30
consecutive days: 64 kg/

+ kkg of seafood (64 1b/
1,000 Ib).

Maximum for any 1 day: 140
kg/kkg of seafood (140
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of 30
consecutive days: 66 kg/
kkg of seafood (66 b/

- 1,000 1b).

.......

Efftuent
characteristic
Ofl and

grease.

Eftuent Umitation

Maximum for nny 1 day: 5.6
kg/kkg of senfood (.6 1b/
.1,000 1b),

Maximum average of dafly
values for any perlod of 30
consscutive days: 2.2 kg/
kkg of senfood (2.2 1b/
1,000 1b).

Within the range of 6.0 to
2.0. .

§ 408.84 Standards of performance for
new sources,

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties which may boe
discharged reflecting the grentest de-
gree of effluent reduction achievablo
through application of the best avall-
able demonstrated control technology,
processes, operating methods, or other
alternatives, including, where prac-
ticable, a standard permitting no dis-
charge of pollutants by a new point
source subject to the provislons of this
subpart:

Effluent
characteristic
BODS

Effiuent limitation

Maximum for any 1 day: 300
ke/kke of soafood (800 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dnlly
values for any poriod of 30
consecutive days: 100 kg/
kkg of soafood (100 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day: 470
ke/kke of senfood (270 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dafly
values for any poriod of 30
consecutive days: 180 kg/
kkp of sonfood (180 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day: 83
kp/kke of seafood (33 1b/
1,000 1b).,

Moximum average of daily
values for any porlod of 30
consecutive doys: 11 kg/
kg of seafood (11 1b/
1,000 1b),

PH cann -~ Within the rango of 6.0 to

9.0,

§ 408.85 Pretreatment
ICW SOLrCes.

The pretreatment standards under seo-
tion 307(c) of the Act, for n sourco with-
in the Alaskan shrimp processing sub-
category, which is an industrial user of
& publicly owned treatment works (and
which would be o new source subject to
section 306 of the Act, if it were to dlg-
charge pollutants to navigable waters),
shall be the standard set forth in Part
128 of this fitle, except that for the pur«
poses of this section, §128.133 of this
title, shall be amended to read as follows:

“In addition to the prohibitions sot forth
in §128.131, tho pretreatment standnxd for
incompatible pollutants introduced into a
publicly owned treatment works by n major
contributing industry shall be the standard
of performence for new sources specified in
§ 408,84, 40 CFR, Part 408, provided that, {£
the publicly owned treatrmont works which
receives the pollutants-is committed, in 1ty
NPDES permit, to remove o spoolfled porcont«
age of any incompatible ppllutant, the pro«
treatment standard applicablo to usors of

ol ana
. grease.

standards  for
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such treatment works shall be correspond-
ingly reduced for that pollutant.”

Subpart }—Northern Shrimp Processing
of More Than 1816 kg (4000 Ibs) of
Raw Material Per Day in the Contiguous
States Subcategory

§ 408.90 Applicability; description of

the Northern shrimp processing of
more than 1816 kg (4000 Ibs) of
raw material per day in the contigu-
aus States subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to-discharges of process waste
water pollutants from, the processing of
shrimp in the Northern contiguous
States; including Washington, Oregon,
California, Maine, New Hampshire, and
Massachusetts. The effluent limitations
contained in subpart X are applicable to
facilities which process more than 1816
kg (4000 Ibs) of raw material per day
on any day during a calepdar year.

§ 408.91 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

- (@) The term “oil and grease” shall
mean those components of a waste water
amenable to measurement by the meth-
od describing in “Methods for Chemical
Analysis of Water and Waste,” 1971, En-
vironmentsl Protection Agency, Analyt-
ical Quality Control Laboratory, page
217, '

(b) The term “seafood” shall mean the
raw material, including freshwater and
saltwater fish and shellfish, to be proc-
.essed, in the form in which it is re-
ceived at the processing plant.

(c) Thé following abbreviations shall
have the following meanings: (1)
“BOD5” shall mean 5-day blochemical
oxygen demand, (2) “TSS” shall mean
total suspended non-filterable solids, (3)
“kg’ shall mean kilogram(s), (4) “kkg”
shall mean 1000 kilograms, and (5) “lb”
shall mean pound(s).

§408.92 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the hest practicable control
technology currently available.

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of the best
practicable control techrology currently
available by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart:

Efiuent

characteristic Effluent limitation

BOD5_eee-.. Maximum for any 1 day:

’ 180 kg/kkg of seafood (180
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 consecutive days:
70 kg/kkg of seafood (70

“ 1b/1,000 1b).

_ -Maximum for any 1 day:
40 kg/kkg of seafood (40
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
30 _consecutive days:

- 168 kg/kxg of seafood (16
1b/1,000 1b). .

. characteristic

PROPOSED RULES

Effiuent
Eftuent Kmitation

Maximum for any 1 day:
16 kg/kkg of seafeod (16
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum sverage of dally
values for any peried of
30 consecutive  doyso:
6.3 kg/kkg of seafoed (63
1b/1,000 1b).

Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0.

§408.93 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction obtainable by the applica-
tion of the hest available technology
economically achievable.

