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CHAPTER 62
EFFLUENT AND PRETREATMENT STANDARDS:

OTHER EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS OR PROHIBITIONS
[Prior to 7/1/83, DEQ Ch 17]
[Prior to 12/3/86, Water, Air and Waste Management[900]]

567—62.1(455B) Prohibited discharges.

62.1(1) The discharge of any pollutant from a point source into a navigable water is prohibited unless
authorized by an NPDES permit or by a Dermlt issued pursuant to Sectlon 404 of the CWA and certlﬁed pursuant
to 567—subrule 61. 2(6) g v

62.1(3)62-1(6) The following discharges are prohibited:

a. The discharge of wastewater into a publiely—ownedtreatment—worksPOTW or a semipublic sewage
disposal system (DS) in volumes or quantities in excess of those to which a significant industrial user is
committed in either athe treatment agreement described in 567—subrule 60.3(3)64-3(5) or a local control

mechanism (in the case of a POTW with an approved pretreatment program); and -appreved-by-the-department

b. Discharge of the pollutants listed in 40 CFR §403.5(b) to a POTW, a semipublic sewage DS, or a PSDS.
62.1(4)62H7 Wastes in such volumes or quantities as to exceed the design capacity of the treatment works,
cause interference or pass through, or reduce the effluent quality below that specified in the operation permit of
the treatment works isare considered to be a waste thatwhieh interferes with the operation or performance of a

POTWp&bkel—yLewned—tfedfcmem—wefks ora semlpubhc sewage DSd—lﬁpesaJ—ayﬁem and are prohlblted

S B

FARC 7625BIAB-34-H09 effective-4/15/09]

Commented [1]: 62.1(1), "For purposes of this
subrule..." - outdated; remove.

Commented [2]: New 62.1(2), prohibitions - Pursuant
to 40 CFR § 123.25(e), states must have the legal
authority to implement these prohibitions. Replace
current prohibition text w/ CFR reference.

Commented [3]: Old 62.1(2), "The discharge of any
radiological..." - Matches 40 CFR § 122.4(f); replaced
w/ CFR reference.

Commented [4]: Old 62.1(3), "Any discharge which..."
- Matches 40 CFR 122.4(e); replaced w/ CFR
reference.

Commented [5]: Old 62.1(4), "Any discharge to
which..." - Matches 40 CFR 122.4(c); replaced w/ CFR
reference.

Commented [6]: Old 62.1(5), "Any discharge from..." -
Matches 40 CFR 122.4(g); replaced w/ CFR reference.

Commented [7]: New 62.1(3), "The following
discharges are prohibited" - Combining old 62.1(6) &
old 62.1(8) into one subrule & referencing the CFR.

Commented [8]: "approved by the dept" - moved to
beginning of subrule (new 62.1(3))

Commented [9]: New 62.1(3)"b", "Discharge of the..."
- Moved from old 62.1(8). Replaces all of old 62.1(8).

Commented [10]: New 62.1(4), Waste in such
volumes... - Existing text. 40 CFR 403.5(b)(4) &
403.5(a)(1). Was old 62.1(7).

Commented [11]: Old 62.1(8) - Moved to new
62.1(3)"b". Replaced all paragraphs w/ reference to 40
CFR 403.5(b).

Commented [12]: Old 62.1(8)"a", "Pollutants which..."
- Matches 40 CFR 403.5(b)(1); replaced w/ reference in
new 62.1(3)"b".

Commented [13]: Old 62.1(8)"b", "Solids or..." -
Matches 40 CFR 403.5(b)(3); replaced w/ reference in
new 62.1(3)"b".

Commented [14]: Old 62.1(8)"c", "Heat in..." -
Matches 40 CFR 403.5(b)(5); replaced w/ reference in
new 62.1(3)"b".

Commented [15]: Old 62.1(8)"d", "Petroleum oil..." -
Matches 40 CFR 403.5(b)(6); replaced w/ reference in
new 62.1(3)"b".

Commented [16]: Old 62.1(8)"e", "Pollutants which..."
- Matches 403 CFR 403.5(b)(7); replaced w/ reference
in new 62.1(3)"b".

