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INTRODUCTION

This is a report on the enforcement program conducted by the United
States Environmental Protection Agency from its formation on December 2,
1970, through December 31, 1972. During this period the activities of
the Federal Government in direct enforcement of environmental regulations
have increased enormously. It has been a time of rapid change, signifi-
cant accomplishment and endless challenge.

When the Environmental Protection Agency was established, a strong
policy directive from the President and from EPA Administrator William
Ruckelshaus was to strengthen enforcement, The need for a new tough
enforcement policy was clear. In case after case, from one end of the
country to the other, environmental regulations were not being met.
Deadlines for completion of abatement programs were perceived as only
targets, and "slippage" was commonplace. Few sanctions existed, or
were applied, to deter the foot-dragger.

The programs transferred into EPA under Reorganization Plan No, 3
of 1970 had placed only slight emphasis on enforcement. Their focus
had been chiefly on research and demonstration projects, field investi-
gations and other studies, approval of state standards, state program
grants, technical assistance, grants for construction of municipal
waste treatment facilities, and the pesticides registration program.
The principal involvement with enforcement had been the conduct of
public-hearing~type enforcement conferences focusing attention on a
large number of major water pollution problems and a lesser number of
air pollution problems. On only the rarest occasions did the Federal
environmental agencies ever resort to court action to compel compliance
with pollution control requirements. Enforcement was regarded as the
responsibility of state and local governments.

The policy of EPA has been to reverse the traditional orientation
of its predecessor agencies and to engage, directly and forcefully, in
a full range of enforcement actions. The vast majority of EPA enforce-
ment activities to date havedealt with problems of water pollution.

The development of regulatory programs concerning water pollution has
been considerably advanced historically over comparable programs con-—
cerning air pollution, thereby providing innumerably more cases where
legal and technical factors warrant enforcement action. In addition,
the Refuse Act of 1899 has greatly facilitated litigation to abate
water pollution. As implementation of the Clean Air Act of 1970 has



proceeded, however, EPA has brought a small number of highly important
enforcement cases under that Act. During the past year, EPA has also
markedly accelerated the tempo of enforcement of the Federal pesticides
laws. The radiation and solid waste programs of the Agency have not
included enforcement activities,

General Policz

Within the first few weeks after EPA was formed, we adopted a
phrase which has been used again and again to describe the objective of
the EPA enforcement policy. It is "Fair But Firm", Our program has
placed emphasis on thorough preparation and consideration of all facts
pertinent to a case, including mitigating circumstances and evidence
of good faith, combined with an unflinching readiness to take whatever
enforcement action might be required to deter recalcitrance or foot-
dragging and to compel needed abatement efforts.

In our efforts to obtain commitments from polluters to undertake
abatement programs, it is EPA policy to seek voluntary compliance before
resorting to formal enforcement proceedings. To assure adherence to
this policy, we early established an internal procedural requirement
that the responsible EPA officials meet with representatives of the dis-
charger before initiating any proceedinge. As the aggressiveness of our
enforcement program has become widely recognized, these informal con—
ferences to obtain voluntary compliance have been increasingly productive.

A dominant aspect of the new enforcement program has been its
concentration on individual cases of environmental abuse, coupled with
a full readiness to take these cases to court. The Agency has continued
the practice of conducting water pollution enforcement conferences in
which the pollution problems of a large area are exposed to full public
scrutiny and recommendations adopted by a Federal-State hearing panel.
Because of the cumbersome statutory procedures for enforcement of such
recommendations, however, the focus of EPA efforts has shifted to zeroing
in on individual dischargers and establishing direct confrontation, either
through a 180-day notice administrative proceeding or by court action.,
The Refuse Act has provided jurisdiction for immediate court action
against industrial dischargers, and EPA has freely utilized that juris-
diction rather than the restrictive procedures of the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act.

The vast majority of EPA efforts (though not the majority of cases
by mumber) have been directed against major sources of pollution, typi-
cally involving large national corporations or big cities., For example,



one out of every three civil injunctive actions initiated by EPA under
the Refuse Act involved plants owned by companies ranked among the "500
Largest Corporations in the United States", as identified in the May
1972 issue of FORTUNE Magazine., During the summer of 1971, a group of
roughly 2700 "major dischargers" were identified for priority efforts.
These individually targeted enforcement actions have given punch to the
entire framework of environmental regulations and have driven across
the message that deadlines for completion of abatement facilities must
be accorded the respect of law.

Regionalization

During its first two years, EPA has integrated the various program
units received through the Reorganization and has carried out a far-
reaching regionalization of personnel and responsibility, In enforce-
ment, this has required the creation of a fully self-sufficient enforce-
ment capability in each of the ten Regional organizations., To fill the
expanded EPA enforcement role, the Agency has hired and trained large
mumbers of legal and technical staff, developing nearly from scratch
the techniques of preparing cases for litigation.

The total EPA enforcement program (including the water pollution
permit program) has a current staff of nearly 1500 persons. This is
roughly five times the level of staff for enforcement when EPA began
operations. The anmual enforcement budget is in the range of $35
million. The overwhelming majority of staff are in the field, chiefly
in the Regional Enforcement Divisions (which handle legal and technical
case preparation, negotiations and public hearings) and in the Regional
Surveillance and Analysis Divisions (which provide essential services,
including source investigations, sample collection and laboratory
analysis).

In the early days of EPA, all important decisions on enforcement
cases or strategy were made by a small headquarters staff in Washington,
Over time, the bulk of this responsibility has been delegated out to
the Regional Administrators and their Enforcement Division Directors.,

To facilitate this delegation, standard policy guidelines and procedures
have been established for handling enforcement actions. This transfer
has cut down the flow of paper work and placed operating control of
cases in Regional officers who, being closer to the facts, can respond
to them with greater sensitivity and speed. The Agency's expanded
enforcement program has now given those officers in every Region a back-
log of experience on which to rely in carrying out their enlarged
responsibilities,



Relationships with States, U. S. Attorneys and Citizens

A highly sensitive facet of the enforcement program has been mainte-
nance of cooperative relationships with officials of state pollution
control agencies. Because enforcement had been widely regarded as a
State responsibility, the appearance of EPA on the firing line of direct
contact with polluters has caused some confusion and occasional friction.
Procedures of consultation on all cases have been established to meet
the obvious need for close coordination. The Agency's approach has been
that states should perform the majority of pollution control enforcement
work but that direct Federal action in selected cases is vitale. The
Federal presence can productively supplement State efforts when the
manpower of State agencies is stretched thin. It can also strengthen
the effectiveness of State controls by visibly assuring that a uniform
stringency of enforcement will be maintained from State to State.

Another critical set of relationships has developed between the
EPA enforcement personnel and the Department of Justice, including local
Us. Se Attorneys. In all court actions, EPA is formally represented by
Justice or a U, S, Attorney. During these two years, enormous headway
has been achieved in familiarizing these attorneys with the EPA programs
and in educating EPA staff in the details of preparation for trial.

In a great many instances, both EPA and the U, S. Attorneys have
received important data and other assistance from private citizens.
Citizen activity in enforcement cases is expected to grow as a result
of the citizen suit provisions of the new air and water pollution
Federal laws,

Perspective on Enforcement as a Tool

A review of EPA's enforcement activities reveals both the strengths
and the limitations of formal enforcement proceedings, particularly
litigation, as a tool for achievement of pollution control. It seems
apparent that the careful but determined aggressiveness of EPA's enforce-
ment program has been a major contributor to the heightened intensity
of the current national pollution control effort. Where schedules of
compliance have been established, tough enforcement is indispensable to
deter avoidable slippage. The same is true where careful operation and
maintenance of abatement facilities are required to meet established
standards of performance. It should be recognized, however, that the
effectiveness of enforcement in such cases depends heavily on the prior
existence of clearly defined obligations of abatement. When, as so
often has been true in EPA's cases, only vague or inadequate abatement
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requirements have been previously established, the job of individual case
enforcement is made immeasurably more difficult.

The establishment of requirements for pollution control and the
policing to assure that those requirements are lived up to are two funda-
mentally quite different functions. Individual case litigation is a
cumbersome process to use for setting the basic requirements in any
large number of cases. The technical complexities affecting establish-~
ment of a stringent but feasible abatement program for a major industrial
plant are enormous. Presentation of evidence on these issues to a judge
in litigation entails long delays and voraciously consumes manpowers,
Moreover, individual litigation can provide little assurance of fulfilling
the basic rule of rairness that comparable requirements are being imposed
on comparable dischargers. Nor can individual litigation assure that the
sum of abatement requirements in a given area will achieve a designed
overall reduction in the air or water pollution of that area,

In a number of landmark cases, court actions for civil injunctive
relief have achieved major breakthroughs in requiring adoption of strin-—
gent abatement programs. Court actions have also achieved noteworthy
success in several instances where special environmental values or other
unusual factors have been involved. Reliance on litigation for these
special purposes will doubtless continue in the future, From the simple
arithmetic of caseloads and manhours, however, it is perfectly clear that
.on a nationwide basis other systems allowing greater use of administra-—
tive technical judgment must be utilized as the primary means to estab-
lish specific abatement requirements for the great majority of polluters.
The éhief role of enforcement must be to compel compliance with those
requirements rather than to establish them.

Evolution of the Enforcement Program

The enforcement program of EPA during the past two years has been
in a fluid and active state of evolution. Recent legislative develop-
ments make it clear that in the near future further evolution will
occur,

The Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1972 enacted
on October 18 have transformed the basis for enforcement activities
concerning water pollution, The new law has eliminated the traditional
enforcement conference and has replaced the 180-day notice with a stream-
lined 30-day notice mechanism. The new law has also abolished the
Refuse Act as an independent basis for bringing court action against
industries.s The 1972 Act establishes a new national permit program under



which every discharger must obtain a permit setting forth in specific
effluent limitations the abatement requirements applicable to it.
Except for spills and a few other limited situations, the law forbids
initiation of new enforcement cases between now and December 31, 1974,
against any discharger until its application for a permit has been
acted on.

The enforcement program in water pollution will therefore be sub-
stantially curtailed for the immediate future. Virtually the full
efforts of the water enforcement staff will be channeled into the permit
program until sufficient permits have been issued to provide a basis for
renewed enforcement activities. Although this change will temporarily
suspend the pressure for effective control which springs from the threat
of enforcement action, the new permit program will provide a complete
and systematic review of existing abatement requirements for all dischargers
and will permit on an efficient basis a precise definition of their
obligations. This is badly needed.

With respect to air pollution, the big new law came two years
earlier, the Clean Air Act of 1970, enacted on December 31 of that year,
That law launched a comprehensive program to establish abatement require-
ments for sources of air pollution across the country. Implementation
plans to achieve national ambient air quality standards went into effect
in most cases in May or July of 1972, and the details of compliance
schedules should be finalized on or about February 15, 1973. A separate
program for abatement applies to mobile sources. The complex and in-
numerable requirements imposed under the Clean Air Act will present a
colossal challenge to the enforcement programs of EPA and the State
agencies, Several important actions have already been initated and
many more are in prospect.

A new law covering the Federal pesticides programs was also en—
acted at the end of the last session of Congress on October 21, 1972,
The law makes many major changes in the overall program, including
important new enforcement provisions such as increased penalties and
stop sale authority, Our program in that area should, therefore, continue
to improve in much the same accelerating manner as before the new
legislation. Important new legislation for EPA was also enacted last
session concerning ocean dumping and noise pollution. Both of these
programs are in their preliminary stages, however, and significant
enforcement activity is not expected in the immediate future.

Conclusion

The charts and tables which accompany this report reflect the
intensity of EPA's enforcement efforts during its first two years. The
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large numbers of cases listed require a cautionary note of explanation.
It is essential to emphasize that these listings by no means represent

a compilation of successful results. In some cases, the impact of EPA
action has indeed caused new or accelerated pollution control efforts

to be undertaken. In others, EPA efforts have fallen through without
effect, and in a number of cases referrals to the Department of Justice
have been properly rejected for inadequate supporting evidence or other
reasons, A great many of the actions are still pending and their ultimate
resolution remains uncertain. Where success has been achieved, the re-
sults have often been at least partly due to State, local, or private
actions, and in all court proceedings a substantial share of credit for
any success belongs to the Department of Justice and the U. S. Attorneys.
Thus, the total listings comprise a wide assortment of cases and real
success can be safely presumed in only some indeterminant fraction of

the total.

Taken all in all, however, this report does clearly reflect the
new thrust and accelerated tempo of Federal environmental enforcement
efforts since the formation of EPA. This prodigious enforcement activity
has expressed with unmistakable clarity and force the new national com—
mitment to effective pollution control. It has spoken to all who might
be recalcitrant or sluggish in meeting their environmental obligations,
that whenever the facts so indicate the Environmental Protection Agency
stands ready and able to prosecute those who pollute.

John R. Quarles, Jr,
February 1973



SALIENT ENFORCEMENT STATISTICS

Precise measurement of the results of an enforcement program
is virtually impossible., A few statistics can only suggest the
extent of its impact. Further insight may also be obtained by
examining results in significant individual cases.

The growth in enforcement proceedings initiated is shown in
the tables at the end of this chapter. These show during the
first two-year period:

a. in Water Pollution

- 106 civil actions referred to Justice under the
Refuse Act

- 169 criminal actions referred to Justice under
the Refuse Act

- 96 additional cases referred to Justice under
the Refuse Act for failure to apply for a
permit

- 143 water quality standards violation notices
(180—day notices)

- 8 new enforcement conferences

b. in Pesticides
- 148 criminal actions referred to Justice

Thus far, fines were collected in 107 of the water cases, The
total amount of these fines was $214,085, of which $28,500 was
suspended in 10 cases; another $10,000 fine levied in a single case
(the PICCO case) was appealed and is currently under Supreme Court
review., As many fines were based on multiple counts of a particu-
lar offense, it is not possible to compute a meaningful "average
finej" it is worth noting, however, that the maximum fine under the
Refuse Act could not exceed $2,500 for any single offense.

Fines have been collected in 30 of the pesticide cases, for
a total amount of $54,550; in seven of these cases, fines totaling
$20,700 were suspended. Under the Clean Air Act, a fine of $10,000
was imposed on the Ford Motor Company as a consent decree was
entered enjoining it from introducing vehicles into commerce with-
out EPA certification.,



Important accomplishments in individual enforcement actions
include:

- Florida Power and Light Company, Turkey Point, Florida,
has undertaken a $35 million construction of cooling
ponds to cut thermal discharges into Biscayne Bay
(consent decree).

- ITT-Rayonier, Port Angeles, Washington, has begun a $20
million abatement program to treat sulfite pulp mill
wastes (consent decree).

- Armco Steel, Houston, Texas, has completely eliminated
all discharges from its coke plant and blast furnace into
Houston Ship Channel, thereby halting the discharge of
large quantities of cyanides, phenols and ammonia (consent
decree).

- United States Steel, Fairfield, Alabama, is committed to
an abatement program which will reduce discharges of
cyanides 93%, ammonia 92%, phenols 99.5%, and BOD_ 84%
(consent decree), >

- DuPont, East Chicago, Indiana, is committed to an exten-
sive, 2-phase abatement program (consent decree),

- City of Atlanta adopted a rate increase to provide the
necessary local funds to proceed with a $64 million
municipal waste treatment program, following 180-day
notice,

- City of Detroit undertook an extensive construction
program approved by State of Michigan and EPA, following
180-day notice.

- City of Cleveland and suburbs entered into regional
management system under order of the County court and
adopted comprehensive abatement program, following 180-
day notice.

- Ford Motor Co. paid $10,000 fine and agreed to EPA
interpretation of statute in first suit to enforce a
Clean Air Act prohibition against interstate shipment
of uncertified carse

- 23 industries in Birmingham, Alabama, were ordered to
curtail operations in the first court suit to enforce
emergency provisions of the Clean Air Act.

Details on these and many other individual enforcement actions taken
by EPA are discussed in detail in the sections on Water Enforcement
Review, Air Enforcement Review and Pesticides Enforcement Review,



In addition to these documented direct results of the EPA
enforcement program, our reputation for aggressive enforcement has
probably influenced the development of acceleration of air and
water pollution abatement programs.
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WATER ENFORCEMENT REVIEW

Review

The Federal water quality program is a major component of
the Environmental Protection Agency. Its activities for the
maintenance and protection of the quality of the Nation's waters
for all legitimate uses are basic to the framework of the Agency's
purposes and to its capabilities for the accomplishment of these
purposes.

The functions of the Federal Water Quality Administration
were transferred from the Department of the Interior, effective
December 2, 1970, pursuant to Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1970.
These functions provided the Agency's role in the administration
of the standards-setting and enforcement, research, and financial
and technical assistance aspects of the water pollution control
program. The program had previously been transferred to the
Department of the Interior from the Department of Health, Education,
and Welfare, effective May 10, 1966, pursuant to Reorganization
Plan No. 2 of 1966.

Through the vigorous application of all of the available
water enforcement mechanisms, which are described hereafter, EPA
built in its first two years an impressive enforcement record,
told only in part by these statistics: 8 new enforcement con-
ferences of a total of 59 held since 1957 under the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act, in addition to reconvenings and additional
conference sessions and progress evaluation meetings; 161 water
quality standards violation notices (180-day notices) to municipal
and industrial dischargers issued under that Act, 11 having been
issued by the Agency's predecessor; 97 civil actions, and 143
criminal actions, under the Refuse Act referred to the Department
of Justice, and 83 cases involving failure to apply for a permit
under that Act.

Authorities

The Federal Water Pollution Control Act, in former section 10,
provided for (1) the abatement of pollution of interstate or
navigable waters endangering the health or welfare of persons, and
(2) for the abatement of pollution lowering the quality of inter-
state waters below the water quality standards established under
the Act.
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The first authority, provided in 1956 and expanded by subsequent
enactments, set out a three-step enforcement procedure -- conference,
public hearing, and court action. The succeeding step was taken if
satisfactory progress toward abatement was not attained at the
preceding step. The conference could be called at State request
in a case of interstate or intrastate pollution. The conference
could be initiated by EPA in a case of interstate pollution. The
Administrator could also initiate a conference in certain cases of
pollution, resulting in economic injury to shellfish producers
whether or not the pollution of interstate or navigable waters was
interstate in effect. Under standard procedures the conferees,
representing EPA, the States, and any interstate water quality
agency, convened to review the existing situation and any progress
made, to lay a basis for future action for all parties concerned
and to give the States, localities, and industries an opportunity
to take any indicated remedial action under State and local law.

The second authority, provided in 1965, permitted court action
against a discharger alleged to be in violation of water quality
standards, after expiration of a 180-day notice period. The
legislative history of the 1965 enactment directed that an informal
hearing be held on request of a State, the alleged violator, or
other interested party, so that, if possible, voluntary agreement
could be reached during the 180-day period, thus eliminating the
necessity for suit. EPA regulations provided for an informal hearing
in any case of a water quality standards violation notice.

The Act was amended in 1970 to provide, in former section 11,
for the abatement of pollution by o0il in navigable waters, on
adjoining shorelines, and in the Contiguous Zone. EPA has shared
responsibilities under section 11 with the Coast Guard and other
Federal agencies. These responsibilities were assigned by section 1ll;
the National 0il and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan,
August 1971 (superseded Plan issued June 1970); and Executive Order
11548, July 1970, delegating functions of the President under the
1970 enactment. Federal enforcement may be taken in these cases;

(1) failure to notify of harmful discharge (criminal penalty);

(2) knowing harmful discharge {(civil penalty); (3) vessel in
marine disaster (removal or destruction, cost recovery); (4)
imminent and substantial threat, onshore or offshore facility
(court relief); (5) recovery of cleanup cost; (6) violation of
removal and prevention regulations (civil penalty). EPA was made
responsible for enforcement in the case of an imminent and
substantial threat to the public health or welfare because of an
actual or threatened discharge of oil into or upon navigable waters
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from an onshore or offshore facility (former section 1l1(e)). EPA
was assigned responsibility in inland waters for the assessment

of civil penalties in cases of violations of removal and prevention
regulations, and the support of the Coast Guard in its enforcement
responsibilities. (This authority continues substantially unchanged
in the amended Act, section 311, and now covers as well pollution

by hazardous substances.)

The Refuse Act, section 13 of the River and Harbor Act of 1899,
prohibits the discharge of refuse (except that flowing from streets
and sewers and passing from them in a liquid state) into navigable
waters without a permit, or in violation of the conditions of a
permit. The Act was administered for many years by the Army Corps
of Engineers primarily in the interest of navigation. Although
court decisions had supported the Act's use in water pollution
abatement cases, it was not until 1970 that it became a viable
water pollution enforcement mechanism. The Act does not expressly
provide for injunctive relief, but the Supreme Court has ruled that
the Federal Government may obtain injunctions under the Act.
Generally, EPA has not recommended criminal prosecutions under
the Refuse Act other than in cases of isolated or instantaneous
discharges resulting in serious damage. A civil remedy has generally
been more effective in preventing future pollution.

The Refuse Act Permit Program, established under Executive Order
11574, December 1970, took effect July 1, 1971. The program required
that all discharges or deposits into navigable waters or their
tributaries, or into waste treatment systems other than municipal
from which the matter will flow into navigable waters or their
tributaries, should be made only in compliance with the conditions
of a permit issued by the Army Corps of Engineers. EPA was responsible
for determinations with respect to water quality aspects of the permit.
The failure to make timely application for a Refuse Act permit under
the program became cause for enforcement action.

A Federal court decision in the Kalur case December 21, 1971,
enjoined the granting of permits under the program until the Army
Corps of Engineers amended its permit regulations to require
environmental impact statements as specified by the National
Environmental Policy Act. The court also held that no permits
whatever could be issued for discharges into nonnavigable tributaries
of navigable waters. A further legal obstacle was created by the
decision of the Third Circuit Court of Appeals in the PICCO case,

May 30, 1972, that the company could not be held criminally responsible
for discharges under the Refuse Act until a permit system was in
operation. These legal difficulties were removed with respect to
future cases by the Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amendments

of 1972.
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As a result of the Kalur decision, EPA established in April 1972
a voluntary abatement program, the abatement commitment letter program.
Its purpose was to enable EPA to move forward toward the permit program
goal of requiring dischargers to adopt comprehensive abatement programs
with greater speed and efficiency than would be possible if formal
litigation were instituted against every discharger. EPA would secure
letters of commitment from individual dischargers, setting forth their
agreement to undertake an abatement program satisfactory to EPA. These
commitment letters set out specifically what the discharger intended to do
to abate pollution caused by his discharges, and when it would be accom-
plished. Negotiation of commitment letters was backed up by the sanction
that if agreement could not be reached, EPA would request that suit be
filed. This program filled a temporary void until the new water law was
enacted, and during its operation over 180 commitment letters were signed
throughout the country.

The following pages present an overview of more significant water
enforcement actions the Agency has taken, as well as significant achieve-
ments. In addition, the section on water enforcement actions discusses the
salient facts on every water enforcement action taken by the Agency.
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CASE HISTORIES OF SELECTED INDIVIDUAL ACTIONS

Key water enforcement actions taken under the authorities
described in the preceding part are discussed in this section of
the review.

Refuse Act of 1899 Civil Cases

(1) United States v. Florida Power and Light Company,
1 ERC 1283 (D.C. Fla. 1970)

The Biscayne Bay Enforcement Conference was held in
February 1970 and recommended that Florida Power and Light abate its
thermal pollution so that there would be no discharge in excess of
90°F at any time. No action was taken by the Company and on
March 13, 1970, the Justice Department filed suit in U. S. District
Court for the Southern District of Florida.

In the lawsuit, the United States sought to protect
the Biscayne National Monument and to enjoin the defendant power
company under the Refuse Act from discharging heated water into
Biscayne Bay at Turkey Point, The Government alleged that the
heated water was causing harm to the marine life of the Bay. Since
the Court found only "minimal and retrievable" damage to the ecology
of the Bay, a preliminary injunction was not granted.

In September 1971, after lengthy and difficult nego-
tiations involving EPA, the Department of Justice, the Department
of the Interior, the State of Florida, and the company, the case
was resolved by consent decree. By the terms of the Decree, the
defendant agreed to build within five years a recirculation-cooling
system that would minimize thermal discharges to the Biscayne Bay
Estuary. The company is required to build an extensive system of
canals between Turkey Point and Card Sound. While the system is
being built, the company may use the canals to discharge cooling
water into Card Sound., Once the system is in operation, the canals
will allow discharges of water to prevent excessive concentration
of salts in the cooling system. The total cost of the project is
expected to be about 35 million dollars.
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(2) United States v. Armco Steel, 33 F, Supp. 1073
(D. C. Tex 1971)

The United States filed suit against Armco on
December 9, 1970, in the Federal District Court in Texas to enjoin
the daily discharge of approximately 1010 lbs. of cyanides, 385 lbs.
of phenols, and 6200 lbs. of ammonia into the Houston Ship Channel
under the Refuse Act. Negotiations to settle the case followed but
no agreement could be reached. In June and July 1971, the case went
to trial with issues centered on whether the company should be
enjoined from discharging into the Ship Channel and from completing
an underground injection well system. On September 17, 1971, the
Court issued an order enjoining the defendant from disposing of
its toxic wastes into the Ship Channel.

On November 4, 1971, a consent decree was filed with
the Court by the parties. The decree permits limited discharges to
the Channel on the condition that the defendant complete construction
of an incineration system for the disposal of wastes. The decree
also requires the complete elimination of discharges from certain
outfalls presently discharging to the Channel. The Company has com-
plied with the requirements of the Consent Decree and has eliminated
its harmful discharge into the Houston Ship Channel,

(3) United States v. E. I, duPont de Nemours & Co.
(East Chicago, Indiana), Civil No. 71H53 (N,.D. Ind. 1972)

On February 19, 1971, suit was filed against duPont's
plant in East Chicago, Indiang, under the Refuse Act to halt the
discharge of approximately 137,000 pounds a day maximum of dissolved
solids and other pollutants into the Grand Calumet River. A consent
decree terminating the litigation was filed with the Court on
November 14, 1972. The Decree provides a two-phased resolution of
the Company's discharge problems. The first phase requires interim
treatment levels that can be achieved within the next two years.
This will result in a substantial reduction in discharge levels
consistent with currently available technology. By October 15,
1974, the Company is required to submit a plan for the further
treatment of its wastes consistent with the best practical control
technology available at that time. The implementation date for
these additional facilities is December 31, 1976, The Decree pro-
vides for liquidated damages of $5,000 per day for any violation of
either the effluent requirements or the deadlines.
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A civil suit has also been brought, and a criminal
conviction obtained, against U.S. Steel, Gary, Indiana, another
discharger into the Grand Calumet River. In addition, other dis-
chargers into the Grand Calumet undertook voluntary abatement plans
to reduce their discharges to a level acceptable to the Environ-
mental Protection Agency. The Agency is seeking to secure the
reduction of many discharges into one waterway through its
enforcement actions.

