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2. 'The proposed tolerances are ade-
quate to cover residues in eggs, meat,
milk, and poultry.

3. The tolerances established by this
order will protect the public health.

4. 'The old chemical name of the herbi-
cide (4-amino-6-tert-butyl-3-(methyl-
thio) -as-triazin-5-(4H)-one) as listed
in the Code of Federal Regulations

should be changed to the new name as -

written in this order.

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Ach (sec. 408(d)(2), 68 Stat. 512; 21
U.S.C. 346a(d) (2)), the authority trans-~
ferred to the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection-Agency (35 FR
165623), and the authority delegated by
the Administrator to the Deputy Assist-
ant Administrator for Pesticide Pro-
grams (39 FR 18805), § 180.332 is revised
in the heading and text to read as
follows:

§180.332 4. Amino - 6-(1,1 -~ dimethyl-
ethyl) - 3-(methylthio)-1,2,4-5 (4H)-
one; tolerances for residues.

Tolerances are established for com-
bined residues of the herbicide 4-amino-

6 - (1,1-dimethylethyl) -3- (methylthio) -

1,2,4-triazin-5(4H) -one , and its triazi-

none metabolites in or on raw agricul-
tural commodities as follows:

0.6 part per million in or on potatoes.

0.2 part per million in meat, fat, and
meat byproducts of cattle, goats, hogs,
horses, poultry, and.sheep. -

0.1 part per million in or on soybeans.

0.01 part per million in eggs.

0.01 part per million in milk.

Any person who will be adversely af-
fected by the foregoing order may at
any time on or before February 18, 1975,
file with the Hearing Clerk, Environmen-
tal Protection Agency, Room 1019E, 4th
& M Streets SW., Waterside Mall, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20460, written objections
thereto In quintuplicate. Objections shall
show wherein the person filing will be
adversely affected by the order and
specify with particularity the provisions
of the order deemed objectionable and
the grounds for the objections. If a
hearing is requested, the objections must
state the issues for the hearing. A hear-
ing will be granted if the objections are
supported by grounds legally sufficient

to justify the relief sought. Objections
may be accompanied by & memorandum
or brief in support thereof.

Effective date. 'This order shall "be-
come effective on January 16, 1975. .
{Sec. 408(d)(2), 68 Stat. 512 (21 U.E.C.
346a(d) (2)))

Dated: Jenuary 13, 1975.

Epwin L. JOHNSON,
Acting Deputy Assistant Ad-
ministrator for Pesticide
Programs.

[FR Doc.76-1552 Filed 1-15-175;8:45 am]
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SUBCHAPTER N—EFFLUENT GUIDELINES
ND STANDARDS

[ERI, 321-4]

PART 429--TIMBER PRODUCTS PROCESS-
ING POINT SOURCE CATEGORY

Effluent Limitations Guidelines for Existing
Sources and Standards of Performance
and Pretreatment Standards

On August 26, 1974, notice was pub-
lished in the FepEraL REGISTER (39 FR
30892), that the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA or Agency) was pro-
posing effluent limitations guidelines for
existing sources and standards of per-
formance and prefreatment standards
for new sources within the wet storage,
the log washing, the sawmills and plan-
ing mills, the finishing, the particleboard
manufacturing, the insulation board
manufactiring, and the insulation board
manufacturing with steaming or hard-
board production subcategories of the
timber products processing category of
point sources.

The purpose, of this notice is to estab-"

lish final ‘effuent Iimitations guidelines
for existing sources and standards of
performance and pretreatment stand-
ards for mew sources in the timber
products processing category of point
sources, by amending 40 CFR Chap-
ter I, Subchapter N, Part 429 by
adding thereto the wet storage subcate-
gory (Subpart I), the log washing sub-
category (Subpart J), the sawmills and
planing mills subcategory (Subpart K),
the finishing subcategory (Subpart L)
and the particleboard manufacturing
subeategory (Subpart M) . This final rule-
making is promulgated pursuant to sec-
tions 301, 304 (b) and (c), 306 (b) and
(¢) and 307(c) of the Federal Water Pol-
lution Control Act, as amended, (the
Act) ; 33 U.S.C. 1251, 1311, 1314 (b) and
(c), 1316 (b) and (c) and 1317(c); 86
Stat. 816 et seq.; Pub. L. 92-500. Regula-
tions' regarding cooling water intake
structures for all categories of point
sources under section 316(b) of the Act

'will be promulgated in 40 CFR Part 402.

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

The legal basis, methodology and
factual conclusions which support pro-
mulgation‘ of this regulation were set
forth in substantial detail in the notice
of public review procedures published
August 6, 1973 (38 FR 21202) and in the _
notice of proposed rulemaking for the
wet storage, the log washing, the saw-~
mills and planing mills, the finishing,
the particleboard manufacturing, the in=

sulation board manufacturing, end tho
insulation board manufacturing with
steaming or hardboard production stib-
categories. In addition, the regulations
as proposed were supported by two other
documents: (1) the document entitled
“Development Document for Proposed
Effluent Limitations Guidelines and New
Source Perfiormance Standards for the
Wet Storage, Sawmills, Particleboard
and Insulation Board Segment of the
Timber Products Processing Point Source
Calegory” (August 1974) and (2) the
document entitled “Economic Analysis
of Proposed Effluent Guidelines, the
Timber Processing Industry” (August
1974), Both of these documents were
made available to the public and cir-
culated to interested persons at approxi-
mately the time of publication of the
notice of proposed rulemaking,

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

(a). Summary of comments.

The following responded to the request
for comments which was made in the
preamble to the proposed regulation (In-
cludes only those commenters applicable
to subparts I, J, K, L and M) : the Na=
tional Forest Products Association, the
Northern Hardwood & Pine Manufactur-
ers Association, Inc., State of Mississippf,
Air and Water Pollution Control Come-
mission, and the Effluent Standards and
Water Quality Information Advisory
-Committee.