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of the
best available technology economically
achievable by a-point source sublect to
the provisions of this subpart:

Effluent

Ofl and
grease.

Effluent limitation

Afaximum for any 1 day: 7.6
kg/ERe of ceafood (7.6 1b/
1,0001b).

Maximum average cf daily
values for any peried of 30
censecutive days: 3.8 kgy/
kkg of seafcod (3.8 lb/
1,000 1b).

Alaximum for any 1 day: 19
kg/kkg of ceafeed (19 1b/
1,000 1b).

Anximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 censecutlve daoys: 9.6
ke/kkg of ceafoed (9.6 b/
1,000.1b).

Maximum for any 1 doy: 0.48
kg/kke of ceafeod (048
1b/1,0600 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any perlod of 30
consecutive days: 024
kg/kkg of ceafocd (024

: - 1b/1,600 1b).

PH e ~- Within the range of 60
10 9.0.

§ 408.94 Standards of performance for
ncw sources.

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged reflecting the greatest degree of
effluent reduction achievable through
application of the best avallable demon-
strated control technology, processes, op-
erating methods, or other alternatives,
including, where practicable, a standard
permitting no discharge of pollutants by
& point source subject to the provislons
of this subpart:

BODS

Oil and
grease.

Efluent
characteristic Efiucnt limitation
BODS5 —cccea Maximum for any 1 day: 185

~ kg/kkg of scafood (166 1b/
1,000 1b),

Maximum average of dally
values for any pericd ¢f 30
consecutive days: €3 kg/
kkg of seafood (€62 1b/1,600
1b).

4723

Effuert limitotion

2Iaximum for any 1 day: 38
kg/kkg of seafood (38 b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any perlod of 30
conzecutive days: 15 kg/
kkg of seafood (15 10/1,000
In).

Miaximum for any 1 day: 14
kg/kkg of seafeed (14 Ib/
1,000 1b). .

Maximum average of dafl
values for any peried of 30
concecutive days: 5.7 kg/
kg of seafoced (5.7 Ib/
1,000 1b).

PH e - Within the range of 69

to 9.9.

§408.95 Pretreatment
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under
section 307(c) of the Act, for 2 source
within the Northern shrimp processing
of more than 1816 kg (4000 1b3) of raw
material per day in the contiguous States
subcaterory, which is an indusirial user
of a publicly owned treatment works
(and which would be a new source sub-
ject to section 306 of the Act, if it were fo
discharge pollutants to mnavigable
waters), shall be the standard set forth
in Part 128 of this title, except that for
the purposes of this section, § 128.133 of
this title shall be amended fo read as
{follows:

“In nddition to the preohibitions set forth
in §128.131, the pretreatment standard for
incompatible pollutants intreduced inte a
publicly owned treatment works by a major
contributing industry chall be the standard
of perfermance for new cources specified In
§ 403.984, 40 CFR, Part 408, provided that, if
the publlcly owned treatment works which
receives the pollutants is committed, In its
NPDES permit, to remove o specified per-
centage of any incompatible pollutant, the
pretreatment standard applicable to users of
such treatment works chall be correspond-
ingly reduted for that pollutant.®

Subpart J—Northern Shrimp Processing of
1816 kg (4000 lbs) or Less of Raw
Material Per Day in the Contiguous
States Subcategory

§408.100 Applicability; description of
the Northern shrimp processing of
1816 kg (4,000 Ibs) or less of raw
material per day in the contiguous
States suhcategory. :

The provisions of this subpart are
applicable to discharges of process waste
water pollutants from the processing of
shrimp in the Northern econtignous
States, including Washington, Oregon,
California, Maine, New Hampshire, and
Massachusetts. The effluent limifations
contained in Subpart J are applicable to
fTacilities which process 1816 kg (4000 1bs)
or less of raw material per day.

§408.101 Speccialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(n) The term “oil and grease” shall
mean those components of a waste water
amenable to measurement by the method
described In *“Methods for Chemical

-Oll and
greace,

standards for
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Analysis of Water and Wastes,” 1971,
Environmental Protection Agency, Ana-
Iytical Quality Control Laboratory, page
2117,

(b) The term “seafood” shall mean the

raw material, including freshwater and
saltwater fish and shellfish, to he proc-
essed, in the form in which it is received
at the processing plant.
(¢c) The following abbreviations shall
have the following meanings: (1)
“BODS” shall mean 5-day bilochemical
oxygen demand, (2) “TSS” shall mean
total suspended mnon-filberable solids,
(3) “kg” shall mean kilogram(s), (4)
“kkg” shall mean 1000 kilograms, and
(5) “Ib” shall mean pound(s).

§ 408.102 Effluent limitations guide-

) lines representing the degree of efflu-
ent reduction attainable by the ap-
plication of the best practicable con-
trol technology currently available.

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of.pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of fhe best
practicable control technology currently
available by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart:

Efluent

- characteristic Effluent limitation

Maximum for any 1 day:
360 kg, of seafood
(360 1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 120
kg/kke of seafood (120 1b/"
1,000 1b). R

Maximum for any 1 day:
160 kg/kkg of seafood (160
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 54
kg/kkg of seafood (54 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day:
96 kg/kkg of teafood (96
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 32
kg/kkg of seafood (32 1b/
1,000 1b).

Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0. .

§ 408.103 Effluent limitations pguide-
- lines representing the degree of efflu-
ent reduction obtainable by the ap-

_ plication of the best available tech-

. nology economically achievable.

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of the best
available technology  economically
achievable by a point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart:

Ofl and
grease. -

Efftuent Efluent Uimitation
characteristic
BOD5 ceeeee, Maximum for any 1 day:

155 kg/kkg of seafood (166
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 62
kg/kkg of seafood (62 1b/
1,000 1b).

PROPOSED RULES

Effiuent
characteristic Eftuent limitation
THS e Maximum for any 1 day:
38 kg/kkg of seafood (38
1b/1,000 1b).
Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
- 80 consecutive days: 156
kg/kkg of seafood (156 1b/
1,000 1b).
Oll and Maximum for any 1 day:
grease. 14 kg/kkg of seafood (14

1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 6.7
kg/kkg of seafood (5.7 1b/
1,000 1b).

‘Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0.

§ 408.104 Standards of performance for
new sources.

<The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollufants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged reflecting the greatest degree of
effluent reduction achievable through ap-
plcation of the best available demon-
strated control technology, processes, op~
erating methods, or other alternatives,
including, where practicable, a standard
permitting no discharge of pollutants by

a point source subject to the provisions

of this subpart:

- Effuent !

characteristic Effluent limitation

........ Maximum for any 1 day:
155 kg/kkg of seafood (166
1b/1,000 1b)., .

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 62
kg/kkg of seatood (62 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day:
38 kg/kkg of seafood (38
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for” any perlod of
30 consecutive days: 15
kg/kke of seafood (15 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day:
14 kg/kkg of seatood (14
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 6.7
kg/kkg of seafood (5.7 1b/
1,000 1b).

Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0,

§ 408.105 Pretreatment standards

new sources.

The pretreatment standards under sec-
tion 307(c) of the Act, for a source within
the Northern shrimp processing of 1816
kg (4000 1bs) or less of raw material per
day in the contiguous States subcategory,
which is an industrial 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 navigable waters), shall be
the standard set forth in Part 128 of this
title, except that for the purposes of this
section, § 128.133 of this title, shall be
amended to read as follows:

“In addition to the prohibitions set forth
in § 128.131, the pretreatment standard for

Oil and
grense.

for

incompatible pollutants introduced into »
publicly owned treatment works by a mafor
contributing industry shall be tho standard
of performance for new sources spoclited in
§ 408.104, 40 OFR, Part 408, provided that, if
the publicly owned treatment works which
receives the poliutants is committed, in ity
NPDES permit, to remove a specificd porcont-
age of any incompatible pollutant, tho pro-
trentment standard applicable to uters of
such treatment works shall be correspond«
ingly reduced for that pollutant.”

Subpart K~—Southern Non-Breaded Shrim
Processing of More Than 1816 kg (40
Ibs) of Raw Material Per Day In tho
Contiguous States Subcategory

§ 408.110 Applicability; description of
the Southern non-brended shrimp
processing of more than 1816 kg
(4009 1bs) of raw materinl per duy
in the contiguous States subcategory,

The provisions of this subpart are ap=-
plicable to discharges of process waste
water pollutants from the processing of
non-breaded shrimp in the Southern
contiguous States, including North and
South Carolina, Georgis, Florida, Aln-
bama, Mississippi, Louisiana, and Texas.
The effluent limitations contained in Sub-
part X are applicable to facilities which
process more than 1816 kg (4000 lbs) of
raw material per day on any day during
a calendar year.

§ 408.111 Specialized definitions, -

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) The term “oil and grease” shall
mean those components of a waste water
amendable measurement by the
method described in “Methods for Chem-
ical Analysis of Water and Wastes,”
1971, Environmental Protection Agency,
Anslytical Quality Control Laboratory,
page 2117,

(b) The term “seafood" shall mean
the raw material, including freshwater
and saltwater fish and shellfish, to be
processed, in the form in which it is re-
ceived at the processing plant,

(¢) The following abbreviations shall
have the following meanings: (1)
“BODS5” ghall mean 5-day blochemical
oxygen demand, (2) “TSS” shall mean
total suspended non-filterable solids, (3)
“kg” shall mean kilogramd(s), (4) “kkg”
shall mean 1000 kilograms, and (5) ‘1b”
shall mean pound(s).

§ 408.112 Effluent limitations guides
lines representing the degree of efftu.
ent reduction attainable by the ap-
plication of the best practicable con.
trol technology currently available.

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties which may
be discharged after application of the
best practicable control technology cur«
rently available by a point source subject
to the provisions of this subpart:

Effluent
characteristic Eftuent lmitation
BODS e Maximum for any 1 doy:

70 kg/kke of sonfood (70
1b/1,000 1b). ‘ .

Moaximum average of dalily
values for any perlod of
30 consecutive days: 28
kg/kkg of seafood (20 1b/
1,000 1b).

.
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‘Effuent .
" Efiueiit Umitation

LTSS een. MaXimum for any.l.dsy:

.28 Xg/kkg of .seafood .(a8
-1b/1,000.1b) ..

Ma.ximum average of daﬂy .