(4) United States v. ITT Rayonier, Inc. (D.C. Wash, 1971)

In 1967, the Federal-State Puget Sound Enforcement
Conference recommended that ITT remove 80% of its sulfite waste
liquors discharging from its pulpmill by September 30, 1972.
Since the Company did not comply, the Administrator of EPA
requested the Justice Department on January 31, 1971, to take
legal action against the Company. At this time, the Company was
daily discharging approximately 10,450 tons of sulfite waste
liquors, 881 tons of solid materials, 255 tons of biochemical
oxygen consuming wastes, and 51 tons of sulfur from its Port
Angeles, Washington, plant.

A civil Refuse Act suit was filed on March 30, 1971 in
U.S. District Court in Washington. At the same time, a stipulation
was signed and entered into Court by the parties. The agreement re-
quires the Company to install waste treatment facilities to achieve
85% removal of wastes by June 30, 1974, 1In addition, the Company must
construct a pipeline into the Straits of Juan de Fuca to disseminate
the wastes away from the shore. The Company may be required to dredge
sludge beds in Port Angeles harbor in which solid wastes have been
deposited. The total cost to the Company for the entire project is
about $20,000,000.

(5) United States v. United States Steel Corp., (Fairfield,
Alabama) Civil No. 71-523 (D.C. Ala. 1972)

On June 14, 1971, the United States filed a civil
suit under the Refuse Act against the U. S. Steel Corp., at
Fairfield, Alabama for discharging daily over 40,000 pounds of
suspended solids, oil and grease, over 1,100 pounds of cyanide,
over 4,000 pounds of phenols, and other substances into Oppossum
Valley Creek. After extensive technical investigation and nego-
tiations, the parties entered a consent decree on October 18, 1972,
terminating the law suit. The Company agreed to complete within
17 months a deep well treatment system for the disposal of waste
pickle liquor, install within 27 months a recirculation system

23



for its coke plant with ammonia stripping and activated sludge
treatment for the blowdown, operate within 12 months a hydro-
thickener for treatment of the tin mill wastes, and construct with-
in 17 months an effluent control pond. These treatment facilities
will achieve a reduction in phenols of 99.5%, in cyanide of 98%, in
ammonia of 92% and in 5-day BOD of 84%. The effluent requirements
are defined in terms of net daily loading for the critical param-
eters. Monitoring and reporting provisions are also contained in
the decree.

(6) United States v. Reserve Mining Company (D. C. Minn.)

Federal enforcement proceedings against the Reserve
Mining Company began in 1969 with the Lake Superior Enforcement
Conference. Approximately 67,000 tons of taconite tailings are
discharged daily into Lake Superior. The Conference involved
informal discussions with the States and polluters of Lake Superior
to determine the problems that existed and appropriate abatement
steps. Following the second session of the Conference, held in
April and August of 1970, the Administrator of EPA recommended that
Reserve submit its preliminary plans by December 1, 1970, and final
plans by July 1, 1971. At the January 1971 meeting of the second
session, Reserve proposed a disposal system which involved removal
of the heavier tailings by stripping and thickening and adding a
coagulant to the fine tailings so that the fines would settle.
The tailings would then be discharged to the Lake. The conferees
did not endorse any disposal method; an alternate method was on
land disposal. At the reconvened second session in April 1971,
the conferees recommended that further Federal enforcement measures
be initiated against the Company. Reserve failed to comply with
the Conference recommendations, and was served on April 28, 1971,
with a 180-day notice for violation of the Federally approved water
quality standards applicable to Lake Superior. After failing to
reach a voluntary solution in an informal hearing, EPA, on January 19,
1972, formally requested the Attorney General to institute
immediate legal action seeking abatement of the pollution caused
by Reserve's discharge of taconite tailings.

On February 18, 1972, suit was filed against Reserve
in the United States District Court in Minnesota under the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act, alleging a violation of water quality
standards, and the Refuse Act of 1899. The complaint was amended
to include a count under the Federal common law of nuisance. On
June 14, 1972, the Court permitted the States of Wisconsin and
Michigan and four environmental groups to intervene as plaintiffs,
and eleven local towns and business growrs to intervene as defen-
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dants. In the summer and fall of 1972, the parties were involved
in the interrogatory and discovery stage of the litagation. On
November 9, 1972, the Court denied Reserve's motion to dismiss
pending completion of all pretrial discovery. Depositions of

the parties' expert witnesses are scheduled in the first quarter
of 1973. The case is expected to go to trial in the spring of
1973.
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Refuse Act of 1899 Criminal Case

(1) United States v. Pennsylvania Industrial Chemical Corp.
(PICCo) (3rd Cir., 1972)

In August 1970, private citizens took samples of PICCo's
discharge of industrial wastes into the Monongahela River. The
Company did not have a Section 13 Refuse Act permit. After the
citizens notified the United States Attorney of the situation,

a criminal information against PICCo was filed on April 6, 1971,
under the Refuse Act. Criminal charges were also made against
the Wheeling-Pittsburgh Steel Corporation, Jones & Laughlin Steel
Corp., and the United States Steel Corp., all in the Pittsburgh
area. A jury returned a verdict of guilty on June 20, 1971.

On May 30, 1972, the Court of Appeals reversed the convic-
tion and granted a new trial. The Court held that a defendant
charged with violation of the Refuse Act bdsed on evidence
obtained before December 1970, could both offer proof of the non-
existence of a permit program and state that the Corps misled
the defendant into believing that a permit was not necessary.

On December 18, 1972, the Supreme Court agreed to review
the Circuit Court of Appeals decision.



Mercury Pollution Abatement

In the spring of 1970, mercury was recognized as a
critical situation in the pollution control field. 1In
Canada, fish taken from Lake St. Claire were found to contain
concentrations of mercury in excess of the limit of .5 parts
per million set by the Food and Drug Administration and
generally accepted by other scientists throughout the world.
At the same time the findings by scientists that mercury
or a chemical compound of mercury may be transformed in the
aquatic environment to methylmercury, a most toxic form,
became generally known. It was also known then that methyl-
mercury could be biologically accumulated. That is, as
higher forms of life consumed lower life forms, the mercury
concentrations increased. With this knowledge the potential
hezard to public health from increasing or unreduced discharges
of mercury became clear. The disastrous results of man's
consumption of fish containing excessive merxcury levels was
too graphically illustrated by the Minimata Bay incident in
Japan, where over forty persons died as a result,

An intensive Federal water pollution control effort was
launched. A list of known or potential mercury users was
compiled, and teams of investigators from each of the nine
regions (then of the Federal Water Quality Administration,
Department of the Interior) covering the entire United States
began conducting on-site inspections of each of the potential
mercury users., From these inspections and an improved
knowledge of the sources and users of mercury and products
containing mercury, other potential dischargers were identi-
fied and inspections carried out.

When Federal agency inspectors believed mercury might
be discharged, effluent samples were taken and analyzed by
the national field investigatory unit in Cincinnati. This
national unit had the sophisticated equipment, expertise and
experience to provide the prompt and accurate results essential
to a serious regulatory effort. This group of experts passed
their knowledge and techniques to other laboratories through-
out the country and the efforts accelerated.

Within twelve months 884 on-site inspections to determine
potential mercury sources were completed. Through these
inspections and detailed analysis, 73 mercury dischargers were
identified. Court action under the Refuse Act was taken
against ten of those dischargers; and through meetings with
other identified dischargers, voluntary agreement to immediate
and substantial reductions was obtained.
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As of September 17, 1970, 50 industrial dischargers of
mercury had been identified and had achieved an 867% reduction
in the amount of mercury being discharged. By the spring of
1971, analyses of those same 50 industrial discharges showed
that a total reduction of 97 percent had been achieved. Among
those 50 industries were the discharges subject to the ten
mercury pollution suits. These ten dischargers were among
the first discovered, and a 98.4 percent reduction in the
mercury discharged had been achieved in those cases. The
entire group of dischargers known in the spring of 1971 had
achieved a 91 percent reduction in mercury discharges.

In the court cases, interim stipulations had been
entered in nine cases by the end of October 1970, while in
the tenth, the offending chlor-alkali plant had been volun-
tarily closed. The case against Oxford Paper Company was
dismissed in the lattex part of 1971 by the Federal District
Court in Maine. Since 1970, EPA has been continuously
monitoring all of these companies! discharge levels., EPA
is presently conducting mercury sediment surveys and develop-
ing recommendations for the disposal or treatment of sedimen-
tary mercury in each case. It is anticipated that final
consent decrees will be entered in the remaining eight cases
that will permanently reduce the amount of mercury discharge.

By mid-1971, an awareness of mercury as a serious water
pollution problem was widespread, and special attention to
the potential of mercury discharges was routine, The
challenge of immediate and substantial reductions to remove
a serious threat had been met; and a persistent, long-term
effort was needed to assure that the gains made were not lost,
that there would be continuing attention to further reducing
the small remaining discharges and that new or heretofore
undetected sources would be found and brought under control.
The Refuse Act Permit Program provided the needed tool then,
and currently the new legislation provides the program of
control through the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System. The occasional discovery of additional industries
discharging large quantities of mercury continues to be met
with the same requirement for vigorous action to achieve
immediate and substantial reductions, while the program of
effluent permits assures constant attention and continued
efforts to further reduce mercury dascharges.
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180-Day Notices — FWPCA Section 10(c)(5)

(1) City of Atlanta, Georgia

On December 9, 1970, the Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency issued a 180-day notice to the City of Atlanta,
Georgia, for discharging effluent into Utoy Creek and the
Chattahoochee River in violation of established State and Federal
water quality standards.

The -informal .hearing was held :January 12, .1971. At the iriformal
hearing, the Mayor of Atlanta agreed to propose a detailed plan to
the City's Board of Aldermen at the Board's January 18, 1971,
meeting, for funding the necessary treatment facilities so that a
detailed construction schedule could be developed. Action was
promptly initiated by the City to finance and schedule the con-
struction of remedial facilities.

This schedule calls for construction to be completed at the
R.M. Clayton plant by May 1973, and construction to be completed
at the Utoy Creek plant by April of 1973. On June 11, 1971, the
Administrator approved Atlanta's time schedule for construction
of the necessary facilities. Atlanta's new treatment facilities
are now well under construction. It is possible that the construction
deadlines may be missed by a few months. In a project of this
magnitude, such delays are not unusual, and compliance, therefore,
is considered to be satisfactory.

(2) City of Detroit, Michigan

On December 9, 1970, the Administrator of Environmental
Protection Agency issued his first 180-day notice: One was
issued to the City of Detroit for violating the State and Federal
water quality standards established for the Detroit River and
Lake Erie. The standards being violated included those for
floating solids, residues, dissolved oxygen, taste and odor pro-
ducing substances, nutrients, and suspended, colloidal, and
settleable materials.

An informal hearing on the notice was held in Detroit on
February 1, 1971. As a result of the hearing and subsequent
meetings among EPA, Detroit, and the State of Michigan, agreement
was reached on an abatement program for the City. The specifics
of the agreement are embodied in a Final Order of Determination
issued to Detroit by the Michigan Water Resources Commission on
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May 21, 1971. The Final Order was adopted unanimously by the
State Commission with EPA's endorsement. While original recom-
mendations of the Lake Erie Federal-State Enforcement Conference
called for only 80 percent total phosphorus reduction, the
Detroit agreement calls for 90 percent removal of phosphorus by
the end of 1975. In addition, the agreement requires a 90 per-
cent reduction in biochemical oxygen consuming wastes by the
summer of 1976, when full secondary treatment is to be in opera-
tion.

The major problem being encountered by the City of Detroit
at this time is the removal of suspended solids. In cooperation
with the State of Michigan, an acceptable program of solids
disposal in a sludge cake landfill is being investigated. This
massive landfill project will handle up to 800 wet tons of
filtered out suspended solids per day. A site has been selected
by the contractor in nearby Macomb County, north of Detroit.

It should be noted that the State of Michigan has offered

consistent and active support to the City in its effort to
resolve its water pollution problems.

(3) Cleveland, Ohio and 30 Suburban Communities

City of Cleveland

On December 9, 1970, the Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency issued a 180-day notice to the City of Cleveland,
Ohio, for violation of Federal-State water quality standards for Lake
Erie. The violations cited concerned public water supply criteria
for bacteria, recreational criteria for bacteria, and the ''four
freedoms.' On January 28, 1971, an informal hearing was held pursuant
to the established 180-day notice procedures. After months of nego-
tiations between EPA, the City of Cleveland, and the State of Ohio,
an agreement was reached. This agreement was not fully implemented
principally as a result of:

1. The lack of approval by the Cleveland City
Council of an increase in the sewer rate
structure required to implement the plan; and,

2. The lack of an agreement between Cleveland and
the 31 suburban communities that are connected
to the Cleveland system.

On July 20, 1971, EPA called a meeting in Cleveland to assess the
necessity for further direct EPA abatement action in the Cleveland area
in order to fully implement the agreement between EPA and Cleveland.

It was clear that the plan agreed to by the City of Cleveland and EPA,
even though reasonable in terms of dates for compliance and facilities
to be built, could not be met unless the City of Cleveland and the
suburbs it serves reached an agreement on a plan to pay for the needed
improvements.
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Issuance of the 180-Day Notices to the Suburbs

On August 9, 1971, the Administrator issued 180-day notices to
the 30 suburban dischargers to the City of Cleveland sewerage system
for violation of Federal-State water quality standards; these viola-
tions being public water supply criteria for bacteria, recreational
criteria for bacteria, and the ''four freedoms.'" (The City of Euclid
discharges part of its waste to the Cleveland system. A separate
180-day notice was issued to Euclid on July 30, 1971.)

The Lake Erie water quality criteria compliance schedule viola-
tions result from the collective discharges by Cleveland and the
suburbs through Cleveland's three inadequate treatment plants. The
suburbs account for approximately 40 percent of the wastes discharged.

Prior to the issuance of the 180-day notices to the suburbs,
the responsibility and burden for control of pollution in the
Cleveland area had essentially been placed on the City of Cleveland
alone. The State of Ohio, in April of 1970, imposed a building ban
on the City of Cleveland to halt further connections to the sewer
system.

On September 24, 1971, an informal hearing was held, pursuant
to the 180-day notice, between EPA and the 30 suburban dischargers.
The State of Ohio and the City of Cleveland also participated. At
the hearing, all parties emphasized the need for the City and the
suburbs to reach an expeditious agreement as to financing and manage-
ment of the Cleveland Sewerage System.

Agreement was not reached on a specific program and EPA continued
its negotiations with the parties involved.

Actions in the Cuyahoga County Court of Common Pleas

During this period of negotiation, a judicial hearing was held
in the on-going case of the Water Pollution Control Board of the
State of Chio v. the City of Cleveland. This hearing was held on
December 1, 1971. The action had been initiated by the Ohio Water
Pollution Control Board in 1970 to enforce the building ban which
it had placed on Cleveland in April of 1970. At the December 1971
hearing, the court heard testimony from both parties as to the
violations by Cleveland of the Board's order and the pollution
problem in general in the Cleveland area. The court, at the con-
clusion of testimony, granted Cleveland's motion to implead the
suburban dischargers as third party defendants. A new hearing
date of January 18, 1972, was set for Cleveland's motion to extend
the building ban to the suburbs.
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On December 7, 1971, there was also a hearing in a separate
local case before the Cuyahoga County Court of Common Pleas concerning
sewer rates being charged to certain suburbs by the City of Cleveland.
The court at this hearing merged the rate case with the Chio Water
Pollution Control Board's building ban case and directed:

'"On or before January 11, 1972, all parties

(Cleveland and the 31 suburbs) will formulate
and file with the court a plan, acceptable to
themselves, for a metropolitan sewer system.'

At the January 18, 1972, hearing both Cleveland and the suburbs
submitted their respective metropolitan or regional treatment system
proposals. The plans, as submitted, were far apart and the court
ordered the parties to meet on January 26, 1972, to discuss the
differences in their proposals. The three main differences centered
around control of the system, plant operation, and rate structure.

On the issue of the building ban, the court granted Cleveland's
motion for a temporary restraining order extending the ban to the
suburbs for 14 days (until midnight February 2, 1972) without a
formal hearing on the merits.

On February 1, 1972, the three major areas of differences were
discussed in open court by the involved parties.

On February 15, 1972, the court heard testimony with reference
to the type and makeup of a possible metropolitan Cleveland sewer
district and the conditions that should be established in creating
such a district.

At the end of the testimony, the court modified its temporary
restraining order imposing its building ban by issuing a permanent
injunction against the City of Cleveland and 29 of the suburbs.

On February 23, the court held an informal hearing with the City
of Cleveland and the suburbs to discuss the buyout provision for
equitably reimbursing or crediting Cleveland for the existing
sewerage facilities.

On March 20, the parties involved presented evidence before the
court as to the value of the Cleveland system as it now exists.

EPA supported the court in its efforts toward establishing a
regional sewer district. Because of the continued forward movement
of the court, further EPA legal action was held in abeyance.

On June 15, 1972, the court issued a Judgment Entry creating the
Cleveland Regional Sewer District (CRSD.) (This objective was pursued
by EPA prior and subsequent to the issuance of the 180-day notices.)
The City of Cleveland will be paid $35 million by the CRSD for its
sewage treatment facilities. At first, the City of Cleveland will
have control of CRSD, but as the population continues to shift to
the suburbs so will the control of CRSD,
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On June 23, 1972, the court lifted the building ban, but retained
jurisdiction in the case.

With the establishment of the CRSD, the Cleveland area is now
set to launch an effective cleanup program.

Las Vegas Wash, Nevada

On December 23, 1971, the Administrator of Environmental Protection
Agency issued 180-day notices to fourteen dischargers to Las Vegas Wash,
an intrastate tributary of Lake Mead, an impoundment of the Colorado
River, in violation of the Federally approved water quality standards
for the State of Nevada.

The standards for the Colorado River require that such waters be
free from materials attributable to domestic or industrial waste in
amounts sufficient to affect color or odor, to create a public nuisance,
or to interfere with any beneficial uses. The discharges were increasing
the salinity of the Colorado River causing economic damage to municipal,
industrial, and agricultural users downstream. The discharges were
also contributing to the gross eutrophication of Las Vegas Bay, a
portion of Lake Mead which is an impoundment of the Colorado River. The
eutrophication was being caused by the addition of nutrients causing
excessive growth of algae affecting color and odor of water and leading
to the staining of boat hulls, a decline in recreational use, and a
decrease in aesthetic value.

Hearings were held on January 25, 1972; satisfactory commitments to
abate pollution have been made by all fourteen recipients. Region IX
continues to monitor progress.

Four of the dischargers, (#1) Clark County Sanitation District,
(##2) Las Vegas Valley Water District, (##3) City of Las Vegas, and
(f/4) City of Henderson, are working together to abate pollution.
The Las Vegas Valley Water District, representing the four agencies,
met with EPA on March 1, 1972, and April 21, 1972. By letter in
June 1972, the District provided EPA with a report providing schedules
for the development of treatment and disposal facilities. The
schedule calls for the completion of facilities by September 30, 1975.

(#5) Nevada Power Company has pledged to tie into a regional
wastewater management system on which construction is to begin in the
fall of 1973 and which is to be completed by December 31, 1975. 1In
the event a service agreement cannot be negotiated by October 1973,
the firm has pledged to proceed with the design, construction, and
operation of its own facilities by October 1, 1973, with a completion
date of December 31, 1974,

(#/6) Basic Management, Inc. is responsible for wastes discharged
by seven firms which enter Las Vegas Wash from unlined evaporation
ponds. Those firms constructing their own treatment facilities will
cease discharging to the ponds by December 31, 1974. Plants which are
joining the regional wastewater management system will cease discharging
to the ponds by December 31, 1975,
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By letter of May 26, 1972, (§/7) Kerr-McGee Chemical Company
committed itself to a facilities modification and construction program
leading to decreased water use and to no discharge by December 31, 1974,

By letter of May 31, 1972, (4#8) Stauffer Chemical Company
conditionally committed itself to a program which includes treatment of
wastes discharged by (#/9) Montrose Chemical Corporation. This program
provides for in-plant modifications, treatment, and disposal to lined
evaporative ponds and approved disposal sites. Facilities are to be
completed by December 31, 1974.

(##10) U, S. Lime Division, Flintkote Company, has committed
itself to a facilities modification and construction program leading
to decreased water use and to no discharge by January 31, 1973.

(#/11) Titanium Metals Corporation of America has pledged to tie
into a regional wastewater management system on which construction is
to begin in the fall of 1973 and which is to be completed by
December 31, 1975, 1In the event a service agreement cannot be negotiated
by October 1973, the firm has pledged to proceed with the design,
construction, and operation of its own facilities by October 1, 1973,
with a completion date of December 31, 1974.

Discharges from (§/12) Jones Chemical Company, Inc. have been
permanently abated by evaporation of the effluent stream and disposal
of solid residue at an approved location.

By letter of June 8, 1972, (7/13) State Stove and Manufacturing
Company committed itself to initiate construction of lined evaporation
ponds by June 1, 1973, and complete construction by June 1, 1974,
resulting in no discharge.

Discharges from (#14) Nevada Sand and Gravel Company have been
permanently abated through the use of lined holding evaporation ponds
and disposal of solid residue from the ponds at an approved location.

Holly Sugar Corporation

Holly Sugar Corporation, a sugar beet processing company at
Torrington, Wyoming, was issued a 180-day notice on June 15, 1971,
for discharging inadequately treated wastes to the North Platte
River, an interstate stream, approximately nine miles upstream
from the Wyoming-Nebraska State line. The bacterial pollution
resulting from the sugar beet processing waste violated Federally
approved coliform criteria in Nebraska.

At the informal hearing, held on July 21, 1971, Holly Sugar
agreed to make every effort to install interim systems prior to
the 1971-72 sugar beet campaign, and to complete its permanent
treatment system prior to the 1972-73 campaign.
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The Corporation has complied with all requirements and the
implementation schedule as agreed upon at the hearing.

A closed flume system is installed and Holly Sugar is in
compliance with water quality standards.

Ashland 0il & Refining Company

On June 22, 1971, the Administrator of the Environmental Protection
Agency issued a 180-day notice to Ashland 0Oil and Refining Company at
Ashland, Kentucky, for discharging effluent into the Big Sandy River,
an interstate waterway, in violation of established State and Federal
water quality standards.

The Kentucky water quality standards state that waters must be:

Free from materials attributable to municipal,
industrial or other discharges or agricultural
practices producing color, odor or other con-

ditions in such degree as to create a nuisance.

Free from substances attributable to municipal,
industrial or other discharges or agricultural
practices in concentrations or combinations
which are toxic or harmful to human, animal,
plant, or aquatic life.

Furthermore, the standards of West Virginia, which require that
phenols not exceed .00l mg/l, were also being violated.

The informal hearing was held on August 6, 1971. After negotiation,
an abatement program was developed. The Company's schedule calls for
completion of recommended waste treatment facilities by November 1,

1974, This schedule was submitted as part of Kentucky's amended water
quality standards which were approved by the Administrator on December 23,
1971.

There is still some question about the phenols discharged by the

company. Further limits on the phenol discharge may be set through
the new permit program.
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0il Pollution Cases

(1) United States v. The Refinery Corporation
Criminal Case No. 72-CR-100
U.S. District Court - Colorado

On November 1, 1971, EPA's Denver, Colorado, office was notified

that Refinery Corporation, an oil refinery located at 5800 Brighton
Boulevard, Commerce City, Colorado, had discharged an undetermined
quantity of oil into Sand Creek, a tributary of the South Platte

River., llotification of the discharge was given by a newsman
affiliated with KROW, a Denver radio station. Following an inspection,
EPA officials determined that oil had reached the South Platte River.

At a meeting with EPA officials, Mr. Richard Rankin, plant manager

for the Corporation, admitted that the Company was responsible for

the discharge, and stated further that no notification had been

given to any U. S. Government Agency, despite the fact that Rankin

had previously been notified by the U. S. Attorney of his notification
obligations under Section 1ll(b)(4) of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act.

On March 13, 1972, a criminal information was filed in U. S. District
Court, charging Refinery Corporation with a violation of Section 11
(b)(4). This suit was instituted by the United States Attorney
following a recommendation by EPA.

Defendant filed a plea of Not Guilty, and on April 17, 1972, filed
a Motion to Dismiss the Information., The Motion contended, inter
alia, that the South Platte River was not a navigable stream, and
that the notice requirement of Section 1l(b)(4) was unconstitutionally
vague. At a hearing held before Judge Winner on April 21, 1972,
defendant's motion was summarily denied, and the case set for trial.
Prior to the frial date, defendant amended its plea from Not Guilty
to Nolo Contendere. Defendant's amended plea was accepted by

Judge Winner, and at a hearing held on July 7, 1972, the defendant
was convicted of a violation of Section 11(b)(4) and was fined a
sum of $5000, of which $4000 was suspended, and the defendant was
placed on probation for a period of two years.

(2) United States of America v. Carolina Mills, Inc.

On February 7, 1972, the Environmental Protection Agency
received a report from the North Carolina Air and Water Resources
Commission that oil had entered South Fork Catawba River from an
unknown source -- a mystery spill. John C. White, Enforcement
Director of Region IV, dispatched an attorney to investigate, and
Al Smith, Chief of the Region's Emergency Branch, organized a
containment and clean-up operation. Investigation revealed that
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on February 7, 1972, a fuel oil storage tank overflowed, spilling
approximately 5,000 gallons at Carolina Mills, Inc., Newton,
North Carolina.