Each of the comments received was
carefully reviewed and analyzed. The fol-
lowing is & summary of the signiflcant
comments and EPA’s response to thoso
comments.

(1) A commenter questioned the ap-
plcation of @ single number guideline to
subcategories in the timber products
processing industry, ie., the limitations
do nob acknowledge or accommodate tho
great amount of variation which exists
among individual plants in this catégory.

The effluent limitations guldelines and
standards take differences within an in-
dustry into account through subcate-
gorlzation. The subcategorization con-
siders process employed, raw materiols,
treatment options avallable, process -
water requirements, the cost of treat--
ment and other factors. The guldelines '
and -standards development effort also
mcluded consideration of reasonable
water uise and process control. A provi-:
sion allowing flexibility in the applica=
tion of the limitations representing besb
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practicable control technology currently
-gvailable (BPCTCA) is included in the
regulation toaccotnt for special circum-
-stances that may mot have been ade-
.quately accounted for when these
regulations “were developed.

(2) A comment stated that the tech-
aologically based proposed regulations
do not adequately consider the energy
reguirements, ground -water supplies,
land use, and -air quality -environmental
trade-offs involved.

The efiuent guidelines and standards
.development program took into consid-
eration many factors in the determina-~
tion of BPCTCA. Included was the cost
of pollution control, the capability of
dindustrial segments to handle these costs,
the nonwater quality environmental 1m-
pact of these limitations, and the energy
requirements.

(3) A comment was received that
questioned the Agency’s interpretation
of the Act. The commenter stated that
the Agency is administéring the Act as
if zero discharge by 1985 is a require-
ment rather than a goal, ie., instead of
focusing on “end-of-pipe” freatment in
identifying BPCTCA, inplant process
changes and. modifications were consid-
-ered as part of BPCTCA.

Section 304(b) (1) (B) of the Act states
-that “the engineering aspects of the ap-
plication of various. types of demon-
strated control technigues” shall be a
Factor in determining the control meas-
ures and practices to be applicable to any
point sources. Procedures that are prac-
ticed in the subcategory to which these
regulations are applicable are considera-
tions in the determination of best prac-
ticable control technology.

(4) A comment was received thab
noted that the wet storage regulation, as
proposed, does not include log ponds
which Teceived influent water from sur-
Face streams or springs. The question
was raised regarding how limitations for
these facilities are to be applied.

_Adequate information was not avail-
alile during the guidelines development
program to present limitations for these
facilities. Wet storage facilities currently

in existence total more than 1,000. The

wariations in hydraulic throughput rate,

- geographicdl Jayout of the wet storage
Tacility and drainage area, type of raw
material sfored, thelength-of the period
of storage are such that further study in
this area is necessary before limitations
on these facilities can be proposed.

(5) A comment was received that the
-comment and response section of the
preamble to the proposed” regulation
(Comment 1) implied that glue waste
and wash up water from glue systems
-shotild be -discharged 1to log storage
ponds. :

The regulations promulgarted April 18,
1974 (40 CER, Part 429, Subpart C) pro-
hibit any discharge of process -waste
swater pallutants from plywood manu-
facturing facilities that .do not store or
hold raw materials in wel storage con-
ditions. "The. Development Document
supporting that regulation presents in-
formation on ‘operating practices and
procedures to minimize the generation of
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‘process waste water from plywood man-
ufacturing operations, and control tech-
nologies available to dispose of theseé
waste waters. It is the intent of this reg-
ulation to eliminate the discharge of
process waste water from plywood man-
wufacturing to navigable waters. The de-
welopment document to support the
-Subpart Cregulation establishes that the
-elimination of the discharge of process
ywaste water pollutants elther directly to
‘the navigable waters or indirectly
thﬁough a wet storage Tacilify is achiev~
able.

An amendment to Subpart I—Wet
Storage Subcategory is belng simultane-
.ously proposed that will establish a limit
on the allowable discharge of biochemi-
cal oxygen demand from wet storage
facilities.

(6) Commenters indicated that the
volume limitation on discharges from
wet storage facilities essentially €limi-
nated the construction of log ponds as a
wood storage facility and that the pre-
-cipitation, evaporation rélationship, as
presented in the proposed regulations is
incompatible with the NPDES permit
program.

“Wetb storage operations are located in
a variety of geographical situntions. The
physical placement of exsisting. facilities
~vas .determined by many factors. The
practicability of determining, with the
mecessary degree of accuracy, the drain-
age area Into the wet storage facility is
4in many situations limited. For a newly
-constructed wet storage facllity, consid-
erations of location, design, and operat-
ing practices, including the exclusion of
-other process waste waters from the wet
storage water system, indicate that it s
usually practicable to control the dis-
charge of process water during perlods
svhen evaporation Is greater than pre-
cipitation, Because of the varlety and
interrelationships of these factors, it is
not feasible to implement an -absolute
yolume limitation for new sources in the
wet storage subcategory. These factors
should, however, be considered. Infor-
mation on the relationship between pre-
cipitation and evaporation is available in
the “Climatic Aflas of the United States,”
published by the Department of Com-
merce, June 1968, and also is available
through the National Climatic Center,
Natlonal Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
‘ministration.

(7) One comment questioned the
ability of the industry to achieve no dis-
charge from log washing operations.