. values for any period of
30. consecutlve days: 11
. kg/kkg seafood (11
1b/1,000 Ib),
Maximum for. any 1..dsay:
- 45 kg/KEg of seafood (4.5
1b/1,000 1b).
Maximum average of dally
- values for sny period of
‘30 consecutive days: 1.8
of seafood (1.8
~ i . 1b/1,000 1b).

- 2.0.

§408.113 Effluent limitations guide-
lines representing the degree of

<effluent reduction obtainable by the .

application of the best available tech-
-nology economically achievable, -

__The following limitations constitute
the quantity or qualify of poilutants or
‘pollutant properties which may be dis-
cha.rged after application of the best
avaflable téchnology economically achiev-
“able by a point source subject to. the
provisions of this subpart

Effuent
characteristic
BOD o

Efiuent hmitaiion
Maximum for any 1 day: 6.0
Kg/kkg of seafood (6.0 1/
1,000 1d).
Maximum average of dally
values for any period of 30
- consecutive days: 8.0 kg/
Ekg of seafood (8.0 Ib/
o - < 1,000 b)..
i 5 S —  Maximum for any 1 day: 16
’ . Ekg/kkg of seafood (15 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
-values for any perlod of 30
consecutive days: 7.6 kg/
kkg- of seafood (7.6 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day: 0.38
kg/kkg of seafood (0.38

T - - /1,000 1b).

Maximum- average of dally
values for any period of 30
consecutive days: 0.19 xg/
kkg of seafood (0.19 1b/
1,000 1b). .

_Within the range of 6.0 to

PE e
T ’ 9.0,

§408.114 Standards
.. for new sources.

The fonowing hmtatxons constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged reflecting the greatest degree of

. efffuent reduction achieveble through ap-
"pHeation-of the best available demon-
_strated control technology, processes, op-
erating methods, or other alternatives,
including, where practicable, a standard

permitting no discharge of pollutants by
2 point source subject to the prowslons

of this subpart: -

of perf ormance

‘.  Efluent -
“¢haracteristic EfRuent limitation
BODS-———o-—- Maximum for any 1 day: 63
T kg/kkg of seafood (63 b/
T, T T 1,000 h).
R A " - Maximum average of daily
o e - yalues for any period of 30

. ‘ consecutive days: 25 kg/
kkg of seafood (25 1b/1,000
1b).

Within the range of 6.0 to

‘PROPOSED RULES

Efvent o
Eftuext Hmifstion

values for any peciod of
30 oonsecutive days: 10
kg/xkg of seafood (10 W/
1,000 3b).

Aaximum for any 1 day: 4.0
kg/kkg of seafood (4.0 b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum aversge of dally

T . vnluestotmypcrmdotso

' consecutive days: 1.6 kg/
kxkg of seafood (1.6 b/
1,000 1b).

Within the range of 6.0 to

0.

§ 408.115 Pretrcatment standards for
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under
sectlon 307(c) of the Act, for a source
within the Southern non-breaded shrimp

processing of more than 1816 kg (4000
1bs§ of raw material per day in the con-
tiguous States subcategory, which is an

user of & publicly owned treat-
ment works (and which would be & new
source subject to section 306 of the Act,
‘if # were to discharge poltutants to
navigable waters), shall be the standard
set forth in Part 128 of this title except
that for the purposes of this section,
§ 128.133 of this title shall be amended to
read as follows:

"In addition to the prohibitions set forth
in §128.131, the pretz-eshncnt standard for
incompsatible pollutants introduced into =
publicly owned treatment works by a major
contributing industry shall be the standard
of performance for new sources specified in
§ 408,114, 40 CFR, Part 408, prorided that, it
the -publicly owned treatment works which
recelves the pollutants is committed, in its
RPDES permit, to remove a specified per-
centage of any incompatible pollutant, the
pretrentment standard applicable to users
of such treatment works shall be correspond-
ingly reduced Yor that pollutant.”

Subpart L—Southem Non-Breaded Shrimp
) Processing 1816 kg (4000 Ibs) or

Less of Raw Material Per Day in the

Contiguous States Subcategory

§ 408.120 Applicability; description of
the Southern non-breaded shrimp
proceseing of 1816 kg (4000 Ibs) or
* less of raw material per day in the
contiguous States subcategory.

* ‘The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges of process waste
water pollutants from the processing of
non-breaded shrimp in the Southern
contiguous States, including North and

-South Carolina, Georgia, Florlda, Ala-
bama, Mississippi, Loulslana, and Texas.
‘The effluent limitations contained in
Subpart L are applicable to facllities
which process 1816 kg (4000 1bs) or less
of raw material per day.

§408.121 Specialized definitions.
For the purpose of this subpart:

.. (a) The term “ofl and grease” shall
nean those componénts of o waste water
amenable to measurement by the method
described in ° “Methods for Chemical

.. Analysis of Water and Wastes”, 1971,

Environmental Protection  Agency,
Anglytical Qusality Control Laboratory,
page 2117.
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(b) The term “seafood” shall mean
the raw material, including freshwater
‘and saltwater fish and shellfish, to be
processed, in the form in which if 1s re-
celved at the processing plant.

