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ORDER OF THE STATE OF WISCONSIN NATURAL RESOURCES BOARD
AMENDING AND CREATING RULES

WT-54-98

Analysis Prepared by Department of Natural Resources

Statutory authority: ss. 227.11(2), 281.15, 283.13, and 283.21(1)(a), Stats.
Statutes interpreted: ss. 281.15 and 283,13, Stats.

This proposal entails changes to chs. NR 105, 106, 211 and 215 of the Wisconsin Administrative Code as follows:

Tables 1 through 6 of Chapter NR 105 list the toxicity criteria for protection of fish and aquatic life. These criteria
are used for establishing limitations for pollutants in wastewater discharge permits. The Department has derived the
toxicity criteria‘ for chloride, which are 757 mg/L acute and 395 mg/L chronic. Therefore, this substance and its
criteria need to be added to Tables 1 and 5 to help ensure the protection of fish and aquatic life. The EPA. criteria for
chloride are 860 mg/L acute and 230 mg/L chronic, and can be found in the EPA document entitled 1988 Ambient
Water Quality Criteria for Chloride (pub. no. EPA 440/5-88-001). There are three reasons for the difference between
the EPA and Wisconsin criteria. First, the Wisconsin criteria were developed using data in the1988 EPA document
and those data generated since 1988. Secondly, some of the EPA data could not be used because the species did not
reflect those which are indigenous to Wisconsin. Lastly, the criteria generation protocol contained in ch. NR 105,
Wis. Adm. Code, is slightly different than the protocol EPA uses.

Chapter NR 106 contains procedures for the calculation of water quality-based effluent limitations for toxic and
organoleptic substances. A new subchapter has been added to this rule which contains the procedure for regulating
the dlschax ge of chloride to surface waters of the state.

Chapter NR 211 gives publicly owned treatment works (POTWs) the authonty to regulate non-domestic (i.e.
commercial and industrial) sources of pollutants. A new subchapter has been added which broadens the authonty of

POTW:s to regulate domestic sources of chloride.

Chapter NR 215 contains lists of Ztoxic, conventional, and nonconventional pollutants. Chloride has been added to
the list of nonconventional poltutants. To improve the clarity of the title, commas were added. The title of ch. NR
215 now reads: “List of Toxic, Conventional, and Nonconventional Pollutants”.




SECTION 1. NR 105 Table 1 is amended to read:

Table 1
Acute Toxicity Criteria for Substances With Toxicity Unrelated to Water Quahty
(in ug/L except where mdlcated) ‘

Warm Water Sportfish, Warm
Water Forage, and Limited

Substance Cold Water Forage Fish Limited Aquatic Life
Arsenic (+3)* 339.8 339.8 339.8
Chromium (+6)* 16.02 16.02 : 16.02
Mercury (+2)* 0.83 0.83 0.83
Cyanide, free 22.4 45.8 45.8
Chloride 757,000 757,000 757,000
Chlorine* 19.03 19.03 \ 19.03
Gamma BHC 0.96 0.96 0.96
Dieldrin 0.24 . - 024 ( 024
Endrin = 0.086 S 0.086 012
Toxaphene 0.73 , 0.73 : 0.73 . .
Chlorpyrifos © 0041 , - 0.041 : 0.041
Parathion -0 057 0. 057 : 0.057

Note: * Criterion listed is applicable to the total recoverable form except for chlorine Wthh is
apphcable to the total residual form

SECTION 2.. NR 105 Table 5 is amended to read:

Table 5
Chronic Toxcnty Criteria Usmg Acute-Chronic Ratios for Substances with Toxicity Unrelated to
Water Quality (all in ug/L)

Warm Water Sportﬁsh Warm
Water Forage, and Limited

Substance k _Cold Water ' Forage Fish Limited Aquatic Life
Arsenic (+3)* 148 : : 1522 R 1522
Chromium (+6)* 10.98 10.98 10.98
Mercury (+2)* 0.44 0.44 0.44

Cyanide, free 5.22 11.47 11.47
Chloride 395,000 395,000 395,000
Chlorine* 7.28 7.28 7.28

Dieldrin 0.055 0.077 0.077

Endrin 0.072 0.072 0.10
Parathion 0.011 0.011 0.011

Note: * Criterion listed is applicable to the total recoverable form except for chlorine which is applicable
to the total residual form.