Section VII of the development docu-
ment states that at least two facllities
are achieving totdl recycle of settled ef-
fluent. ‘The operation of log washing is
not widely practiced at‘the present time,
although it is anticipated that the prac-
tice will increase inthe future because of
1he industry’s -efforts to maximize utili-
zation of the raw materlal. The costs re-
lated to retrofitting an existing log wash-
ingoperation may require modification or
relocation of -associated equipment, and
the benefits associated with the elimina-
tion of discharge of process waste water
pollutants from this operation may be

less than the back fitting costs. The costs _
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required to Install 2 closed system in a
new installation are usually less as a re~ |
sult of planning in the design stages of
Installation of & new facility. An -effiuent
1imitation of 50 mg/1 total suspended
solids and pH within the range of 6.0 to
9.0 is included in the regulation =zs
BPCT because these levels of effluent dis-
charge are readily achievable.

(8) A -commenter stated that the for-
-est products industry is typified by many
small privately ovned firms. These firms
are sensitive to small cost increments
such as might be required to implement
the regulations as proposed, and these
firms may nob have access to the funds
mecessary to comply ‘with pollution con-
trol requirements.

The effluent guldelines and standards
development program included the col-
lection of cost information. This infor-
mation was used In a separate study,
“Economic Analysis of Proposed Efffuent
‘Guidelines, Timber Processing Industry™
and determined the financial status of
the varlous segments of the timber prod-
ucts processing industry. Included were
considerations of internal and external
costs, financial impact in terms of cost/
profit-ability changes, forced mill clo-
sures, and employment impact. The con-
clusion of the economic impact study was.
that the associated costs are small and
will not significantly affect profit mar-
gins or present a capifal availabilify
problem.

(9) A commenf questioned the appli-
cability of the proposed regulations to
process waters such as boiler blowdown
and cooling water.

The regulations promulgzated below are
not applicable to boller blowdown and
non-contact cooling water. The Agency
‘has studles underway to establish effluent
puldelines and standards for discharges
of boller blowdown and cooling water.
Regulations applicable to boiler blow-
down and cooling water discharges from
subcategories in 40 CFR Chapter I, Sub-
chapter N, Part 429 will be proposed in
the near future.

(10) An internal comment was re-
celved that indicated that materials used
in the various operations included in
the finishing subeategory may either pass
through untreated or have an adverse ef-
fect on a publicly owned treatment
works.

It is recognized that this situation may
exist. However, because of the variety
of materials used and the differences in
biodegradability, possible toxicity, treat-
ability and control of these materials as
well as the differences in the capabilities
of municipal treatment systems to han-
dle these waste waters, it is not feasible-
to establish a national standard. Opera-
tors of a publicly owned treatment works
will exercise judgment in -controlling
wastes that will interfere with the treat-
ment systems efficiency.

(11) Questions have been mised mn-
cerning the availability of standards or
guldelines applicable to the disposal of
solid wastes resulting from the operation
of pollution control systems.

“  The principles set forth In “Land Dis-
posal of Sold Wastes Guidelines™ (40
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CFR 241) may be used as guidance for
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The changes therefore will only result

acceptable land disposal techniques. Po- .with economic impact being less severe.

tentially hazardous wastes may require
special considerations to ensure their
proper disposal. Additionally, state and
local guidelines and regulations should
be considered wherever applicable.

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

As a result of public comments and
continuing review and evaluation of the
proposed regulation by the EPA, the fol-
lowing changes have been made in the
regulation. .

(1) Sections 429.111, 429,121, and 429.-
131 entitled “Specialized definitions” now_
include specific clarifying statements re-
{garding waters subject to these limita-

jons. -

(2) Subpart I, Wet Storage Subcate-
gory was modified to eliminate the vol-
ume limitation on discharge from wet
storage operations and also was modified
to make the pH limitation consistent
with limitations required for other dis-
chargers. -

(3) Sections 429.92, 429.93 and 429.95
of Subpart I—Wet Storage Subcategory
were modified to present the limitations
in a narrative form rather than tabular,
as they were proposed. This modification
was made to more clearly state the regu-~
lation and eliminate:the possibility of:
misinterpretation of the limitation.

(4) Subpart J, Log Washing subcate-~
gory was modified to allow a discharge -
from existing log washing facilities.

(5) The pretreatment standards for
new sources promulgated below for the
wet storage (Subpart I), the log wash-
ing (Subpart J), the sawmills and plan-
ing mills (Subpart K), the finishing
(Subpart L), and the particleboard man-
ufacturing (Subpart M) subcategories
were modified to indicate the pollutants
present in process waste waters gener-
ated by these subcategories and to allow
the discharge of pollutants in amounts
that can be adequately treated by pub-
licly owned treatment systems.

(6) The Agency originally proposed
regulations applicable to two additional
subcategories not included in this regu-
lation: Subpart N—Insulation Board
Manufacturing Subcategory and Subpart
O—Insulation Board Manufacturing
with Steaming or Hardboard Produc-
tion Subcategory. As a result of public
comments received on the proposed reg-
ulation additional information is being
gathered concerning these subcategories.
After this data is obtained and analyzed,
final regulations applicable to these sub-
categories will be published,

(¢) Economic impact.

_ The changes to the regulations men-
“tioned above will have no adverse effects -
on the conclusions of the economic im-
pact study conducted as part of the ef-
fluent guidelines development program.
In none of the subcategories for which.
these limitations apply are the regula-
tions more stringent. The clarification of
the definitions of process waste waters
for the point sources affected by these
Iimitations will decrease the volume of
water requiring treatment or disposal. -

(d) Cost-benefit analysis.

