Number of Rules
Reviewed
2
10 CSR 1-1.010 General
Organization

10 CSR 1-3.010 Consolidation of
Permit Processing

Missouri Department of Natural Resources Rule Review
2021
Director's Office

1 - Does this rule continue to be 2 - Is this rule obsolete, taking 3 - Does this rule overlap, 4 - Could a less restrictive, more 5 - Does this rule need 6 - Does this rule properly
necessary, taking into into consideration the length of  duplicate, or conflict with other  narrowly tailored, or i or ission to i material by
consideration the purpose, time since the rule was modified state rules, and to the extent  rule adequately protect the public reduce regulatory burdens on reference?
scope, and intent of the statute and the degree to which feasible, with federal and local or accomplish the same statutory individuals, businesses, or
under which the rule was i rules? purpose? political subdivisions or eliminate
adopted? conditions, or other relevant unnecessary paperwork?
factors have changed in the
subject area affected by the rule?
Date of
Adoption or
Last
Amendment
10/30/2018 Yes No No No No N/A
2/28/2019 Yes No No No No N/A

7 - Does this rule affect small
businesses? For rules affecting
small businesses, state whether
the public purpose or interest for

adopting the rule justifies the
continued existence of the rule.

No

Comments received?

No

No

Department Comments

Some minor changes, administrative in nature, may be proposed in
the near future. Does not cause additional regulatory burden

*This rule benefits small businesses by providing a unified and
streamlined permitting process when multiple environmental permits
are needed



Number of Rules
Reviewed
79

10 CSR 10-1.010 - General
Organization

10 CSR 10-1.020 - Commission
Voting and Meeting
Procedures

10 CSR 10-1.030 - Air
Conservation Commission
Appeals and Requests for
Hearings

10 CSR 10-2.205 - Control of
Emissions From Aerospace
Manufacture and Rework
Facilities

10 CSR 10-2.210 - Control of
Emissions From Solvent Metal
Cleaning

10 CSR 10-2.220 - Liquefied
Cutback Asphalt Paving
Restricted

10 CSR 10-2.230 - Control of
Emissions From Industrial
Surface Coating Operations

10 CSR 10-2.260 - Control of
Emissions During Petroleum
Liquid Storage, Loading, and
Transfer

10 CSR 10-2.290 - Control of
Emissions From Rotogravure
and Flexographic Printing
Facilities

10 CSR 10-2.300 - Control of
Emissions From the
Manufacturing of Paints,
Varnishes, Lacquers, Enamels
and Other Allied Surface
Coating Products

10 CSR 10-2.320 - Control of
Emissions From Production of
ides and Herbicides

Date of
Adoption or
Last
Amendment

11/30/2018

7/30/1998

1/30/2006

3/30/2019

2/29/2008

8/30/1991

3/30/2019

2/28/2019

2/6/1992

2/28/2019

1/30/2019

1 - Does this rule continue to be
necessary, taking into
consideration the purpose,
scope, and intent of the statute
under which the rule was
adopted?

2 - Is this rule obsolete, taking
into consideration the length of
time since the rule was modified
and the degree to which

3 - Does this rule overlap,
duplicate, or conflict with other
state rules, and to the extent
feasible, with federal and local

conditions, or other relevant
factors have changed in the
subject area affected by the rule?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Missouri Department of Natural Resources Rule Review
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No

No

No

No

No

No

4 - Could a less restrictive, more

5 - Does this rule need

6 - Does this rule properly

narrowly tailored, or
rule adequately protect the public
or accomplish the same statutory
rules? purpose?

or

reduce regulatory burdens on
dividuals, businesses, or

to material by
reference?

political subdivisions or eliminate
unnecessary paperwork?

No

No

No

No

No

No

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

7 - Does this rule affect small
businesses? For rules affecting
small businesses, state whether
the public purpose or interest for

adopting the rule justifies the
continued existence of the rule.

No

Comments received?

No

No

No

No

No

No

Department Comments

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
emissions. This rule also to attai of the Ozone
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) under the State
Implementation Plan (SIP).

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
emissions. This rule also to i of the Ozone
NAAQS under the SIP.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
emissions. This rule also contributes to attainment of the Ozone
NAAQS under the SIP.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
emissions. This rule also contributes to attainment of the Ozone
NAAQS under the SIP.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
emissions. This rule also contributes to attainment of the Ozone
NAAQS under the SIP.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
emissions. This rule also to i of the Ozone
NAAQS under the SIP.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
emissions. This rule also contributes to attainment of the Ozone
NAAQS under the SIP.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
emissions. This rule also contributes to attainment of the Ozone
NAAQS under the SIP.