SECTION 3. NR 106, subch. IV is created to read:
[Drafter's Note: Sﬁbéhapters I, II & III are created in Board Order No. WT-35-98]
SUBCHAPTER IV - EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS FOR CHLORIDE DISCHARGES

NR 106.80 Purpose. The purpose of this subchapter is to specify how the department will regulate the
discharge of chloride to surface waters of the state. Nothing in this subchapter shall be construed to prevent or
prohibit the use, sale, rental, installation, and service of ion exchange water softeners.

NR 106.81 Applicability. The provisions of this subchapter are applicable to point sources which
discharge wastewater containing chloride to surface watets of the state. The provisions of this subchapter are not
applicable to discharges of storm water run-off regulated by a storm water permit.

NR 106.82 Definitions. In this subchapter:
(1) "Calculated limitation" means a chloride water quality-based effluent limitation.

(2) "Consistently meet" means that 95% of the representative effluent data are less than the calculated
limitation.

(3) "DIR" means demand initiated regeneration.

(4) "Daily maximum interim limitation" means an effluent lmutatxon calculated by the department which
may be either:

(a) The upper 99th percentile of the permittee's representative data available to the department, or
(b) A value no greater than 105% of the permittee's highest representative effluent datum.

(5) "Reasonably meet" means that all of the permittee's representative effluent data would, using
appropriate statistical techniques, be expected to be less than or equal to the target limitation following the
completion of all of the source reduction efforts required by the permit. ,

(6) "Representative effluent data" means data, above the level of detection, which is not serially correlated
and which represents normally expected effluent concentrations of chloride, collected during a period that can
represent current or expected operations, or both, within the term of the pérmit.

(7) "Target limitation" means an effluent limitation which the permittee can reasonably meet within the
term of the permit, following implementation of appropriate voluntary source reduction activities.

(8) "Target value" means an effluent concentration of chlorides which a permittee may be expected to
reasonably meet following implementation of appropriate voluntary source reduction activities. A target value is not
an enforceable limitation under the terms of the permlt program, but estabhshes a measure of progress of source
reduction act1v1t1es

(9) "Weekly average interim limitation" means an effluent limitation calculated by the department which
may be either:

(a) The upper 99th percentlle of the permlttee s 4-day avexage of the representatlve data available to the
department, or

(b) A value no greatet than 105% of the permlttee s calculated highest weekly average of the representative
effluent data.

(10) "WPDES" means Wisconsin pollutant discharge elimination system.



NR 106.83 Regulation of chloride discharges. (1) CHLORIDE EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS. The
department shall evaluate the need to establish effluent limitations for chloride whenever representative effluent data
indicate that the discharge from a point source contains chloride. If the department determines that a water quality-
based effluent limitation for chloride is needed, a calculated limitation as defined in s. NR 106.82(1) shall be
included in the permit to meet the applicable water quality standards specified in chs. NR 102 to 105, unless a
chloride variance is given pursuant to sub. (2). ‘ .

(2) CHLORIDE VARIANCE. (a) Findings. On the éﬁ'ective date of this rule .. .[revisor insert date], the
department finds that: .

1. End-of-pipe wastewater treatment technology for chloride is prohibitively eXpensive;

2. End-of-pipe wastewater treatment technology for chloride produces a concentrated brine that can be as
much or more of an environmental liability than the untreated effluent;

3. Appropriate chloride source reduction activities are preferable environmentally to end-of-pipe effluent
treatment in most cases; and

4. For some dischargers, attaining the applicable water quality standards specified in chs. NR 102 to 105
may cause substantial and widespread adverse social and economic impacts in the area where the discharger is

located.
5. These ﬁndings shall be reviewed by the department every 3 years.

(b) Application. An existing discharger seeking a chloride variance under this subsection shall submit an
application for a chloride variance when it submits its application for permit reissuance. The application shall
include the permittee’s basis for concluding that the findings in sub. (2)(a) for a chloride variance are applicable to
its discharge.