The detrimental effects of the constit-
uents of waste waters now discharged
by point sources within the wet storage,
sawmills, particleboard and insulation
board segment of the timber products
processing point source category are dis-
cussed in Section VI of the report en-
titled “Development Document for Efflu-
ent Limitations Guidelines for the Wet
Storage, Sawmills, Particleboard and In-
sulation Board Segment of the Timber
Products Processing Point Source Cate-
gory” (August 1974). It is not feasible to
quantify in economic terms, particularly
on a national basis, the costs resulting
from the discharge of these pollutants to
our Nation’s waterways. Nevertheless, as
indicated in Section VI, the pollutants
discharged have subsftantial and damag-
ing impacts on the quality of water and
therefore on its capacity to support
healthy populations of wildlife, fish and
other aquatic wildlife and on its suit-
ability for industrial, recreational and
drinking water supply uses.
~ The total cost of implementing the ef-
fluent limitations guidelines includes the
direct capital and operating costs of the
pollution control technology employed to
achieve compliance and the indirect eco-
nomic and environmental costs identified
in Section VIIX and in the supplementary
report entitled “Economic Analysis of
Proposed Effiuent Guidelines, the TIM-
BER PROCESSING INDUSTRY” (Au-

gust 1974). Implementing the efluent.

limitations guldelines will substantially
reduce the environmental harm which
would otherwise be attributable to the
continued discharge of polluted waste
waters from existing and newly con-
structed plants in the timber products
processing industry. The Agency believes
that the benefits of thus reducing the
pollutants discharged justify the associ-
ated costs which, though substantial in
absolute terms, represent a relatively
small percentage of the total capital in-
vestment in the industry.

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

In conformance with the requirements
of Section 304(c) of the Act, & manual
entitled, “Development Document for Ef-
fluent Limitations Guidelines and New
Source Performance Standards for the
Wet Storage, Sawmills, Particleboard
and Insulation Board .Segment of the
Timber Products Processing Point Source
Category,” will be published and avail-
able for purchase from the Government
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402
for a nominal fee. .

(f) Fingl rulemaking.

In consideration of the foregoing, 40
CFR Chapter I, Subchapter N, Part 429
Timber Products Processing Point Source
Category, is hereby amended by adding
additional subparts I, J, X, L and M to
read as set forth below. This regulation
is being promulgated pursuent to an

order of the Federal District Court for
the District of Columbia entered in
Natural Resources Defense Councll, Inc,
v. Train (Cv. No. 1609-73). That ordor
requires that effluent limitations xequir«
ing the application of best practicable
control technology currently available
for this industry be effective upon pub-
lication. Accordingly, good cause i3 found
for the final regulation promulgated be-
low establishing best practiceble control
technology currently aveilable for each
subpart to be effective January 16, 1975.

The final regulation promulgated ho-
low estahlishing the best available tech-
nology economically achievable, the
standards of performance for new
sources and the new source pretreatment
standards shall become effective Febru-
ary 18, 1975,

Dated: January 7, 1975.
Russert E, Tramn,
Administrator.
Subpart 1--Wot Storagle Subcategory
Sec,
429.90

429.91
420.92

Applicability; description of the wot
storago subcategory.

Specialized definitfons,

Effluent limitations guldelines rope
resenting the degreo of efiluent
reduction attaingble by the ap«
plication of the best practicable
control technology  ocwrrently
available.

Effiuent limitations guidelines rep=
resenting the degree of effluent
reduction attalnable by thoe (aps«
plication of the beat avallablo
technology economically achiove
able,

Reserved.

Standards of performance for new
sources.

Pretreatment standards for new
sources. h

Subpart J—Log Washing Subcatogory

420,100 Applicability; description of tho log
washing subcatepory.

Speclalized definitions, .

Efftuent limitations guidelines rope«
resonting tho degree of offluent
reduction attainable by theo ap«
plication of the hest prooticable
control technology ourrontly
available,

Effluent limitations guidelines rop=-
resenting tho degree of eoffiuent
reduction attainable by the ape«
plication of the best available
technology economiecnlly achiove

420.93

429.94
429.956

420.96

420,101
429.102

429.103

able.

429.104 Reserved.

429,105 Standards of performence for now
sources.

429.106 Pretreatment standards for new
sources.

Subpart K—Sawmills and Planlng Mills
Subcategory

420,110 Applicability; description of tho
. sawmills and planing mills sub-
category.

429.111 Speclalized definitions,

420112 Efiluent limitations guidelines rep=
resenting tho degreo of effluent
reduction attainable by tho ap-
plication of tho best practicablo
control technology ourrently
avallable.
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Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting- the .degree of effluent
reduction atiainable .by the ap-
plication of ihe best 'avalleble
technology .economically achiev-

. able. -

429.114 [Reserved]

429115 Standards of performance for mew

FoUrces.

ZPretreatment standards for mew

sources.

Subparl:’l.—F'mshmgSubcateoory

429.120 Applicability; d&scrlptlon of the

g subcategory.

429121 Bpecialized definitions.

429122 Efiuent limitations guidellnes -rep-
resenting the degree .of effiuent
reduction attainable by the ap-
plication of the best practicsble
control -technology cwurently
-availgble, '

429.123 ‘Effluent limitations guidelines rep-

- resenting the degree of_ effiuent
‘reduction sttainable by the ap-
Dplication of the best savallable
tiechnology economically achiev-
able.

429,124 JReserved]

429.125 Standa.rds of performance for new

429 128 'Pretreamnent standards for new
Bources.
- Subpart M—Particleboard Manufacturing
Subcategory

Applicability; description of the
parficlehoard manufacturing sub-
‘category. -

Specialized -definitions.

Effluent limitations guidelines .rep-
ZTesenting "the degree of effiuent

‘ reduction attalnable by the ap-~
plication -of the best practicable
-control  technology currently
available. B

Effuent limitations guidelines-rep-
resenting the .degree of :effluent
reduction sttainable by the -ap-~
Dplication .of the best savallable
‘technology economically achiev-
gble,

‘[Reserved] :
Standards of perrormance for new

‘sources.
Pretreatment standarils for new

sources.