Missouri Department of Natural Resources Rule Review

Air Conservation Commission
1 - Does this rule continue to be 2 - Is this rule obsolete, taking 3 - Does this rule overlap, 4 - Could a less restrictive, more 5 - Does this rule need 6 - Does this rule properly 7 - Does this rule affect small Comments received? Department Comments
necessary, taking into into consideration the length of  duplicate, or conflict with other  narrowly tailored, or i or ission to i material by businesses? For rules affecting
consideration the purpose, time since the rule was modified state rules, and to the extent  rule adequately protect the public reduce regulatory burdens on reference? small businesses, state whether
scope, and intent of the statute and the degree to which feasible, with federal and local  or accomplish the same statutory  individuals, businesses, or the public purpose or interest for
under which the rule was i rules? purpose? political subdivisions or eliminate adopting the rule justifies the
adopted? conditions, or other relevant unnecessary paperwork? continued existence of the rule.
factors have changed in the
subject area affected by the rule?
Date of
Adoption or
Last
Amendment
Number of Rules
Reviewed
79
10 CSR 10-2.340 - Control of 1/30/2019 Yes No No No No Yes Yes* No *The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
Emissions From Lithographic health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
and Letterpress Printing emissions. This rule also to i of the Ozone
Operations NAAQS under the SIP.
10 CSR 10-2.385 - Control of 7/30/2012 Yes No No No No N/A Yes* No *The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
Heavy-Duty Diesel Vehicle health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive NOx
Idling Emissions emissions.
10 CSR 10-5.040 - Control of 5/30/2012 Yes No No No No N/A Yes* No *The continued existence of this rule is necessary to allow
Emissions From Hand-Fired businesses to utilize waste for heat purposes without being required
Equipment to obtain a construction permit under 10 CSR 10-6.060.
10 CSR 10-5.170 - Control of 4/30/2003 Yes No Yes* No No N/A Yes** No *This rule overlaps with 10 CSR 10-6.165.
Odors From Processing of **The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
Animal Matter health and welfare of Missourians by restricting the emission of
excessive odorous matter.
10 CSR 10-5.220 - Control of 3/30/2019 Yes No No No No Yes Yes* No *The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
Petroleum Liquid Storage, health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
Loading and Transfer emissions. This rule also to i of the Ozone
NAAQS under the SIP.
10 CSR 10-5.295 - Control of 3/30/2019 Yes No No No No Yes Yes* No *The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
Emissions From Aerospace health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
Manufacture and Rework emissions. This rule also to i of the Ozone
Facilities NAAQS under the SIP.
10 CSR 10-5.300 - Control of 11/30/2006 Yes No No No No N/A Yes* No *The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
Emissions From Solvent Metal health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
Cleaning emissions. This rule also contributes to attainment of the Ozone
NAAQS under the SIP.
10 CSR 10-5.310 - Liquefied 3/11/1989 Yes No No No No N/A Yes* No *The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
Cutback Asphalt Paving health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
Restricted emissions. This rule also to i of the Ozone
NAAQS under the SIP.
10 CSR 10-5.330 - Control of 3/30/2019 Yes No No No No Yes Yes* No *The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
Emissions From Industrial health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
Surface Coating Operations emissions. This rule also contributes to attainment of the Ozone
NAAQS under the SIP.
10 CSR 10-5.340 - Control of 8/30/2011 Yes No No No No N/A Yes* No *The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
Emissions From Rotogravure health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
and Flexographic Printing emissions. This rule also contributes to attainment of the Ozone
Operations NAAQS under the SIP.
10 CSR 10-5.350 - Control of 3/11/1989 Yes No No No No N/A Yes* No *The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
Emissions From Manufacture health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
of Synthesized Pharmaceutical emissions. This rule also to i of the Ozone

Products NAAQS under the SIP.