(©) Departmentdeterrhinationsu The department shall review the application submitted by the Iﬁermittee.
The application shall be approved if the department agrees with the permittee’s basis for concluding that the findings
in sub. (2)(a) for a chloride variance are applicable to its discharge. ‘

(d) Permit conditions implementihg a chloride variance, The départrhent‘shall. grant a chloride variance to
an existing discharger when:

1. The findings in par. (a) supporting a chloride variance apply to the specific discharge; and

2. The permlttee and the department aglee upon specific permit language 1 unposmg an mtenm hmltatlon a
tar get value or, where appropriate, a target limitation, and source reduction activities. v

(3) INTERIM LIMITATIONS, TARGET VALUES AND TARGET LIMITATIONS AND SOURCE
REDUCT TON ACTIVITIES. (a) If the permittee and the department agree on the inclusion of voluntary source
reduction activities and the imposition of an interim limitation and a target value or a target limitation in its permit,
those activities and the interim limitation and target value or target limitations shall become permit requirements.

(b) If the permittee and the department cannot agree on voluntary source reduction activities to be included
as permit requirements, those activities may not be included in the permit. If the permittee and the department
cannot agree on an interim limitation and target value or a target limitation to be included as permit requirements,
those limitations may not be included in the permit.

(c) If the permittee and the department cannot agree on voluntary source reduction activities and both an
interim limitation and a target value or an interim limitation and a target limitation to be included as permit




requirements, the department shall include a calculated limitation as defined in s. NR 106.82(1) in the permit to meet
the applicable water quality standards specified in chs. NR 102 to 105.

(4) REAPPLICATION FOR A CHLORIDE VARIANCE. When a permit containing a chloride variance
approved by the department under sub. (2)(c) expires, the permittee may reapply for a chloride variance when it
submits its application for permit reissuance. The application shall include the permittee’s basis for concluding that
the findings in sub. (2)(a) are applicable to its discharge.

(5) APPLICABILITY OF THE VARIANCE PROCESS IN S. 283.15, STATS. If a calculated limitation is
included in the permit, a permittee may apply to the department for a variance from the water quality standard used
to derive the calculated limitation, pursuant to s. 283.15, Stats. Where a permittee has been granted a chloride
variance and its permit includes an interim limitation, a target value, a target limitation and requirements for chloride
source reduction activities, the provisions of s. 283.15, Stats., are not applicable to the interim and target limitations.

NR 106.84 Compliance with Wisconsin water quality antidegradation rules when reissuing a permit.
Chapter NR 207 does not apply in those instances in which a reissued permit includes effluent limitations for
chloride whlch Iepxesent a lowering of concentration as compared to the interim limitation in the previous permit.

NR 106.85 Determination‘ of the necessity for water quality-based effluent limitations. (1) The
department shall determine the need for chloride water quality-based effluent limitations for point source discharges
whenever the discharges from the point sources contain chloride at concentrations or loadings which do not, as
determined by any method in this section, meet the applicable water quality standards specified in ¢hs. NR 102 to
105.

(2) When considering the necessity for water quality-based effluent limitations, the department shall
consider in-stream bio-survey data and data from ambient toxicity analyses whenever the data are available.

(3) When considering the necessity for chloride water quality-based effluent limitations, the department
shall compare the upper 99th percentile of available representative discharge concentratlons to the calculated
limitations, pursuant to s. NR 106.05(4). ‘

' NR 106.86 Monitoring. Notwithstanding any other section in this subchapter, the department shall
determine on a case-by-case basis the chloride monitoring frequency to be required in the permit.

NR 106.87 Establishment of effluent limitations. (1) CALCULATED LIMITATIONS. If water quality-
based effluent limitations for chloride are deemed necessary, those limitations shall be derived pursuant to s. NR
106.06 and, for the purposes of this subchapter, shall be labeled "calculated limitations".

(2) INTERIM LIMITATION. The interim limitation may be expressed as both a daily maximum and a
weekly average, calculated in accordance with s. NR 106.82 (4) and (9).