(c) The following abbreviations shall
have the following meanings: (1)
“BODS5"” shall mean 5-day blochemical
oxygen demand, (2) “TSS” shall mean

total suspended non-filterable solids, (3)
“kg” shall mean kilogram(s), (4 ‘kkg"
shall mean 1000 kilograms, and (5) “Ib”
shall mean pound(s).

§408.122 . Effluent limitations gnide-
lines representing the degree of ef-
fluent reduction attainable by the
application of the best practicable
control technology currently avail-
able.

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of the best
practicable control technology currenily
available by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart:

Eftuent
characteristic
BODS e,

Eftuent imilction

Aaximum for any 1 day: 140
kg/xkg of seafood (140 Ib/
1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of 30
consecutive days: 46 kg/
kkp of seafood (46 1b/1,000
ib).

Afaximum for any 1 day: 110
kg/kkg of seafood (110 Ib/
1,000 1b).

Maximum saverage of dally
values for any pericd of 30
consecutive days: 38 kg/
kk)g of seafood (381b/1,000
ib).

Afaximum for any 1 day: 27
kg/kkg of seafood (27 Ib/
1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any perlod of 30
consecutive days: 8 kg/
kk)g of seafood (9 1b/1,000
ib).

Wlth.m the range of 6.0 to
9.0,

§408.123 Effluent limitations guide-
lines representing the degree of ef-
fluent reduclion obtainable by the
application of the best available tech-
nology economically achievable.
The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be
discharged after application of the
best available technology economically
achievable by a point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart:
Efluent
characteristic
BODS

TES weeeamaees

Oll and

Efluent Iimitation

Maximum for any 1 day: 63
kpg/kkg of zeafcod (63 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dafly
values for any period of 30
consecutive days: 23

M kEg of seafoed (251b/1,000
Ib).

Maximum for any 1 day: 25

. kg/kEg of seafcod (25 Ib/

- ’ 1,660 1b).

) Maximum average of daily
values for any period of 30

* concsecutive days: 10 kg/
kEkg of ceafood (10 1b/1,000
10).
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Efftuent
characteristic
Oil and

grease,

Efluent limitation

Maximum, for any 1 day: 4.0
kg/kkg of seafood (4.0 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of 30
consecutive days: 1.6 kg/
kkg of seafood (1.6 lb/
1,000 1b).

Within the. range of 6.0
t0 9.0,

§ 408.124 Standards of‘ performance

for new sources.

The following limitations constitute

the quantity or quality of pollutants or

pollutant properties which may be dis-’

charged reflecting the greatest degree of
effluent reduction achievable through ap-
plication of the best avallable demon-
strated control technology, processes, op-
erating methods, or other alternatives,
including, where practicable, a standard
permitting no discharge of pollutants by
& point source subject to the provisions
of this subpart:
Efiuent
characteristic

Effuent limitation

Maximum for any 1 day: 63
kg/kkg of seafood (63 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any perlod of 30
consecutive days: 25
kkg of seafood (25 /1,000
1b).

Maximum for any 1 day: 26
kg/kkeg of seafood (26 1b/
1,000 1b).

.Maximum average of dally
values for.any perlod of 30
consecutive days: -10 kg/
kkg of seafood (10 1lb/
1,000 1b),

Maximum for any 1 day: 4
kg/kkg of seafood (4 lb/
1,000 1b). .

. Maximum average of dally
values for any perlod of 30
consecutive days: 1.6 kg/

Oll and
groase,

kkg of seafood (1.6 lb/
1,000 1b).
b+ P, Within the range of 6.0
-+ to 9.0. °

§ 408.125 Pretreatmment standards for
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under
section 307(c) of the act, for a source
within the Southern non-breaded shrimp
processing of 1816 kg (4000 Ibs) or less of
raw material per day in the configuous
States subcategory, which is an indus-
trial user of & 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 navigable
waters), shall be the standard set forth
in Part 128 of this title, except that for
the purposes of this section, § 128.133 of
this title, shall be amended to read as
follows:

“In addition to the prohibitions set forth -

in §128.131, the pretreatment standard for
incompatible pollutants introduced into a

publicly owned treatment works by a major -

contributing industry shall be the standard
of performance for new sources specified in
$ 408.124, 40 CFR, Par} 408, provided that, 1f
the publicly owned treatment works which

PROPOSED RULES

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 be correspond-
ingly reduced for that poliutant.”

Subpart M—Breaded Shrimp Processing of
More Than 1816 kg (4000 lbs) of Raw
Material Per Day in the Contiguous
States Subcategory

§ 408.130 Applicability; description of
the breaded shrimp processing of
more than 1816 kg (4000 lbs) of
raw material per day in the contigu-
ous States subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to dischargse of process waste
water pollutants from the processing of
breaded shrimp in the contiguous States
facilities which process more than 1816
ke (4000 1bs) of raw material per day on
any day during a calendar year.

§ 408.131 Specialized definitions.

For-the purpose of this subpart:

(a) The term “oil and grease” shall
mean those components of a waste water
amenable to measurement by the method
described in “Methods for Chemical
Analysis of Water and Wastes,” 1971,
Environmental Protection Agency, Ana~

lzytical Quality Control Laboratory, page
17. .

(b) The term “seafood’” shall mean
the raw material, including freshwater
and saltwater fish and shellfish, to be

. processed, in the form in which it is re~

ceived at the processing plant.