The Company failed to report the spill to either the U. S.
Coast Guard or the Environmental Protection Agency, as required
by Section 11(b)(4) of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act.
When confronted with statutory responsibility for clean-up, the
Company did extend full support to the EPA-directed removal effort
which resulted in recovery of almost 50% of the oil spilled. The
textile firm also reimbursed the Oil Pollution Contingency Fund
for exceptional expenses incurred by EPA in spill response.

On September 25, 1972, Carolina Mills offered a plea of
nolo contendere to a criminal charge for failure to report an
oil spill. United States District Court Judge Woodrow W. Jones
rejected the plea and entered a verdict of guilty. The fine was
set at a nominal $500.00 based on the judge's opinion that full
cooperation by the Company was a mitigating circumstance.

(3) U.S. v. Kennebec River Pulp & Paper Company, Inc.
(Madison, Maine)

On March 10, 1972, a fitting fractured on a one and one-half inch pipe
leading from a heat exchanger at the company's facility at Madison, and
300 gallons of Bunker C fuel oil leaked ' out and entered the Kennebec
River, where it was lost in the swift current. A citizen reported the
spill to the United States Attorney in Portland, Maine, on April 19,

The U.S. Attorney in turn asked the EPA regional office in Boston to
investigate. EPA attorney Charles Corkin II ascertained that proper
federal officials had not been notified of the spill by the company,
and located witnesses to the discharge through a local conservation
group and at the Maine Department of Inland Fisheries and Game. Corkin
transmitted his findings to the U.S. Attorney, who presented them to
the federal grand jury. An indictment was returned on June 22, 1972,
on two counts: one under the Refuse Act of 1899 (33 U.S.C. §407) for the
discharge itself, and cne under the oil spill reporting provisions of the
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 81161(b)(4)). The
defendant corporation entered a guilty plea to both counts on September 29,
1972, and was sentenced on October 13 to pay a fine of $500 on the
Refuse Act violation, and $1000 on the failure to notify violation.
Because of the shaky financial position of the company, the $1000 fine
was rehitted.
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WATER POLLUTION ENFORCEMENT CONFERENCES

The 59 enforcement actions taken under the authority first
provided in 1956 are listed below and may be located by number
on the accompanying map. The last eight conferences were convened
after EPA was established, and conferences were also reconvened
under EPA, additional conference sessions held, and progress
evaluation meetings held.

1.

2.

10.

11.

12,

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

23.

Corney Creek Drainage System

Big Blue River

Missouri River-S5t. Joseph, Missouri Area
Missouri River-Omaha, Nebraska Area
Potomac River-Washington Metropolitan Area
Missouri River-Kansas Cities Metropolitan Area
Mississippi River-St. Louis Metropolitan Area
Animas River

Missouri River-Sioux City

Lower Columbia River

Bear River

Colorado River and all Tributaries

North Fork of the Holston River

Raritan Bay

North Platte River

Puget Sound

Mississippi River-Clinton, Iowa Area
Detroit River

Androscoggin River

Escambia River

Coosa River

Pearl River

South Platte River
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24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43,

44,

45.

46.

47,

Menominee River

Lower Connecticut River

Monongahela River

Snake River-Lewiston, Idaho-Clarkston, Washington Area

Upper Mississippi River

Merrimack & Nashua Rivers

Lower Mississippi River

Blackstone and Ten Mile Rivers

Lower Savannah River

Mahoning River

Grand Calumet River, Little Calumet River, Calumet River,
Wolf Lake, Lake Michigan, and Their Tributaries

Lake Erie

Red River of the North

Hudson River

Chattahoochee River and Its Tributaries

Lake Tahoe

Moriches Bay and Eastern Section of Great South Bay and
Their Tributaries

Penobscot River and Upper Penobscot Bay and Their Tributaries

Eastern New Jersey Shore-from Shark River to Cape May

Lake Michigan

Boston Harbor

Lake Champlain

Lake Superior and Its Tributary Basin

Escambia River Basin
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48. Perdido Bay

49. Mobile Bay

50. Biscayne Bay

S51. Navigable Waters of Dade County

52. Long Island Sound

53. Galveston Bay

54. Western South Dakota

55. Pearl Harbor

56. Ohio River and Tributaries-Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania Area
57. Ohio River and Tributaries-Wheeling, West Virginia Area
58. Mount Hope Bay and Tributaries

59. Savannah River, Middle Reach
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Enforcement Conferences

(1) Colorado River and All Tributaries (Colorado-Utah-Arizona-Nevada-
California-New Mexico-Wyoming)

The first session of the conference was initiated at written
requests from the State water pollution control agencies of New Mexico,
Arizona, Colorado, California, Nevada, and Utah. Wyoming concurred.
Seven conference sessions have been held as follows: (Session 1)
January 13, 1960, at Phoenix, Arizona; (Session 2) May 11, 1961, at
Las Vegas, Nevada; (Session 3) May 9-10, 1962, at Salt Lake City, Utah;
(Session 4) May 27-28, 1963, at San Diego, California; (Session 5)

May 26, 1964, at Las Vegas, Nevada; (Session 6) July 26, 1967, at
Denver, Colorado; (Session 7) February 15-17 and April 26-27, 1972,
at Las Vegas, Nevada. It is estimated that 279 industries and 96
municipalities are within the conference area.

The Colorado water quality project was established at the first
session to study water pollution problems of the Colorado Basin so
as to determine specific pollutants and their concentrations, and
methods of securing the best water quality for a multiplicity of uses.
Salinity, radioactive wastes and the control and disposition of
uranium mill tailings piles, and other pollution sources, have been
the focus of the abatement programs developed through the conference.

As a result of the conference sessions, radiocactive pollution
is now well under control. The problem of discharges from uranium
mills into the waters of the basin has largely been corrected, but
the Environmental Protection Agency is still working with the States
to resolve the residual tailings pile problem. At the seventh
conference session in 1972, conferees representing the Environmental
Protection Agency and the seven basin States recommended that a
tailings pile regulation be adopted and implemented by the basin
States no later than July 1, 1973.

The Environmental Protection Agency submitted a report in 1971
on the mineral quality of the Colorado River. The report demonstrates
the present and projected mineral concentrations in the River. The
report has served as the basis for recommendations proposed to enhance
and protect the waters of the conference area.

A salinity control policy has been adopted for the Colorado
River system that has as its objective the maintenance of salinity
concentrations at or below levels presently found in the lower
main stem.

In addition, a salinity control program has been instituted in
the conference area under the direction of the Bureau of Reclamation.
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(2) Chattahoochee River (Georgia-Alabama)

The conference has been held in two sessions on July 14-15, 1966,
and February 17, 1970, at Atlanta, Georgia. Twenty-three municipalities,
12 industries, and two military installations are involved.

At the first session, the conferees agreed that the Chattahoochee
River in the conference area is polluted due to discharges of wastes
from municipalities, industries, and the discharge of oxygen-deficient
waters from impoundments.

Through the first session of the conference a remedial program was
established. The conference deadline for completion of all necessary
facilities was July 1, 1971, for Georgia. (In the case of Atlanta,
Georgia, the conferees subsequent to the second session, extended the
deadline to December 1972.) In Alabama, completion of construction
was scheduled prior to July 1, 1971.

A major source of pollution to the Chattahoochee River is the City
of Atlanta. The Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency,
in one of his first official actions after EPA's establishment, issued
a 180-day notice of water quality standards violation to Atlanta on
December 9, 1970. EPA and the City reached agreement on stringent
abatement requirements and a tight schedule to implement the new
program. Atlanta now has these treatment facilities under construction.
It is possible that Atlanta may miss its final deadline by a few
months, but all in all progress is highly satisfactory.

Compliance for the other conference area waste sources i§
generally good. Some of these sources missed th? final deadline,
however; all sources that missed a final completion date have now
completed facilities or are well under construction. The one
recalcitrant source of pollution (Camp Creek STP) is under a
Georgia court order to complete construction of secon@ary treat-
ment facilities. The EPA regional office in Atlanta 1s continuing
to monitor progress in the area.

(3) Lake Michigan and Its Tributary Basin (Wisconsin-Illinois-
Indiana-Michigan)

The first session of the conference was held-in Chicago, Illinois,
January 31, February 1-2 and 5-7, 1968, and an Executive Session was
held March 7-8 and 12, 1968. The second session was held February 25,
1969. Approximately 166 municipalities and 65 industries are within the
conference area. At these sessions, the conferees agreed on many far-
reaching conclusions and recommendations, some of which were of a
preventive nature to protect the Lake's high water quality from future
degradation. Among the most important recommendations by the conferees
were those calling for 80 percent removal of phosphorus in municipal
effluent and a high level of waste treatment by municipalities and
industries by the end of 1972.

5



The third session met March 31 and April 1, 1970; reconvened in
Executive Session on May 7, 1970; reconvened in workshop sessions on
September 28-30 and October 1-2, 1970; met again in Executive Session
on October 29, 1970; and concluded on March 23-25, 1971, These several
meetings were primarily concerned with the establishment of thermal re-
quirements for the Lake, although the conference also considered pollution
by pesticides, chlorides, phosphates, total dissolved solids, and the
status of compliance with conference abatement schedules for municipal,
industrial, and Federal waste sources. In light of the conference and
workshop discussions of the third session, the conferees reached conclusions
and recommendations. The detailed recommendations for control of waste
heat discharges were agreed to by the Michigan, Indiana, Wisconsin, and
Federal conferees, with the Illinois conferee proposing an alternate
recommendation, Unanimous agreement was reached on recommendations
concerning pesticides, status of compliance, chlorides, and phosphates,

The Environmental Protection Agency and the four Lake Michigan States
met in a fourth conference session in Chicago, September 19, 1972,
The conference addressed itself primarily to the progress being made
in implementing conference recommendations, including requirements for
phosphorus removal, industrial waste control, continuous disinfection, and
the control of combined sewer overflows., (No formal recommendations were
made and no summary will be issued.) Subsequent to the fourth session
of the conference and the enactment of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act Amendments of 1972, a Public Session of the Lake Michigan
States and the Environmental Protection Agency was held November 9,
1972, EPA and the States agreed on recommendations regarding pesticides,
phthalates, phosphorus, chlorides, PCB's, selected trace metals, storm
and combined sewer overflows, taste and odor problems in the Green Bay
area, and status of compliance with previous conference recommendations.

The Public Session also recommended the formation of a toxic substances
committee with representatives from each State, chaired by Dr, Donald Mount
of the Environmental Protection Agency. '

An EPA thermal position paper was accepted at the Public Session.
As a result, two committees were formed: the Thermal Technical Committee,
which will deal with short-term thermal problems, and the Lake Michigan
Cooling Water Studies Panel, which will deal with long-term thermal
problems., Each committee will have a representative from each of the
four States and the Environmental Protection Agency.

EPA's Region 'V Enforcement Division reports that the December 31, 1972,
deadline for meeting phosphorus requirements has been met by a
majority of the dischargers. The few remaining dischargers not presently
in compliance are expected to comply in the near future. Of special
note is the City of Milwaukee, which has built a very efficient
phosphorus removal facility.
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(4) Boston Harbor and its Tributaries (Massachusetts)

The first session of the conference was held on May 20, 1968; at
Boston, under the shellfish provisions of the Federal Act. The
second session was held on April 30, 1969, and the third session
was held on October 27, 1971. Forty-two municipalities, four
Federal installations, and an undetermined number of industries
are involved. At the third session, the Environmental Protection
Agency urged adoption of stronger abatement measures and recommended
installation of secondary treatment facilities for the metropolitan
Boston waste load.

The pollution of Boston Harbor results from the discharge of
untreated or inadequately treated wastes from municipalities,
industries, combined sewer overflows, tributary streams, debris
and refuse, watercraft wastes, and Federal installations, includ-
ing Boston Naval Shipyard, Navy ships berthed in Boston Harbor,
the Coast Guard's Base Boston, and Nike Ajax Site B-36 (Hull).

As a result, these waters are polluted by bacteria, suspended
solids, nutrients, and organic matter causing an oxygen demand.

As a result of the existing or potential pollution of. these
waters, the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, under the cooperative
agreements governing the National Shellfish Sanitation Program,
has restricted specific areas so that all shellfish must be
processed through a depuration plant prior to marketing.

In response to the recommendations of the Enforcement Conference
third session, the Environmental Protection Agency and the
Commonwealth signed an agreement July 19, 1972, whereby the
Commonwealth committed itself to eliminate the sludge discharged
from the Deer and Nut Island waste treatment plants and to provide
a minimum of secondary treatment for all wastes discharged into
the Boston Harbor area within a time period considered reasonable
by EPA's and the Commonwealth's technical people.

Under the agreement, the Commonwealth will complete a compre-
hensive engineering and management study to determine the most
feasible means of achieving a minimum of secondary treatment by
April 1, 1974, engineering design and construction plans and
specifications for the necessary facilities will be completed
by January 1, 1976, facilities to provide a minimum of secondary
treatment for all wastes discharged from the Deer and Nut Island
plants will be completed by May 1, 1979, and all other new or
expanded treatment plants will provide a minimum of secondary
treatment for all discharges from the Metropolitan District
Commission (MDC) plants by December 31, 1980, The Environmental
Protection Agency will have a representative on the technical
advisory committee which will monitor the required work.
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The elimination of sludge will be accomplished en the following
timetable as set forth in the agreement:

l, Engineering firm is to complete a study consider-
ing alternate methods of sludge disposal (namely,
incineration, wet oxidation, and land disposal)
by March 1, 1973.

2., Engineering design plans and specifications for
construction of sludge facilities will be com~
pleted by July 1, 1974,

3. Sludge facilities are to be completed by May 1,
1976.

“The New England River Basins Commission is proceeding in their
development of a water quality management plan for the Boston
Harbor drainage area, in cooperation with the State and
Federal agencies concerned, and hopes to have the plan completed
by the end of 1973,

(5) Lake Superior (Minnesota-Wisconsin-Michigan)

The Lake Superior enforcement conference has met in two sessions.
The first session was held May 13-15, 1969, and was reconvened in
Executive Session on September 30 and October 1, 1969. The second
. session has met four times - April 29-30, 1970; August 12-13, 1970;
January 14-15, 1971; and April 22-23, 1971.

Significant pollution sources to the Lake include the discharge
of treated and untreated municipal and industrial wastes; taconite
tailings discharged directly to the Lake by the Reserve Mining
Company; wastes from watercraft; oil discharges from industrial plants,
commercial ships and careless loading and unloading of cargoes; and
land runoff resulting from poor land management practices.

Approximately 52 municipalities, 34 industries, and 14 Federal
installations are involved.

The first conference session recommended a remedial program.
This was approved and issued by the Secretary of the Interior with
supplemental recommendations for Reserve Mining Company. (Reserve
discharges approximately 67,000 tons of taconite tailings per day
to Lake Superior.)

Following the second session of the conference, held in April
and@ August of 1970, the Administrator-EPA recommended that Reserve
submit its preliminary plans as recommended by the conferees (i.e.,
by December 1, 1970) and submit final plans by July 1, 1971.
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At the January 14-15, 1971, meeting of the second session, Reserve
proposed a disposal system for its wastes. This system involved removal
of the heavier tailings by stripping and thickening and adding a coag-
ulant to the fine tailings so that the fines would settle. The tailings
would then be discharged to a deep gorge in the Lake just offshore from
Reserve Mining's operations. Technical questions were raised about
this method of disposal. The question of land disposal as a preferable
alternate to water disposal was raised. The conferees did not endorse
any disposal method, but established a technical committee to consider
Reserve's plan and land and other water disposal methods. The
Technical Committee was to report to the conferees in 45 days.

The second session reconvened on April 22-23, 1971, and the
conferees considered the report of the Technical Committee. The
conferees recommended that further Federal enforcement measures be
initiated against Reserve Mining Company. On April 28, 1971, the
180-day notice was issued to Reserve by EPA, On January 20, 1972,
this case was referred to the Justice Department for appropriate legal
action. A civil suit was filed on February 17, 1972, under the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act and the Refuse Act. The complaint was
amended to include a count under Federal common law of nuisance. In
addition, EPA issued 180-day notices to three other problem waste

sources affecting Lake Superior. These are the City of Superior,
Wisconsin, Superior Fiber Products at Superior, Wisconsin, and the
City of Hurley, Wisconsin. These three actions have been resolved
satisfactorily. Treatment requirements and time schedules have been
established, and all three sources are well on their way toward
construction of the necessary facilities. Superior Fiber Products
will provide independent treatment facilities and has already done
in-plant work sharply reducing its waste load.

Except for the Reserve Mining problem, which has tremendous
importance and has not yet been resolved, abatement progress in
the conference area is generally satisfactory. Abatement, how-
ever, is not proceeding as quickly as originally anticipated in
the Duluth, Minnesota, area. This is in part due to the recent
Western Lake Superior Sanitary District which will handle the
wastes from Duluth. As the Sanitary District will provide a
better solution to the pollution problems of this area than small
independent facilities at a number of waste sources, the delays
that have been encountered in the establishment of the District
are not considered to be a significant problem at this point.
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(6) Galveston Bay and Its Tributaries (Texas)

The Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency called
the conference under the ''shellfish provisions of the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act.'" The conference was held on June 7-12 and
November 2-3, 1971, at Houston, Texas. There are approximately
141 municipal and domestic waste dischargers and 136 industrial
waste dischargers within the Galveston Bay conference area.

As a result of conference recommendations, effective disinfection
of all waste sources contributing bacteriological pollution to the
Bay system is being pursued by the Texas Water Quality Board (TWQB)
on a case-by-case basis.

TWQB has issued orders calling for the centralization of sewage
treatment plants and the elimination of small facilities. Compliance
is mandated in the orders before December 31, 1974.

A joint waste source survey is being conducted in the Bay area
by EPA and TWQB. This survey commenced during April 1972. Approximately
one-half of the waste effluent flow to the Houston Ship Channel has
now been analyzed.

In accordance with conference Recommendation No. 8, TWQB permits
are being amended to require oil and grease concentrations in waste
effluent to be not greater than 10 ppm.

In accordance with Recommendation No. 10, the organic sludge
problem in the Houston Ship Channel is currently under evaluation.
In addition, EPA and the Corps of Engineers have proposed the con-
struction of a ringed diked spoil area on Atkinson Island. Further
studies of the environmental impact of this proposal have been advised.

An assessment of feasible processes to accomplish color removal
from waste sources has been made by the conference technical committee.
It has been determined that the technology for color removal has not
been sufficiently developed to require color removal processes to be
installed at the present time.

In accordance with Recommendation No. 13, TWQB is conducting an
abatement program to attain a total BOD effluent level of approximately
60,000 pounds per day by December 1973.

Conference data being developed will be used in the permit program
under the Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1972. 1In
particular, the waste source survey now being conducted will be
valuable in determining effluent limitations.
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The following tables show key facts about water enforcement actions

initiated,

or participated in, by EPA since the Agency's

establishment., The categories include:

Table 1.
Table 2,
Table 3.

Table L.
Table 5.
Table 6.
Table 7.
Table 8,

Table 9.
Table 10,

Refuse Act Civil Actions Referred to Justice

Refuse Act Criminal Actions Referred to Justice

Refuse Act Cases Referred to Justice for Non-
filing of Application for Permit under
Section 13 of 1899 Act

Abatement Letters of Commitment

Refuse Act Civil Actions Initiated by Justice—
Assistance of EPA

Refuse Act Criminal Actions Initiated by
Justice—Assistance of EPA

FWPCA Section 10(g) Civil Actions Referred
to Justice

180-Day Notices — FWPCA Section 10(c)(5)

Section 11 Provision of the FWPCA Actions

Enforcement Conference Actions
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211
219



Name and
Location
of Company

REFUSE ACT CIVIL ACTIONS REFERRED TO JUSTICE

Receiving
Water

Table 1

Pollution Problem

Date
Referred

Results or
Status

Alabama By-Products
Tarrant, Alabama

Five Mile Creek

Coke waste

6/2/71

Latest draft of EPA's pro-
posed consent decree sent
to company's counsel on
12/8/72. Next meeting
with company scheduled for
late December or early
January 1973.Case filed
6/18/71.

Alaska Lumber & Pulp
Sitka, Alaska

Silver Bay at
Sawmill Cove
(coastal waters)

Sulfite pulp mill
discharges SWL and
settleable solids,
resulting in toxic
concentrations of

SWL, depressed DO
levels, and sludge
deposits. No pri-
mary or secondary
treatment is provided.

5/17/71

Issued state permit,5/17/
Administrator Ruckelshaus
asked Dept, of Justice to
institute criminal proceed.
ings under Refuse Act,
Justice requested change
to civil action; Head-
quarters concurred, U.S.
Atty declined to file
complaint due to language
in Alaska WQS stating
""compliance necessary by
1972" was permissive and
grounds for injunctive
action were weak.

American Can Co,
Rothschild, Wisconsin

Wisconsin River

Discharge of pulp and
paper mill wastes
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9/29/72

EPA referred case for
civil suit but suit not

filed prior to passage_of
FWPCA Kmendments of 1972,



Mame and

Location Receiving Date Results or
of Company Water Pollution Problem Referred Status
American Cyanamid Co. City of Marietta Discharge of industrial EPA referred case for
Marietta, Ohio STP waste to city STP 9/25/72 civil suit but suit not
filed prior to passage of
FWPCA Amendments of 1972.
American Cyanamid Savannah River Acid 6/16/72 Under review by U. S.
Savannah, Georgia Attorney. U. S. Attorney
negotiating with company
concerning treatment
methods .
Amstar Delaware River Excessive BOD loadings 9/30/72 Pending-
Philadelphia, Penn-
sylvania
Anaheim Citrus Products Colorado River Citrus wastes 5/18/72 U. S. Attorney declined
Co. to prosecute consent
Yuma, Arizona decree in negotiation,
Armco Steel Houston Ship Cyanide, phenols, 11/70 (xef. Periodic survey for
Houston, Texas Channel ammonia, sulfides from Hgs.) compliance with Court
Order of 11/4/71,
completed 7/72.
Bayonne Industries Kill van Kull 0il 12/8/71 Case not yet filed.

Bayonne, N. J.
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Name and
location
of Company

Receiving
Water

Pollution Problem

Date
Referred

Results or
Status

Sam Beacham
Kitty Hawk, North
Carolina

Currituck Sound

Dredge & £fill refuse

8/7/72

Case filed 8/25/72
Ninety-day injunction
issued 9/1/72, extended
to 2/5/73.

Beaunit Corp. Watauga River Textile wastes 9/18/72 Under review by U. S.
Elizabethton, Attorney,

Tennessee

Bemberg, Inc. Watauga River Textile wastes 9/18/72 Under review by U.S.

Elizabethton,
Tennessee

Attorney.

Big Blue River Trash

Dump, Kansas City, Missouri

2/9/72

Not filed.

Californiag Marine
Packing Co. (Div of

Westgate-California
Foods, Inc,)
Los Angeles, California

Outer Los Angeles
Harbor

Fish ocessing wastes
whichPIower ox gen 1in '

water and have resulted
in fish kills

6/9/72

Attorney declined

U. S,
to prosecute,

Carnation Milk
Mt., Vernon,
Missouri

Williams Creek

Milk processing waste

2/4/72

Company refused to enter
into consent decree
5/25/72. U.S. Attorney
declined to prosecution
6/26/72.

Caruthersville, Missouri Mississippi Land fill 2/15/72 Not filed.
River
Casino Pier, Inc. Lake of the Ozarks Fuel oil 11/2/72 Pending.

Lake Ozark, Missouri
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Name and

Location Receiving Date Results or
of Company Waterxr Pollution Problem Referred Status
Central Railroad of Raritan River, 0il 11/15/71 Action filed 12/20/71.
N.J., Raritan, New Gaston Avenue
Jersey Brook
Central States Paper
and Bag, Palatka,Florida St. Johns River Paper wastes 12/71 Filed 1/72 - dropped 11/72,
Chase Bag Company Chagrin River Discharge of BOD, 4/21/71 Civil suit filed 5/17/71,
Chagrin Falls, Ohio SS, and dyes Consent decree 10/6/72-
established effluent
limitations to be met
effective 10/6/72.
Chicago & Eastern Little Calumet Discharge of oil 6/27/72 EPA referred criminal case

Illinois Railroad
Dolton,

River
Illinois

to U.S. Attorney. Motion for
preliminary injunction filed
6/29/72. Permanent injunc-
tion entered 10/30/72.

Clow Corp., Tarrant,

File Mile Creek

Alabama

Alk, pH, phenol,oil,
grease

6/2/71

Dropped.

Consolidated Papers, Inc. Wisconsin River Discharge of pulp and 9/27/72 EPA referred case for civil
l. Biron Division paper mill wastes suit but suit not filed
2, Kraft Division prior to passage of FWPCA
3. Stevens Point Division Amendments of 1972,
4, Wisconsin Rapids Div.
5. Wisconsin Plant
Crown-Zellerback, St. Mississippi River Taste & odor compounds 8/28/72 No action to date, requested

Francisville,

Louisiana
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Name and
Location
of Company

Receiving
Water

Pollution Problem

Date

Referred‘

Results or
Status

Custom Canners
Atlanta, Georgia

Peachtree Creek

Cannery wastes

6/1/72

Case filed 6/9/72.
Consent Decree 8/25/72.

Denver & Rio Grande South Platte River Discharge of refuse 10/17/71 Stipulation agreement.
Western Railroaed Co.,
Burnham Yards, Denver,
Colorado
Diamond Shamrock Tennessee River Mercury 7/70 Stipulation 10/26/70,
Muscle Shoals, Defendant agrees to
Alabama minimize mercury in
discharge. Monitoring
continues to date.
Borough of Edgewater Hudson River Refuse & scrap 11/24/71 Prosecution declined.
Edgewater, New Jersey material
El Dorado Terminals Kill van Kull 0Oil 10/13/71 Case not filed. Company
Corp., Bayonne, ceased discharge.
New Jersey
Florida Power & Light Biscayne Bay Heated effluent 3/70 Consent decree 9/10/71.
Co., Dade County, Defendant agreed to
Florida cooling reservoir, Court
maintains jurisdiction.
FMC Baltimore Harbor BOD, oil & grease 7/21/72 Pending,

Baltimore, Maryland

& phenol
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Name and

Location Receiving Date Results or
of Company Water Pollution Problem Referred Status
FMC Delaware River Acid discharge 9/30/72 Pending.