(3) TARGET VALUE. The target value may be expressed as both a daily maximum and a weekly average.
The department and the permittee shall consider both the implementation and the anticipated effectiveness of
appropriate voluntary source xeductlon act1v1t1es in order to determine a target value which is reasonably achievable ‘;
within the term of the permit.

(4) TARGET LIMITATION. The target limitation may be expressed as both a daily maximum and a
weekly average. The department and the permittee shall consider both the implementation and the anticipated
effectiveness of appropriate voluntary source reduction activities in ordex to determine a target limitation which is
reasonably achievable within the term of the permit.

NR 106.88 Application of and compliance with chloride effluent limitations in a permit. (1) If
chloride water quahty-based effluent limitations are deemed to be necessary in accordance with s. NR 106.85 and
the permittee's representative effluent data indicate that the permittee can consistently meet the calculated hmltatlon
the department may include the calculated limitations in the permit with an appropriate compliance schedule.



(2) If chloride water quality-based effluent limitations are deemed to be necessary, and the permittee’s
representatlve effluent data indicate that it cannot consistently meet the calculated limitation, and the provisions of s.
NR 106.83 for a chloride variance are met, the department may instead include all of the following in the permit:

‘(a)‘_Chloride monitor‘ing.,
(b) An interim limitation for chloride which is effective on the daté of permit issuance.
(c) Tier 1 source reduction.

(d A té.rgét ‘vablu,e or a target limitation with an appropriate compliance schedule, which is effective on the
last day of the permit.. '

(e If aﬁpx'opn'ate, either tier 2 or tier 3 source reduction if the depaﬂndent believes that any of the additional
conditions in the tier 2 or tier 3 source reduction activities are reasonable and practical within the term of the permit.

(3) Interim limitations. target values and target limitations established according to this subchapter shall be
expressed in the permit as a concentration limitation, in units of mg/L or equivalent units. Pursuant to s. NR '
106.07(2), calculated limitations established in accordance with this subchaptex shall be expressed in the permit both
as a concentration limitation, in units of mg/L or equlvalent units, and as a mass limitation, in units of Kg/d or
equlvalent umits.

(4) Effluent limitations based on an acute criterion shall be expressed in permits as daily maximum
limitations; and effluent limitations based on a chronic criterion shall be expressed in permits as weekly average
limitations.

(5) A determination of éompliénce with interim, target and calculated limitations and comparison with
target values shall be based upon 24-hour composite samples.

(6) Mass limitations shall be determined for calculated limitations pursuant to s, NR 106.07 (2) and (9).

NR 106.89 Alternative whole effluent toxicity monitoring and limitations for dischargers of chloride.
(1) In addition to interim, target and calculated water quality-based effluent limitations and target values for
chloride, the department may establish whole effluent toxicity testing requirements and limitations pursuant to ss.
NR 106.08 and 106.09.

(2) Acute whole effluent tQXiéity testing 'r'equii‘ements and acute whole effluent toXicity limitations may be
held in abeyance by the department until source reduction actions are completed if either:

(a) The permittee can demonstrate to the satisfaction of the department that the effluent concentratlon of
chloride exceeds 2,500 mg/L, or

(b) The permittee can demonstrate to the satisfaction of the department that the effluent concentration of
chloride is less than 2,500 mg/L, but in excess of the calculated acute water quality-based effluent limitation, and
additional data are submltted which demonstrate that chloride is the sole source of acute tox1<:1ty

(3) Chronic whole effluent toxicity testing requirements and chronic whole effluent toxicity limitations may
be held in,abeyan'ce by the department until source I'eduction‘a’ctions are completed if either:

(a) The permittee can demonstrate to the satisfaction of the department that the effluent concenuatlon of
chloride exceeds 2 times the calculated chronic water quality-based effluent limitation, or

(b) The permlttee can demonstrate to the satisfaction of the department that the effluent concentz ation of
chloride is less than 2 times the calculated chronic water quality-based effluent limitation, but in excess of the
calculated chronic water quality-based efﬂuent limitation, and additional data are submitted which demonstrate that

chloride is the sole source of chronic toxicity.