Commented [17]: Old 62.1(8)"f", "Pollutants which..." -
Matches 40 CFR 403.5(b)(2); replace w/ reference in
new 62.1(3)"b".
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[567—&62%(455&‘ Secondary treatment information: effluent standards for POT Wspublicly-owned
treatment-works and semipublic sewage DSsdisposal-systems.

62.2(1)623(1) General. This subruleThefoHowinsparagraphs describes the minimum level of effluent
quality attainable by secondary treatment in terms of kh&pel—k&taﬂt—measﬁemeﬁts—eafbeﬂaeemﬂ—b*eehe%eﬁ
oxygen-demand-(CBOD5)-th 4
deﬁaaﬂd\ suspended solids kSS) the pollutant parameter total suspended sohd and pH«kh%measuf&ef—the
fel-aﬂ-vc—aetét—yer—&l—k&hmtﬁ The pollutant measurement CBODs earbenaceousbiochemical-exyeen-demand-is

used in lieu of the pollutant measurement five-day-biochemical-oxygen-demand{BODs), as noted in 40 CFR
§133.102(a)(4). All requirements for each pollutant measurement shall be achieved by POT Wspublielyowned

treatment-works and semipublic sewage DSsdisposal-systems except as provided for in subrules-62.23(2) and
62.23(3). Effluent limitations on pollutants other than CBODsearbenaceous-biochemical-oxygen-demand(five
day), suspended-selidsSS and pH may be imposed in anthe NPDES permit. Such limitations will reflect
pretreatment requirements that may be imposed on users of the treatment works.
a. ‘ Ga%mh%emﬂ&bieehem&eal—e*yge&deﬁmﬂd—(é@ay—)—CBODs‘ as noted in'40 CER §133.102(a)(4).
(1)-The 30-day-average shall not exeeed 25 mg/l
2)The 7-dayaverage shatnot exceed-40-me/H

( Commented [18]: Old 62.2, "Exemption of adoption of ]

certain federal rules..." - From lowa Code 17A.4,
Procedure for adoption of rules. Correct citation is now
17A.4(3)(a), but the administrative rules review
committee must now "find good cause", so this rule is

no longer valid.

/ Commented [19]: New 62.2, Secondary treatment -
 lowa Code 455B.173(2) & 40 CFR Part 133.

' Commented [20]: "CBODS5" -
_ not need to be spelled out here.

Defined in Chpt 60: does |

Commented [21]: "SS"

- SS definition is from 40 CFR ‘
133.101(l).

Commented [22]: "pH" - Defined in Chapter 60; does ‘
not need additional description here.

( Commented [23]: New 62.3(1)"a", "CBOD5" -

reference.

Matches ]
40 CFR 133.102(a)(4); replaced portion of text w/ CFR

{3)-The 30-day average percent removal shall not be less than 85 percent,
calculated by adding five5 units to the effluent CBODs monitoring data and comparing that value to the influent
BODs monitoring data. Site-specific information on the relationship between BODs and CBODs shall be used
in lieu of the ﬁve§-umt relationship if such information is avallable\

. as noted in 40 CFR §133.102(b).
@%4%%%}9%%@%
2—TheF-dayaverage-shall notexeeed 45-mel-

3)—Fhe 30-day-average percent removal shall-not be-less-than35-percent:
k. pHeLﬁ noted inf40 CER §133.102(¢) The-effluentvaluesfor pH-shall be-maintained-within-the imits-of

62.2(2)623(2) Special considerations.
h Combmed sewers bnd percent removaJ 40 CFR 8133 103(a) is adopted by reference %Fredtment—weﬂes

' Commented [29]: "and percent removal requirements"
- Added for clarity.

62.2(1)"a".

Commented [24]: Old 62.3(1)"a"(1) & (2) - Matches 40 \
CFR 133.102(a)(4); replaced w/ CFR reference in new

' Commented [25]: New 62.2(1)"a", percent removal

calculation text - Existing text; keep. Not in the CFR,
but is necessary to describe % removal calculation.

Commented [26]: New 62.2(1)"b", "SS" - Matches 40 ‘
CFR § 133.102(b); replaced w/ CFR reference.