Number of Rules
Reviewed
79

10 CSR 10-5.381 - Onboard
Diagnostics Motor Vehicle
Emissions Inspection

10 CSR 10-5.385 - Control of
Heavy-Duty Diesel Vehicle
Idling Emissions

10 CSR 10-5.390 - Control of
Emissions From Manufacture

of Paints, Varnishes, Lacquers,

Enamels and Other Allied
Surface Coating Products

10 CSR 10-5.420 - Control of
Equipment Leaks From
Synthetic Organic Chemical
and Polymer Manufacturing
Plants

10 CSR 10-5.442 - Control of
Emissions From Lithographic
and Letterpress Printing
Operations

10 CSR 10-5.451 - Control of
Emissions from Aluminum Foil
Rolling

10 CSR 10-5.480 - St. Louis
Area Transportation
Conformity Requirements

10 CSR 10-5.490 - Municipal
Solid Waste Landfills

10 CSR 10-5.500 - Control of
Emissions From Volatile
Organic Liquid Storage

1 - Does this rule continue to be
necessary, taking into
consideration the purpose,

scope, and intent of the statute
under which the rule was
adopted?
Date of
Adoption or
Last
Amendment
5/30/2022 Yes
7/30/2012 Yes
9/30/2020 Yes
3/11/1989 Unknown*
1/30/2020 Yes
9/30/2000 Yes
2/28/2011 Yes
5/30/2012 Yes
7/30/2020 Yes

2 - Is this rule obsolete, taking
of

into consideration the length
time since the rule was modi
and the degree to which

ef

d

Missouri Department of Natural Resources Rule Review
2021
Air Conservation Commission

3 - Does this rule overlap,
duplicate, or conflict with other
state rules, and to the extent
feasible, with federal and local

rules?

conditions, or other relevant
factors have changed in the

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

subject area affected by the rule?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

4 - Could a less restri

ive, more

5 - Does this rule need

6 - Does this rule properly

narrowly tailored, or

rule adequately protect the public

or accomplish the same statutory
purpose?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

or to
reduce regulatory burdens on
individuals, businesses, or
political subdivisions or eliminate
unnecessary paperwork?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

material by
reference?

N/A

N/A

No

No*

7 - Does this rule affect small
businesses? For rules affecting
small businesses, state whether
the public purpose or interest for

adopting the rule justifies the
continued existence of the rule.

Comments received?

Yes* No
Yes* No
Yes* No
Yes No
Yes* No
Yes*™ No

No No
Yes*™ No
Yes* No

Department Comments

*The Department is in the process of removing Frankiin County from
inspection and maintenance requirements.

**The continued existence of this rule is necessary to ensure
compliance with the SIP. This rule contributes to attainment of the
Ozone NAAQS under the SIP.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by ensuring vehicles do not emit
excess NOx. This rule also contributes to attainment of the Ozone
NAAQS under the SIP.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
emissions. This rule also to i of the Ozone
NAAQS under the SIP.

*The Department is determining if there are any subject sources of
VOCs from chemical and polymer manufacturing.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
emissions. This rule also to i of the Ozone
NAAQS under the SIP

*The Department is determining if there are any subject sources of
VOCs from an aluminum foil rolling facilty.

**The continued existence of this rule could be necessary to protect
the health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
emissions. This rule may contribute to attainment of the Ozone
NAAQS under the SIP. If the Department finds no sources subject t
this rule, the Department will commence a rescission.

*The Department is in the process of amending this rule to eliminate
regulatory confusion by updating standards to match federal
regulations.
**The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive

organic i and ensure
with Section 111(d) of the CAA.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive NOx
emissions. This rule also contributes to attainment of the Ozone
NAAQS under the SIP.



Number of Rules
Reviewed

79

10 CSR 10-5.510 - Control of
Emissions of Nitrogen Oxides

10 CSR 10-5.530 - Control of
Volatile Organic Compound
Emissions From Wood
Furniture Manufacturing
Operations

10 CSR 10-5.540 - Control of
Emissions From Batch
Process Operations

10 CSR 10-5.550 - Control of
Volatile Organic Compound
Emissions From Reactor
Processes and Distillation
Operations Processes in the
Synthetic Organic Chemical
Manufacturing Industry

10 CSR 10-5.570 - Control of
Sulfur Emissions From
Stationary Boilers

10 CSR 10-6.010 - Ambient Air
Quality Standards

10 CSR 10-6.020 - Definitions
and Common Reference
Tables

10 CSR 10-6.030 - Sampling
Methods for Air Pollution
Sources

10 CSR 10-6.040 - Reference
Methods

1 - Does this rule continue to be
necessary, taking into
consideration the purpose,
scope, and intent of the statute
under which the rule was

Missouri Department of Natural Resources Rule Review
2021
Air Conservation Commission

2 - Is this rule obsolete, taking 3 - Does this rule overlap,
into consideration the length of  duplicate, or conflict with other
time since the rule was modified  state rules, and to the extent
and the degree to which feasible, with federal and local
i rules?