(4) Following the completion of source reduction activities, the department shall evaluate the need for
whole effluent toxicity monitoring and limitations.

NR 106.90 Source reduction. (1) INTRODUCTION. A 3-tiered system of source reduction measures is
established in ascending order of increasing capital and operating costs.

(2) Tier 1 source reduction measures are those voluntary source reduction activities that identify and
quantify chloride and softened water sources and usage, educate users and system operators on the need to minimize

salt and softened water demands and promote better housekeeping practices that will reduce chloride and softened
water consumption, and other activities similar in nature. Tier 1 source reductxon measures may include any of the

following:
(a) For POTWs:
1. Identify sources of chloride to the sewer system.

2. Educate homeowners on the impact of chloride from residential softenexs dxscuss options available for
increasing softener salt efficiency, and request voluntary reductions.

3. Recommend residential softener tune-ups on a voluntary basis.

4. Request voluntary support from local water softening businesses in the efforts described in subds. 2. and

+ ‘5. Educate licensed installers and self-installers of softeners on providing optional hard water for outside
faucets for residences.

6. Request voluntary reductions in chloride input from industrial and commercial contributors.

7. Where a public water utility bas been identified as a significant contributor of chloride to the sewer
system, request that the water utility conduct activities listed in par. (b).

(b) For direét—dischérging municipal or commercial water softeriing plants:
1. Identify the users of soft water or the processes using soft water, and the amounts they use.

2. Determine which users or processes can tolerate unsoftened water, and determine their impact on
demand. : o ‘ o ' ‘ S

3. Determine which users can close-loop their once-through cooling system or which processes can be
close—looped and detenmne theu 1mpact on demand.

4. Seek voluntary demand reductions.

(c) For dairies, train plant personnel to be more aware of salt conservation, emphasizing simple, cost
effective housekeeping measures, For example, spilled salt can be cleaned up as a solid waste xather than flushed
down the floor drain.

(d) For those facilities which process vegetables or meats:
'1. Train personnel as described in par. (c) in housekeeping measures.

2. Optimize softener operation to ensure the appropriate regeneration interval-and salt dosage are used.



(e) For any other facility not listed in pars. (a) to (d), conduct activities that identify and quantify chloride
and softened water sources and usage and educate personnel on appropriate housekeeping practices and the need to
minimize salt and softened water demands.

(3) Tier 2 source reduction measures are those voluntary source reduction activities that improve and
optimize equipment and processes, encourage restricted chloride use by users, eliminate wasteful practices and

establish recycling practices where feasible, and other activities similar in nature. Tier 2 source reduction measures
may include any of the following:

(a) For POTWs, institute sewer use ordinances that: "

1. Require significant industrial and commercial contributors to evaluate their water treatment systems
with regard to softened water requirements, with the results of that evaluation being the basis for potential
restrictions of chloride inputs.

2. Mandate a DIR and high salt efficiency standard for new residential softeners.

3. Mandate participation in a residential softener tune-up ptogram, which involves qualified periodic
servicing to ensure proper control settings and adjustments,

4. Where a public water utility has been identified as a significant contributor of chloride to the sewer
system, request that the water utility conduct activities listed in par. (b).

(b) For direct—discharging municipal or commerciai water softening plants: "

1.. Optimize softener operation to ensure the appropriate regeneration interval and salt dosage are used.
2. If the regeneration is manual or timer-initiated, switch to a DIR controller.

3. Evaluate t}te feasibility of brine reclamationt

©) Forkdairies’: | ‘

1. Improve the handling of salt brines and the handling of cheese into and out of brine systems. Consider
capital improvements such as automating the brine system, properly designed drip pans and splash guards.

2. Optimize softener bperation to ensure the appropriate regeneration‘interval'and salt dosage are used.

3. Ifthe reg.er'leratioh is manual or timer-initiated, evaluate the feasibility of switching to‘va DIR ‘controller.
4. Evaluate the feasibility of softener brine reclamation.