Marcus Hook,

Pennsylvania

Gambel Island Feeders,
Inc., Payette Co.,
Idaho

Snake River

Cattle waste discharged 9/1/72
from feedlot directly

to navigable water,

creating substantial

human health problem,

Consent Decree entered
9/12/72 provided for
complete abatement from
operation by 8/31/73,
Company is ''‘phasing out'
its operation. Field
inspections scheduled for
3-73 and 9/1/73.

General American Trans- Arthur Kill 0il, mineral spirits 8/18/72 Information zxiled
portation Corp. 10/27/72.
Carteret, New Jersey
Nick George West River Building materials 6/18/71 Filed 6/18/71 Court order
| Brattleboro, Vermont discharged issued to remove building
l materials from river.
Georgia-Pacific Corp., Whatcom Creek Discharging without 7/29/70 Suit filed 7/29/70.

Bellingham, Washington

Waterway--
Bellingham Bay,
also affects
Samish Bay and
Anacortes area
waters

permit, Chlor-

alkali plant discharg-

ing mercury to water
environment causingmercury
deposits and floating mercury
solids, potential for serious
human health problems.
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Company required to reduce
discharges to less than |
8 oz. per day; also submit
monthly reports. Meetings
ongoing at present to
reach agreement on terms
of any permit we may
issue.



Name and

Location Receiving Date Results or

of Company Water Pollution Problem Referred Status

Georgia Pacific, Mississippi Taste & odor compounds 9/13/72 U. S. Atty reluctant to

Port Hudson, River prosecute, negotiations

Louisiana continuing. Requested

U, S. Atty to return our
files.

Georgia Pacific Corp., Wisconsin River Discharge of pulp and 9/29/72 EPA referred case for
Tomahawk Tissue Div. paper mill wastes civil suit but suit not
Tomahawk, Wisconsin filed prior to passage

of FWPCA Amendments of
1972.

Georgia Pacific Co., St. Croix River Logging and paper wastes 11/29/71 Filed 1/5/72 Case in
Woodland, Maine discovery stage.

Getty 0il Co. Delaware River 0il and grease, 9/30/72 Pending.

Delaware City, lead and phenols
Delaware

A. Gross & Company, Newark Bay Solids, oils, grease 12/6/71 1/11/72 filed, pending.
Newark, New Jersey

Growers Citrus Colorado River Citrus wastes 5/18/72 U. S. Attorney declined

Products Co.,
Yuma, Arizona

to prosecute,

Giowers Co-op,
Westfield, New York

Chatauqua Creek

Color solids

5/6/71

Filed on 8/9/71. Consent
decree 11/9/71.



Name and
Location
of Company

Receiving
Water

Date

Pollution Problem Referred

Results or
Status

Hamakua Sugar Mill Co.
(owned by Theo. H.
Davies and Co.)
Island of Hawaii

Pacific Ocean

Cane trash (leaves, 9/3/71
roots, & cane tops),

bagasse (crushed re-

mains of cane stalks),

& sediment

Filed 10/17/72. Consent
decree being sought.

Honokoa Sugar Co.
(owned by Theo H.
Davies & Co.)
Island of Hawaii

Pacific Ocean

9/3/71

Cane trash, bagasse,
¢ sediment

Filed 10/17/72. Consent
decree being sought.

Hooker Chemical Corp.,
Industrial Chemicals
Div., Niagara Falls,
New York

Niagara River

Case not yet filed.

Hoover Ball Bearing
Beatrice, Nebraska

Big Blue River

Consent order filed
10/4/72, $2,500 bond.
Inplant modifications and
city connection included.

Houston Lighting &
Power Co,, Houston,
Texas

Cedar Bayou-
Houston Ship
Channel

3/28/72 (civil suit filed)
HLEP currently evaluating
settlement proposed by RA.
Trial currently scheduled
for 2/19/73. Filed by U.S.
Attorney.

Hutchinson Sugar Co.,
Hawaii

Chlorine, mercury 3/10/72
Acid wastes 3/30/72
Thermal & transfer of

dirty water to clean

area

Sugar mill wastes 3/17/72
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Pending.
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Pollution Problem

Date
Referred

Results or
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International Industries

Sayreville, New Jersey

Raritan River

0il

2/4/72

Case not yet filed.

Islip, New York Long Island Domestic and  industrial 4/20/72
wastes

Iron-Oxide Corp., Arthur Kill Lime filter cake 10/21/71 Case filed 1/7/72. Pleaded

Elizabeth, New Jersey guilty to one criminal
count 6/13/72.

ITT-Rayonier, Port Puget Sound Sulphite waste,liquor 1/31/70 Case filed 3/30/71 and

Angeles, Washington stipulation entered.

Jones & Laughlin Steel Cuyahoga River Discharge of cyanides, 12/17/70 Civil suit filed 12/18/70.

Corp., Cleveland, Ohio phenols, etc. Consent decree 12/16/71
calls for recycling by 11/74
and blowdown to go to city
STP.

Jellico Industries, Holbert Creek Acid and salt 5/72

Tennessee

Kaiser Aluminum & Mississippi River Spent bauxite, COD 10/13/72 Consent decree signed and

Chemical, Baton Rouge chromium, other toxic filed in District Court

& Gramercy, Louisiana metals Filed by U.S. Atty. First
cost $4,000,000. Red mud
out by 7/74-Gramercy; 7/75-
Baton Rouge.

Kaiser Refactories Moss Landing Harbor Particulate magnesium 4/17/72 Co. awarded facility con-

Moss Landing, California

hydroxide & calcium
carbonate
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struction contract 7/20/72;
8/21/72, it was decided to
forego pros. in light of
contract award.
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K & W 0il Corp,, Casper,
Wyoming

North Platte River

Discharge of oil

7/2/72

Consent decree being
negotiated by U. S.
Attorney and defendant's
attorney. Case filed 10/72

Kitchen-Quip, Inc.
Waterloo, Indiana

Cedar Creek

Discharge of chromium,
nickel and oil

5/5/71

Case filed and consent
decree entered M\N/24/72.
Company to meet effluent
limits by 10/18/73,

Koppers Co., Inc.
Birmingham, Alabama

Tributary to
Opossum Creek

Coke waste

6/2/71

EPA unable to negotiate
with company. U, S. Atty.
is preparing interroga-
tories in this case.

Case filed 6/22/72.

Koppers Co,, Follansbee,
West Virginia

Ohio River

Phenols, cyanide 2/17/71

Case filed and consent
decree filed.

Laupahoehoe Sugar Co.
Island of Hawaii

Pacific Ocean

Cane trash, bagasse,
and sediment

9/3/71

Filed 10/17/72. Consent
decree being sought.

Marcal Paper Company
South Hadley, Mass-
achusetts

Stoney Brook
(Connecticut
River)

6/14/72-Complaint filed.
Consent decree filed
8/23/72 .Effluent limita-
tions to be met by 10/1/72.

Marietta, City of
Ohio

Ohio River

Dyes, cellulose fibers, 6/9/72
suspended solids, wastes
Discharge of BOD and 9/25/72

chlorine

EPA referred case for
civil suit but suit not
filed prior to passage
of FWPCA Amendments of
1972,



Name and

Location Receiving Date Results or

of Company Water Pollution Problem Referred Status

Marjorie White Big Blue Big Blue River Trash on river bank 2/9/72 U. S. Attorney declined
River Trash Dump, prosecution 6/20/72.
Kansas City, Missouri

Mauna Kea Sugar Co., Pacific Ocean Cane trash, bagasse, 9/3/71 Filed 10/17/72. Consent
North Plant (owned by & sediment decree being sought.
Hilo Coast Processing
Co.) Island of Hawaii

Mauna Kea Sugar Co., Pacific Ocean Cane trash, bagasse, 9/3/71 Filed 10/17/72. Consent

South Plant (owned by
Hilo Coast Processing
Co.) Island of Hawaii

& sediment

decree being sought,

McWane Cast Iron Co.
Birmingham, Alabama

Tributary to
Village Creek

Iron waste

6/2/71

Case filed 6/16/71.
Progress with company is
proceeding slowly.
Another meeting scheduled
around the Alabama By-
Products meeting, since
same attorneys involved.

Mosinee Paper Corporation Wisconsin River

Mosinee, Wisconsin

Discharge of pulp
and paper mill
wastes
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10/4/72

EPA referred case for
civil suit but suit not
filed prior to passage
of FWPCA Amendments of
1972.
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Mountaineer Coal Co.,
Fairmont, West Virginia

Monongahela River

Acid mine drainage

7/7]72

Hearings are in progress
now and requesting a
dismissal motion. Case
filed 7/21/72.

Nashville Bridge Co.,
Bessemer, Alabama

Tributary to Village
Creek

Iron wastes

6/2/71

Case filed 6/22/71 EPA
proposed ''Stipulation for
Dismissal'' sent to company
on 12/13/72. No response
from company as yet.

National Farmers Org.
Omaha, Nebraska

Missouri River

8/17/71

Not filed.

National Molasses
Omaha, Nebraska

Missouri River

8/3/72

Case filed 8/10/72.

National Sugar Delaware River Excessive BOD 9/30 Pending.
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 1>adings
National Steel Ohio River Cyanide 4/21/71 Cased Filed. Consent
Weirton, West Virginia Decree being negotiated.
Nekoosa-Edwards Paper Co., Wisconsin River Discharge of pulp &
l. Nekoosa Division paper mill wastes 9/29/72 EPA referred case for
2. Port Edwards Division civil suit but suit not
3. Whiting-Plover Div. filed prior to passage of
FWPCA Amendments of 1972,
Nick George West River Building materials 6/18/71 Filed 6/18/71. Court
Brattleboro, Vermont order to remove.
0Olin Corporation Savannah River Mercury 7/70 Stipulation 10/12/70
Augusta, Georgia setting out schedule for
future reductions of
mercury. Monitoring
continues to date.
Osawatomie City Dump Marais Des Cygnes Trash washed into 2/28/72 City closed dump 6/1/72.

Kansas City, Kansas

River

River
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New landfill opened.
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Owen Fulford
Harkers Island, North
Carolina

Core Sound

Dredge & £fill refuse

8/7/72

Case filed 8/25/72.
Defendant restrained -
pending.

Cased filed 9/6/72.

Ozark-Mahoning Co., Pinkhaa Creek, Intermittent discharges 8/72 Consent decree being
Mine & Milling tributary of the with high solids concen- negotiated by the U.S.
Cowdrey, Colorado North Platte River trations Attorney.

Paauhau Sugar Co., Pacific Ocean Cane trash, bagasse,

(owned by C. Brewer and sediment 9/3/71 Filed 10/17/72. Consent

Co,) Island of Hawaii

decree being sought.

Pan-Pacific Fisheries,
Inc., Los Angeles,
California

Outer Los Angeles
Harbor

Fish processing wastes,
which lower oxygen in
water & have resulted
in fish kills

6/9/72

U. S. Attorney declined
to prosecute,

Peabody Coal Company
Evansville, Indiana

North Coal Creek
to Wabash River

Discharge of coal fines
and yellow boy

10/12/72

Civil suit filed 10/18/72.
Pending.

Pennwalt Corporation
Calver City, Kentucky

Lower Tennessee
River

Mercury
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7/27/70

Stipulation 10/23/70.
Defendant agrees to
minimize mercury in
discharge. Monitoring
continues to date,



Name and

Location Receiving Date Results or
of Company Water Pollution Problem Referred Status
Pepeekeo Sugar Co., Pacific Ocean Cane trash, bagasse, 9/3/71 Filed 10/17/72. Consent
North Plant (owned & sediment decree being sought.

by Hilo Coast

Processing Co.)

Island of Hawaii

Pepeekeo Sugar Co., Pacific Ocean Cane trash, bagasse, 9/3/71 Filed 10/17/72. Consent
South Plant (owned & sediment decree being sought.

by Hilo Coast

Processing Co.)

Island of Hawaii

Phelps-Dodge Newton Creek Cu, Zn, acidic 12/22/71 Pending.

Maspeth, New York

Phillips Boatyard
& Lawrence Owens
Wanchese, N. C.

Croatan Sound

Dredge & fill refuse

8/7/72

Case filed 8/25/72.
Defendant restrained-
pending.

Polychlorinated
Biphenyls (PCB's)

L.A, Co.,Sanitary
sewer system,
tributary Santa
Monica Bay

PCB's
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3/6/72

EPA recommended ''approp.
action' 3/6/72. Special
grand jury invest. begun
5/3/72; Monsanto Chemical
Co. subpoenaed to reveal
sales data it refused to
release on buyers in L.A.
area (believed to be
dischargers). Grand Jury
disbanded w/o returning
indictments,



Name and

Location Receiving Date Results or
of Company Water Pollution Problem Referred Status
Powell & Minnock Brick Hudson River Oil 2/4/72 Information filed 2/25/72.
Works (Subsidiary of Fined $500 on 3/20/72.

General Dynamics)
Coeymans, New York

Reserve Mining Lake Superior Solids 1/20/72
Silver Bay, Mipnesotao

Civil suit filed 7/19/71.
Rohm & Haas Houston Ship BOD, COD, ammonia, 5/4/71 Trial held 11/13/72-—

Houston, Texas Channel cyanide, nickel awaiting judgement., Filed
by U. S. Attorney.

Schenectady €henicals, Mohawk River 0il 12/11/72 Case not yet filed.
Inc., Schenectady, New York

sénéég Foods Lake Erie Solids 5/6/71 Case filed on 8/9/71.

Westfield, New York BOD, color Sold to Welch Foods.
Sobin Chlor Alkali, Inc. Penobscot River Mercury 8/5/70 8/5/70 Complaint filed.
Orrington, Maine 5/11/72 Consent decree

requiring immediate
limitation of mercury
and salts discharged
and monitoring.

Southwest City, Cave Springs Poultry waste 6/12/72 Pending.
Missouri Branch interstate stream

St. Regis Paper Co.,
Atlanta, Georgia Peachtree Creek Paper wastes 6/1/72 Case filed 6/9/72.
Consent decree 7/27/72,
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Location Receiving Date Results or
of Company Water Pollution Problem Referred Status
St. Regis Paper Co., Wisconsin River Discharge of pulp and 10/4/72 EPA referred case for

Rhinelander, Wisconsin

pPaper wastes

civil suit but suit not
filed prior to passage
of FWPCA Amendments of
1972,

Star-Kist Foods, Inc.
(Subsid. of H.J. Heinz
Co.), Plants {1 & {4
Los Angeles, California

Outer Los Angeles
Harbor

Fish processing wastes,
which lower oxygen in
water & have resulted
in fish kills

6/9/72

U.S. Attorney declined
to prosecute. ACL.

Sullivan's Island Intracoastal Trash, solid 6/14/72 Under review by U. S.
South Carolina Waterway waste Attorney. EPA Enforcement
to meet with U. S. Atty.
1/73.
Toms River Chemical Corp. Atlantic Ocean Industrial wastes 7/13/72 Case filed 7/13/72,

Toms River, New Jersey

U. S. Pipe & Foundry
Birmingham, Alabama

Five-Mile Creek

Steel waste

6/2/71

Case filed 6/16/71.

The last version of EPA's
consent decree was sent
to company on 12/14/72.
Company has indicated

to U. S. Attorney they
will sign.

U. S. Steel
Fairfield, Alabama

Opossum Creek

Steel waste
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6/2/71

Case filed 6/14/71.
Consent decree was signed
and filed in Clerk's
Office on 10/19/72.
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U. S. Steel Corporation Lake Michigan Discharge of heavy 10/3/72 Civil suit filed
Waukegan Works metals, iron, SS and 10/6/72.

Waukegan, Illinois phenol
Universal Container Stoney Creek 0il and grease 2/1 Pending,

Marcus Hook, Pennsylvania

Van Camp Seafoods Co.,
(Div. of Ralston Purina
Co.) Los Angeles,
California

Outer Los Angeles
Harbor

Fish processing wastes, 6/9/72
which lower oxygen in
water & have resulted

in fish kills

U. S. Attorney declined
to prosecute ACL.

Welch Foods,
Westfield, New York

Chatauqua Creek

Bad color solids

5/6/71

Case filed 8/9/71.
Consent Ord. 11/9/71.

Weyerhaeuser Co.,
Longview, Washington

Columbia River

Discharging without
permit. Chlor-alkali
plant discharging

mercury to water environ-
ment causing mercury
deposits and floating
mercury solids, potential
for serious human health
problem.

7/29/70
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Complaint filed 7/29/70
charging violation of
Refuse Act. Stipulation
entered 10/15/70 re-
quiring defendant to
reduce mercury discharges
to below 8 oz. per day
per chlor-alkali facility.
Company complied. Region
awaiting guideline to
govern further reduction
of discharges.
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Wheeling-Pittsburgh Ohio River 0il, cyanide 4/21/71 Case filed on 5/17/71
Steel Corp. and pending.
Steubenville, Ohio

Wheeling-Pittsburgh Ohio River Phenols 5/7/71 Case filed 5/17/71.
Steel Corp. Pending,
Follansbee, West Virginia

Wheeling-Pittsburgh Monongahela River Phenols, cyanides, SS. 5/7/71 Case filed 5/17/71.
Steel Corp. Pending,
Monessen, Pennsylvania

Whittaker Corp. & Mississippi River Textile wastes 7/6/72 EPA and U. S. Attorney

City of Memphis
Memphis, Tennessee

have had five meetings
with company and city.
Consent decree in final
negotiation stages.
Answer due from company
Case filed 8/18/72.

Yankton, City of Missouri River

South Dakota

Dumping municipal
solid waste

67

U. S. Attorney reviewing
case.



REFUSE ACT CRIMINAL ACTIONS REFERRED TO JUSTICE

Table 2
Name & Location Pollution Date
of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results or Status
A & M General Corp. Bowman Creek to 0il spill 8/14/72 U.S. Attorney declined
South Bend, Indiana St. Joseph River prosecution 11/1/72.
Alaska Lumber & Pulp Silver Bay Fish kill 5/17/71 Not filed.
Sitka, Alaska
Allied Chemical Corp. South Platte Sulfuric 4/13/72 Company pleaded nolo
Denver, Colorado River acid spill contendere; was con-
victed and fined $1,500
on 8/11/72.
Allied Chemical Corp. Castro Creek, trib. Sulfuric 4/13/72 Poorly operating ''neu-
Richmond, California to San Francisco acid wastes tralization system;"
Bay abatement commitment ltr

7/27/72; new equip. in-
stalled; EPA & U.S.
Attorney decided to forego
prosecution 8/21/72.
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Pollution Date

Name & Location Receiving Water Problen Referred Results or Status

of Discharger

Allied Chemical Co. Rouge River Tar spill 3/10/72 U.S. Attorney declined
Semet-Solvay Division prosecution 4/5/72.
Detroit, Michigan

Alton Box Board Wabash River Fish kill 10/16/72 Under review in U.S.
Company Attorney's office.
Lafayette, Indiana

Amalgamated Sugar Co. Rock Creek-- No waste dis- 4/20/72 Alleged accidental spill

Twin Falls, Idaho

tributary of
Snake River

charge permit.
Impoundment dike
ruptured allow-
ing 60 acre/ft.

of refuse to enter
small stream con-
necting with
navigable water.

in Nov. 1971. Referred to
U.S. Attorney, Boise.

Based on subsequent field
survey by EPA, Denver, Colo.
and company's corrective
action; prosecution de-
clined.

American 0Oil Co.
Whiting, Indiana

Lake Michigan

Oil spill 10/15/71

U.S. Attorney declined
prosecution 1/20/72.

American Petrofina Co.
Natchez, Mississippi

Mississippi River

0il and salt
water

6/6/72

Under review by U.S.
Attorney.

American Shipbuilding
Company
Lorain, Ohio

Black River

Blasting sand 12/15/71

Case filed 3/9/72;
fined $500 3/23/72.
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American Smelting Baltimore Harbor Arsenic, 4/27/72 58-count indictment on

and Refining copper, iron, July 11 and consent

Baltimore, Maryland zinc decree in State of Mary-
land.

American Sugar Baltimore Harbor Sugar 4/27/72

Refining Co.,
Baltimore, Maryland

Amstar Baltimore Harbor Sugar 4/27/72 Dropped by U.S. Attorney.
Baltimore, Maryland liquors

Allied Chemical Baltimore Harbor Chromium 4/27/72 50=-count indictment on
Baltimore, Maryland July 12, 1972,

Ashland 0il, Inc, Ohio River 0il spill 10/25/72 Case filed 10/17/72.
Evansville, Indiana (On basis of telephone

information received
before receipt of letter.)

Atchison County Rock Creek to Ammonia 9/14/71 Declined 1/28/72.
Cooperative Missouri River spill Navigability problem,
Rockport, Missouri

Atlantic Wire Co. Branford River Sulfuric 10/27/72 Information filed with

Branford, Connecticut acid spill U.S. Attorney 1/11/72.
Pleaded not guilty
11/27/72.




Name & Location Pollution Date
of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results or Status

Automotive Disposal Trout River Shredded metal 8/25/72 Case filed 9/11/72.

Corporation Awaiting trial.

Jacksonville, Florida

J. Burton Ayres, Lake St. Clair Garbage spill 2/23/72 Under review by U.S.

Freighter Attorney's office,

B & O Railroad Monongahela 0il spill 9/29/72 Case filed.

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania River

B & O Railroad Jacobs Creek to 0il spill 5/5/71 Case filed 7/30/71.

Willard, Ohio Huron River Pleaded nolo contendere
and fined $1,000 9/3/71.

Barrows Coal Co., Inc. Connecticut River 0Oil spill 1/12/72 Refuse Act charges

and Henry Merrill dismissed but pleaded

Brattleboro, Vermont guilty to sec. 11
failure to notify.

Basic Construction Scioto River Truck flush- 6/28/72 Pleaded not guilty

Materials ing of concrete 7/21/72. Judge ruled

Circleville, Ohio Scioto not navigable
and dismissed case
10/12/72.

J. E. Bauer Co. Patoka River Oil spill 12/6/71 Case filed 1/5/72. Fined

Patoka, Indiana
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$500 4/28/72.
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Bay Cities Pacific Ocean Rock and 7/29/72 U.S. Attorney declined to
Excavation Co. sediment prosecute.

Montara, California

Bayonne Industries Kill van Kull 0Oil spill 12/8/71 Case not yet filed.
Bayonne, New Jersey

Bona Allen, Inc. Black Branch-- Tannery waste 6/21/71 Case filed 9/2/71. Motion
Buford, Georgia tributary of granted to delay hearing
Suwanee Creek pending outcome of appeal

of another case relating
to navigability of this
stretch of the river on

6/7/72.
Buckeye Pipeline Co. Tippecanoe River 0il spill 3/29/72 Case filed 5/16/72.
Rochester, Indiana Pleaded guilty and fined

$1,500 9/1/72.

Buckeye Pipeline Co. Tippecanoe River 0il spill 6/1/72 Case filed 6/19/72.
Rochester, Indiana Fined $1,500 9/1/72.

Bulk Terminals Co,. Lake Calumet Dark liquid 9/1/71 U.S. Attorney declined
Chicago, Illinois prosecution 4/72.

Burks & Co., Inc. South Platte River 0Oil discharge 10/16/72 Defendant pleaded nolo
Denver, Colorado to river contendere; was convicted

and fined $2,500 on 11/17/72;
$2,250 suspended.

F. R. Buss & Co. Embarras River Dairy 5/31/72 Indictment 6/72. Fined
Caroline, Wisconsin wastes $1,500 9/72.
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Butler Aviation Airport Canal to 0Oil spill 5/19/72 U.S. Attorney declined
Miami, Florida Tamiami Canal to prosecute,
Carolina Mills 0il spill 3/15/72
Newton, North Carolina
Century Road 0Oiling Thru city sewer 0Oil spill 6/9/72 Under review by U.S.
Co., Flat Rock, Michigan to Huron River Attorney'!s office.
Champlin Oil Refinery Skeleton Creek Fish kill 5/5/71
Enid, Oklahoma
ChemeHaulers, Inc. Pickwick Chemical 3/29/72 Under review by U.S.
Sheffield, Alabama Reservoir wastes Attorney.
Chemical Applications, Atlantic Ocean 0il spill-- 11/72 Information filed with

Inc., Beverly,
Massachusetts

#2 & ##5 fuel oil

U.S. Attorney 12/8/72.

Chicago & Eastern
Illinois Railroad
Dolton, Illinois

Little Calumet
River

Case filed 6/28/72.
Pleaded gquilty and fined
$3,000 10/30/72.

Chicago & North Western
Railway Co.
Minneapolis, Minnesota

Bassetts Creek to
Mississippi River

Under review by U.S.
Attorney.

Chicago, Rock Island &
Pacific Railroad
Kansas City, Kansas

Kansas River

0il spill 6/27/72
Fuel oil 6/28/72
0il spill-- 11/9/71

33 uU.S.C.
sec, 407 & sec., 1l

Information filed
4/12/72. Case prepared
for trial 1/73.

Cities Service
Ft. Meade, Florida

Peace River

Phosphate 2/9/72
wastes

Case filed 5/5/72. Con-
tinued, pending comple-
tion of several State
civil action,
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City-Wide Asphalt, Inc. Mill Creek 0il spill-- 4/17/72 Indicted by Grand Jury on
Independence, Missouri Missouri River 33 U.S.C. sec, 407 5/10/72. Pleaded guilty
& sec. 1161(b)(4) 6/1/72. Fined $500
9/7/72--Probation.
Collier Development Corp. Tributary to Garbage spill 7/26/72 Under review by U.S.
Naples, Florida Cocohatchee River Attorney.
Colonial Pipeline Neches River 0il spill 12/71 No action to date.
Beaumont, Texas
Colt Industries Allegheny River 0il spill 9/27/72 Filed.
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania
Crown Central Petrol Co. 0il 2/29/72 Under review.
Houston, Texas
Crystal Tissue Co. Great Miami Red paper dye 4/20/71 Case filed 8/3/71.
Middletown, Ohio River Pleaded nolo contendere
and fined in 1971.
Darling & Company Cuyahoga River Tallow spill 4/12/72 Case filed 5/8/72. U.s.
Cleveland, Ohio Attorney dropped suit
5/1/72 as Coast Guard
fined company $500.
Dehaven Soil Service Wabash River Spill and 9/21/72 Under review by U.S.
Walton, Illinois fish kill Attorney.