4 - Could a less restri

ive, more

5 - Does this rule need

6 - Does this rule properly

narrowly tailored, or
rule adequately protect the public
or accomplish the same statutory

or to
reduce regulatory burdens on
individuals, businesses, or

adopted? conditions, or other relevant
factors have changed in the
subject area affected by the rule?
Date of
Adoption or
Last

Amendment
5/30/2006 Yes No No
2/28/2019 Yes No No
7/30/2020 Yes No No
1/30/2020 Unknown™ Unknown* No
2/29/2020 Yes No No
7/30/2014 Yes No Yes*
3/30/2014 Yes No No
11/30/2019 Yes No Yes*
1/30/20109 Yes No Yes*

purpose? political subdivisions or eliminate
unnecessary paperwork?

No No
No No
No No
No Unknown*
No No
No No

Yes* Yes*
No No
No No

material by
reference?

N/A

7 - Does this rule affect small
businesses? For rules affecting
small businesses, state whether
the public purpose or interest for

adopting the rule justifies the
continued existence of the rule.

Comments received?

Yes*™ No
Yes* No
Yes* No
Unknown* No
Yes* No
Yes*™ No
Yes*™ No
Yes** No
Yes*™ No

Department Comments

*The Department plans to evaluate and update the incorporations by
reference to comply with Section 536.031, RSMo.

**The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive NOx
emissions. This rule also to attai of the Ozone
NAAQS under the SIP.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary protect the health
and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC emissions.
This rule also ensures attainment of the Ozone NAAQS under the
SIP.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive VOC
emissions. This rule also to i of the Ozone
NAAQS under the SIP.

*The Department is determing if there are any subject sources of
VOCs from chemical and polymer manufacturing.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary as it contributes to
attainment of the PM2.5 NAAQS under the SIP.

*This rule overlaps with some of the federal NAAQS.
**The continued existence of this rule is necessary for attainment of
the NAAQS.

*The Dy is currently ing necessar to
this rule resulting from other proposed rule rescissions.

**This rule assists small businesses in defining terms and identifying
common references.

“This rule is duplicative of some federal sampling methods.
**This rule assists small businesses in determining acceptable
sampling methods.

*This rule is duplicative of some federal sampling methods.
**This rule assists small businesses in determining acceptable
sampling methods.
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1 - Does this rule continue to be 2 - Is this rule obsolete, taking 3 - Does this rule overlap, 4 - Could a less restrictive, more 5 - Does this rule need 6 - Does this rule properly
necessary, taking into into consideration the length of  duplicate, or conflict with other  narrowly tailored, or i or ission to i material by

consideration the purpose, time since the rule was modified state rules, and to the extent  rule adequately protect the public reduce regulatory burdens on reference?
scope, and intent of the statute and the degree to which feasible, with federal and local or accomplish the same statutory individuals, businesses, or
under which the rule was i rules? purpose? political subdivisions or eliminate
adopted? conditions, or other relevant unnecessary paperwork?
factors have changed in the
subject area affected by the rule?
Date of
Adoption or
Last
Amendment
Number of Rules
Reviewed
79
10 CSR 10-6.045 - Open 3/30/2019 Yes No No No No Yes
Burning Requirements
10 CSR 10-6.050 - Start-Up, 1/30/2020 Yes No No No No N/A
Shutdown, and Malfunction
Conditions
10 CSR 10-6.060 - Construction 5/30/2020 Yes No No No No Yes
Permits Required
10 CSR 10-6.061 - Construction 9/30/2020 Yes No No No Yes* N/A
Permit Exemptions
10 CSR 10-6.062 - Construction 3/30/2019 Yes No No No No N/A
Permits By Rule
10 CSR 10-6.065 - Operating 3/30/2019 Yes No No No No Yes
Permits
10 CSR 10-6.070 - New Source 9/30/2020 Yes No Yes* No No Yes
Performance Regulations
10 CSR 10-6.075 - Maximum 9/30/2020 Yes No Yes* No No Yes
Achievable Control Technology
Regulations

7 - Does this rule affect small
businesses? For rules affecting
small businesses, state whether
the public purpose ol

adopting the rule justifies the
continued existence of the rule.

Yes**

Yes**

Yes**

Comments received?

Yes*

No

No

Yes*

No

No

Department Comments

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting certain open burning
of refuse and combustible materials.