5. Determine which subprocesses can tolerate unsoftenéd water, and make appropriate chanées“

6. Determine whether once-through cooling systems can be cldse-looped and make appropriate changes..

7. “For plants that condense whey, evaluate the fea31b111ty of using condensate of whey (COW) water for
the first rinse for clean-in-place (CIP) systems and for boiler makeup water. ~

(d) For those facilities which process vegetables:
1. If the regeneration is manual or timer-initiated, evaluate the feasibility of switching to a DIR controller.
2. Evaluate the feasibility of softener brine reclamation.

3. Investigate the feasibility of using a phosphonate additive instead of softening the cooling water.




4. Evaluate the feasibility of reusing once-through cooling water as boiler make-up.
5. Investigate the feasibility of using unsoftened water: for container fill.

(e) For those facilities which process meats:

1. If the regeneration is manual or timer-initiated, evaluate the feasibility of switching to a DIR controller.

2. Evaluate the feasibility of softener brine reclamation.

(f) For any other facility not listed in pars. (a) to (¢), conduct activities that improve and optimize
equipment and processes, eliminate wasteful practices and establish recycling practices to achieve chloride-

reductions.

(4) Tier 3 source reduction measures are those voluntary source reduction activities that evaluate the
feasibility of xeplacmg or upgrading equipment and processes or evaluate the feasibility of using alternative
technologies or processes, and other activities similar in nature. Tier 3 source reduction measures may include any

of the following:
(a) For POTWs, where residential point-of-use softening is the primary chloride input:

1. Evaluate the requirement for new and replacement softeners to be metered demand type, with a higher, -
greater than 3350 grains of hardness exchange per pound of salt, efficiency capability. :

- 2. Evaluate the‘imposition of installation restrictions so that outside hose bibs are on unsoftened water. If
restrictions are imposed, new homes and those in real estate transfers should be required to have plumbing
restrictions for hard water by-passes, and the requirement should apply to self-installed equipment as well.

(b) For POTWs, where a central watex supply softener is the primary chloride mput conduct activities
listed in par. (c).

(¢) For direct-discharging municipal or commercial water softening plants:

1. Evaluate the feasibility of achieving greater salt efficiencies, greater than 3350 grains of hardness
exchange per pound of salt.

2. Evaluate softening altematives that replace the sodium cycle ion exchange method of softening.

3. Blend softened and unsoftened water to strike a balance between dehvered water quahty and
environmental protection.

(d) For dairies:

-1, For plants that make brine salted cheeses, evaluate the fea51b1hty of membrane filtration’ for
tecondmonmg the br ing so that it can be Ieused : :

2. For plants that make brine salted cheeses, evaluate the feasibility of using a no-brine make procedure in
which salt is added directly to curd during the manufactunng procedure, theleby reducing salt discharges from spent
brines.

(e) For those facilities whlch process vegetables
1. Evaluate the fea51b111ty of eliminating brine flotation for quahty grading, if apphcable

2. Evaluate the feasibility of installing a closed-loop system for cooling water.



3. Evaluate the feasibility of installing a brine recovery and reuse system for reducing salt waste at the
point of supplying flavorings to containers.

(f) For those facilities which’ process meats:

1. Investigate the feasibility of replacing brine chills with air, water or air-water chills.
2. Reduce draiﬁback through operational and equipment improvements.

3. Investigate the feasibility of chill brine reconditioning and reuse.

-4, EValuate the feasibility of reusing once-through cooling water, or installing a closed-loop cooling water
system.

5. Evaluate phosphonate additives instead of softened water.

(g) For any other facility notﬂlistéd in pars. (a) to (f), evaluate the feasibility of replacing or upgrading
equipment and processes, and the use of alternative softening technologies to affect chloride reductions.

(5) SOURCE REDUCTION REPORTING. Following the completion of tier 1, 2 or 3 source reduction
activities specified in the permit, but no later than 6 months prior to permit expiration, the permittee shall file a
written report to the department documenting the current reduction as well as the anticipated future reduction in salt
usage and chloride effluent concentrations.

