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How May I Submit Comments?

To ensure that EPA can read, understand, and therefore properly respond to comments, the
Agency requests that you cite, where possible, the paragraph(s) or sections in the preamble, rule, or
supporting documents to which each comment refers.  You should use a separate paragraph for each
issue discussed.

If you want EPA to acknowledge receipt of your comments, enclose a self-addressed, stamped
envelope.  No faxes will be accepted.  Comments may also be submitted electronically to
CAFOS.comments@epa.gov.  Electronic comments must be submitted as an ASCII, WordPerfect
5.1, WP6.1, or WP8 file avoiding the use of special characters and forms of encryption.  Electronic
comments must be identified by the docket number OW-00-27.  EPA will accept comments and data
on disks in WordPerfect 5.1, 6.1, or 8 format or in ASCII file format.  Electronic comments on this
notice may be filed on-line at many Federal depository libraries.
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I. Legal Authority

Today’s proposed rule is issued under the authority of sections 301, 304, 306, 307, 308, 402,
and 501 of the Clean Water Act (CWA), 33 U.S.C. 1311, 1314, 1316, 1317, 1318, 1342, and 1361.

II. Purpose and Summary of the Proposed Regulation

Today, the Environmental Protection Agency proposes to revise and update two regulations
that address the impacts on water quality from manure, wastewater, and other process waters
generated by concentrated animal feeding operations (CAFOs).  The National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) provisions in 40 CFR Part 122 define which operations are CAFOs and
establish permit requirements for those operation.  The Effluent Limitations Guidelines (ELG), or
effluent guidelines, for feedlots in 40 CFR Part 412 establish technology-based effluent discharge
standards that are applied to CAFOs.  Both regulations were originally promulgated in the 1970s. 
EPA is proposing revisions to these regulations to address changes that have occurred in the animal
industry sectors over the last 25 years, to clarify and improve implementation of CAFO permit
requirements, and to improve the environmental protection achieved under these rules.

Environmental concerns being addressed by this rule include both ecological and human health
effects.  Manure from stockpiles, lagoons, or excessive land application rates can reach waterways
through runoff, erosion, spills, or via groundwater.  These discharges can result in excessive nutrients