**COMMENT: A comment was received asking what the
Department is doing to support the local authorities, such as local
public health departments and fire or police departments, regarding
local open burning. In addition, the commenter would like to know
how the Department monitors and assesses pollutants and public
health from open burning. The commenter would also like to know
what the Department is doing to help provide rural trash and garbage
pick-up services.

RESPONSE: The Air Program's open burning regulation prohibits
the burning of materials that causes or constitutes a public heath
hazard. The Air Program works with local officials as part of our
compliance and enforcement process and open burning is frequently
one of the Air Program’s most investigated complaints during the
year.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to ensure an
interactive process between regulated entities and the Department
when an excess emission event occurs.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to ensure
compliance with the new source review requirements in the CAA and
with the SIP.

*The Department plans to amend the rule in response to the
comment requesting the correction of a reference.

**The continued existence of this rule is necessary to exempt certain
facilities and projects from the construction permit requirements in 10
CSR 10-6.060.

**COMMENT: A comment was received that points out the
reference (12)(J) of 10 CSR 10-6.060 listed in 10 CSR 10-
6.061(3)(A)3.B. is incorrect since 10 CSR 10-6.060(12) only has
subsections (A), (B), and (C.).

RESPONSE: The Department plans to amend the rule in response
to the comment that requests the correction of a reference.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to provide a less
burdensome permitting process when certain conditions are met.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to ensure the
Department maintains the State's Operating Permit Program in
accordance with Title V of the CAA

*This rule is duplicative of the federal New Source Performance
Standards.

**The continued existence of this rule is necessary to maintain the
Department's authority to implement and enforce these federal
regulations. This rule does not add additional burden.

*This rule is duplicative of the federal Maximum Achievable Control
Technology Regulations.

**The continued existence of this rule is necessary to maintain the
Department's authority to implement and enforce these federal
regulations. This rule does not add additional burden.



Number of Rules
Reviewed

79

10 CSR 10-6.080 - Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants

10 CSR 10-6.090 - Restriction
of Emission of Fluorides From
Primary Aluminum Reduction
Installations

10 CSR 10-6.110 - Reporting
Emission Data, Emission Fees,
and Process Information

10 CSR 10-6.120 - Restriction
of Emissions of Lead From
Specific Lead Smelter-Refinery
Installation

10 CSR 10-6.130 - Controlling
Emissions During Episodes of
High Air Pollution Potential

10 CSR 10-6.140 - Restri
of Emissions Credit for
Reduced Pollutant
Concentrations From the Use
of Dispersion Techniques

10 CSR 10-6.150 -
Circumvention

10 CSR 10-6.161 - Commercial
and Industrial Solid Waste
Incinerators

1 - Does this rule continue to be
necessary, taking into
consideration the purpose,
scope, and intent of the statute
under which the rule was

Missouri Department of Natural Resources Rule Review
2021
Air Conservation Commission

2 - Is this rule obsolete, taking 3 - Does this rule overlap,
into consideration the length of  duplicate, or conflict with other
time since the rule was modified  state rules, and to the extent
and the degree to which feasible, with federal and local
i rules?

4 - Could a less restri

ive, more

5 - Does this rule need

6 - Does this rule properly

narrowly tailored, or
rule adequately protect the public
or accomplish the same statutory

or to
reduce regulatory burdens on
individuals, businesses, or

adopted? conditions, or other relevant
factors have changed in the
subject area affected by the rule?
Date of
Adoption or
Last

Amendment
9/30/2020 Yes No Yes*
8/13/1981 Yes No No
3/30/2021 Yes No No
2/28/2019 Yes No No
12/30/2013 Yes No No
1/30/2020 No* No Yes*
11/30/1990 Yes No No
2/29/2020 Yes No No

purpose? political subdivisions or eliminate
unnecessary paperwork?
No No
No No
No No
No No
Yes Yes*
No No
No No
No No

material by
reference?

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

No*

7 - Does this rule affect small
businesses? For rules affecting
small businesses, state whether
the public purpose or interest for

adopting the rule justifies the
continued existence of the rule.

Comments received?

Yes* No

No No
Yes* No
Yes* No
Yes*™ No
Yes** No
Yes* No
Yes** No

Department Comments

*This rule is duplicative of the federal Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants.

**The continued existence of this rule is necessary to maintain the
Department's authority to implement and enforce these federal
regulations. This rule does not add additional burden.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to ensure
emissions are reported and appropriate fees are collected pursuant
Section 643.079, RSMo

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to ensure public
health protections against harmful lead emissions.