(¢) The following abbreviations shall
have the following meanings: (1)
“BOD5” shall mean 5-day biochemical
oxygen demand, (2) “TSS” shall mean
total suspended non-filterable solids, (3)
“kg” shall mean kilogram(s), (4) “kkeg”
shall mean 1000 kilograms, and (5) “1b”
shall mean pound(s).

§ 408.132 Effluent Ilimitations guide-
lines representing the degree of ef-

v fluent reduction attainable by the
application of the best practicable
cgiltrol technology currently avail-
able.

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of the besb
practicable control technology currently

available by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart:

Effiuent
characteristic Effluent limitation
Maximum for sny 1 day:

1256 kg/kkg of seafood

(126 1b/1,000 1b).
Maximum averasge of daily

values for any period of

30 consecutive days: &0

kg/kkg of seafood (50 1b/

1,000 1b).

Maximum for eny 1 day:
70 kg/kkg of seafood (70

' 1b/1,000 Ib).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 28
kg/kkg of seafood (28 1b/
1,000 1b).

Ed

-Oll and

Efluent
characteristio
Oil "and

grease,

Eftuent limitation

Maximum for any 1 day!
4.5 kg/kkg of seafood (4.6
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum averago of daily
values for any peorlod of
30 consecutivo dnys: 1.8
kg/kkg of seafood (1.8 1b/
1,000 1b),

wg;gm the rango of 60 to

§ 408.133 Effluent limitations guide.
lines representing the degreo of of«
fluent reduction obtainable by the
application of the best available
technology economically achiovablo,

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dig«
charged after application of the best
available  technology  economically
achievable by o point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart:

Effiuent
characteristic

BODS5

Eftuent limitation ¢

Maximum for any 1 day!
9.2 ke/kkg of seafood (9.3
1b/1,000 1b),

Msaximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 conscoutive days: 4.0
kg/kkg of seafood (4.8
/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 doy: 24
kg/kkg of seafood (24
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily

: values for any perlod of
30 consecutive days: 12
kg/kke of senfood (12 b/
1,0001b).

Maximum for any 1 dny:
0.68 kg/kkg of sonfood
(0.58 1b/1,000 1b),

Maximum averago of daily
values for any perlod of 30
consecutive days: 0.20 kg/
kkg of senfood (0.20 1b/
1,0001b).

wm(;m the rangoe of 6.0 to
9.0.

§ 408.134 Standnrds
for now sources,

The following limitations constituto
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis«
charged reflecting the greatest depree
of effluent reduction achievable through
application of the best available demon~
started control technology, processes, op«
erating methods, or ofher altermatives,
including, where practicable, a standard
permitting no discharge of pollutants
by a point source subject to the provi-

greaso.

.........

of performanco

slons of thissubpart:
Efluent
characteristic Efftuent limitation

BODS e Maximum for any 1 day: 100
kg/kkp of sonfood (100
1b/1,0001b).

Maximum averngo of dnily
values for any period of 30
consecutive days: 40 kg/
kkg of sonfood (40 b/

1,000 1b).
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Efiluent Iimitation
Maximum for eny 1 day: 55
- “of seafood (55 1b/
LR . . 1,0001b).
Maximum average of dally
C - . “values Tor any period of
- : 30 consecutive days: 23
kg/kkg of seafood (22 1b/
1,000 1b).
Maximum for any 1 day: 3.8
- kg/kkg of seafood (3.8 1b/
~. 1,0001b).
Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 1.6
- kg/kkg of seafood (1.5
- 1b/1,0001b).
‘Within the range of 6.0 to
© 9.0,

§408.135 Pretreatment standards for

-new sources.

The bprefreatment standards under
-section 307(c) of the Act, for a source
within the breaded shrimp processing of
more than 1816 kg (4000 Ibs) of raw ma-
terial per day in the contiguous States
subcategory, which is an industrial user
of a publicly owned treatment works
(and which would be a new source sub-
ject to section 306 of the Act, if it were
to discharge pollutants to navigable
waters), shall be the standard set forth
in Part 128 of this title, except that for
the purposes of this section, § 128.133
of this title, shall be amended to read
as follows:

“In addition to the prohibitions set forth
.in § 128.131, the pretreatment standard for
* incompatible pollutants introduced into a

publicly owned treatment works by a major
contributing industry shall be the standard
of performance for new sources specified in
-§ 408.134, 40 CFR, Part 408, provided that,
-if the publicly owned treatment works which
receives the pollutants is committed, in its
NPDES permit, fo remove a specified per-
centage of any incompatible pollutant, the
pretreatment standard applicable to users of

Oil and -
grease. °

such treatment works shall be correspond- *

ingly reduced for that pollutant.”

Subpart N—Breaded Shrimp Processing of
1816 kg (4000 Ibs) or Less of Raw Ma-
terial Per Day in the Contiguous States
Subcategory

—§ 408.140 - Applicability; d%crlphon of

the breaded shrimp processing "of
1816 kg (4000 ibs) or less of raw
material per day in the contignous
States subcategory.

The provislons of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges of process waste
water pollutants from the processing of
. breaded shrimp in the contiguous States
-by facilities which process 1816 kg (4000
Ibs) or less of raw material per day.