AUTHORITY: -Sec. 301, 304(b) and (c), 306
(b) and (c), 307(c), Federal Water Pollution
Control Act, as amended (the -Act); 33 US.C.
1251, 1311, 1314(b) and (c), 1316(b) and (c),
1317(c); 86 Stat. 816 et seq.; Pub. Y. 92-500.

Subpart T—Wet Storage Subcategory

§429.90 Applicability; .description of
‘the-wet storage snbeategory.

_"The provisions ‘of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
holding of unprocessed wood, i.e., logs or
roundwood -with- bark or after removal
of bark in self-contained bodies of water
(mill ponds or log ponds) or land:stor-
age_where water is sprayed or «deposited
intentionally on the logs (wet decking).

§ 429.91 .Specialized definitions:

For the purpose of ‘this subpart:

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

‘(b) “The term “self-contained body of
water” shall mean g body of water that

Sec.
429113

429116

420130

-

429131
429132

-

429.133

429134
429135

429136
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does not have a continuous natural in-
fluent of water, either surface water or
groundwater, and that is used to store,
sort, .grade, or feed wood raw .materials
by an establishment in Major Group 24,
according to the "U.S. Department of
Commerce, Standard Industrial Classi-
fication (SIC) Manual (1972).

‘(¢) “Debris” means a woody material
such as bark, twigs, branches, heartwood
or sapwood that will not pass through a
2.54 cm (1.0 in) diameter round opening
that might be present in the discharge
from g wet storage facility.

§429.92 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainnble by the appliea-
tion :of the bhest practicable control

+ technology currently available.

. In establishing the limitations set
forth in this section, EPA took into ac-
count -all information it was able to col-
lect, develop and solicit with respect to
factors (such as age and size of plant,
raw materials, 'manufacturing processes,
products produced, treatment technology
gvailable, -energy Tequirements and
costs) which con affect the industry sub-
categorization and efiluent levels estab-
lished. It is, however, possible that data
which would affect these limitationshave
not been available and, as a result, these
limitations should be adjusted for certain

, Dlants in this industry. An individual dis-
charger or other iInterested person may
submit evidence to the Reglonal Admin-
istrator (or to the State, if-the State has
the authority to issue NPDES permits)
that factors relatingto theequipment or
facilities involved, the process applied, or
other such factors related to such dis-

“charger are fundamentally different
from the factors considered in the estab-
lishment of the guidelines. On the basis
of such evidence or other avalilable in-
formation, the Reglonal Administrator
(or the State) will make a written find-
ing that such factors are or are not
fundamentally different for:that facility
compared to those specified in the De-
velopment Document. If such fundamen-
tally different factors are found to exist,
the Reglonal Administrator or the State
shall establish for the discharger efiuent
limitations in the NPDES permit either
more or less stringent than the limita-
tlons established herein, to the extent
dictated by such fundamentally different
factors. Such limitations must be ap-
proved by the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency. The Ad-
ministrator may approve or disapprove
such Timitatlons, specify other limita-
tlons, or initinte proceedings to revise
these regulations,

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of polifuants or pol-
lutant properties, controlled by this sec-
tion, which maybe discharged by a point
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart after application of the best
practicable conrol technology currently
available; There .shall be no debrls dis-
charged and the pH shall be within the
range 0f'6.0t0 9.0.
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§429.93 Effuent limitations guidelines
representing the ‘dezree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the hest available technology
cconomicnlly achievable.

"The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol~
latant properties, controlled by this sec-
tion, which may be discharged by a poinf
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart after application of the best
available technology economically
achievable: There shall be no debris dis-
charged and the pH shall be wlthin the
range of 6.0 t09.0.

§429.94 [Rescrved.]

§429.95 Standards:of performance for
new sourees.

'The following standards of perform-
ance establish the quantity ‘or quality of
pollutants or pollntant properties, which
may be discharged by a new source sub-
Ject to the provisions of #this subpart:
There shall be no debris discharged and
thoe PH shall be within the range of 6.0 to
9.0.

.§429.96 Pretreatment -standards for

JICW S0Urces.

The pretreatment standards wunder
section 307(c) -of the Act for & new
source within the wet storage subcate-
gory which is a user of a publicly owned
treatment works and a major confrib-
uting industry as defined in 40 CFR 128
for existing sources (and which would be
& new point source subject to section 306
of the Act, 4 it were to discharge pol-
lutants to the navigable waters) shall be
the same standard as set forth in 40 CFR
128, except that, for the purpose of this
section, 40 CFR 128.121, .128.122, 128.132
and 128,133 shall not apply. The follow-
ing pretreatment standard -establishes
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties controlled by this
section which may be-discharged fo &
publicly owned treatment works by a
new point source subject to the provi-

slons of this subpart.
Pollutant or pollutant Pretrectment
property stendard
} - S, Mo NUmitation,
BODS. Do,
Iss Do,

Subpart J—Log Washing Subcategory

§429.100 Applicability; description of
thelog washing smbmle"ory.p
The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to-discharges resulting from the
process of passing logs through an op-
eration where water under pressure is
applied to the log for the purpose of re-
moving forelgn material from the sur-
Iace of the log before further processing.
§429.101 Specinlized definitions.
For the purpose of ihis subpart: .
The general ‘definitions, abbreviations
and methods of analysis set forth in 40
CFR 401 shall apply to this subpart.
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§ 429.102 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