Commented [27]: New 62.3(1)"c", "pH" - Matches 40 ‘
CFR § 133.102(c); replaced w/ CFR reference.

sewers..." - Matches 40 CFR 133.103(a); replaced w/

' Commented [28]: New 62.2(2)"a", "Combined \

. CFR reference.
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lb Indusmal wastes bnd POT Ws: smndard secondarv admstmentf 40 CFR 8133 103(b) is adopted by

Ch62,p.3

reference WWWWH&&M&M—SS—&%MMW

k’. Waste stabilization lagoons,%ﬁds.\ Departmental-sSecondary treatment standards for waste stabilization

lagoonspends are the same as those found in subrute-62.23(1) concerning secondary treatment with the exception
of the SS standards, forsuspended-selids-which are as follows:
(1) SS;+The 30-day average shall not exceed 80 mg/1.
(2) SS;tThe 7-day average shall not exceed 120 mg/1.
Less concentrated influent wastewater for separate sewers; lower percent removal or mass loading limit.

40 CFR 8133 103(d) is adopted bv referencelh%éepamﬂem—mayusab&m&%erﬂqepﬂeweppe%en&%mew

e. Upgraded facilities designed to operate in a split flow mode.

(1) The department may substitute either a lower percent removal requirement or a mass loading limit for
the percent removal requirements in 62.23(1)-enly(net-62:3(3)), provided that the treatment works is designed
to split part of the primary treated wastewater flow around the secondary treatment unit(s). The design to
accommodate split flow must be approved by the department and consistent with applicable design standards
for wastewater treatment facilities. SubruleTherequirements—of 62.23(2) “d”—would appliesy to facilities
considered under this subrule. This subrule shall not be considered for facilities eligible for treatment equivalent
to secondary treatment under 62.23(3).

(2) Any applicant requesting a permit limit adjustment pursuant to this subrule must include as part of the
request an analysis of the infiltration and inflow (I/I) sources in the system and a plan for the elimination of all
inflow sources such as roof drains, manholes, and storm sewer interconnections. Infiltration sources that can be
economically eliminated or minimized shall be corrected.

f Dilution. Nothing in this subrule or any other department rule-of-the-department shall be construed to
encourage dilution of sewage as a means of complying with secondary treatment effluent standards. Reasonable
efforts to prevent and abate infiltration of groundwater into sewers, and prevention or removal of any significant
source of inflow, are required of all persons responsible for facilities subject to these standards.

62. 2!3[62—3(3) Treatment eqmvalent to secondary treatment\ ﬂus—sub#ﬁ%des%es—t—h&mm&m—level—ef
fluen

mea%emeﬂkB@Ds%ﬂe%%ﬂ%@FR—B%—WO CFR 8133 105 is adopted bv reference. Treatment works

shall be eligible at-any—time—for consideration of effluent limitations described for treatment equivalent to

secondary treatment in accordance with 40 CER §133.101(g).if: The pollutant measurement CBODs will be used

in lieu of the pollutant measurement BOD:s as noted in 40 CFR §133.105(e).

Commented [30]: New 62.2(2)"b", "Industrial wastes" -
Matches 40 CFR 133.103(b); replaced w/ CFR
reference.

Commented [31]: "and POTWs; standard secondary ‘
adjustment" - Added for clarity.

Commented [32]: New 62.2(2)"c", Waste stabilization
ponds - Existing text. Based on 40 CFR 133.103(c), but
text doesn't match exactly & the values are not stated
in the CFR.

Commented [33]: New 62.2(2)"d", "Less concentrated
influent..." - Matches 40 CFR 133.103(d); replaced w/
CFR reference.

Commented [34]: "lower percent removal..." - Added ‘
for clarity.

Commented [35]: Old 62.2(3), "Treatment equiv. to
secondary" - Matches 40 CFR 133.101(g) & 133.105.
No lowa facilities have limits based on this subrule;
replace w/ CFR references.

Commented [36]: New 62.2(3), "The pollutant
measurement CBODS5..." - Establishes that CBOD5 will
be used in lieu of BODS5, which is current practice (see
in old 62.3(3)"f") and is allowed in the CFR.
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Commented [37]: Old 62.2(3)"a", "The CBODS5 and
SS effluent.." - from 40 CFR 133.101(g)(1). Replaced
w/ CFR reference in new 62.2(3).