§408.141 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose -of this subpart:
(a) The term “oil and grease” shall
mean those components of a waste water
- amenable to measurement by the meth~
", od described in “Methods for Chemical
Analysis of Water and Wastes,” 1971,
“Environmental Protection Agency, Ana-
" lytical Quality Control Laboratory, page
217, .
(b) The term “seafood” shall mean
the raw material, including freshwater
and saltwater fish_and shellfish, to be

.have the following meanings:

‘Oil and

PROPOSED RULES

processed, in the form in which it is
received at the processing plant.

(¢c) The following abbreviations sl:%l
“BODS5” shall mean 5-day blochemical
oxygen demand, (2) “TSS” shall mean
total suspended non-filterable solids,
(3) “kg” shall mean kilogram(s), (4)
“kkg” shall mean 1000 kilograms, and
(5) “1b” shall mean pound(s).

§408.142 Effluent limitations guide-
lines representing the degzree of ef-
fluent reduction attainable by the
application of the hest practicnble
cg;ltrol technology currently avail-
able.

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-

. charged after application of the best

practicable control technology currently
available by a polnt source subject to
the provisions of this subpart:
Effluent
characteristic
BODS e -

Eftuent limitation

AMaximum for any 1 day: 250
kg/xke of seafood (250 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any pericd of 30
consecutive days: 84 ke/
kkg of ceafcod (84 1by
1,000 1b).

Alnximum for any 1 day: 289
kg/kkg of seafeod (280 1b/
1,600 1b).

dMaximum overage of dally
values for any perlod of 30
consecutlve days: 93 khg/
kkg of ceafcod (93 1b/
1,000 1b).

AMaximum for any 1 doy: 27
grease. kg/kkg of ceafood (27 1b/
1,000 1b).

. Aaximum average of dally

- values for any period of 30
consecutive days: 9 kg/
kkg of ceafeed (80 1b/
1,000 )b).

Within the range of G.0 to
9.0.

§408 143 Effluent limilntions guide-
lines representing the degree of cof-
fluent reduction obtininable by the
application of the best available
technology economically achievable.

. The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of the best
available technology economically
achievable by a-point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart:
Effluent

characteristic
BODS

Effluent limitation

AMoximum for any 1 day:
100 Xxp/kkg of ceafood
(100 1b/1,000 1b).

AMaximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 concecutive days: 40
kg/kkg of ceafood (40
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day:
55 Xkg/kkg of teafcod
(65 1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum sverage of dally
values for any period of
30 concecutlve days: 22
kg/kkg of seafcod (22
Ib/1,600 1b).
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Eftuent
cheracteristic Eftuent limitation -
Ofl axd Maximum for any 1 day:
greace. 38 kp/kkyg of keafood
(3.8 Ib/1,000 Ib).
Maximum average of dally
values for any perlcd of
30 consecutive days: 15
kg/kkg of seafoed (1.5
1b/1,000 Ib).
PH ceeeeeea Within the range of 60 tc
0.0,

§ 408.144 Standards of performance for
new sources.

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged reflecting the greatest degree of
efffuent reduction achievable through ap-
plication of the best available demon-
strated control technology, processes,
operating methods, or other alternatives,
including, where practicable, 2 standard
rermitting no discharge of pollutants by
a point source subject to the provisions
of this subpart:

Efluent
charccteristic
BODS5 .

Efiuent limitation

Maximum fer any 1 day:
160 of ceafcod
(100 1b/1,600 ).

Moximum average of daﬂy
values for any pericd of
30 conzecutive days: 490
kg/kkp of ceafcod (40
Ib/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 dag:
&85 Ep/Ekg of ceafood (55
1b/1,000 Ib).

Maximum average of daBy
values for any period of
30 comcecutive days: 22
kg/kkry of cseafeed (22
1b/1,000 Ib).

Maximum for any i day:
3.8 kg/kkg of ceafood (3.3
1b/1,00 1b).

Maximrem average of dafly
values for any pericd of 30
concecutive days: 1.5 kg/
kkg of ceafood (15 Ib/
1,000 Ib).

Within the range of 69 to

W

§408.145 Preircatment standards for
ncw sources. ’

The pretreatment standards umder
section 307(c) of the Act, for a2 source
within the breaded shrimp processing of
1816 kg (4000 1bs) or less of raw material
per day in the contiguous States subcate-
gory, which is an industrial user of a
publicly owned treatment works (and
which would be a new source subject to
section 306 of the Act, if it were to dis-
charge pollutants to navigable waters),
shall be the standard set forth in Part
128 of this title, except that for the pur-
poses of this section, §128.133 of this
title, shall be amended to read as fol-
lows:

“In addition to the prohibitions set forth
in §128.131, the pretreatment standard for
incompatible pollutants introduced into a
publicly ovned treatment works by a major
contributing industry chall be the standard
of performance for new sources specified in
§ 408.144, 40 CFR, Part 408, provided that, if
the publlcly owned treatment works which
receives the pollutants is committed, in its
NFDES permit, to remove a specified per-

Oll and

123 QU

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 39, NO. 26—WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 1974



4728

centage of any incompatible pollutant, the
pretreatment standard applicable to users of
such treatment works shall be correspond-
ingly reduced for that pollutant.”