In establishing the limitations set forth
in this section, EPA took into account all
information it was able to collect, de-
velop and solicit with respect to factors
(such as age and size of plant, raw ma-
terlals, manufacturing processes, prod-
ucts produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and costs)
which can affect the industry subcate-~_
gorization and effluent levels established..
It is, however, possible that data which
would affect these limitations have not
been available and, as a result, these
limitations should he adjusted for cer-
tain plants in this industry. An individ-
ual discharger or other interested person
may submit evidence to the Regional Ad-
ministrator (or to the State, if the State
has the authority to issue NPDES per-
mits) that factors relating to the equip-
ment or facllitles involved, the process
applied, or other such factors related to
such discharger are fundamentally dif-

ferent from the factors considered in the _

establishment of the guidelines. On the
basis of such evidence or other available
information, the Regional Administrator
(or the State) will make a written find-
ing that such factors are or are not
fundamentally different for that facility
compared "to those specified in the De-~
velopment Document. If such funda-
‘mentally different factors are found to
exist, the Regional Administrator or the
State shall establish for the discharger’
efluent limitations in the NPDES permif
either more or less stringent than the
limitations established herein, to the ex-
tent dictated by such fundamentally dif-
ferent factors. Such limitations must be
approved by the Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency. The
Administrator may approve or disap-
prove such limitations, specify other lim-
itations, or initiate proceedings to re-
vise these regulations. -

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
Iutant properties which may be dis-
charged by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after applica-
tlon of the best practicable control tech-
nology currently available: There shall
be no discharge of process waste water
pollutants to navigable waters containing
a total suspended solids concentration
greater than 50 mg/1 and the pH shall
be within the range of 6.0 to 9.0.

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

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
Iutant properties which may be dis-
charged by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after applica-
tion of the best avallable technology eco-
nomically achievable: There shall be no
discharge of process waste water pol-
lutants to navigable waters.

t
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§429.104 [Reserved] -
§429.105 Standards of performance for

new sources. -

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

§429.1d6 Pretreatment standards for
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under sec~
tion 307(c) of the Act for a new-source
within the log washing subcetegory which
is a user of a publicly owned treatment
works and a major contributing industry
as defined in 40 CFR 128 for existing
sources (and which would be a new poinf
source subject to section 306 of the Act,
if it were to discharge pollutants to the
navigable waters) shall be the same
standard as set forth in 40 CFR 128, ex~
cept that, for the purpose of this section,
40 CFR 128.121, 128.122, 128.132 and
128.133 shall not apply. The following
pretreatment standard establishes the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
Iutant properties controlled by this sec-
tion which may be discharged to a pub-
licly owned treatment works by a new
point source subject to the provisions of
this subpart.
Pollutant or pol-
lutant property

Preireatment
standard

No limitation,
BODS5 Do.
TSS Do.
Subpart K—Sawmills and Planing Mills

Subcategory

§ 429.110 Applicability; description of
the sawmills and planing mills sub-
category.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
timber products processing procedures
that include all or part of the following
operations: bark removal (other than
hydraulic barking as defined in Section
429,11 of this part) sawing, resawing,
edging, trimming, planing and ma-
chining, - .

§429.111 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

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

(b) Specifically excluded from the
term “process waste water” for this sub-
part are processed wood storage yard
runoff and fire control water.

§ 429.112 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effiuent
reduction attainable by the applica-

tion of the best practicable control -

technology currently available.

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

es, products produced, treatment tech-
nology available, energy requirements
and costs) which can affect the industry
subcategorization and effluent levels cs-
tablished. It is, however, possible that
data which would affect these limitations
have not been available and, as a result,
these limitations should be adjusted for
certain plants in this industry. An indi-
vidual discharger or other interested
person may submit evidence to the
Regional Administrator (or to the State,
if the State has the authority to issue
NPDES permits) that factors relating to
the equipment or facilities involved, the
process appled, or other such factors
related to such discharger are funda-
mentally different from the factors con-
sidered in the establishment of the
guidelines. On the basis of such evidence
or other available information, the
Regional Administrator (or the State)
will make a written finding that such
factors are or are not fundamentally dif-
ferent for that facility compared to
those specified in the Development Docu-
ment. If such fundamentally different
factors are found to exist, the Regional
Administrator.or the State shall estab-
lish for the discharger effluent limifa-
tions in the NPDES permit either more
or less stringent than the limitations
established herein, to the extent dictated
by such fundamentally different factors.
Such limitations must be approved by
the Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency. The Administrator
may approve or disapprove such limita-~
tions, specify other limitations, or
initiate proceedings to revise these
regulations.

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

£429.113 Effluent limitations guidelines

representing the degree of eflluent

- reduction attainable by the applica-

tion of the best available technology
economically achievable,

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
Iutant properties which may be dis-
charged by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after applica~
tion of the best available technology
economically achievable. There shall be
no discharge of process waste water pol«
lutants to navigable waters.

§429.114 [Reserved]
§ 429,115  Standards of performance for
new Sources,

The following standards of performs-
ance establish the quantity or quality of
pollutants or pollutant properties, which
may be discharged by a new source sub-
ject to the provisions of this subparb:
There shall be no discharge of process
waste water pollutants to navigable
waters.
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§429.116 " Pretreatment ~ standards “for

~ new sonrcw

The pretreatment standards under
section 307(C) of the Act for a new
source-within the sawmills and plan-
ing mills subcategory which is & user of
a.publicly -owned treatment works and
a major contributing industry as defined
in 40 CFR 128, for existing sources (and
which would be & new point source sub-
ject to section 306 of the Act, if it were
to discharge pollutants to-the nayvigable
waters) shall be the same standard as
set forth in 40 CFR 128, except that, for
the purpose of this sectlon, 40 CFR
128.121, 128.122, -128. 132 and 128.133
shall not apply. The followmg pretreat-
nient standard establishes the quantity
.or quality of pollutants or pollutant
“properties controlled by this section
which may be discharged to a publicly
owned treatment works by a new point
source subject to the prowslons of this
subpart. °

Pretlreatment

Pollutant or
pollutant property standard
PH e - No limitation.
BODS e —_— Do.
TSS e Do.