Commented [38]: Old 62.2(3)"b", "trickling filter..." -
Matches 40 CFR 133.101(g)(2). Replaced CFR w/ CFR
reference in new 62.2(3).

FARC 7625BIAB34-H09 effective-4/15/09]

567—62.362.4(455B) Federal effluent-and pretreatmentstandards_and effluent limitations.
[§2.3( 1) Federal effluent and pretreatment standards, The following are adopted by reference: 40/ CER Part
125, Subparts H, I and J, and 40 CFR Parts 401 through 471 .federal standards; 40-CER revised-as-of January -+
: - N - o

| Commented [39]: Old 62.2(3)"c", "treatment works

provide..." - Matches 40 CFR 133.101(g)(3). Replaced
w/ CFR reference in new 62.2(3).

| Commented [40]: Old 62.2(3)"d", "The facility..." -

Obsolete; replace w/ reference to 40 CFR 133.101(g) &
133.105 in new 62.2(3).

' Commented [41]: Old 62.2(3)"e", The treatment..." -

Obsolete; replace w/ reference to 40 CFR 133.101(g) &
133.105 in new 62.2(3).

Commented [42]: Old 62.2(3)"f", "CBODS limitations" -
Matches 40 CFR 133.105(e)(1). Replaced w/ CFR
reference in new 62.2(3).

Commented [43]: Old 62.2(3)"g", SS limitations -
Matches 40 CFR 133.105(b). Replaced w/ CFR citation
in new 62.2(3).

Commented [44]: Old 62.2(3)"h", pH - Matches 40
CFR 133.105(c). Replaced w/ CFR reference in new
62.2(3).

| Commented [45]: Old 62.2(3)'", (1) & (2), "Permit

adjustments” - Based on 40 CFR 133.105(f). Replaced
w/ CFR reference in new 62.2(3).

Commented [46]: New 62.3(1), Federal effluent and
pretreatment standards - old 62.4(1) to 62.4(71) are
condensed into a short reference to 40 CFR Part 125 &
Parts 401 - 471.
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FARC 2482C IAB4/13/16effecti 18/16: ARC-6191C-TAB 2/9/22 offeetive3/16/22]
T g g g g g 1

62.3(2) 567—62-5(455B)-Federal ‘toxic pollutant effluent standardsL 40 CFR Part 129Fhefollowing is

— [Commented [47]: "pollutant" - Correct terminology.

J
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adopted by reference - 49-CER Past 129
FARC 2482C TAB 4/13/16; effective-5/48/16}

62.3(3) 567—62-6(455B)-Effluent limitations and pretreatment requirements for sources for which there
are no federal effluent or pretreatment standards.

ntrati shieh-ed + b 3 led
F-concentration—whten—<cannotoe €

by weicht
B

subject to the federal efﬂuent standards adopted by reference in 62. _(_)4619—&&&—6248—)—&9—62—4&7—19—
a—TFhere—shall—be—established—an the department shall estabhsh effluent limitations, pretreatment

requirements, or both, that represents the best brofesswna judgment
offor pollutantef-ﬂﬁem reduction, con51stent with the CWAAet and

62. 3!4[567—62—1(4558)‘ Effluent limitations less stringent than the effluent limitation guidelines. EO CFR
Pan 125 Subpa:rt D is adopted by reference. An—eﬁﬂﬁem—hm*aﬂemless—sﬁrmgem—ﬂaaa—th%eﬁﬂﬂem—hmwﬂen

/ Commented [48]: Old 62.6(1)"a", Average - Moved to
 definitions in new 60.2(1).

/ Commented [49]: Old 62.6(1)"b", Maximum - Struck.

Chpt 60 now references 122.2 for the terms maximum

 daily discharge limitation and daily discharge.

( Commented [50]: Old 62.6(1)"c", Best engineering

judgment - No longer needed; not used in any of the

 chapters.

/ Commented [51]: Old 62.6(2), Time of compliance -

Outdated. Technology-based BPJ limits must be met
immediately because the CWA statutory deadline

_ cannot be extended in a permit.

[ Commented [52]: Old 62.6(3), Effluent limitations -

Subrule number and catchphrase are no longer

_ needed, as this is now the only paragraph in this rule.

Commented [53]: Old 62.6(3), ...other than POTWs... )
Redundant; the old 62.3 (new 62.2) is specifically for
POTWSs and semipublic systems.