Del 0il and Gas Corp.
Natchez, Mississippi

Mississippi
River

Salt water

6/6/72

Under review by U.S.
Attorney.

h



Name & Location
of Discharger

Receiving Water

Pollution
Problem

Date
Referred

Results or Status

Diamond Shamrock
Chemical Co.
Painesville, Ohio

Grand River

0il spill

12/7/71

U.S. Attorney declined
prosecution 5/72.

Donovan Construction Co.

St. Cloud, Minnesota

Lake Superior

Air emission re-
sulting in water
pollution

1/11/72

U.S. Attorney declined
prosecution 4/11/72.

Duval Sulphur
Galveston, Texas

Galveston
Harbor

Sulphur spill

Y/2/72

No action to date.

Eastern Airlines
Miami, Florida

Drainage canal
to Miami River

0il and nretals

3/29/72

U.S. Attorney declined
to prosecute.

Borough of Edgewater
Edgewater, New Jersey

Hudson River

Refuse and scrap
material

11/24/71

Prosecution declined.

Harold Epps
d/b/a Hero-Hilso
Enterprises
Branson, Missouri

Fall Creek
Lake Taneycomo
White River

0il spill

12/15/72

Pending.

Farmland Foods, Inc.
Garden City, Kansas

Arkansas River

Fish kill

6/14/72

Declined 11/16/72,
Navigability problem,

Farm Stores, Inc.
Miami, Florida

58th Street
Canal

BOD & solids

5/19/72

U.S. Attorney declined
to prosecute.
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Name & Location
of Discharger

Receiving Water

Pollution
Problem

Date
Referred

Results or Status

MC
Baltimore, Maryland

Baltimore Harbor

BOD, oil, grease
and phenol

2/1/72

9-count indictment,

General American Trans-
portation Corp.
Carteret, New Jersey

Arthur Kill

0Oil and mineral
spirits

8/3/72

Information filed
10/27/72.

Georgia Power Co. Coosa River 0il spill 8/26/71 Case filed 9/2/71. Fined
Rome, Georgia $1500 on nolo contendere
plea to Refuse Act
violation 8 11(b)(4)
6/2/72. Action dismissed.
Getty Pipe Company Dockwater Creek 0il spill 12/8/71 Case not yet filed.
Hazleton, Pennsylvania Raritan River
B.F. Goodrich Co. Maumee River Chemical spill 10/16/72 Case filed 10/17/72.
Woodburn, Indiana Pleaded guilty and
fined $535 11/6/72.
George W. Greek McGirts Creek 0il spill 4/16/71 U.S. Attorney declined

0il Company
Jacksonville, Florida

prosecution.
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Name and Location Pollution Date
of Dischargexr Receiving Water Problem Referred Results or Status
Dr. William W. Green South Fork of Toxaphene discharge 6/24/71 U.S. Attorney declined
USDA Employee Humboldt River resulting in fish to prosecute.
Elko, Nevada kill
Gulf 0il Corp. Houston Ship 0il spill 1st 11/22/71 No action to date.
Houston, Texas Channel 2nd 12/28/71
Halgquist Stone Company Sussex Creek Dissolved solids, 5/31/72 Indictment 6/72.
Sussex, Wisconsin suspended solids,
phenols

Hamilton Oil Corp. Sanders Creek 0il spill 10/8/71 Arraigned 12/17/71.
Evansville, Indiana Pleaded nolo contendere

and fined $500 2/8/72.
Heck Fertilizer Company Davis Creek to Ammonia spill 9/14/71 Declined 1/28/72.
Mound City, Missouri Missouri River Navigability problem.
Henningsen Foods, Inc.
Malvern, Iowa Silver Creek Food wastes 5/16/72 Fined $1,000.
Humble 0il & Refining Kill van Kull 0Oil spill 12/4/72 Case not yet filed.
Co. (Vessel Esso
Philadelphia)
Bayonne, New Jexrsey
Hutchinson Utilities South Fork, 0il spill 4/12/72 Pleaded nolo contendere
Company Crow Creek and fined $1,000 7/14/72.
Hutchinson, Minnesota
Illinois Central Railroad 0il spill 4/20/71

Star, Mississippi
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Name & Location Pollution Date

of Discharger Receiving Water Problen Referred Results or Status

Infinger Transportation Co. 0il spill 6/29/72

Charleston Heights, S. C.

Inland Corporation Chippewa Creek and Double o0il 4/10/72 Case filed 5/16/72.

Cleveland, Ohio Vermillion River spill First count dismissed;
nolo contendere pleaded
on second count, fined
$1,000 8/8/72.

Inland 0il & Transport Mississippi River 2 0il spills 1/10/72 Pleaded guilty to indict-

Company
St. Louis, Missouri

(Spill near St.
Paul, Minnesota)

ment and fined $500
5/5/72.

Inland Tugs Company
Jeffersonville, Indiana

Ohio River

Garbage
dumping

9/1/71

U.S. Attorney dismissed
information but collected
$500 penalty by threaten-
ing in rem proceedings

11/8/71.

Interlake, Inc.
Toledo, Ohio

Maumee River

Industrial
waste discharge

10/16/72

Case filed.
Under review by U.S.

Attorney's office.

International
Industries
Sayreville, New Jersey

Raritan River

0il spill

2/4/72

Case filed.

Iowa Beef Processors
Dakota City, Nebraska

Missouri River

BOD, coliforms,
solids, and
ammonia

3/3/72

Indicted 5/9/72: nolo
contendere plea 9/7/72;

3500 fine. Consent
Decree 9/18/72.



Name & Location
of Discharger

Receiving Water

Results or Status

Iron-Oxide Corp.
Elizabeth, New Jersey

Arthur Kill

Case filed 6/8/72. Pleaded
guilty to one count
6/13/72.

Jefferson Beach
Marina Company
Oswego, New York

Lake Ontario

Prosecution declined
5/17/72.

Jones and Laughlin
Steel Corp.
Cleveland, Ohio

Cuyahoga River

Pollution Date
Problem Referred
Lime filter 10/21/71
Cake soap sludge
0il spill 9/24/71
0il spill 12/17/70

Case filed 12/70.
Fined on 5 counts at
$1,000 apiece 2/12/71.

K & W 0Oil Corp.
Casper, Wyoming

North Platte
River

0il discharge

7/7/72

Defendant pleaded nolo

contendere and was fined
500.

Kaiser Aluminum & Chemical
Corporation
West Virginia

Ohio River

Case filed.

Kaiser Refractories
Mexico, Missouri

South Fork of
Salt River

Pending--probable cost
recovery action only.

J. C. Keeter Realty
Co., Atlantic Beach
North Carolina

Bogue Sound

Under review by U.S.
Attorney.

Kennebec River Pulp &
Paper Co., Inc.
Madison, Maine

Kennebec River

to river

0il spill 9/29/72
0il spill 33 U.s.C. 6/12/72
Sec. 407, Sec. 1161
(b)(4)--fish kill

Dredge and fill 8/7/72
refuse

300-gallon spill 5/18/72

Bunker C fuel oil
3/10/72

Pleaded guilty 9/29/72.
Fined $500 10/13/72.
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Name &.Location Pollution Date
of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results or Status
KerrTMcGee Cimarron River 0il spill 2/17/72 Phase I complete. U.S.
Cushing, Oklahoma Attorney investigating
civil action for Phase II
(Skull Creek).
Leader Cheese Co. Lau Creek Wash waters 5/26/72 Indictment 6/72.
Reeseville, Wisconsin
Lihue Plantation Nawiliwili Molasses spill 11/15/71 Filed 11/26/71. Stipula-
Co., Ltd. and Harbor tions of fact submitted
Hawaii Board of Harbor 9/15/72. Decision
Commissioners pending.
Island of Kauai
Louisville and Nash- Ohio River 0il spill 5/30/72 Pleaded nolo contendere
ville Railroad and fined $1,000
Evansville, Indiana 11/2/72.
Maplewood Poultry Penobscot Bay Blood, fat, and - Indicted 11/24/70;
Belfast, Maine feathers nolo contendere; fined
total of $10,500 on
4 counts.
Marathon Pipeline Co. Embarass River 0il spill 12/6/71 Case filed 7/28/72,

Birds, Illinois

to Wabash River

Pleaded guilty and
fined $750 11/13/72.




Name & Location
of Discharger

Receiving Water

Pollution
Problem

Date
Referred

Results or Status

Mead Corporation
Chillicothe, Ohio

City System

Industrial waste

3/6/72

Indicted by Grand Jury
7/10/72.

Metropolitan Petroleum
Co., Plattsburgh, New York

Lake Champlain

Information filed 7/71.
Fined $500 and reimbursed
government S$1,300.

"Midcontinent Pipeline
Cushing, Oklahoma

Cimarron River

Phase T complete. U.S.
Attorney investigating
civil action for Phase II
(Skull Creek).

Midland Co-op
Refining Company
Cushing, Oklahoma

Cimarron River

Phase I complete. U.S.
Attorney investigating
civil action for Phase II
(Skull Creek).

Millmaster Onyx
(A. Gross Company)
Newark, New Jersey

Newark Bay

Case filed 1/7/72.
30-count indictment.

Minnesota Mining and
Manufacturing Co.
St. Paul, Minnesota

3 Mile Creek
to Mississippi
River

discharge

0il spill 4/28/72
0il spill 2/17/72
0il spill 2/17/72
Suspended solids, 12/6/71
oil, and grease

Phenolic resin 6/2/72

spill

Indicted by Grand Jury
6/27/72. Pleaded guilty
and fined $500 10/2/72.
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Name & Location
of Discharger

Receiving Water

Results or Status

M-K-T Railroad
Cushing, Oklahoma

Cimarron River

Phase I complete. U.S.
Attorney investigating
civil action for Phase II.
(Skull Creek).

Mobil 0Oil Corp.
Yazoo County
Mississippi

Yazoo River

U.S., Attorney declined
prosecution,

Monroe Auto
Corad, Nebraska

Platte River

Declined 4/3/72.
Abatement schedule
negotiated.,

Montrose Chemical
Co., Santa Monica
California

L.A. County
Sanitary Sewer
Syst., trib. to
Santa Monica Bay

Dept. of Justice declined
to prosecute.

National Transit Co.
0il City, Pennsylvania

Allegheny River

New Departures Co,
Sandusky, Ohio

Mills Creek to
Sandusky Bay

U.S. Attorney declined
prosecution 12/8/71.

New England Power Co.
Somerset, Massachusetts

Mt. Hope Bay

Indicated 8/6/71. Trial
10/10/72; found not guilty
Company has stopped using
chlorine to clean boiler
tube.

North Shore Petro-
leum Company

Salem Mas~~~hus=a++s

Atlantic Ocean

Pollution Date
Problen Referred
0il spill 2/17/72
0il spill 10/8/71
0il spill 11/9/71
Particulate 10/1/71
DDT

0il spill 8/15/72
0il spill 9/28/71
Fish kill; 5/21/71
chlorine dis-

charge

0il spill /2 11/72

& {45 fuel oil

Information filed with
U.S. Attorney 12/8/72.




Name & Location
of Discharger

Receiving Water

Pollution Date
Problem Referred

Results or Status

Norton Company Hudson River 0il spill 5/1/72 Information filed with U.S.
Watervliet, New York Attorney 6/26/72.
Overland Investment Oolaga Reservoir 0Oil & brine - Original referral by Corps

Rogers County
Oklahoma

of Engrs. U.S. Attorney
awaiting an order from
Okla. Corps Commission.

Ozark-Mahoning Company North Platte High solids 2/18/72 Dismissed--see civil suit.
Mine and Milling River concentration 5/10/72

Cowdrey, Colorado discharge

Palatine Dyeing Co. Mohawk River 0il spill 10/12/71 Information filed 5/22/72.

St. Johnsville, New York

Pleaded guilty 7/28/72;
fined $500.

PBI, Gordon Co.
Kansas City, Kansas

Kansas River

5/4/72

Chemical wastes

Peabody Coal Co.
Columbia, Missouri

Hinksin Creek to
Mississippi River

Prosecution declined 1/28/72.

Navigability problem.

Pe jepscot Paper Co.
Brunswick, Maine

Androscoggin River

Pending action by U.S.
Attorney.

Pennsoil Producing Co.
Yazoo County, Mississippi

Yazoo River

U.S. Attorney declined
prosecution.

Petroleum Specialties,
Inc., Flat Rock
Michigan

Smith Creek to
Huron River

Coal mine acid 9/14/71
wastes

0il spill 6/23/72
0il spill 10/8/71

0il spill 6/9/72
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Name & Location Pollution Date

of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results or Status
Phillips Petroleum Co. Flat Creek to Gasoline 9/14/71 Prosecution declined
Sedalia, Missouri Missouri River spill 1/28/72. Navigability

problem.

Phillips Petroleum Missouri River 0il spill 7/20/72 Indictment returned
Refinery 11/8/72. Navigability
Kansas City, Kansas problem.
Plantation Pipeline Co. Oconee River 0il spill 4/20/71 U.S. Attorney declined
Atlanta, Georgia prosecution 12/2/71.
Plymouth Agricultural Bogue Sound Fertilizer 12/21/71 U.S. Attorney declined
Supplies, Morehead City, prosecution.
North Carolina
Powell and Minnock Hudson River 0il spill 2/4/72 Information filed with
Brick Works (Subsidiary U.S. Attorney 2/25/72.
of General Dynamics) Fined $500 on 3/20/72.
Coeymans, New York
Republic Steel Corp. Cuyahoga River Industrial 5/5/72 Case filed 5/8/72.
Cleveland, Ohio ' wastes Pleaded nolo contendere

and fined $1,000 5/17/72.
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Name & Location Pollution Date

of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results or Status

Republic Steel Corp. Cuyahoga River Industrial 9/29/72 Case filed 10/6/72.

Cleveland, Ohio wastes

Republic Steel Corp. Mahoning River Coal tar 9/28/72 Case filed 10/6/72.

Coke Plant spill

Youngstown, Ohio

R.H.S. Corp. Union River 0il spill - Action by U.S. Attorney

Ellsworth, Maine pending.

Rock Island Railroad Kansas River 0il spill 11/9/71 Trial postponed.

Kansas City, Kansas

Rodgers 0Oil Company Mississippi 0il spill 12/15/71 Case filed 2/1/72. Matter

Savanna, Illinois River dropped in exchange for
guilty plea in 11(b)(4)
case 4/72,

Royal Manor House- Ballona Creek, Cyanide 6/24/71 Filed 12/8/71. Vice-Pres.

wares Co., Los Angeles trib. to Santa spill of firm found not guilty;

California Monica Bay firm found guilty and fined
$2,000 on 3/6/72.

Sandacres, Inc. Muscatatuck 0il spill & 3/10/72 Case filed 5/1/72. Pleaded

Woodacres Farm River fish kill not guilty 5/19/72.

Seymour, Indiana
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Name & Location
of Discharger

Receiving Water

Pollution
Problem

Date
Referred

Results or Status

Schenectady Chemicals,
Inc., Schenectady
New York

Mohawk River

0il spill

12/11/72

Case not filed as vyet.

S.C.M. Corporation
Baltimore, Maryland

Baltimore Harbor

Cadmium

4/27/72

U.S. Attorney advised no
action at this time.

S5.C.M. Corporation
Glidden~Durkee Div.
Jacksonville, Florida

Moncrief Creek

Industrial
wastes

10/15/71

U.S. Attorney declined
prosecution.

Scofield Marine
Construction Co.
Naples, Florida

Gulf of Mexico

Muck & sludge

7/26/72

Case filed 8/14/72.
Fined $500 on 9/14/72.

Shell Chemical Co.
Ventura, California

Ventura River

Ammonia dis-
charge

10/1/71

Filed 12/8/71. Pleaded
""no contest'' to 2 charges
and was fined $5,000 on
1/24/72.

Skil Corporation
Chicago, Illinois

North Branch
of Chicago River

0il spill

5/25/72

Case filed 6/28/72.

Sohio Pipeline Co., Inc.

Carmi, Illinois

French Creek to
Wabash River

0il spill

8/14/72

Under review by U.S.
Attorney's office.

Speedway Wrecking Co.
Chicago, Illinois

Montrose Harbor

Dumped rubble

7/21/71

U.S. Attorney declined
prosecution 12/17/71.




Name & Location Pollution Date
of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results or Status
Spentonbush Fuel Trans- long Island 80,000 gals. 4/10/72 Information filed with U.S.
port Service, Inc. Sound fuel o0il spill Attorney 4/18/72. Pleaded
New York, New York by tanker off nolo contendere 5/22/72--
New London, fined $2,500.
Connecticut
Stinson Hallow Wilson Lake 0il spill 6/23/71 U.S. Coast Guard and U.,S.

Boat Yard
Muscle Shoals, Alabama

Attorney declined prosecu-
tion.

Tabor Company
LaSalle, Illinois

Illinois River

Dumping corn
hulls

9/1/71

U.S. Attorney declined
prosecution 2/3/72.

Tex-Gas Co. Unnamed Creek Oil spill 1/25/72 Declined prosecution 1/25/72.
Hayti, Missouri to Mississippi 33 U.S.C. 407 Navigability problem,
River
Texaco 0il Co. Mississippi Fuel oil 1/31/72 Declined prosecution
St. Louis, Missouri River spill 11/10/72. Insufficient
evidence.
Tinkey Farms, Inc. Tippecanoce Fish kill 10/8/71 Case filed 2/7/72. Pleaded
Harrison Twp River nolo contendere and fined
Fulton County, Indiana $1,000 5/25/72.
Toms River Chemical Atlantic¢ Ocean Mercury, 7/72 205-count indictment
Corp., Toms River heavy metals, obtained 7/72.
New Jersey BOD & COD




Minnesota)

Name & Location Pollution Date
of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results or Status

Tri-W Towing Co. Mississippi River Industrial 10/4/72 Under review in U.S.
Greenville, Mississippi wastes Attorney's office.
(Near Hastings, Minnesota)
Theodore Uland d/b/a Yellow River to Oil-well brine 1/11/72 Case filed 3/2/72. Pleaded
Cherokee Drilling Co. Wabash River drainage nolo contendere and fined
Princeton, Indiana $500 4/28/72.
Twin City Fuel, Inc. Winooski River 0il 8pill 5/17/72 Pending.
Barre, Vermont
Union Pacific Railroad Portneuf River 0il discharged 5/15/72 Pending in U.S. Attorney's
Pocatello, Idaho into navigable office.

water. Caused

by alleged pump

malfunction at

company's treat-

ment plant.
Union 0il Co. of Calif. New River Gasoline spill 9/27/72 Filed.
Nabscott, West Virginia
‘Uniroyal, Inc. Chicopee River 0il spill 9/24/72 Action pending in U.S.
Chicopee, Massachusetts Attorney's office.
Universal Container Corp. 2/1/72
Marcus Hook, Pennsylvania
Upper Missouri River Mississippi 0il spill 1/10/72 U.S. Attorney declined
Corp., Salix, Iowa River (near Red Wing, prosecution 2/28/72.
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Name & Location Pollution Date
of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results of Status

U.S. Agri-Chemical Co. Cumber land Acid 5/5/72 Case filed 6/29/72.

Nashville, Tennessee River Fined $500 on nolo conten-
' dere plea--$250 suspended.

U.S. Plywood-Champion Great Miami Fish kill 12/17/70 Case filed 12/70. Fined

Paper Co., Inc. River $7,500 5/3/71.

Hamilton, Ohio

U.S. Steel Corp. Grand Calumet 0il spill 2/24/72 U.S. Attorney closed file

Chicago, Illinois River 9/7/72.

U.S. Steel Corp. Grand Calumet 0il spill 12/21/71 Case filed 2/4/72. U.S.

Gary Works River Attorney voluntarily dis-

Gary, Indiana missed suit due to local

prosecution for same spill
8/28/72.

Valentine Fisheries, Inc. Big Suamico 5/16/72

Suamico, Wisconsin River

Valley 0il Co. Westfield River #2 fuel oil 5/9/72 Information filed with

Huntington, U.S. Attorney 6/15/72.

Massachusetts

Villa d4'Oro Tributary to Runoff from 3/14/72 Flow redirected by diking

Olive Co. Feather River olive pit to not cause public nui-

Thermalito, California

pile

sance or environmental
damage. EPA requested
case be terminated 8/16/72.




Name & Location Pollution Date
of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results of Status _
Warren Brothers Co. Cumber land Salts & silt 5/5/72 Obtained commitment 7/5/72.
Nashville, Tennessee River Case dismissed 7/17/72.
Waumbec Mills, Inc. Merrimack River 0il spill 9/24/72 Information filed with U.S.
Manchester, New Hampshire Attorney 10/30/72. Pleaded
not guilty 11/10/72.
Western Electric Co. Missouri River 0il spill 12/7/71 Grand Jury indicted 1/27/72.
Omaha, Nebraska 33 U.S.C. sec. Nolo-fined $500 2/23/72.
407 & sec. 11 Stream cleanup accomplished.
Wheeling Pittsburgh Chio River 2-count indus- 10/4/72 Case filed 10/17/72.
Steel Company tral waste
Martins Ferry, Ohio discharge
Wheeling Pittsburgh Ohio River Industrial 10/4/72 Case filed 10/17/72.
Steel Company waste dis-
Yorkville, Ohio charge
Wyandotte Industries Kennebec River 0il spill 9/20/72 Action pending in U.S.
Corp. Attorney's office.
Waterville, Maine
Youngstown Sheet and Indiana Harbor Suspended 4/12/72 U.S. Attorney brought matter
Tube Co. Canal solids dis- to Judge's attention while
East Chicago, Indiana charge a previous criminal matter

was before the court. Fine
of $1,000 reflected this
matter also.
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REFUSE ACT CASES REFERRED TO JUSTICE

NON-FILING OF APPLICATION FOR PERMIT UNDER SECTION 13 OF 1899 ACT

Table 3
Name & Location Pollution Date
of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results or Status
All-Brite Galvanizing Big Blue Acid wastes 8/28/72 Discharge ceased 11/1/72. Case

Co., Inc.
Kansas City,
Missouri

declined.

Anesbury Metal Merrimack River
Products Company,

Inc., Amesbury,

Chrome plating 11/30/71
waste water

Application for permit filed
12/13/72. 1Installed chrome
removal equipment.

Massachusetts
Atlantic Sulfur Arthur Kill Suspended 9/24/71 Available evidence considered
Terminal, Inc., solids inadequate for prosecution by
Carteret, New U.S. Attorney for New Jersey as
Jersey further investigation by EPA
showed negligible discharge.
U.S. Attorney's refusal to
prosecute concurred in by EPA
in letter of 2/14/72.
Armstrong Chemical Municipal Storm Failure to 9/24/71 U.S. Attorney declined
Company, Janesville, Sewer file prosecution 5/31/72 and case
Wisconsin closed.

Bancroft Dairy Dead River to Failure to v/24/71 U.S. Attorney declined

Marquette, Michigan Lake Superior file prosecution 11/9/71 and
case closed.

Basset Walker 9/24/71 Prosecution declined.

Knitting
Basset, Virginia
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Name and Location
of Discharger

Receiving Water

Pollution Date
Problem Referred

Results or Status

Benton Harbor
Malleable Industries
Benton Harbor,
Michigan

Ox Creek to
St. Joseph River

Failure to
file

9/24/71

U.S. Attorney declined prosecution
1/12/72 and case closed.

Bevin Bros. Manu-
facturing Company
East Hampton,

Pocotopaug Creek
to Salmon River

Treated effluent 11/24/71
meets WQS

12/2/71 received application for
permit to discharge,

Connecticut

F. R. Buss and Embarras River Failure to 5/31/72 Indicted by Grand Jury 6/14/72.
Company, Caroline, file Pleaded guilty and fined $500
Wisconsin 8/7/72.

Cambridge Tool & Mfg.Concord River Cooling water 12/2/71 Application for permit filed

North Billerica

from compressor

12/7/71.

Massachusetts & diecasting equip.,

Carnation Mills 2/4/72 Prosecution declined,

Mt, Vernon, Missouri

E.M. Carter Packing New River Slaughterhouse

Company waste 5/5/72 Permit applied for with conditions
Richland, North satisfactory with U.S, Attorney
Carolina office, Case closed,

Central States Paper 12/71 Pending in court,

& Bag Co.
Palatka, Florida

Central Transport
Company
Charlotte, North
Caxrsiina

Long Creek to
Catawba River

Chemical wastes 5/24/72

Case filed 6/15/72,

November 7, 1972 = noloc contendere
$2,500 fine suspended with
probation., Case closed.
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Name and Location Pollution Date
of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results or Status
C.F. Industries South River to Ammonia 2/9/72 Declined 10/12/72. Complete

Hannibal, Missouri Mississippi River

application filed.

Champale, Inc. Delaware River BOD, aolids 9/24/71 All discharge ceased; EPA

Trenton, New Jersey withdrew recommendation of
prosecution by letter of
12/31/71; file closed by USA
for NJ 6/14/72.

Chemical Leaman Little Sugar to Chemical wastes 5/24/72 Case filed 6/15/72: Nov. 17, 1972-

Tank Lines Catawba nolo contendere $5,000 fine

Charlotte, North suspended with probation. Case

Carolina closed.

Chrysler Corporation Meramec River Paint waste 12/12/72 Pending.