Subpart L—F‘mshmg Subcategory

§ 429.120 Applicability; d%cnptxon of
) theﬁmshmgsuhcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap~
plicable to discharges resulting from the
operations. following edging and trim-
ming, These operations include drying,
planing, dipping, staining, end coafing,
moisture proofing, fabrication, and by-
product utilization not otherwise cov-
ered by specific guidelines and standards.

§ 429.121 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

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

(b) The term “by-product utilization”
shall bé the manufacture of products

. from bark and wood waste materials,

but does not include the manufacture
of insulation board, particleboard, or
hardboard.

(¢) Specifically excluded from the
term “process waste water” for thxs sub-
partis fire control water.

§ 429.122 Effluent limitations guidelines
°  representing the degree of effluent
~ reduction attainable by the applica.

- tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

In establishing the limitations set forth
In this section, EPA took into account all
information it was gble to collect, develop
and solicit with respect to factors (such.
as age and size of plant, raw materials,
manufacturing processes, products pro-
duced, itreatment technology available,

-energy requireménts and costs) which
can affect the industry subcategorization
and efluent levels established. It is, how-
ever, - possible that date which would
affect these limitations have not been
available and, as a result, these limita-
tions should be adjusted for certain
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plants in this industry. An individual dis-
charger or other Interested person may
submit evidence to the.Regional Admin-
istrator (or to the State, if the State has
the authority to issug NFDES permits)
that factors relating to the equipment or
facilities involved, the process applied, or
other such factors related to such dis-
charger are fundamentally different
from the factors considered in the estab-
lishment of the guidelines. On the basis
of such evidence or other available infor-
metion, the Regional Administrator (or
the State) will meke a written finding
that such factors are or are not funda-
mentally different for that facility com-
pared to those specified in the Develop-
ment Document. I such fundamentally
different factors are found to exist, the
Reglonal Administrator or the State
shall establish for the discharger effiluent
limitations in the NPDES permit either
more or less stringent than the limita-
tlons established hereln, to the extent
dictated by such fundamentally different
factors. Such limitations must be ap-
proved by the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency. The Ad-
ministrator may approve or disapprove
such limitations, specify other limita-
tions, or initlate proceedings to revise
these regulations.

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

§ 429.123 Effluent limitations guidelines

representing the degree of effluent re-

. duction attainable by the application

of the best available technology cco-
nomieally achicvable.

- ‘The following Hmitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
lutant properties which may be dis-
charged by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after applica-
tion of the best available technology eco<
nornically achievable: There shall be no
discharge of process waste water pollut-
ants to navigable waters.

§429.124 [Reserved]

§429.125 Standards of performance for
new sources,

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

§:429.126 Pretreatment standards for
) ncy sources,

The pretreatment standards - under
section 307(c). of the Act for a new gource
within the finishing subcategory which
is a user of a publicly owned treatment
works and & major contributing industry
as defined in 40 CFR 128 for existing
sources (and which would be a new polnt
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source subject to section 306 of the Act,
if it were to discharge pollutants to the
navigable waters) shall be the same
standard as set forth in 40 CFR 128, ex-
cept that, for the purpose of this sec-
tion, 40 CFR 128.121, 128.122, 128132,
and 128.133 shail not apply. The folow-
ing pretreatment standard establishes
the quantity or quality of pollutants or
pollutant properties controlled by this
section which may be discharged to a -
publicly owvned treatment works by a
new point source subject to the provi-
slons of this subpart. .

Pollutant or pollutant Pretreatment
property standard
PEH. No limitation
BODS. Do.
788 Do.

Subpart M—Particleboard Manufacturing
Subcategory

§ 429.130 Apphcabxhly, description of
the particleboard manufacturing
subeategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
manufacture of particleboard.

§429.131 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

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

(b) The term *“particleboard” means
board products that are composed of
distinct particles of wood or ofther ligno-
cellulosic materials not reduced fo fibers
which are bonded together with an or-
ganicor inorganic binder.

(¢) 'The term “dry deck storage” shall |
mean logs stored on land where water
is not sprayed or deposited on the logs
by thefacility operator.

(d) Specifically excluded from the
term “process waste water” for this sub-
part are material storage yard runoff
(dx;y deck storage) and fire control
water.

§429.132 Effluent hmxmlxons guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
tcchnolo"y currently available.

establishing the limitations set
tdrt.h in this section, EPA took into ac-
count all information it was able to col-
lect, develop and soHcit with respect to
Tactors (such as age and size of plant,
raw materials, manufacturing processes,
products produced, freatment technol-
ogy avallable, energy requirements an
costs) which can affect the industry sub-
categorization and effluent levels estab-
lished. It is, however, possible that data
which would affect these limitations have
not been available and, asar , these
limitations should be adjusted for certain
plants in this industry. An individual dis~ -
charger or other interested person may
submit evidence to the Regional Admin-
Istrator (or to the State, if the State has
the authority to issue NPDES permits)
that factors relating to the equipment or
Tacilities involved, the process applied, or
other such factors related to such dis-
charger are fundamentally different

.
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from the factors considered in the estab-
lishment of the guidelines. On the basis
of such evidence or other available in-
formation, the Regional Administrator

(or the State) will make & written find- -

ing that such factors are or are not
fundamentally different for that facility
compared to those specified in the De-
velopment Document. If such fundamen-
tally different factors are found to exist,
the Regional Administrator or the State
shall establish for the discharger efluent
limitations in the NPDES permif either
more or less stringent than the limita-
tions established herein, to the extent
dictated by such fundamentally different
factors. Such limitations must be ap-
proved by the Administrator of the En~
vironmental Protection Agency. The Ad-
ministrator may approve or disapprove
such limitations, specify other limita-
tions, or initiate proceedings to revise
these regulations.