Commented [54]: "professional" - Since permit writers
aren't engineers, this should be "professional” for BPJ.

Commented [55]: Old 62.6(3)"b", "The following
wastes..." - Prohibitions moved to new 62.1(3)"b" and

new 62.1(4).

' Commented [56]: Old 62.6(3)"b"(1), " Wastes that

create a fire..." - Prohibited in old 62.1(8)"a" (40 CFR

| 403.5(b)(1)); now cited in new 62.1(3)"b".

Commented [57]: Old 62.6(3)"b"(2), "Wastes at a flow

rate..." - This is interference & pass through, which is

_ already prohibited in old 62.1(7); is new 62.1(4).

Commented [58]: Old 62.6(4), "Pretreatment

requirements..." - Redundant. Provides authority to
establish pretreat requirements for incompatible wastes
when there are no applicable federal standards.
Already in old 62.8(3) (new 62.4(2)) and old 62.8(5)

_(new 62.4(3)).
| Commented [59]: Old 62.6(4)"a" - "For sources

that...". Requires DNR to adopt ELGs as pretreat
standards if categorical standards haven't been
promulgated. But, if categorical standards aren't
promulgated for a certain source, the category doesn't
apply. So, using ELGs as pretreat standards is more

 stringent than federal requirements.

Commented [60]: Old 62.6(4)"b", "For sources that..."
- Redundant. Requires DNR to use BPJ to develop
effluent limitations where there are no federal
standards. But, is already in old 62.8(3) (new 62.4(2)) &

old 62.8(5) (new 62.4(3)).

/ Commented [61]: New 62.3(4), Effluent limitations..." -

Based on 40 CFR Part 125 Subpart D; replaced w/

L CFR reference. Old 62.7.
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FARC7625BIAB 3409 effecti

567—62.48(455B) Effluent limitations or pretreatment requirements more stringent than the effluent or
pretreatment standards.

Commented [62]: Old 62.8(1), "Effluent limitations..." -
Outdated; predates 455B.173(2)(b) regarding the
_ promulgation of effluent standards.

62.4(1)62-8(2) Effluent limitations necessary to meet water quality standards_ (WQSs). No effluent, alone or
in combination with the effluent of other sources, shall cause a violation of any applicable water—guality
standard WQS. When it is found that a discharge that would comply with applicable effluent standards}-'raéé;’— ‘
62:3(455B), 567—62.4(455B)-or 567—62.5(455B) or effluent limitations in this chapter 567—62—6{455-8—){
would cause a violation of WQSswater quality-standards, the discharge will be required to meet the water quality- ‘ ‘
based effluent limits (WQBELSs) necessary to achieve the applicable WQSswaterquality-standards as established J
in 567—Chapter 61. Anysueh-WQBELseffluent-limit shall be derived from a the—ealeulated-waste-load ‘ Commented [65]: "The translation of waste load..." - ‘

Commented [63]: Rule citations - replaced w/ "this
chapter" for brevity.

Commented [64]: "WLAP" - correcting WLAP citation
& date.

' Redundant.

allocation_(WLA) calculated for the dlscharg as descrlbed in [ghe Iowa Wasteload Allocation Procedure

Commented [66]: "categorical" - This is the correct
 terminology.

Commented [67]: "interference" - See new text at end
of sentence.

the dally sample maximum crlterla for E. colt set forth in 567—Chapter 61 shall not be used as an end-of-pipe

permit limitation. Commented [68]: New 62.5(2), "acute worker

62.4(2)62.8(3) Pretreatment requirements more stringent than categorical, standards—or health...” - Clarifies that these are situations where

The department or POTW may impose pretreatment additional requirements may be necessary. Not new;
requirements. p POTWthe—publicly—owned—treatment—wotks may impose p 40 CFR 403.5(b) prohibits discharges that cause such
requirements more stringent than the applicable categoricalpretreatment standards inef 567—62.3(1)4(4558) problems; & definition of interference includes negative
when erre@rea&-menFreqaﬁemen&%eféé?—é%é@ééB}%@ue#more stringent requirements are necessary to  effects to sludge disposal.
prevent violations of WQSswaterquality-standards, i ass through, acute worker health or safet Commented [69]: Old 62.8(4), "Effluent limits...in
problems or mterference ( mcludmg 1nh1b1tmg or dlsruptmg slud,qe use and dlsposal practlces) approved areawide..." - Obsolete; are no more 208(b)
6 4 W & approved areawide waste treatment management
plans.