Subpart O—Tuna Processing Subcategory

§ 408.150 Applicability; description of
the tuna processing subcategory.

The provislons of this subpart are ap-

plicable to discharges of process waste

water pollutants from the processing of

§ 408.151 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) The term “oil and grease” shall’
mean those components of a waste water
amenable to measurement by the method
described in “Methods for Chemieal

Analysis of Water and Wastes,” 1971,
Environmental Protection Agency, Ana~
Iytical Quality Control Laboratory, page
217.

(b) The term “seafood” shall mean
.the raw material, including freshwater
and saltwater fish and shellfish, to be.
processed, in the form in which it is
recelved at the processing plant.

(c) The following abbreviations shall
have the following meanings: (1)
“BODS5” shall mean 5-day biochemical
oxygen demand, (2) “TSS” shall mean
total suspended non-filterable solids, (3)
“kg" shall mean kilogram(s), (4) “kkg”
shall means 1000 kilograms, and (5) “Ip”
shall mean pound(s).

§ 408.152 Effluent limitations ' guide-

lines representing the degree of ef--

fluent reduction attainable by the
application of the best practicable
control ‘technology currently avail-
able.

The following limitations constitute
.the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged after application of -the best
practicable control technology currently
available by a point source subject to the
provision of this subpart: *

Effluent
COharacteristic Efftuent limitation
BODS ceeae—. Maximum for any 1 day: 20

kg/kkg of seafood (20 lb/
1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 7.8

kg/kkg of seafood (7:8 1b/

1,000 1b). -

PROPOSED RULES

Efiuent

characteristic Efftuent limitation

Maximum for any 1 day: 7.5
kg/kkg of seafood (7.6 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 3.0
kg/kkg of seafood (3.0 1b/
1,000 Ib).

Maximum for any 1 day: 2.2
kg/kkg of seafood (2.2 1b/
1,000 1b),

Maximum average of dally

- 'values for any period of 30
consecutive days: 0.87 kg/
kkg of seafood (0.87 1b/
1,000 1b).

Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0. -

§ 408.153 Effluent limitations guide-
lines representing the degree of ef-
fluent reduction obtainable by the
application of the best available tech-
nology economically achievable.

The following limitations constitute
the quantity or quality of pollutants or

Oil and

pollutant properties which may be dis~ |

charged after application of the
best available technology economically
achievable by & point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart:

Efluent
characteristic
BODS e

Effiuent limitation

Maximum for any 1 day:
1.8 kg/kkg of seafood (1.8
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 0.51
kg/kkg of seafood (0.51
1b/1,000 1b). .

Maximum for any 1 day:
1.8 kg/kkg of seafood (1.8
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
30 consecutive days: 0.51
kg/kkg of seafood (0.61
1b/1,000 1b).
aximum for any 1 day:
022 kg/kkg of seafood
(0.22 1b/1,000 1b),

Meaximum average of daily
values for any period of
30 consecutive days 0.064

kkg of seafood (0.064

- 1b/1,000 1b), .

Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0,

§ 408.154 Standards of performance for
new sources.

The following limitations constitute
the quentity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged reflecting the greatest degree of

Oil and
grease,

efluent reduction achievable through
application of the best available demone
strated control technology, processes, op-
erating methods, or other alternatives,
including, where practicable, a standard
prermitting no discharge of pollutants by
a point source subject to the provisions
of this subpart:
Effluent -
characteristic Efuent limitation

Maximum for any 1 day:
18 kg/kke of senfood (18

. 1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum avernge of dally
values for any perlod of
30 consocutive days: 7.0
kg/kke of senfood (7.0 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day: 6.0
kg/kkg of seafood (6.8 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily

* values for any period of

. 30 conseoutive dayos: 247
ka/kke of seafood (2.7 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum for any 1 day: 2.0
ke/kkg of soafood (2.0 1b/
1,000 1b),

Maximum average of dally
yalues for any porfod of
30 conseoutdve days: 0.78
kg/kkg of soafood (0.76
1b/1,000 1b).

Within the rango of 0,0 to
2.0,

§ 408.155 Prewreatment standards for
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under
section 307(c) ,of the Act, for a source
within the tuna processing subcategory,
which is an industrial user of a publicly
owned treatment works (and which
would be a new source subject to scotion
306 of the Act, if it were to discharge
pollutants to navigable waters), shall be
the standard set forth in Part 128 of this
title; except that for the purposes of this
section, §128.133 of this title shall bhe
amendgd to read as follows:

“In addition to the prohibitions sot forth
In §128.131, tho pretreatment standard for
Incompatible pollutants introduced info o
publicly owned treatment works by o major
contributing industry shall bo the standard
of performance for new sources spoolfled in
§ 408.164, 40 OFR, Part 408, provided that,
i the publicly owned treatment works whioh
receives the pollutants 1s committed, in ity
NPDES permit, to remove a speolfled pers
contage of any incompatible pollutant, the
pratreatment standard applicablo to users
of such treatmont works shall be correspond-
ingly reducect for that pollutant.”

[FR Doc.74-2661 Filed 2-5-74;8:456 am]
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