~ NR 106.91 Publicly owned treatment works which accept wastewater from public water systems
treating water to meet primary safe drinking water act standards. Publicly owned treatment works which
accept wastewater from a public water system treating water to meet the pnmary maximum contaminant levels
specified in ch. NR 809, if not able to meet the calculated limitation, may be given an interim limitation, a target
value, a target limitation and appropriate source reduction requirements, pursuant to s. NR 106.83. No calculated
limitation, interim limitation, target value, target limitation, or source reduction requirement shall interfere with the
attainment of the primary maximum contaminant levels specified in ch. NR 809.

NR 106.92 Authority of a publicly owned treatment works to regulate chloride discharges. A
publicly owned treatment works has the authority to regulate the dlscharge of chloride as enumerated in s. NR
211.40. «

NR 106.93 New discharges. Any point source which has not been authorized under a WPDES permit
prior to the effective date of this subchapter .. . [revisor insert date] shall be required to meet the calculated
limitations. Relocation of an existing discharge which was issued a WPDES permit prior to the effective date of this
subchapter ... [revisor insert date] may not be considered a new discharge. :

NR 106.94 Relocation of an existing discharge. An existing discharge which was issued a WPDES
permit prior to the effective date of this subchapter ... [revisor insert date] and which is relocated after the effective
date of this subchapter ... [revisor insert date], may be subject to voluntary source reduction activities and both an
interim limitation and a tar get value or an interim limitation and a tar get limitation pursuant to s. NR 106.83 if the.
provisions of'ch. NR 207 are met. Relocation includes the diversion of a discharge from a land treatment system to

a surface water.

NR 106.95 Multipie discharges. The provisions of s. NR 106.11 are appiicable to mﬁlﬁﬁle discharges of
chloride. :

NR 106.96 Analytical methods and laboratory reqliirérhents. The provisions of s. NR 106.14 regarding
analytical methods, sample handling and laboratory requirements are applicable to discharges of chloride.



SECTION 4. NR 211, subch. IV is created to read:
SUBCHAPTER IV - REGULATION OF CHLORIDE SOURCES

NR 211.40 POTW authority to regulate chloride discharges from all sources. Notwithstanding all
other provisions of this chapter, a POTW may develop and enforce specific standards or requirements, including but
not limited to source reduction activities enumerated in s. NR 106.90, to regulate the discharge of chloride from

industrial, residential and commercial sources. The POTW's authority includes. the authority to regulate all
industrial, commercial and domestic wastewater containing chloride.

SECTION 5. Chapter NR 215 (title) is amended to read:

Chapter NR 215
LIST OF TOXIC, CONVENTIONAL, AND NONCONVENTIONAL POLLUTANTS

SECTION 6. NR 215.06(26) is created to read:

NR 215.06 (26) Chloride

The foregoing rule was approved and adopted by the State of Wisconsin Natural Resources Board on
August 25, 1999,

The rule shall take effect on the first day of the month following publication in the Wisconsin
administrative register as provided in s. 227.22(2)(intro.), Stats.

Dated at Madison, Wisconsin /l/ Wb@a‘\ / (p 7 / qqél;

STATE OF WISCONSIN
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

George E. MI@; Secretary

(SEAL)



State of Wisconsin \ DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Box 7921
Tommy G. Thompson, Governor 101 South Webster Street

George E. Meyer, Secretary Madison, Wisconsin 53707-7921
WISCONSIN TELEPHONE 608-266-2621

DEPT. OF NATURAL RESOURCES FAX 608-267-3579
TDD 608-267-6897

November 16, 1999

Mr. Gary L. Poulson |
Assistant Revisor of Statutes |
131 West Wilson Street - Suite 800

Madison, WI

Endlosed are two topies, including one certified copy, of State of Wisconsin Natural Resources Board
Order No. WT-54-98. These rules were reviewed by the Assembly Committee on Environment and the
Senate Committee on Agriculture, Environmental Resources and Campaign Finance Reform pursuant to
s. 227.19, Stats. Summaries of the final regulatory flexibility analysis and comments of the legislative
review committees are also enclosed.

You will note that this order takes effect following publication. Kindly publish it in the Administrative
Code accordingly.

Sincerely,

Secretary

Enc.
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