Commented [70]: "categorical" - This is the correct
terminology.

62. 4!3[6%8(5) Eﬁluent lzmztanons for pollutants not covered by eﬁluent or lca_tegMp%e&%e&H%en{L
standards. When a pollutant 1sAn—e£ﬂaem—hm+t—a&err—eﬂ—d—peﬂu+m€ not otherwise regulated under rules 567—

62.23(455B) throughto 567—62.36(455B), —(e-s—pelybrominated—biphenyls,PBBs)—effluent limits or

pretreatment regulrements may be imposed on a case-by-case basis. ‘ Sueh-limitation-shall-be-based-on-etfeet-of

 text for clarity.

Commented [72]: "e.g., polychlorinated..." - examples
 are not necessary.

Commented [73]: "Such limitation..." - replaced by
new "a" below (new 62.4(3)"a").

Commented [71]: "When a pollutant..." - rewording ‘

a. Effluent limits shall be based on the effect of the pollutant in water and the feasibility and reasonableness

of treating the pollutant. Commented [74]: New 62.4(3)"a" and "b" - New text;
b. Pretreatment requirements shall be based on the effect of the pollutant in water, the effect on the receiving existing requirements. Distinguishes between effluent

limits (direct dischargers) & pretreat requirements
(indirect dischargers). Specifies that requirements may
be established to protect various aspects of a treatment
works.

treatment works (including pass through, inhibition, worker safety, and sludge disposal), and the feasibility and
reasonableness of treating thesueh pollutant.
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Commented [75]: Old 62.9, Disposal of pollutants into
wells - Outdated. The disposal of pollutants into wells is
covered by the federal Underground Injection Control
(UIC) law. The lowa groundwater protection laws & the
federal UIC law were effective in 1983. There is no
lowa or federal code supporting this provision. Also, a
waiver is needed from this rule each time EPA permits
' a UIC well in lowa.

567—62.510(455B) Effluent reuse.

bZ.S( 1) Manner of reuse. Treated final effluent may be reused in a manner noted in this rule62-+6(1) or as ( Commented [76]: New 62.5(1) - New subrules added
specified in anthe NPDES permit. ' so that this rule can be expanded as needed.
62.510(12) lReuse for golf course irrigation. Treated final effluent may be reused for golf course irrigation
if one of the conditions described in “a” and all of the conditions in “b” are met.\ ' Commented [77]: New 62.5(2), " Reuse for golf
a. The treated final effluent must meet one of the following conditions: course irrigation" - Existing text. Based on old

Policy/Procedure Statement (PIG) 5-b-08, which cited

(1) A minimum total residual chlorine (TRC) level of 0.5 mg/l must be maintained at a minimum of 15
| 455B.186 as its basis.

minutes' contact time of chlorine to wastewater prior to the irrigation of the golf course with treatment plant
effluent; or

(2) Disinfected effluent shall be held in a retention pond with a detention time of at least 20 days prior to
reuse as irrigation on a golf course. For this purpose, effluent may be disinfected using any common treatment
technology, and either an existing pond or a pond constructed specifically for effluent retention may be used.

b. A golf course utilizing treated final effluent shall take all of the following actions:

(1) Clearly state on all scorecards that treated final effluent is used for golf course irrigation-of-the-golf
eeurse and oral contact with golf balls and tees should be avoided;

(2) Post signs that warn against consumption of water at all water hazards;

(3) Color code, label, or tag all piping and sprinklers associated with the distribution or transmission of the
treated final effluent to clearly warn against the consumptive use of the contents; and

(4) Restrict the-public access efthe-publie-to any area of the golf course where spraying is being conducted.

' Commented [78]: "All of the four..." - Replaced by new |

e e emeod | "all of the conditions" text in new 62.5(2).
FARC 7625B1AB 3/11/09 effective-4115/09} ‘

These rules are intended to implement [GWaICOdSChApter 45513y division iy partil
HEHed-54-0/66:amendedH8/7H
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