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

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

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

§429.134 [Reservedl .

§429.135 Standards of performance fo
new sources. .

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

§429.136 Pretrecatment Standards for
Tew sources, '

The pretreatment standards under
section 307(¢) of the Act for a new source
within the particleboard manufacturing
subcategory which is a user of a publicly
owned treatment works and a major con-

“tributing industry as defined in 40 CFR
128 for existing sources (and -~which
would be a new point source subject to
section 306 of the Act, if it were to dis-
charge pollutants to the mnavigable
waters) shall be the same standard as
set forth in 40 CFR 128, except that, for
the purpose of this section, 40 CFR.
§§ 128,121, 128.122, 128.132 and 128.133
shall not apply. The following pretreat-
ment standard establishes the quantity
or quality of pollutants or pollutant

properties controlled by this section,

RULES AND REGULATIONS

which may be discharged to a publicly
owned treatment works by a new point
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart. -

Pollutant or pollutant Pretreatment
property standard
~ No limitation.
—.  Do.

[FR Doc.75-1361 Flied 1-15-75;8:45 am]

Title41—Public Contracts and Property
Management

CHAPTER 1-—FEDERAL PROCUREMENT
REGULATIONS

[FPR Amendment 139]

PROCUREMENT BY FORMAL
ADVERTISING

This amendment. of the Federal Pro-
curement Regulations implements sug-
gestions In the Comptroller Generals
report “Use of Formal Advertising for
Government Procurement Can, and
Should, be Improved,” B-176418, dated
August 14, 1973.The amendment changes
Subparts 1-1.3, General Policies, 1-1.10,
Publicizing Procurement Actions, 1-2.1,
Use of Formal Advertising, 1-2.2, Solici-
tation of Bids, 1-2.4, Opening of Bids and
Award of Contract, and 1-1.1, PFixed-
Price Supply Contracts, to provide for in-
creased efficlency and economy in the use
of formal advertising. —

PART 1-1—GENERAL

‘The table of contents for Part 1-1 is
amended to add the following new entry:

Sec. -
1-1,1002-1 Avallability of procurement in-
formation and publications.

Subpart 1-1.3—General Policies

I. Section 1-1.307-1 is amended ‘to
change paragraph (b) as follows:

§ 1-1.307-1 Applicability.
E ] 3 * ® L ]

(b) Purchase descriptions wused in
competitive procurement shall not
specify a product having feaftures which
are peculiar to the product of one manu-
facturer, producer, or. distributor, and
thereby preclude consideration of a prod~
uct of another company, unless it has
been determined in writing by the user
that those particular features are essen-
tial to the Government’s requirements,
and that similar products of other com-
panies lacking those features would not
meet the minimum requirements for the
item. Purchase descriptions shall not in-
clude either minimum or maximum re-
strictive dimensions, weights, materials,
or other salient characteristics which
would tend to eliminate competition by
other products which are only marginally
outside the restrictions, unless such re-
strictions are determined by the user in
writing to be essential to the Govern-
ment’s requirements

* . - E ] *

2. Section 1-1.307-2 is revised as fol-
lows: '
§1-1.307-2 General requirements.
Except as otherwise provided in
§§ 1-1.307-3 and 1-1.307-4, purchase de-
scriptions shall clearly and accurately

describe the sallent technical require-
mehnts or desired performance character«
istics of the supples or services to he
procured without including restrictions
which. do not significantly affect the
technical requirements or performanco
characteristics and, wheri appropriate,
shall describe the testing procedures
which will be used in determining
whether such requirements or character-
istics are met. When necessury, preserva-
tion, packaging, packing, and marking
requirements shall be included. Purchase
deseriptions may include references to
formal Government specifications and
standards which are to“form a portion
of the purchase description.

§ 1-1.307-3 Commercial, and State and
local government specifications and
standards., .

Purchase descriptions may include or
consist of references to specifications and
standards Issued, promulgated, or adopt-
ed by technical socleties or associations,
or State and local governments, if those
specifications and standards (a) are
widely recognized and used in com-
mercial practice, (b) conform to the re-
quirements of § 1-1.307-2, {(¢) are readily
available to suppliers of the supplles or
services to be procured, and (d) it has
been determined, in writing, by the user
that any features peculiar to the prod..
uct of one manufacturer, producer, or
distributor, or any restrictions are essen-
tial to the Government’s requirements.

4. Section 1-1.307-4 is amended to
change paragraph (a) as follows:

§ 1-1.307—4 Brand namc producls og
" equal.

(a) Purchase descriptions which refer
to one or more brand name products fol-
lowed by the words “or equal” may ho
used only in accordance with thig § 1-1.«
307-4 and §§ 1-1.307-5 through 1-~1.307-
9. The term “brand mname product™
means 8 commercial product described
by brand name and make or model num-
ber or other appropriate nomenclatura
by which that product is offered for sale
to the public by the particular montt=
facturer, producer, or distributor. All
known acceptable brand name products
should be listed in the solicitation. When
a “brand name or equal” purchase do-
seription i1s used in connection with o
primary item, or a major component,
prospective contractors must be griven the
opportunity to offer products other than
those specifically referenced by hrand
name if those other products will meet
the needs of the Government in essen-
tially the same msanner as those refer-
enced. If modifications to standard prod-
uets of prospective contractors to meet
the purchase description requirements
are anticipated, & minimum of 30 calen«
dar days shall be allowed between Issu-
ance of the solicitation and opening of
bids or receipt of proposals, provided that
periods of less than 30 calendar days
may be set in cases of urgency or when
the contracting officer has reason to bo-
leve that bidders can bid effectively on
the basis of a shorter period.

* ] ] * *
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