Fenton, Missouri

Clear Creek Coal Co. Buck Branch Acid 5/16/72 Information from investigation

Monterey, Tennessee Obey River

passed to U. S. Attorney who agrees
with EPA that independent inter-
vening acid sources cloud causal
element. Complete survey of area
would be necessary for Refuse

Act prosecution. 1972 Amend-

ments may provide better tool.
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Name and Location Pollution Date

of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results or Status

Clermont Fruit Hudson River BOD, solids 9/18/72 Criminal suit and civil complaint

Packers, Hudson, filed 12/15/71, by USA for SD,

New York NY; Pled guilty to 25 counts and
was fined $12,500 on 11/14/72;
EPA still rendering assistance
on civil action.

Clinton Engines Maquoketa River Oily wastes 9/18/72 Pending.

Maquoketa, Iowa and metals

Connecticut Hard Mill River to Heated cooling 12/29/71 Application for permit filed

Rubber Long Island Sound water and 6/12/72.

New Haven, Conn. boiler blow

down

Cook Paint & Varnish Missouri River Paint wastes 12/17/71 Consent order under negotiation.

Co., Kansas City

Fissouri

A. Leon Copel & Sons Little River Textile wastes 1/25/72 Case filed 4/11/72. Fined $500

Troy, North Carolina

on nolo contendere plea 9/12/72.

Crown Prince Foods,
North Platte,
Nebraska

Neorth Platte
River

Food processing 8/24/71

wastes

Declined 10/31/72. Connected to
city system.
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Name and Location Pollution Date
of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results or Status
C.F. Industries South River to Ammonia 2/9/72 Declined 10/12/72. Complete

Hannibal, Missouri Mississippi River

application filed.

Champale, Inc. Delaware River BOD, solids 9/24/71 All discharge ceased; EPA

Trenton, New Jersey withdrew recommendation of
prosecution by letter of
12/31/71; file closed by USA
for NJ 6/14/72.

Chemical Leaman Little Sugar to Chemical wastes 5/24/72 Case filed 6/15/72: Nov. 17, 1972-

Tank Lines Catawba nolo contenderxe $5,000 fine

Charlotte, North suspended with probation. Case

Carclina closed.

Chrysler Corporation Meramec River Paint waste 12/12/72 Pending.

Fenton, Missouri

Clear Creek Coal Co. Buck Branch Acid 5/16/72 Information from investigation

Monterey, Tennessee Obey River

passed to U. S. Attorney who agrees
with EPA that independent inter-
vening acid sources cloud causal
element. Complete survey of area
would be necessary for Refuse

Act prosecution. 1972 Amend-

ments may provide better tool.
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Name and Location Pollution Date
of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results or Status
Clermont Fruit Hudson River BOD, solids 9/18/72 Criminal suit and civil complaint
Packers, Hudson, filed 12/15/71, by USA for SD,
New York NY; Pled guilty to 25 counts and
was fined $12,500 on 11/14/72;
EPA still rendering assistance
on civil action.
Clinton Engines Maquoketa River Oily wastes 9/18/72 Pending,
Maquoketa, Iowa and metals
Connecticut Hard Mill River to Heated cooling 12/29/71 Application for permit filed
Rubber Long Island Sound water and 6/12/72.
New Haven, Conn. boiler blow
down
Cook Paint & Varnish Missouri River Paint wastes 12/17/71 Consent order under negotiation.
Co., Kansas City
Missouri
A, Leon Copel & Sons Little River Textile wastes 1/25/72 Case filed 4/11/72. Fined $500
Troy, North Carolina on nolo contendere plea 9/12/72.
Crown Prince Foods, North Platte Food processing 8/24/71 Declined 10/31/72. Connected to

North Platte, River
Nebraska

wastes

city system.
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Name and Location
of Discharger

Receiving Water

Pollution Date

Results oxr Status

D & B Products
Youngstown, Chio

Mahoning River

U.S. Attorney declined prosecution
10/18/71 and case closed,

Delmar Printing Co.
Mathews, North
Carolina

McAlpine Creek to
Catawba River

Case filed 6/15/72. Abatement
accomplished and case dismissed,

Denton Sleeping
Garment Mills,
Centreville,
Michigan

Hog Creek to
St. Joseph River

U.S. Attorney declined prosecution
1/12/72 and case closed.

Denver & Rio Grande
Western Railroad
Company,

Roper, Utah

Jordan River

No action per U. S. Attorney,

Diventco, Inc.
New Milford,
Connecticut

Housatonic River

Problem Referred
Failure to 9/24/71
file

5/24/72
Organic
Failure to 9/24/71
file
0il and 9/24/71
detergent
discharge
Electroplating 9/24/71

rinse waters

Civil complaint filed 12/1/71.
Consent decree under negotiation.

East Brainerd Cqgin
Laundry & Car Wash
Chattanooga, Tenn.

3/1/72

Eastern Foundry

Boyertown, Pennsylvania

9/24/71
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Name and Location
of Discharger

Receiving Water

Pollution Date
Problem Referred

Results or Status

Eldorado Terminal Kill Van Kull Sodium sulfate 9/24/71 Information received that
Corporation, discharge has ceased; USA may not
Bayonne, New Jersey proceed with prosecution.

Esmond Machine & Woonesquatucket Industrial 3/13/72 Company out of business.

Tool Company, River (Prov. River) wastes

Smithfield, Rhode

Island

FBI Gordon Corp., Kansas River Chemical

Kansas City, wastes 12/10/71 Case declined. Abatement program
Kansas negotiated.

Foster-Wheeler Conoseraga Creek 0il and grease, 9/24/71 Question as to navigability of

Corporation,
Dansville, New
York

(Tributary of
Genesee River)

solids, phosphorus

Creek and River not yet resolved.

Forest Products,
Smelterville,
Idaho

Bear Creek

Bark and sawdust 9/24/71
discharged

directly to Bear

Creek with no

treatment

4./72 Dept. of Justice declined
prosecution.

GAF Corporation,
Kansas City,
Missouri

Big Blue River

Industrial and 12/71

solid wastes

U.S. Attorney plans to file
case 12/72.
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Name and Location Pollution Date
of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results or Status
Green Valley Twelve-Mile Creek-  Ammonia 2/4/72 Declined 7/24/72.

Chemical Co.,
Creston, Iowa

Grand River

Navigability problem.

Halquist Stone Sussex Creek Failure to 5/31/72 Indicted by Grand Jury 9/8/72.
Company, Inc., file Pleaded guilty and fined $500 -
Sussex, Wisconsin fine suspended and Company placed

on 1 year probation 10/72.
Henningsen Foods, Silver Creek & BOD, solids, 9Y16/72 Pleaded nolo 8/11/72, $1,000 fine,
Inc., Malvern, Missouri River salmonella will connect to city 11/73.
Iowa
Hope Valley Dyeing South Branch & Untreated 9/24/71 11/ 2371 Received firm's application
Corp., West Warwick, Pawtuxet River dyeing and for permit to discharge.
Rhode Island finishing

wastes

Inland Container, Meramec River Industrial 2/4/72 Case declined 11/15/72. Complete
Fenton, Missouri dye application filed.
Iowa Fund, Inc., Hoifley Creek to Industrial 2/4/72 Case declined 11/9/72.

Ankeny, Iowa

Des Moines River

wastes (high
BOD)

Navigability problemn.
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of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results or Status

Kaiser Cement and Delaware River Sulphate, 9/24/71 Further investigation showed no

Gypsum Corporation, calcium, discharge to navigable waters.

Delanco, New Jersey dissolved EPA wrote to USA for NJ dropping
solids recommendation for prosecution

on 6/15/72.

Kay-Dee Foods, Floyd River Molasses 11/29/71 Consent decree filed 9/6/72.

Nutra-Flo Div., discharge Company enjoined from discharging.

International $500/day fine for violation.

Molasses,

Sioux City, Iowa

Kennebec River Pulp Kennebec River Pulp and 9/24/71 Indicted 10/19/21; pleaded nolo

& Paper, Madison, paper contendere $500 on 1/7/72.

Maine wastes

Keokuk Steel Co. Mississippi River Chemical 11/17/71 Declined 4/10/72. Complete

Keokuk, Iowa wastes application filed.

Kuhlwon Chenille Unnamed stream Textile 1/25/72 Company connected to municipal

Adiarsville waste system shortly after referral.

Georgia Therefore case not filed.

L & N Railroad, Black Creek to 0il 2/10/72

Waukatchil Yard,
Chattanooga,
Tennessee

Tennessee River
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Pollution Date

of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results or Status

Leader Cheese Lau Creek Failure to 5/26/72 Indicted by Grand Jury 6/14/72.
Company, Reeseville, file Pleaded not guilty 7/10/72.
Wisconsin

Lefler Concrete Stewart Creek to Arsenic 5/24/72 Case filed 6/15/72.

Block Company, Catawba River November 17, 1972 - pleaded
Charlotte, North not guilty. Trial recessed
Carolina until later date. .

The Leisure Group, Town Creek Chromium, oil 5/19/72 Prosecution may not proceed for

West Point,
Mississippi

and alkaline
wastes

lack of notice.

Lisbon Mills, Inc.,
Lisbon Falls, Maine

Androscoggin River

Suspended solids 9/24/71
& organic matter
from textile

Information filed 10/19/71,
2/4/72 pleaded guilty,
3/3/72 action dismissed by U.S.

processing Attorney. Firm in bankruptcy.
Lutex Chemical Co., 2/10/72 Connected to city sewerage
Chattanocoga, system 3/20/72 - prosecution
Tennessee unnecessary. 8/72 - EPA
recommended solution to leeching
from old septic tank drain field.
McRae Packers, North Fork Samish Discharging 9/24/71 Company filed application for

Edison, Washington

River which flows
into Puget Sound

approx. 1,000 gpd
wastewater contain-
ing blood and

animal oil untreated
to water environment

permit. Case dropped by U.S.
Attorney's office.

Meadowbrook Coal Co.

Lykens, Pennsylvania

9/24/71
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Name and Location Pollution Date

of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results or Status

Meclenburg County Long Creek to 5/24/72 Case filed 6/14/72. November 16,

Abbatoir, Charlotte, Catawba River 1972, Nolo contendere $2,500

North Carolina fine suspended with probation -
case closed.

Menominee Enter- West Branch of Failure to 9/24/71 EPA requested withdrawal of

prises, Inc., Wolf River file recommendation 3/1/72.

Neopit, Wisconsin

Metals Applied, Imc. Cuyahoga River Failure to 9/24/71 Filed on 10/2/71; case dismissed.

Cleveland, Ohio file

Mid-City Industrial 1/28/72 Indicted 4/72.

Park, Kansas City,
Kansas

Midwest Cold Storage Kansas River
Kansas City, Kansas

Rendering
wastes

2/3/72

Indictment 4/14/72. Omnibus
hearing 4/26/72,pleaded nolo
contendere, “fined S$500 8/4/72.

Midwest Interna- North Skunk Cyanide and 2/4/71 Pled guilty 8/1/72

tional, Kellogg, River metals $500 fine.

Iowa

Missouri Chemical Missouri River Pesticides 2/2/72 Prosecution declined by U, S,

Corp., St. Joseph,
Missouri

Attorney 6/7/72. Company
committed to connect to
Industrial Sewer District,

Moline Malleable Fox River Failure to 9/24/71 U.S. Attorney declined

Iron Co., St. Charles, file prosecution 5/12/72 and case
Illinois closed.

Monroe Auto 11/9/71

Cozad, Nebraska




Name and Location Pollution Date

of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Referred Results or Status

National Beef Pack- Kansas River Rendering 1/21/72 Indicted 4/13/72.

ing, Kansas City, wastes Arraigned 4/25/72, plea - not

Kansas guilty. Trial 5/22/72, pleaded
nolo contendere, fined $500.

National Molasses, Missouri River Molasses 8/3/72 Information filed 8/10/72,

Omaha, Nebraska wastes NG plea 9/5/72. Trial set 1/73.

North Carolina
Consolidated Hide
Goldsboro, North
Carolina

Little River to
Neuse River

Tannery wastes

5/5/72

Abatement accomplished and
prosecution no longer required.
Case closed.

Northwestern Steel Rock River Failure to 9/24/71 U.S. Attorney declined

& Wire, Sterling, file prosecution 5/12/72 and case

Illinois closed.

Oaks Sand & Gravel Sacramento River Fine sediment 9/17/71 Suit withdrawn after EPA on-site

Co., Near Reading, from holding visit 5/30/72 confirmed discharge

California ponds pipe removed & no leaching
occurring.

Pepsi Cola 1/72 Fined $6,750 on 3/4/72,

Miami, Florida

Ponce Asphalt Co. Cerrillo River Heavy metals, 9/24/71 Dept. of Justice determined that

Ponce, Puerto Rico

solids,

turbidity, color
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Name and lLocation
of Discharger

Receiving Water

Pollution Date
Problem Referred

Results or Status

PPG Industries
Crystal City,
Missouri

Plattin Creek &
Mississippi River

2/9/72

Polishing &
grinding waste

Consent decree filed 8/4/72.
Best practicable technology &
connection to city system by
12/1/72. Stream to be cleaned
up by company. $2500 fine paid.

Remington Produce
St. Anthony, Idaho

Henrys Fork River-
tributary of Snake
River

Effluent from
seasonal potato
processing plant
discharges un-
treated waste to
a swale flowing
into Henrys Fork
River.

9/24/71

4-72 Dept. of Justice declined
prosecution.

Safeway, Inc.
Kansas City,
Kansas

Kansas River

Food processing 2/4/72
waste

Negotiated settlement to connect
to city. Completed connections

8/9/72.

Schafer Manu- St. Joseph River Failure to 9/24/71 U.S. Attorney declined prosecution
facturing Co., file 1/12/72, and case closed.

Union City,

Michigan

Snowco Missouri River Metals, COD 7/25/72 Information filed 8/10/72. Pleaded

Omaha, Nebraska

guilty. Fined $500 - 9/26/72.
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South Coast Con- Lower Newport Hydrogen sulfide 3/23/72 Filed as civil action & temp.

struction Co. & Bay and chlorine restraining order granted,

Park Lido Development 4/3/72. Preliminary injunction

Co., Newport, California 5/8/72; discharge confirmed
halted permanently 6/23/72.
8/24/72 case dismissed w/o
prejudice,

Southern Wood Chattanocoga Creek Creosote 2/10/72 Commitment obtained and prosecu-

Piedmont Co., to Tennessee River phenols tion declined.

Chattanooga,

Tennessee

Stockton Cheese Co, Little Sac River High BOD & 9/24/71 Consent decree entered 10/22/71.

Stockton, Missouri solids . All discharges ended 2/1/72.

Tampa Soap & 1/25/72 Criminal case filed 1/72.

Chemical Co.,

Tampa, Florida

Tennessee Finishing 2/10/72 Applied for permit shortly

& Dyeing Co. after referral - prosecution

Daisy, Tennessee unnecessary.

Texfi Industries Rock Creek to Textile wastes 1/25/72 Case filed 4/11/72, Fined

Mt. Gilead Pee Dee River $500 on nolo contendere plea

North Carolina September 11, 1972.

Tremont Nail Co. Wareham River Batch dumping 11/29/71 12/7/71 received application for

Wareham, Massachusetts

of neutralized
& diluted
sulfuric acid

permit to discharge.
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Tri-City Industrial Kansas River Chromium 1/27/72 Indictment 4/14/72. Negotiating

Kansas City consent decree, Chromium discharge
ceased 6/72.

Tri County Growers  Wenatchee River Wastewater 9/24/71 U.S. Attorney declined

Monitor, Washington

(includes defrost
water) discharged
untreated directly
to irrigation
ditch flowing into
Wenatchee River

prosecution and will contact
company's attorney and negotiate
re their complying with Permit
Program.

Union Pacific Rail-
road Company,

Salt Lake City,
Utah

Oil Drain Canal,
tributary to the
Great Salt Lake

0il and deter-
gent
discharge

9/24/71

Suit filed 10/12/71.
Dismissed; no action, U.S.
Attorney,

U.S. Steel, American Delaware River

Bridge Division,

Trenton, New Jersey

Recommendation for prosecution
withdrawn by letter from LSD to
Dept. of Justice on 8/30/72 after
Regional determination of no
discharge.

U.S. Steel, Universal
Atlas Cement Division,

Cohoes, New York

Salt Kill Creek
(Tributary of
Hudson River)

Solids, TOC, 9/24/71
iron
Solids 9/24/71

EPA has not received any
indication as to action or
non-action from USA for NDNY.
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U,S. Steel, Univ- Hudson River Solids, BOD 9/24/71 U.S. Steel filed RAPP application.

ersal Atlas USA for the SDNY declined

Cement Division prosecution in letter to EPA of

Hudson, New York 2/1/72.

Valentine Fisheries, Big Saumico Failure to 5/16/72 Indicted by Grand Jury 6/14/72.

Inc. Suamico, Wisconsin River file Pleaded guilty and fined $500 -
fine suspended and Company placed
on 1 year probation 10/72.

Vincennes Paper Mill Wabash River Failure to 11/1/71 Arraigned 1/20/72. Pleaded nolo

Vincennes, Indiana file gontendere and fined $500 6/30/72.

Virginia Iron Coal FPailure to

& Coke Co. file 9/24/71

Wise County, Virginia

Wallace-Murray Corp. Laines Fork to
Rolla, Missouri Bourbeuse River

High BOD,
ammonia, oil
and grease

2/4/72

Prosecution declined 4/3/72.
Navigability problem,

Warren Bros., Co.
Nashville, Tennessee

5/5/72

Wire Rope Corp. Missouri River

Ste. Joseph, Missouri

Metals

2/2/72

Consent judgment & stipulation
filed 7/19/72, Engineering report
submitted 11/1/72. Plans & specs.
due 3/1/73, New judgment re
specific treatment of 6/1/73.
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ABATEMENT LETTERS OF COMMITMENT

Table 4
Name and Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or
of Discharger Water Problem Received Status
Adolph Coors Co. Clear Creek Discharging 10/16/72 Agreed to EPA's
Golden, Colorado organics, solids, effluent limits and
ammonia,and oil monitoring program,
and grease
All-Brite Galvanizing Big Blue River 15,000 gallon. 10/2/72 Discharge eliminated
Kansas City, Missouri batch discharge Nov. 1, 1972.
containing
heavy metals and
low pH
Allied Chemical Corp., Newark Bay TSS, COD, heavy 6/29/72 Company agreed to
Elizabeth, New Jersey metals, ammonia, effluent limitations
fluoride and implementation
schedule to begin
October 1, 1972.
Allied Chemical Corp. Mississippi River Low pH, high TDS Impl. plan - Discharge eliminated

Marrero, Louisiana

and TSS, sulfate,
aluminum

2/9/72

with settling ponds &
water recovery system
by 10/2/72.

Alljed Chemical Co. Buffalo River BOD, COD, TOC, 12/19/72 Company has agreed
Dye Plant oil and grease, to abatement program
Buffalo, New York ammonia, phenols, proposed by EPA.

and TSS
Allied Chemical Corp. Castro Creek, Acid wastes 7/27/72 See also Table 7.

Richmond, Calif.

trib. to San
Francisco Bay
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Name and Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or
of Discharger Water Problem Received Status
Allied Chemical Corp., Lake Onondaga Suspended solids 3/24/72 Monitoring of company's
Solvay, New York program to remove sus-
pended solids from its
two outfalls.
Alton Box Board Company Wabash River Inadequate treat- 7/25/72 Letter accepted 9/14/72,
Lafayette Mill ment of industrial Company connected to
Lafayette, Indiana wastes City of Lafayette,
Amerace Esna Corporation Kikeout Brook Solids, sulfate, 11/6/72 Agreed to all conditions
Butler, New Jersey (Passaic River) oil and grease except temperature
limitations. This
parameter is included
in water quality
standards.
Amerada Hess Arthur Kill BOD, phenols, TSS, 11/21/72 Abatement program will

Port Reading, New Jersey

ammonia, oil and
grease

meet the preliminary
petroleum refinery
effluent guidelines.

American Can Company
Green Bay Mill
Green Bay, Wisconsin

Fox River/
Green Bay

Pulp and paper
mill wastes

8/7/72

Letter accepted 9/28/72.
Company will connect

to Green Bay MSD

by 3/75,

American Crystal Sugar
Drayton, North Dakota

Red River of
the North

BODs5, solids and
ammonia

8/8/72

Agreed to monitoring
schedule and will
study effluent limits.
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Name and Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or
of Discharger Water Problem Received Status
American Crystal Sugar Winnebago River Insufficient 8/7/72 More effieient process-

Mason City, Iowa

treatment of
discharge, high
BOD and solids

ing equipment to

reduce waste installed.
Complete retention
system by Oct. 1973,

American Crystal Sugar Arkansas River BODs5, solids and 8/8/72 Agreed to effluent

Rocky Ford, Colorado ammonia limitations and
monitoring program.

American Cyanamid Co., Atlantic Ocean Ocean dumping - 6/24/71 Effluent disposal sys-

Lirden, New Jersey phosphates 8/18/72 tem to go into operation
in April, 1975.

American Cyanamid Co., Cuckels Brook Mercury 6/25/71 Monitoring. Agreed to

Organic Chemicals Division study methods of

Bound Brook, New Jersey further reducing
mercury in effluent.
Agreed to contract for
equipment to undertake
chemical co-precipita-
tion method.

American Metal Climax Clear Creek Mine discharge 9/19/72 Installed third treat-

Henderson Mine, Colorado

contains radio-
activity and
metals

ment lagoon. Will
meet State and Federal
limits. Continuing
monitoring.
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of Discharger Water Problem Received Status
American Metal Climax Clear Creek Mine discharge 10/6/72 Operations will cease
Urad Mine, Colorado containing toxic in early 1974. Aquatic
metals biology survey is

being conducted.

American 0Oil Co. Grass Creek Salty water being 9/20/72 Will reinject water
Little Buffalo Basin, discharged being beginning 4/1/73.
Wyoming used by cattle

American 0il Company Jordan River Refinery discharge 7/20/72 No deterioration of
Salt Lake City, Utah present discharge.

Eliminate bypass.
Agreed to monitoring

program.
Anerican Potato Co. Snake River Food processing 6/21/72 Discharge has been
Blackfoot Plant wastes abated.
Blackfoot, Idaho
American Smelting & South Platte Excessive BODg, 9/11/72 Total containment.
Refining Co., Globe Plant, River solids and
Denver, Colorado toxic metals
American Smelting & Ten Mile Creek pH, solids and 7/28/72 Agreed to total
Refining Company toxic metals containment by 10/1/72.

Leadville, Colorado
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of Discharger Water Problem Received Status

American Smelting and Arthur Kill Arsenic, copper, 8/23/72 Company agreed to

Refining Company, zinc, nickel and eliminate slag gran-

Perth Amboy, New Jersey lead ulation process by
January, 1973, and
install cyclone sep-
arators by January,
1973.

Amnicola Highway Dump Tennessee River Trash and garbage 8/72 City agreed to clean

Chattanocoga, Tennessee up dump.

Amoco 0il Co. Heart River Sulfate, oil and 11/29/72 Presented a monitoring

Mandan Refinery grease, ammonia program and effluent

North Dakota and solids limitations.

Anaconda Company (Interx- Raritan Heavy metals 9/22/72 Company agreed to meet

national Smelting and River all effluent limita-

Refining Division), tions by June 1, 1974,

Perth Amboy, New Jersey

Anne Arundel County Chesapeake Bay Solid waste leach- 8/11/72 A joint wastewater

Annapolis, Maryland

ate problem

treatment plant for
the City of Annapolis
and part of Anne
Arundel County will be
constructed and in
operation by November
13, 1974,
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Name and Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or
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Armour and Co. Missouri River High BOD and 10/16/72 Connect to City early

Sioux City, Iowa

solids

1973.

Armour Dial
Fort Madison, Iowa

Mississippi River

High BOD and
solids

9/5/72

Plant to be fully
operational by January
1973. Should meet
industry guidelines.

J. T. Baker Chemical Delaware River Mercury 7/29/71 Company agreed to con-

Company, Phillipsburg, struct secondary treat-

New Jersey ment facility by late
1972 to control residual
mercury discharge.

BASF Wyandotte Mississippi River Mercury 6/2/72 Complete mercury cell

Geismar, Louisiana

shutdown 12/31/73.

Basic Management Inc.,
Henderson, Nevada

Las Vegas Wash

Nutrients and
total dissolved
solids

5/26/72
8/1/72

See Table 3.

Basin Electric Power Knife River High flow and 9/18/72 Agreed to EPA's

Leland Olds Unit #1 & {f2 possible thermal monitoring program

Stanton, North Dakota effects and will study thermal
effects.

Berkley Springs Warm Springs - Raw sewage 7/14/72 Completion of pre-

West Virginia

Potomac River

discharges

liminary plans by
January 15, 1973,
completion of final
plans by June 15, 1973,
and construction to
begin by Nov. 15, 1973.
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Berwick Sewer District Salmon Falls Needs upgraded 3/72 Satisfactory abatement

Berwick, Maine River waste treatment program under way.

Jack Bezona unnamed waterway Feedlot wastes 5/19/72 Use of the area as a
cattle feedlot has
been discontinued.

Birdsall Sand and Gravel Rapid Creek Suspended solids 11/30/72 Accepted effluent

Oral Plant
Rapid City, South Dakota

limits and monitoring
program.

City of Bismarck
Bismarck, North Dakota

Missouri River

Filter backwash

6/2/72

Agreed to eliminate
discharge by March 1975.
Will provide interim
reports.

Boston Edison Company
Boston, Massachusetts

Boston Harbor

01l

8/17/72

0il spill contingency
plan.

Boston Sausage & Provision

Company
Boston, Massachusetts

Industrial wastes
(animal grease,
fats, and solids)

8/8/72

Pre-treatment facilities
under construction

for oil and grease
removal.

Brattleboro Kiln Drying

and Milling Company, Inc.

Brattleboro, Vermont

Chemical spill

4/11/72

Company promised to
take steps to prevent
reoccurrence of spill.
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Brown Paper Company, Moordener Kill BOD, TSS 5/23/72 Company has agreed to

Castleton-on-Hudson, (Tributary of start construction of

New York Hudson River) primary facility in
January, 1973, if
Village of Castleton
starts construction of
secondary treatment
facilities by January,
1973.

