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1990
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. 189(
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(MACT)
(MACT

— MACT

188)
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90

1990

(2)

(8 112(d)(2))

MACT GACT BACT RACT
(Maximum (Generally (Best Available | (Reasonably
Achievable Available Control | Control Available Control
Control Technology) Technology) Technology)
Technology)
(8 112(d)(2)) (8 169(3)) (8 181)
(8 112(d)(5))
(8 112(d)(5))
(8 172(c) (1)
)
(8 169(3))

H




1990

(1):
90
- 1990
90
ay
(NESHAPS) (8 112)
(2) (8 129)
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1990

o N

_ 1984
(07/01/87)

(§ 112)

(2):
(§ 129)

§ 102 EPA

(8 111)=MACT
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1990

(3):
(8 129(a)(1)(A))
-
(8 129(g)(1))
/
* (1) (8 129(9)(2))
‘> (8 129(9)(3))
* (3) (8 129(g)(4))
(8 129(g)(5).(6))
(1) ( ) (municipal waste)
° (2) (medical waste)
(2400 767000Mg/yr )
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1990

(8 129(a)(1)(A) § 111

(guidelines)

EPA
(8 129(b)(2))

)

(4):

(8 111(b))

(§ 111(d))

(8 129(b)(1))

—
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1990

(5):
MACT
. § 129(a)(4)
MACT
(8 129(a)(2))
(W) (" )
« MACT ("MACT Floor")(§8 129(a)(2))

— EPA

— 12%

_ MACT
(8 112(d)(3))



1990

(6):

1995 1997
( ) ( ) ( )
35 Mg/day >35 to 225 | >225 Mg/day | >225 Mg/day | 200 Ib/hr or | >200 >500
or less Mg/day (ESP-based) | (Non ESP- less to 500 | Ib/hr
based) 1b/hr
( ) 13 ng/dscm total mass 125 ng/dscm 25 ng/dscm
(0.1 to 0.3 ng/dscm TEQ*) total CDD/CDF | total CDD/CDF
or 2.3 or 0.6 ng/dscm
ng/dscm TEQ TEQ
( ) 125 ng/dscm | 60 ng/dscm 30 ng/dscm 125 ng/dscm total CDD/CDF or
total mass | total mass | total mass 2.3 ng/dscm TEQ
(1.7 to 2.9 | (0.7 to 1.4 | (0.3 t0 0.8
ng/dscm ng/dscm ng/dscm
TEQ™) TEQ*) TEQ™)

Mg=megagram(1.1 short tons)

ng=nanogram(10-° grams)

dscm=dry standard cubic meters lb=pounds=454.6 grams

*0, 7%

(

0, 11% )
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(

)

2.3,7,8-TCDD (TEF)
e EPA (75 ) (135 ) PCBs(209 ) 419
30 ( )
 TEF: Toxicity Equivalent Factor - 2,3,7,8-TCDD 1
2,3,7,8-TCDD (TEQ: Toxic EQuivalency)

TEF TEF
|. DIOXINSs Il. FURANS (Cont.)
2,3,7,8-TCDD 1.0 1,2,3,4,7,8,9-HpCDF 0.01
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDD 0.5 1,2,3,4,6,7,8,9-OCDF 0.001
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDD 0.1 1. PCBs
1,2,3,6,7,8-HXCDD 0.1 3,3',4,4'-TeCB(PCB 77) 0.0005
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDD 0.1 2,3,3" 4,4’ -PeCB(PCB 105) 0.0001
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDD 0.01 2,3,4,4’ 5-PeCB(PCB 114) 0.0005
1,2,3,4,6,7,8,9-OCDD 0.001 2,3',4,4" 5-PeCB(PCB 118) 0.0001
Il. FURANS 2’,3,4,4’ 5-PeCB(PCB 123) 0.0001
2,3,7,8-TCDF 0.1 3,3',4,4’ 5-PeCB(PCB 126) 0.1
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDF 0.05 2,3,3' 4,4 5-HXxCB(PCB 156) 0.0005
2,3,4,7,8-PeCDF 0.5 2,3,3',4,4" 5 -HXCB(PCB 157) 0.0005
1,2,3,4,7,8-HXCDF 0.1 2,344 55 -HXxCB(PCB 167) 0.00001
1,2,3,6,7,8-HXCDF 0.1 3,3',4,4 55 -HXCB(PCB 169) 0.01
1,2,3,7,8,9-HXCDF 0.1 2,2',3,3,4,4 5-HpCB(PCB 170) | 0.0001
2,3,4,6,7,8-HXCDF 0.1 2,2',3,44 55 -HpCB(PCB 180) | 0.00001
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDF 0.01 2,3,3,4,4 55 -HpCB(PCB 189) |0.0001
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1990

(1):

o CMS(Continuous Monitoring System)

(40 CF.R.§ 63.8)

EPA (40 CFR.§ 63.10)
(40 C.FR.§ 63.15)

EPA (40 CF.R.§ 63.10(e)(3))

. " 5

(8 112()(1))

e “Technology First, Then Risk”

2o



1990

(2):
(§ 129(e))

e

= (§ 129(c))

_ EPA EPA (40 C.FRS 60.9)

. EF A |awful

"unlawful

\__ (§ 129())(3)))

~

J

(8 112(f) referred by § 129(h)(3))

e “Technology First, Then Risk™
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()

H13. 1.15 H14.12.° 1
H14.11.30
4t/ 0.1ng-TEQ/m N 1 ng-TEQ/m N
80 ng-TEQ/m N
sokg/ |2 Y |1 ng-TEQ/m N 1 H10.12.1 |5 ng-TEQ/m N
2t/ 5 ng-TEQ/m N 10 ng-TEQ/m N
0.5 ng-TEQ/m N |20 ng-TEQ/m N |5 ng-TEQ/m N
0.1 ng-TEQ/m N |2 ng-TEQ/m N 1 ng-TEQ/m N
1 ng-TEQ/m N 40 ng-TEQ/m N |10 ng-TEQ/m N
1 ng-TEQ/m N 20 ng-TEQ/m N |5 ng-TEQ/m N
i) 200kg/
100kg/
50kg/ 200kg/ e 15
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