Calkraft Paper Calcasieu River COoD 10/27/72 SS & BOD by 4/74.

Elizabeth, Louisiana

Cargill Flood River to BOD, solids 10/11/72 Flotation device

Sioux City, Iowa Missouri River installed. Effluent
to be connected to
city sewers by
June 1973.

Carter Waters Corp. Long Branch Creek Oil and grease 7/12/72 1st stage treatment

Tarkio, Missouri to Tarkio River to be installed by
Jan. 1973. 2Znd
phase by July 1, 1973,
if needed.

CF&l Steel Arkansas River Discharging BODg 9/25/72 Outline limits that

Pueblo, Colorado

solids, ammonia,
oil & grease and
toxic metals in
large quantities.

they would meet and
a monitoring schedule.
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Charmin Paper Products Company Fox River/ Pulp and paper

Fox River Mill Green Bay mill wastes 7/17/72 Letter accepted 7/26/72.

Green Bay, Wisconsin Company will connect to
Green Bay MSD by 3/75.

Chem-Haulers, Inc. Tributary of Chemical waste 5/23/72 Engineering report

Sheffield, Alabama Tennessee River submitted to EPA as
requested sets forth
company's plan of
abatement.

Chevron 0il Company Atlantic Ocean Ocean dumping - 6/14/71 Monitoring. Company

Perth Amboy, New Jersey caustic akaline has agreed to investi-

soda gate the economic

feasibility of three
alternative means of
disposal.

Chevron 0il Company Great Salt Lake Refinery discharge 7/28/72 Agreed to no deterior-

Salt Lake City, Utah oil & grease, ation of discharge.

ammonia and phenols Will eliminate one

discharge by 6/1/73.
Accepted our monitoring
program.

Chicago & North Western Fox River BOD, SS, phenols, 6/12/72 Letter accepted 6/23/72.

Railway Co.
Green Bay, Wisconsin

oil, heavy metals

Maximum limits for
each contaminant will
be obtained by 6/30/73.
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Chicdgo Bridge & Iron Village Creek Steel making 9/15/72 Company committed to

Birmingham, Alabama

process wastes

maintain closed system.

Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul
and Pacific Railraod

Nahant, Mason City,
Ottumwa,Sioux City,

Iowa

Mississippi River
Winnebago River,
Bear Creek, and
Missouri River

9/9/72

0Oil and grease

Sjoux City wastes to
city. Ndhant, Mason
City and Ottumwa to
have o0il separators
installed by Jan. 1973.

Cianbro Corp.
Pittsfield, Maine

Piscataqua

Lead based paint 5/16/72
used to paint
bridges sprayed

into river

New bridge painting
specifications adapted
as of 5/16/72.

Cities Service Calcasieu River Susp solids, phenols 6/15/72 12/73 - Ammonium, BOD,
Lake Charles, Louisiana 0il, chromium, COD, COD, Chromium, oil,
BOD, ammonium phenols, susp solids.
Cities Service MSD Storm Sewer Ammonia, solids, Engineering report due
St. Louis, Missouri to Mississippi PH by Dec. 30, 1972,
River recommending connection
to St. Louis MSD or
to provide own treatment
facilities.
Clark County Sanitation Las Vegas Wash Municipal wastes 5/26/72 See Table 3.

District
Las Vegas, Nevada
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W. A. Cleary Corp., Raritan Mercury 9/20/72 Product creating mer-
New Brunswick, New Jersey River cury discharge will
be discontinued.
Clinton Corn Processing Mississippi River BOD, solids 7/27/72 Secondary treatment
Clinton, Iowa by Dec. 31, 1973, with
some re-use of
treated effluent.
Colonial Board Co. Town Creek Textile wastes 10/25/72 Company agreed to meet
Shufibre Div. EPA special conditions
Covington, Tennessee by 1/1/76.
Commonwealth Oil and Tallaboa Bay BOD, ammonia, 8/18/72 Company has agreed to
Refining Company phenols, oil and meet all effluent
Ponce, Puerto Rico grease and sulphur limitations by
August 1974.
Conoco 0il Co. Yellowstone River Temperature, 11/24/72 Agreed to EPA's
solids, and oil effluent limits and
& grease monitoring schedule.
Conoco 0il Co. South Platte BODg, oil and 11/22/72 Submitted proposed

Denver Refinery
Denver, Colorado

River

grease and ammonia

effluent limitations
and monitoring schedule.
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Conoco
Lake Charles, Louisiana

Calcasieu River

Chromium, TOC,
ammonia, susp.
solids, oil &
grease

2/9/72 impl.
plan

To be completed by
12/31/72,

Consolidated Packaging
Corporation
Fort Madison, Iowa

Mississippi River

BOD, SS, oil and
grease, phenols

8/1/72

Effluent to meet
schedule B of Pulp
and Paper Guidelines
by Dec. 31, 1973.
Anticipate meeting
Schedule A by 1976.

Cosan Chemical Corp.,
Clifton, New Jersey

Passaic Valley
Sewer Systems

Mercury

6/17/71
7/19/71

Monitoring. Company
has achieved discharge
level of .279 lbs/year.

Cotter Corp.

Schwartzwalder Mine, Colorado

Clear Creek

Discharging metals

and radioactive
wastes

10/11/72

Agreed to meet our
effluent limits by
12/31/72. Treatment
system to be operational
by 10/31/72.

Crompton-Shenandoah
Company, Waynesboro,
Virginia

South River

Discharging ex-
cessive amounts
of chromium
and suspended
solids

9/28/72

Agreeing to construc-
tion of a wastewater
treatment facility

to treat BOD, chro-
mium, and pH.
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Name and Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or
of Discharger Water Problem Received Status
Crosby Chemical Calcasieu River COD, sulphides, Impl. plan - Essentially complete
DeRidder, Louisiana suspended solids, 2/11/72 as of 12/72.

color, dilution

ACL - 11/3/72

Crystal Ice and Fuel Co.

Brattleboro, Vermont

Connecticut
River

Kerosene

8/8/72

Oil spill contingency
plan,

C.S.T., Inc.
Nitro, West Virginia

Kanawha River

High levels COP,
BOD and total
suspended solids

9/22/72

Agreed upon modifi-
cations to be opera-
tional by Sept. 1,
1973.

118



Name & Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or Status

of Discharger Water Problem Received

Dan River, Inc. Rocky River Textile wastes 12/4/72 Company agreed to connect

Anderson, to city sewers by 3/1/73.

South Carolina

Del Monte Coxp. Great Salt Lake Process water 6/16/72 Will connect to the

Ogden, Utah Central Weber Sewer
District by 12/13/73.

Del Monte Corp. Bear River Processing water 6/16/72 Will dispose of process

Smithfield, Utah wastewater on land by
12/31/72.

Denver and Rio Grande Jordan River Car washing and 8/24/72 They will present their

Western RR
Salt Lake City, Utah

diesel fuel

program in January 1973.

Dewey Blanton, Inc.,
West Collingswood,
New Jersey

Newton Creek
(Tributary of
Delaware River)

Refuse deposited
on property in
such a way that

the refuse could
fall or be washed

into creek

9/6/72

Company has agreed to
remove all deposited
refuse and install
barrier to prevent
further dumping of
refuse on property-.

Diamond International
Natchez, Mississippi

Mississippi River

Paper mill wastes

9/19/72

Company agreed to meet
EPA limits by 1/1/74.
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Name & Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or Status
of Discharger Water Problem Received

Doehler Jarvis Tonawanda Cooling water 6/22/72 Company has agreed to
(Div. of NL Indus- Creek discharge install abatement

tries, Inc.),
Batavia, New York

facilities by November 30,
1972,

Dubuque Packing Co,

Mississippi River

Solids, BOD

9/1/72

Connection to city

Dubuque, Iowa 10/11/72 sanitary sewers by
Aug. 1972,

Duffy-Mott Co., West Creek BOD, solids, 4/14/72 Company has agreed to

Hamlin, New York (Tributary of oil and grease enter Monrce Co. sewage

Lake Ontario treatment plant.

Dunbar, Kanawha River Total project 7/14/72 Completion of final

West Virginia cost $1,100,000 plans by September 15, 1972,
construction to begin
on February 15, 1973,
and operation of plant
by March 1, 1974,

E.I duPont de Mississippi River BOD, SS, acidity, 8/4/72 Plan to reduce BOD to

Nemours
Clinton, Iowa

sulfides

2300#/day by Jan. 1, 1974,
includes emergency re-
tention capability ties,
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Name & Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or Status
of Discharger Water Problem Received
E. I. DuPont Delaware BOD, COD, ammonia, 10/13/72 Company has agreed to
Deepwater River TSS, phosphorus, construct treatment
New Jersey heavy metals, oil plant by June 1974,
and grease and have achieved
secondary treatment by
June 1975, tertiary
by December 1975.
E.I. Du Pont de Atlantic Ocean Ocean dumping- 6/29/71 Company agreed to study
Nemours and Co., salts 7/13/72 alternative methods
Linden, New Jersey of disposal. Study
to take approximately
3 years.
E. I. duPont de Plum Creek low pH and high 11/14/72 Will contain their
Nemours nitrates discharge by July 1, 1973,
Louviers, Colorado
E. I. duPont de Kansas River BOD, SS 8/16/72 Plant under construction
Nemours to reduce BOD and SS to
Topeka, Kansas 800 ##/day each. Completion
by May 1973,
Eastern Fine Paper Penobscot River Paper wastes 9/25/72 Agreed to tie into

Brewer, Maine

Brewer Municipal
Sewer District when
available.
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Name & Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or Status

of Discharger Water Problem Received

Eastern Products Baltimore Harbor Excessive dis- 10/30/72 Agreed to pretreatment
Corp., Wicomico chargers of of plant wastes prior
Steel Plant cyanide and zinc to discharge into sewer,

Baltimore, Maryland

Elkhorn-Jellico Coal Rockhouse Creek Coal washing 5/18/72 On 6/10/72 company
Co. installed facilities
Whitesburg, Kentucky to abate pollution.

Company, previously
a nonfiler, has recently
filed for a Refuse Act

permit.
El Paso Natural Piney Creek Discharge from 9/18/72 Removed discharge pipe
Gas Co,, Station {£23 evaporation pond and installed evapora-
Big Piney, Wyoming without permit torse.
application
City of Fargo Red River of WTP discharge 7/5/72 No discharge by 11/1/73.
Fargo, North Dakota the North Will submit progress
reports,
Federal Yeast Corp., Baltimore Harbor Acidic materials 9/19/72 Segregate its contaminated
Baltimore, Maryland and suspended solids wastewater by October 1,

1972, to construct an
additional sewer line

by December 1, 1972,

and to complete construc-
tion by March 1, 1973.
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Name & Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or Status
of Discharger Water Problem Received

Fibreboard Corp. San Joaquin River Toxicity, SS, 4/27/72 Equiv, of primary
San Joaquin Div, biological 9/25/72 treat. by 12/31/72;
Antioch, California oxygen demand equiv, of secondary

and phenols treat., by 7/1/74.
Fieldcrest Mills Dan River Textile wastes 10/9/72 Company agreed to meet
Eden, North Carolina EPA limits by 1/4/74,
Fieldcrest Mills Gum Swamp Textile wastes 10/9/72 Company agreed to meet
Laurel Hill EPA limits by 1/4/74.
North Carolina
Fike Chemical Company  Kanawha River High levels coD, 9/22/72 All necessary modifica-
Nitro, West Virginia BOD and total SS tions will be completed

by September 1, 1973,

Flintkote, Co., Las Vegas Wash Nutrients and total 5/26/72 See Table 3,
U.S. Lime Division dissolved solids
Henderson, Nevada
FMC Corporation Kanawha River Discharges excessive 8/22/72 Zinc removal and activated

American Viscose
Division, Nitro,
West Virginia

zinc, BOD and suspended
solids

sludge units will be
constructed and in operation
by April 1, 1973, and an
acid reclaim cooling tower
system will be in operation
by July 1, 1973,
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Name & Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or Status
of Discharger Water Problem Received
Ford Motor Company Ramapo River BOD, cadmium, 6/30/72 Company has agreed to
Mahwah, New Jersey chromium, nickel, all conditions

zinc, and oil prepared by the RAPP

staff,

City of Fort Collins So. Platte River Cooling water 9/22/72 Plans call for termina-
Power & Light tion of generation by
Ft. Collins, Colorado 6/1/73.
City of Fort Collins Cache La Poudre Filter backwash 8/10/72 Will construct treatment

WTP, Ft. Collins
Colorado

River

facilities to meet
effluent limits by 7/1/73.

Four-D Cattle Co.
Asotin County,
Washington

Grande Ronde
River

Feedlot wastes

9/7/72

EPA investigation in
Oct, 1972, disclosed
no further cattle
feeding on river banks.

Freeport Chemical Mississippi River  Gypsum 9/25/72 Completion of plans
Uncle Sam 3/31/73. Construction
Louisiana to begin 7/1/73. Total

impoundment 12/31/74.
GAF Corp. So. Platte River SS and oil & 9/29/72 Will recycle some

Denver, Colorado

grease

cooling water, Contact
cooling water will be
treated by a new system,
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of Discharger

Receiving
Water

Pollution
Problem

Date ACL was
Received
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GAF Corporation
New Windsor, New York

Quassaick Creek
(Tributary of
Hudson River)

Phenols, chlorinated
hydrocarbons,
chromium

12/1/71
6/30/72

Company has agreed to
send its wastes to
New Windsor secondary
wastewater treatment
facility.

GAF Corp., Dyestuff
and Chemical Division,
Linden, New Jersey

Arthur Kill

Mercury

6/27/71

Company agreed to reduce
mercury discharge at
cost of $700,000 by

late 1971. Current

daily discharge of
mercury is averaging
about 0.1 lbs.

Gambel Island Feeders,
Inc., Idaho

Snake River

Feedlot cattle
wastes

6/6/72

Company is in compliance
with schedule outlined
in ACL. Company to
phase out operations

by 3/1/74.

Gates Rubber Co,
Denver, Colorado

- So,

Platte River

High solids concentra-
tions and toxic metals

9/14/72

Accepted our effluent
limits and adopted our
monitoring program,

General Mills, Inc.
Buffalo, New York

Buffalo Ship
Canal

BOD. pH, fecal
coliform, oil
and grease

3/16/72
4/7/72
6/30/72

Company has allotted
$144,900 to separate
process waters from
cooling waters. Process
waters to be sent to
Buffalo Sewer Authority.
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Name & Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or Status
of Discharger Water Problem Received

Glidden-Durkee St. Johns Organic chemicals 10/18/72 Company agreed to
Jacksonville connect to city sewers
Florida and meet all limits

proposed by EPA.

Gould Inc., Filter
Division, Longmont,
Colorado

St. Vrain Creek

9/5/72

Process water

Only cooling water will
be discharged.

We R, Grace & Co.
Lake Charles
Louisiana

Calcasieu River

Ammonia, SS,
COD, high pH

Impl. plan -
1/11/72
ACL - 2/7/72

Ammonia down 2/3 by 1/73.
Remainder by 12/75. pH
controlled by 6/72.
Remainder by 12/72 with
further reductions by
12/73. ACL to HQ.

Great Lakes Carbon

St. Louis, Missouri

MSD Storm Sewer
to Mississippi
River

Treatment facilities

to be completed by

Aug, 1, 1974 to provide
effluent to meet schedule
A of Steel Industry.

Great Western Sugar
Co., N., Platte River

Nebraska

N, Platte EKiver

See Table 3,

Green Bay Metropolitan

Sewerage District

Green Bay, Wisconsin

Fox River/
Green Bay

Phenols, N-NH3, 11/14/72
cyanide levels

Industrial waste 4/27/72
Inadequate secondary 8/28/72

treatment of wastes

Letter accepted 9/26/72
Company will start

operation of plant by
3/25/75.

126



Name & Location
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Great Western Sugar
Billings, Montana

Yellowstone River

Organic waste

9/6/72

Will meet EPA effluent
limits by 73-74 campaign.
Agreed on monitoring
program.

Great Western Sugar
Brighton, Colorado

So, Platte River

Organic waste from
beet sugar processing

9/6/72

Will meet EPA effluent
limits during 72-73
campaign. Agreed to
monitoring program,

Great Western Sugar
Eaton, Colorado

Cache La Poudre
River

Beet sugar mill
discharge

9/6/72

Agreed to meet limitation
by 72-73 campaign.
to monitoring program.

Great Western Sugar So. Platte River Organic wastes from 9/6/72 Will meet EPA limits by

Fort Morgan, Colorado beet sugar processing 73-74 campaign. Agreed
to monitoring program.

Great Western Sugar

Greeley, Colorado So. Platte River Organics from beet 9/6/72 Agreed to meet limits

sugar processing

during 73-74 campaign,
Agreed to monitoring
program.

Great Western Sugar
Johnstown, Colorado

Little Thompson
River

Beet sugar mill
discharge

9/6/72

Will meet EPA limits by
Oct. 1974, Agreed to
monitoring program.
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Results or Status

Great Western Sugar
Longmont, Colorado

St., Vrain Creek

Organic wastes from
beet sugar processing

9/6/72

Agreed to BPT limits

by 72-73 campaign.,

Will eliminate surge
pond discharge. Agreed
to monitoring program,

Great Western Sugar
Loveland, Colorado

Big Thompson River

Organic wastes from
beet sugar processing

9/6/72

Will meet EPA effluent
limits during 72-73
campaign. Agreed to
monitoring program,

Great Western Sugar
Lovell, Wyoming

Big Horn River

Beet sugar mill
organic waste

9/6/72

Will meet EPA limitations
by 74-75 campaign.

Agreed to monitoring
program.

Great Western Sugar
Ovid, Colorado

So. Platte River

Organic wastes

9/6/72

Will meet EPA limits
by 73-74 campaign.,
Accepted monitoring
program,

Great Western Sugar
Sterling, Colorado

So. Platte River

Organics

9/6/72

Will meet EPA limits
by 73-74 campaign.
Agreed to monitoring
program,
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Received

Grower-Shipper Potato
Monte Vista, Colorado

Rio Grande River

Organics from potato
washing

11/24/72 Agreed to meet effluent
limits and start monitoring

~ program.

Hawthorn Avenue Dump
Chattancoga, Tennessee

S. Chickamauga
Creek

Trash and garbage

8/72 City agreed to clean-up
dump.
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Name & Location Pollution Date ACL
of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Received Results or Status
Heinz Company, Chambers- Conocochegue Contamination 9/19/72 Construction of wastewater
burg, Pennsylvania Creek in runoff from treatment facility, to be

this company's
irrigation sys-

operational by 2/1/73.

tem
City of Henderson Las Vegas Wash Municipal 6/6/72 See Table 3.
Henderson, Nevada wastes

Henningsen Foods Silver Creek BOD, solids 10/3/72 In-plant waste reduction to

Malvern, Towa and salmonella reduce BOD to 62jf per day.
Connection to new city treat-
ment system by 11/73.

Hercules, Inc. Center Creek Nitro- 10/18/72 Study plan submitted 10/18/72.

Carthage, Missouri glycerin Study to be completed by
10/73 and results submitted
by 1/74.

Hercules, Inc. Hudson River Mercury 7/13/71 Secondary treatment facility

Imperial Color & 10/31/72 to start up by 8/72; current

Chemical Dept. discharge of less than

Glens Falls, New York .02 1bs/day.

Hercules, Inc. Calcasieu High TOC, COCD, 5/30/72 Biological treatment con-

Lake Charles, Louisiana River suspended solids, 8/18/72 structed 3/1/72. Skimmer

sulfides

pond to be inst. 2/1/73.
Changed point of discharge.
ACL to Hg disapproved.
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Hercules, Inc.
Parlin, New Jersey

South River

Pollution Date ACL
Problem Received
BOD, TSS, COD, 10/6/72

nitrates, nit-
rites, chlorinated
hydrocarbons, oil
and grease

Agreed to install facilities
to tie into Middlesex County

Sewer Authority's secondary
plant by 1975,

Hidden Valley Landfill
Bucks County
Pennsy lvania

Tributary to
Delaware River

Leachate from 8/7/72
landfill escap-
ing into Gallow

Run

Construction of pollution
abatement facilities will
start in Nov. and will be
completed by 4/30/73.

Holly Sugar Corp.
Delta, Colorado

Uncompahgre
River

Agreed to meet EPA's efflu-
ent limits by 72-73 campaign.
Agreed to monitoring program.

Holly Sugar Corp.
Sidney, Montana

Yellowstone
River

High organic 9/28/72
loading ammonia

& fecal coliform

bacteria

High organic 9/28/72

loading solids
ammonia and fecal
coliform bacteria

Agreed to meet EPA's efflu-~
ent limits by 72-73 campaign.
Agreed to monitoring program.

Holly Sugar Corp.
Torrington, Wyoming

North Platte
River

Beet sugar process- 9/28/72
ing discharge con-

taining high BODg

and coliform bacteria

Agreed to meet EPA's efflu-
ent limits by 72-73 campaign.
Agreed to monitoring program.

Holly Sugar Corp.
Worland, Wyoming

Big Horn River

Organics, solids 9 28/72
ammonia and coli-

form bacteria

Agreed to meet EPA's efflu-
ent limits by 72-73 campaign.
Agreed to monitoring program.
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Name & Location Pollution Date ACL

of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Received Results or Status
Humble 0il & Refin- Long Meadow 0il discharge 6/14/72 Embarked on an oil leak

ing Co., Everett, (tributary of prevention program.
Massachusetts Merrimack)

Humko Products Wolf River Organic 10/20/72 Company connected to
Memphis, Tennessee chemicals Memphis sewer system.

Husky Oil Company South Platte Discharging 5/1/72 Agreed to expand and modify

Cheyenne, Wyoming River

excess quanti-
ties of BODg,
0il & grease &

treatment facilities by
7/1/73. Agreed to our efflu-
ent limits and monitoring

phenols schedule.
Husky 0il Company Big Horn River Suspended 7/0/72 Agreed to our effluent
Cody, Wyoming solids, oil & limits and monitoring
grease program.

Husky 0il Company Jordan River Refinery dis- 7/20/72 No deterioration of present

Salt Lake City, Utah charge discharge. Agreed to accept
our effluent limits and
monitoring program.

ICI America, Inc. Grove Creek Nitroglycerin 10/21/72 Study plan sumbitted

(Atlas Chemical)
Joplin, Missouri

10/17/72. Study to be com-
pleted by 10/73, with final
report by 1/1/74.

Idaho Potato Starch Co.
Blackfoot, Idaho

Snake River

3/8/72

Food process
wastes

Spray field is in use and
pollution has been abated.
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Name & Location Pollution Date ACL
of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Received Results or Status
Ideal Cement Co. Arkansas River Cement plant 11/29/72 Total containment by the
Portland, Colorado discharge summer of 1974,
Illini Beef Packers, Rock River Inadequate 7/7/72 Letter accepted 7/17/72.
Inc., Geneseo, treatment of Company will provide
Illinois industrial secondary treatment of
wastes wastes by 8/72.
Imperial Paper Co. Saranac River Mercury, 1/31/72 Company agreed to discontinue
Plattsburgh, New York (Lake Champlain) chromium, lead, use of all lead and chromium
oil & grease pigments no later than
1/31/73. Will send waste-
water to Plattsburgh treat-
ment plant to be constructed
by late 1973.
Industrial Sugar MSD Storm sewer BOD 8/17/72 One discharge connected to
St. Louis, Missouri to Mississippi city sanitary sewer 7/19/72.
River Other two by 3/31/73.
Islip Scavenger Awixa Creek BOD, coliform 4/7/72 Town has agreed to rehabil-
Waste Plant (Great Cove) itate equipment, eliminate
Islip, New York toxic wastes and extend
process operation time.
ITT-Rayonier Amelia River Pulp & paper 2/8/72 Company adopted new abate-
Fernandina Beach mill wastes ment program including
Florida processing to effect 95%
BOD reduction.
J. & C Dyeing Co. First Broad River Textile dyes 8/72 Company has agreed to modify

Shelby, N.C.

discharge pipes so that wastes

will not be bypassed into_ the
river should their pumps fail.
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Name & Location Pollution Date ACL
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Jones Chemical, Inc. Las Vegas Wash Nutrients & 6/8/72 See Table 3, Elimination
Henderson, Nevada total dis- of discharge confirmed
solved solids prior to receipt of letter.
Junior, West
Virginia Tygart River BOD & suspended 7/15/72 Start of construction in

solids discharge

4/1/73 and operation of
plant by 1/1/74,

Kaiser Gypsum
Company, Inc.
Long Beach, California

Long Beach
Inner Harbor

Gypsum dust

4/5/72

Discharge to hald 12/31/72.
Gypsum dust to be recycled
into mfg. process.

Kennecott Copper Great Salt Lake Large volume dis- 4/27/72 Agreed to eliminate one
Magna, Utah charge of BODjg, discharge and accepted EPA
solids, toxic effluent limits and monitor-
metals and others ing schedule.
Kennecott Copper Corp. Mineral Creek Heavy metals 9/20/72 Complete by 7/73 stream
Ray Mines (tributary to diversion project around
Ray, Arizona Gila River) mine to prevent leaching
of toxic heavy metals,
Kennecott Copper Corp. Gila River Heavy metals 9/20/72 Complete by 4/73 a recycling

Reduction Plant
Hayden, Arizona

system to catch tailings
pile water runoff for re-
cycle use in concentrator.
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Kimberly Clark Wolf River Paper mill 10/20/72 Company agreed to connect

Memphis, Tennessee wastes to Memphis sewer by 9/73.

Kind and Knox Gelatin Missouri River BOD, solids, 7/13/72 Project to achieve recom-

Port Neal Complex clorides & 11/3/73 mended final effluent

Sioux City, Iowa chromium levels to be completed by
1/73.

Kittredge WTP Bear Creek Filter backwash 4/26/72 These three WIP's submitted

Evergreen WTP(old) implementation schedule for

Evergreen WTP(new) upgrading their effluents

Colorado to conform with WQS by
8/20/73.

Kopas Corp. Clear Creek Suspended solids 10/10/72 Will install storm sewer

Denver, Colorado by 10/15/72, no discharge
into Clear Creek.

Koppers Co., Inc. Wicomico River Discharged 8/8/72 Operate a facility for

(formerly J.I. Wells
Company), Salisbury
Maryland

wastes to lands
adjacent to the
river from which
rain storms wash
such wastes into
waters

treating its discharge.
Agreed to install the system
Betz Environmental Engi-
neers submitted.

City of las Vegas
Las Vegas, Nevada

Las Vegas Wash

Municipal
wastes

6/7/72

See Table 3.
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Las Vegas Valley Las Vegas Wash Municipal 6/1/72 See Table 3.
Water District wastes

Las Vegas, Nevada

Lehigh Valley RR & Kill van Kull Oil deposited 12/17/71 Companies have agreed to

Humble 0Oil Company on property clean up, cap tanker cars,

Bayonne, New Jersey seeping into and construct weir to con-

drainage ditch tain oil.

Linden Chlorine Arthur Kill Residual mercury 5/23/72 Company has assumed re-

Products discharge sponsibility for its

Linden, New Jersey mercury discharge into com-
mon waste stream servicing
LCP and GAF. Company also
committed itself to main-
taining maximum and average
mercury loads.

Lone Star Industries, James River Discharged 9/26/72 Immediate treatment of

Inc., Cement and appreciable suspended solids dis-

Construction Material amounts of charged into the river.

Group suspended

Richmond, Virginia solids

City of Longmont St. Vrain Filter backwash 11/10/72 Outline of construction

Colorado Creek schedule to be completed
by May 1973.

City of Lovelard WTP Big Thompson Filter backwash 8/15/72 Will contain all discharge

Loveland, Colorado River

by July 1973.
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Lutex Chemical Tributary to Dye 3/23/72 Company has connected to
Chattanooga, Tennessee South Chickamauga city sewer.
Creek
M & T Chemicals, Inc. Patapsco River Discharged 9/28/72 Construction of treatment
Baltimore, Maryland phenols ond facility to be operational
suspended solids by 8/31/73.
Mallinckrodt Chemical City sewer Mercury 6/30/71 Neutralization facility
Jersey City, New Jersey on line by Oct. 1972.
Mallory Battery Co. Hudson River Mercury 6/28/71 Monitoring. Company agreed
Tarrytown, New York to construct weirs; average
discharge around .00l
lbs/day.
Mariani Air Products Price River Suspended 10/27/72 No degradation of current
Salt Lake City, Utah solids & some water quality. Agreed to
metals monitoring program.
Martin Marietta South Platte BODg, coli- 6/26/72 Agreed to our effluent
Waterton, Colorado River form from limits meonitoring schedule
sanitary wastes and will report other para-
& toxic metals meters for limited time.
Mattaponi Sand and York River Discharged BODg 9/19/72 Enlargement of settling

Gravel Co., Inc.
Aylett, Virginia

& suspended
solids

ponds to treat its dis-
charges to acceptable
levels.
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MDC Boston Harbor
Boston, Massachusetts

Boston Harbor

Sludge & munici-
pal industrial
wastes

6/19/72

1) Commonwealth will under-
take comprehensive study to
determine most feasible means
of achieving secondary treat-
ment for all wastes at Deer
and Nut Island by 5/1/79.
2) Elimination of Sludge

a) Study to be completed

by 3/1/73.

b) Engineering plans &

spec. 7/1/74.

c) Completion of sludge

facilities by 5/1/76.
Shall not alter or super-
sede any proceeding under
applicable State or Federal
law.

Memphis City Dump
Memphis, Tennessee

Wolf River

Trash and
garbage

8/23/72

City agreed to clean up
dump.

Merck & Co.
South San Francisco
California

San Francisco
Bay

Particulate
magnesium
hydroxide

10/10/72

Formalized agreement from
meeting 11/16/71. Unifica-
tion of 7 outfalls com-
pleted 4/18/72 to reduce
toxicity of specific dis-
charges. Will tie into sub-
regional system c. 1/1/74.

Merck Chemical Co.
Hawthorne, New Jersey

Passaic Valley
Sewer System

Mercury

6/22/71

Monitoring. Company has
agreed to cease all wet
processing of inorganic
mercurials.

138



Name & Location
of Discharger

Receiving Water

Pollution
Problem

Date ACL
Received

Results or Status

Merck Chemical Division

Rahway, New Jersey

Atlantic Ocean

Ocean dumping
of chemical
sludge

8/24/72

Company has agreed to study
alternative methods of dis-
posal.

Metals Processing, Inc.

Salt Lake City, Utah

Jordan River

Toxic metals

11/2/72

No deterioration of present
effluent quality. Will
meet effluent limits by

9/1/73. Agreed to moni-
toring pregram.

Midwest Solvents
Atchison, Kansas

Missouri River

BOD & SS

9/20/72

Several in-plant changes
completed to reduce flow
and peollutants. Complete
treatment to be provided
by April 1975. Total pro-
ject cost estimated at
$6,000,000.

Mill Creek
West Virginia

Mill Creek

Municipal
wastes

7/15/72

Completion of construction

of secondary treatment by
12/11/74.

Minnkota Power Co-
operative

Milton R. Young Plant
North Dakota

Missouri River

Flow is 158 MGD
Solids are high

8/14/72

Constructed a cooling pond.
Agreed to our effluent
limits and monitoring
schedule.

Missouri Beef
Packers, Phelps City
Missouri

Tributary to
Rock Creek

SS, N-NH3
and Cl levels

7/17/72
(Partial)

Installation of flotation
clarifier Jan. 1973 and
elimination of wastes from
hide plant. Engineering
report to be made Mar. 1973.
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Name & Location Pollution Date ACL

of Discharger Receiving Water Problem Received Results or Status

Migssouri Chemical Co. Missouri River Pesticide 9/28/72 Connection to South

St. Joseph, Missouri through storm residuals St. Joseph Industrial Dis-

sewer trict to be completed as

soon as monitoring equip-
ment is installed, 1 2/73.

Mobay Chemical Co. Kanawha River Phenols, sus- 9/13/72 Facilities should be in

New Martinsville
West Virginia

pended solids
and colors

operation by 12/31/75, as
stated in the executed com-
mitment letter of 8/18/72,
with a total of 5 million
dollars.

Mobil 0Oil Corp.
Paulsboro, New Jersey

Delaware River

BOD, COD, TOC,
oil & grease,
volatile solids,
ammonia, phenols
& turbidity

2/1/72
s/12/72
S/16/72

Company agreed to abatement
schedule to be completed
by Dec. 1975.

Mohawk Paper Co.
Cahoes, New York

Mohawk River

TSS

5/22/72

Company agreed to install
pretreatment facility by
late 1972.

Monsanto Company
Anniston, Alabama

Snow Creek

PCB's

1/19/72

Company has ceased PCB
production as of 4/28/72
and confirm same in writing.

Monsanto Company
Bridgeport, New Jersey

Delaware River

pH, tempera-
ture, BOD, TSS,
turbidity, oil

& grease, phenols

12/11/72

Agreed to a two-phase
abatement schedule to be
completed by Aug. 1975,

Monsanto Compary
Muscatine, Iowa

Mississippi
River

Herbicides &
acid
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10/17/72

Several in-plant chan?es
(recovery) to be comp eted
by 1/1/74 to reduce pollu-
tants discharged.



Name and Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or
of Discharger Water Problem Received Status
Monte Vista Potato Rio Grande River Organics from 9/13/72 Will adopt monitoring
Growers Assn., Monte potato processing program.
Vista, Colorado
Montpelier, City of Bear River to Municipal wastes 6/20/72 Resolution passed by City
Idaho Snake River to effect proper treatment,
Montrose Chemical Co., Las Vegas Wash Nutrients and 5/31/72 See Table 3,
Henderson, Nevada total dissolved
solids
John Morrell and Co., Des Moines River BOD, solids, 10/20/72 Initiated 25 year compre-
Ottumwa, Iowa coliform hensive waste reduction
program to increase treat-
ment efficiency and
eliminate certain sources.
John Morrell & Co., Big Sioux River Organics 11/17/72 Will meet EPA limits by
Sioux Falls, South Dakota Jan. 1, 1974, Will adopt
monitoring program.
Mountain Aggregates, Inc. South Platte River Gravel washing 8/24/72 Will contain their

Empire, Colorado

11

wastewater in a pit.



Name and Location
of Discharger

Receiving
Water

Date ACL was
Received

Pollution
Problem

Results or
Status

Nassau Smelting and
Refining Co,, Staten
Island, New York

Kill Van Kull

BOD, pH, suspended 5/4/72
solids, zinc,copper 6/1/72
lead, oil & grease

Company agreed to install
wastewater treatment
facilities by March 1, 1973,

National Beef Packers Kansas River Solids, BOD 10/4/72 Discharge of process wastes
Kansas City, Kansas eliminated 4/23/72.
National By-Products Platte River Rendering wastes Plant burned down.
La Platte, Nebraska
National Gypsum Mobile Bay Paper mill 9/15/72 Company committed to pre-
Mobile, Alabama treat and discharge to
Mobile municipal sewer by
2/19/73.
National Lead, Co., Atlantic Ocean Ocean dumping- 8/11/71 Monitoring. Company has
Sayreville, New Jersey sulfuric acid 11/3/72 submitted detailed study
of '"acid-iron' waste
disposal at sea.
Needham Hide Port Oxbox Lake to Chromium, BOD, 8/23/72 Final plans-11/1/72.

Neal Complex, Sioux City,
Iowa

Missouri River

TDS, SS,NH3, oil
and grease
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Construction completion-

8/73.



Name and Location
of Discharger

Receiving
Water

Pollution
Problem

Date ACL was
Received

Results or
Status

Needham Packing, Sioux

By-Products, Sioux City,

Towa

Missouri River

Rendering wastes

8/4/72

Connected to city sewer
10/1/72.

Nepera Chemical Co.,
Harriman, New York

Atlantic Ocean

Ocean dumping-
chemical wastes

4/6/71

Agreed to build incinerator
facility at cost of
$207,000,

Nestle Co., Freehold, Debois Creek BOD, thermal, 4/13/72 Agreed to discontinue use
New Jersey oil, & grease of sludge field, and build
retention basin around
clarifier.
Nevada Power Co., Clark Las Vegas Wash Cooling tower 9/14/72 See Table 3.
Generating Station blowdown
Las Vegas, Nevada
Nevada Power Co., Las Vegas Wash Nutrients and 9/14/72 See Table 3.
Sunrise Generating total dissolved
Station, Las Vegas, solids
Nevada
Nevada Sand & Gravel Co., Las Vegas Wash Nutrients & total 5/23/72 See Table 3. Elimination

Las Vegas, Nevada

dissolved solids
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of discharge confirmed
prior to receipt of letter,.



Name and Location
of Dischaxger

Receiving
Water

Date ACL was
Received

Pollution
Problem

Results or
Status

NL Industries, Salt Lake
City, Utah

Great Salt Lake

High concentra- 7/5/72
tions of sulfate,

ammonia & chlorine

Will evaluate impounding
discharge. Process water
will not reach Great Salt
Lake.

Norfolk Coca-Cola and
Bottling Works, Inc.
Portsmouth,Virginia

Elizabeth River

7/5/72

Will evaluate impounding
discharge. Process water
will not reach Great Salt
Lake.

Northwestern Engineering Clear Creek Asphalt plant 11/24/72 No discharge,
Company, Denver, Colorado
Olin Corxporation, Ohio River Bis ether 5/25/72 Company reported to EPA on

Brandenburg, Kentucky
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5/25/72 that the recovery
unit for the Bis (2 chloro-
isopropyl) ether was placed
in operation on 5/12/72 &
company expects this
treatment will produce the
intended removal of wastes.
Region IV is attempting to
obtain an abatement
schedule for the wastes
from Olin's propylene oxide
plant,



Name and Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or
of Discharger Water Problem Received Status
0lin Corporation, Lake Calcasieu River Ammonia, susp. 3/15/72 ACL to Hg for approval.

Charles, Louisiana

solids, organic
nitrogen, TOC, high
PH, high temperature

Facilities to be completed
by 12/31/73,

Otter Tail Power Co.,
Kidder Steam Plant
Wahpeton, North Dakota

Red River of the
North

High pH, temperature 10/27/72
and solids loading

Plant will be closed no
later than 5/7/75. No
degradation of current
water goal.

Pacific Power & Light

N. Platte River

Cooling water

Agreed to EPA's effluent

Dave Johnston Plant discharge 10/5/72 limits and monitoring

Glenrock, Wyoming program. Will conduct
thermal study by 10/1/73,

Pacific States Castiron Great Salt Lake Toxic metals 11/8/72 Agreed to EPA's monitoring

Pipe Co., Salt Lake City, schedule,

Utah

Packaging Corp. of America Iowa River BOD, Ss. 9/19/72 Spray irrigation system for

Tama, Iowa 11/29/72 treatment by June 1973,
Only discharge would be
cooling water.

Paul, City of Idaho Snake River Municipal wastes 6/14/72 Resolution passed by city
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to effect proper treatment,



Name and Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or
of Discharger Water Problem Received Status
PBI-Gordon Kansas City, Kansas River Pesticides 10/5/72 All wastes to be diverted
Kansas or recycled to eliminate
discharge by 1/1/73.
Petro Products, Inc., Little Piney 0il 6/9/72

Athens, Alabama

Creek

Correspondence sets forth
ten-point abatement
timetable. Latest
correspondence (6/22/72)
from AWIC indicates
recommendations were being
followed and would be met
within prescribed period.

Pfizer and Company,
Groton, Connecticut

Long Island
Sound

Ocean dumping-
nycelium wastes

6/29/71
10/15/71

Company to dispose of
mycelium wastes via town
landfill. All offshore
disposal of mycelium was
ceased by 6/30/72.

Phillips Petroleum
Salt Lake City, Utah

Jordan River

BODg, oil & grease, 7/20/72

phenols & ammonia

Agreed to combine all
discharges. Will meet
EPA's effluent limits and
monitoring program.

J.S. Pickett & Sons, Inc.
Dubuque, Iowa

Mississippi
River

BOD,

solids
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7/28/72
8/30/72

Connected to city sewer,
4th quarter, FY 73.



Name and Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or

of Discharger Water Problem Received Status
Piedmont Heat Charlotte Storm Metallic wastes 9/30/72 Company agreed to meet EPA
Treating Co., Charlotte, Sewer limits and cease discharge
North Carolina to public streams.
Pipe Street Dump Bernard Bayou Trash & garbage 8/72 City has closed the dump

Gulfport, Mississippi

and conditions for cleanup
are being discussed.

Port Chester Sewage Treat- Westchester County Heavy metals, oil
ment Plant, Russel Secondary Treatment and grease
Burdsall Co., and Ward Plant
Bolt & Nut Company, Port
Chester, New York

1/5/72

Companies will treat
effluent to bring them into
line with County sewage
ordinances by Aug. 1972,
County will have final plans
and specs for secondary
plant submitted to State of
New York by April 3,1972.
Village of Port Chester

will join County system.

PPG Industries, Lake Calcasieu River Clor. Hydrocarbons 12/19/72 12/76 - Hydrocarbon
Charles, Louisiana lead, Hg (Mercury) 12/72 - Lead attained

0.1/100 ton/day now (12/72),
Pratt & Whitney Aircraft Atlantic Ocean Ocean dumping- 7/19/71 Company has agreed to study
Co., East Hartford, chemical wastes 10/2/72 alternative methods of

Connecticut
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disposal.



Name and Location
of Discharger

Receiving
Water

Pollution
Problem

Date ACL was
Received

Results or
Status

Pratt Brothers Coal Co.,
Hazard, Kentucky

Rockhouse Creek

Coal washing

5/3/72

Company agreed to install
settling basin,

Priest River, City of Pend Orielle Lake Municipal waste 6/26/72 Resolution passed by city
Idaho to effect proper treatment.

Prime Tanning Co., Salmon Falls Needs upgraded 3/72 Satisfactory abatement
Berwick, Maine River waste treatment program under way.

tie to Berwick

Public Service of South Platte Cooling water 11/6/72 Agreed to EPA's effluent
Colorado Arapahoe River limits and monitoring
Plant, Denver, Colorado program.

Public Service Co. of South Platte High solids & 9/18/72 Agreed to our effluent
Colorado, Cherokee River cooling water limits and monitoring
Plant, Denver, Colorado discharge program.

Public Service Co. of South Platte Cooling water and 7/17/72 Discontinue demineralizer

Colorado, Ft. St. Vrain, River ash pond discharge discharge, Accepted
Colorado effluent limits & monitor-

ing schedule,

Public Service Co. of South Platte High solids 9/18/72 Agreed to our effluent

Colorado, Valmont
Station, Denver, Colorado

River
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limits and monitoring
program.



Name and Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or
of Discharger Water Problem Received Status

Public Service Co. of South Platte Cooling water 11/6/72 Agreed to EPA's effluent
Colorado, Zuni Plant River limits and monitoring
Denver, Colorado program.

Ranchway Feed Mills, Ft. Cache La Poudre Suspended solids 10/3/72 Boiler blowdown discharge
Collins, Colorado River & high pH will be eliminated

Reichhold Chemicals McAlpine Creek Organic chemical 11/21/72 Company agreed to meet EPA
Charlotte, North Carolina limits,

Reilly Tar & Chemical Corp. Phenolic waste 8/28/72 Interim treatment pending

Fairmont, West Virginia Monongahela River emanating from closing of plant,

the facility
Reilly Tar & Chemical Utah Lake Metals, high 11/20/72 Will maintain current

Provo, Utah

temperature &
phenols

effluent quality. Agreed
to our effluent limits &
monitoring schedule,

Rio Grande Starch Co., Rio Grande River

Monte Vista, Colorado

Process waste
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8/1/72

Agreed to total containment



Name and Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or
of Discharger Water Problem Received Status
Rohm & Haas, Inc., Atlantic Ocean Ocean dumping- 3/19/71 Monitoring. Company has

Whitmoyer Laboratories,
Myerstown, Pennsylvania

chemical wastes

agreed to remove and clean
up arsenical waste disposal
sites, and startup of
arsenical production on a
no discharge basis.

Rolling Mills Tank Farm
South Portland, Maine

0il 8/9/72
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0il companies constructed
an interceptor trench to
carry oil leakage to a
separator which would skim
oil off by 8/18/72.



Name and Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or
of Discharger Water Problem Received Status

St. Albans Kanawha River 7/14/72 Completion of construc-

West Virginia tion on March 15, 1974,
and operation of plant
on April 15, 1974.

Peter J. Schweitzer, Atlantic Ocean Ocean dumping - €/14/71 Monitoring. Company has

Division of Kimberly- pulp wastes 9/26/72 agreed to stop dumping

Clark Corporation, "Black Liquor'" and now

Spottswood, New Jersey sends its wastes to
Middlesex County Sewage
Authority's treatment
plant.

Scott Paper Company Menominee River Pulp & paper 6/20/72 Letter accepted 7/17/72

Marinette, Wisconsin wastes Company will attain
specified effluent limits
for BOD & SS by 1/1/76.

Seaboard Coastline Marks Creek 0il 3/24/72 Company has complied.

R.R, Co.
Hamlet, North Carolina

Refueling operation dis-
continued. Agreed to

put in oil treatment
facilities when refueling
operations resume.

Agreed to clean up oil

on ground. Pollution
abated.
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Name and Location
of Discharger

Receiving
Water

Date ACL was
Received

Pollution
Problem

Results or
Status

Sheboygan, City of
Wisconsin

Lake Michigan

Inadequate treat- 8/21/72
ment of municipal

wastes

Letter accepted 9/11/72.
City will complete 3-
phased construction
projects by 3/31/76.

The Singer Company,
Elizabeth, New Jersey

Newark Bay

2/7/72
5/8/72

BOD, COD, iron,
zinc, phosphorus,
suspended solids,
oil and grease

Company has agreed to
construct necessary
treatment facilities by
mid-1973.

Sioux City Dressed
Beef (Needham)
Sioux City, Iowa

Missouri River

Solids from 8/4/72
cattle holding

pens runoff

Provide pretreatment
and connection to city
sewers by 1/15/73.

Sioux City, Iowa 0ld Floyd Channel Unidentified 9/14/72 Ongoing program to
New Floyd Channel sanitary and identify sources and
Missouri River industrial dis- eliminate discharges.
charges to storm Will also require sewer
sewers., separation.
Sioux City Stockyards 0l1d Floyd Channel BOD, solids 10/11/72 Program to reduce

New Floyd Channel
Missouri River

wastewater quantity,
collect all wastes and
discharge to City system
by 12/1/74. Cost
$3,500,000.
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Name and Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or
of Discharger Water Problem Received Status
Smith Meal Company, Long Island Sound Fish wastes dis- 2/11/72 Company has committed
Amagansett, New York charged over the itself to spending
side of fishing 51,200 to correct
vessels owned by operations,
company
Snowco Missouri River Heavy metals 9/13/72 Program initiated to
Omaha, Nebraska and COD achieve effluent limits
recommended by EPA.
Southern Wood Piedmont Chattanooga Creek  Phenols 6/12/72 Received letter con-
Chattanooga, Tennessee firming dike in place,
also, lab analysis of
stream showing definite
improvement.
Spokane, City of Spokane River Municipal waste 9/29/72 Resolution passed by
Washington city to effect proper
treatment.
Springfield Electro- Cyanide poisoning 4/16/72 Agreed to halt discharge

plating Company
Springfield, Vermont

and install adequate
treatment system.

153



Name and Location
of Discharger

Receiving
Waterx

Pollution
Problem

Date ACL was
Received

Results or
Status

Standard-Coosa-
Thatcher Co.
Chattanocoga, Tennessee

Chattanooga Creek

Dye and ammonia

3/1/72

Company has complied
and installed controls
to abate dye waste.

State Stove & Mgf. Co., Las Vegas Wash Nutrients and 6/8/72 See Table 3.
Henderson, Nevada total dissolved
solids
Stauffer Chemical Mississippi River Alum muds, pH, 8/9/72 Removal of alum muds
Baton Rouge, Louisiana susp solids, oil 8/1/73. All others by
& grease, sulfite 12/31/75.
Stauffer Chemical Co., Las Vegas Wash Nutrients and 5/31/72 See Table 3.
Henderson, Nevada total dissolved
solids
Stauffer Chemical Coxrp., Niagara River pH, suspended 5/24/72 Agreement reached on all
Niagara Falls, New York solids, heavy parameters except lead;
metals residual lead discharge
to be retested by
company in January.
Stauffer Chemical Company Great Salt Lake High concentra- 8/29/72 No deterioration in

Salt Lake City, Utah

tions BODg, solids
phosphorus and
toxic metals

current quality. Process
water recycle by 12/1/73.
Agreed to our monitoring
schedule.

"1 8/



Name and Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or
of Discharger Water Problem Received Status
Stauffer Chemical Co. Silver Bow Creek Sanitary and 10/30/72 Eliminated wastewater
Silver Bow Plant, Montana industrial discharge,
wastes
Swift & Co. Snake River Feedlot wastes 5/6/72 Use of the area as a
Burley, Idaho cattle feedlot has been
discontinued.
Swift Agricultural Elizabeth River Discharged high 7/28/72 Abated high levels of
Chemical Corp. concentrations of agricultural chemical
Chesapeake River acid, suspended discharges by 8/1/72.
solids and metals
Swim-Mor Pools, West Newton Creek Deposited refuse 8/10/72 Company committed itself
Collingswood Heights, (Tributary of matter that could to not deposit further
New Jersey Delaware River) fall or be washed refuse and clean up
into waterway property and shoreline,
Tenneco Chemicals, Inc. Arthur Kill Mercury 6/16/71 Monitoring. Company

Elizabeth, New Jersey

agreed to collect
effluent in sump and
precipitate out mercury
as mercuric sulfide;
virtual elimination.
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Name and Location Receiving Pollution Date ACL was Results or

of Discharger Water Problem Received Status
Tennessee River Tennessee River Paper mill wastes 10/17/72 Company agreed to meet
Pulp & Paper EPA limits by 7/2/72.
Counce, Tennessee
Texaco, Inc., Delaware River Chromium, 2/10/72 Due to collapse of
Westville, New Jersey phosphorus 4/24/72 Gloucester County

and ammonia

regional system, compdany
has agreed to provide
its own treatment
facilities.

Texas Gulf Sulphur Co.
Granger, Wyoming

Green River

Mine shaft dis-
charge. High pH
sodium compounds.

7/25/72

Will contain all shaft
flow solution by 10/31/72.

38 Street Dump
Chattanooga, Tennessee

Chattanooga Creek

Trash and garbage

8/72

City agreed to clean up
dump.

Titanium Metals Corp.
of America
Henderson, Nevada

Las Vegas Wash

Nutrients and
total dissolved
solids

8/7/72

See Table 3.

Toms River Chemical
Corp.,
Toms River, New Jersey

Atlantic Ocean

Mercury
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6/11/71

Monitoring. Company
expended $273,000 to
study mercury removal,
Added removal/stripping
steps to its production
procedure.
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of Discharger

Receiving
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Pollution
Problem

Results or
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Triangle Conduit and
Cable Co., Inc.
Glen Dale, West Virginia

Ohio River

Discharged acids
cyanide, chromium
and copper

9/ 28 /72

Construct a facility to
limit pollutants in the
segregated contaminated
flows, to be operational
by 12/31/72. Estimate
cost of the modifications
described in the commit-
ment section is $74,000.

USAEC Dow Chemical Clear Creek Potential 11/24/72 Agreed to no deteriora-

Dow Chemical radioactivity tion of their discharge.

Rocky Flats, Colorado

Union Carbide Corp. Wallomsac River Ammonia discharge 5/17/72 Adapted preventive

Bennington, Vermont ammonia disposal

practices.

Union Pacific RR Jordan River BODg and oil and 8/16/72 Agreed to no deteriora-

Salt Lake City, Utah grease from washing tion of present discharge
operations

United Power Association Knife River Ash discharge 7/14/72 Will build larger ash

Stanton Plant,
North Dakota

from scrubbers.
Temperature from
condensers.

pond for process wastes.
Agreed to EPA's effluent
limits and monitoring
schedule.
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