*The Department plans to evaluate the requirements to determine if
the rule can be amended to less restrictive alternatives.

**The continued existence of this rule is necessary to ensure an alert
system and associated procedures when air pollution is at dangerot
levels.

*This rule is duplicative of some federal regulations found at 40 CFR
51. The Department plans to rescind this rule.

**This rule could affect small businesses, but the Department plans
for its rescission.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to ensure
emission controls are not circumvented.

*The Department plans to evaluate and update the incorporations by
reference to comply with Section 536.031, RSMo.

**The continued existence of this rule is necessary to ensure
compliance with Section 111(d) of the CAA.
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1 - Does this rule continue to be 2 - Is this rule obsolete, taking 3 - Does this rule overlap, 4 - Could a less restrictive, more 5 - Does this rule need 6 - Does this rule properly
necessary, taking into into consideration the length of  duplicate, or conflict with other  narrowly tailored, or i or ission to i material by

consideration the purpose, time since the rule was modified state rules, and to the extent  rule adequately protect the public reduce regulatory burdens on reference?
scope, and intent of the statute and the degree to which feasible, with federal and local or accomplish the same statutory individuals, businesses, or
under which the rule was i rules? purpose? political subdivisions or eliminate
adopted? conditions, or other relevant unnecessary paperwork?
factors have changed in the
subject area affected by the rule?
Date of
Adoption or
Last
Amendment
Number of Rules
Reviewed
79
10 CSR 10-6.165 - Restriction 9/30/2014 Yes No No No No N/A
of Emission of Odors
10 CSR 10-6.170 - Restriction 3/30/2019 Yes No No No No N/A
of Particulate Matter to the
Ambient Air Beyond the
Premises of Origin
10 CSR 10-6.180 - 9/30/2018 Yes No No No No N/A
Measurement of Emissions of
Air Contaminants
10 CSR 10-6.191 - Sewage 5/30/2013 Yes No No No No Yes
Sludge Incinerators
10 CSR 10-6.200 - Hospital, 2/29/2020 Yes No No No No No*

Medical, Infectious Waste
Incinerators

7 - Does this rule affect small
businesses? For rules affecting
small businesses, state whether
the public purpose ol

adopting the rule justifies the
continued existence of the rule.

Yes**

Comments received?

Yes**

Yes*™*

No

No

No

Department Comments

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting the emission of
excessive odorous matter.

**COMMENTS: Over 260 comments were received suggesting that
all CAFOs require odor control plans. Monitoring and enforcement
should specify a process for enforcement when a CAFO repeatedly
violates the odor threshold and when facilities have not correctly
implemented odor control plans.

RESPONSE: The Air Program’s odor rule regulates Class IA
CAFOs since they are the largest of the CAFOs and are seen as
being the most industrial types of operation. Regulating all size AFOs
and CAFOs would be difficult due to the large number of these
operations in the state and burdensome to those operations. The
Department's Water Program does regulate smaller operations due
to concerns about water leaving the operation's property. The Water
Program's regulations also establish buffers from established
buildings or residences.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting the emission of
fugitive particulate matter.

*COMMENTS: Five comments were received suggesting the
Department consider amending this "fugitive dust" rule to apply to
CAFOs as a source of particulate matter (PM) emissions. In additior
commentors requested that the Department incorporate by reference
reporting, record keeping, and testing methods to ensure that
particulate matter emissions will not be found on surfaces beyond tt
property line where they originate presuming that ammonia and
hydrogen sulfide are considered PM. Moreover, DNR should collect
and analyze air samples to ensure compliance with the air quality
performance standards and specify the appropriate enforcement
process when fugitive particulate matter emissions go beyond the
premise of origin.

RESPONSE: Commentors suggest that odorous emissions from
CAFOs, specifically ammonia and hydrogen sulfide, qualify as
particulate matter. This rule does not apply to CAFOs because
odorous gases are not included in the definitions of fugitive
particulate matter emissions or particulate matter as defined in the
rule. Odor from CAFOs is regulated by 10 CSR 10-6.165, Restrictio
of Emission of Odors.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to ensure that
tests measuring air emissions can be performed upon the
Department's request.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to ensure
compliance with Section 111(d) of the CAA.

**The Department plans to evaluate and update the incorporations |
reference to comply with Section 536.031, RSMo.

**The continued existence of this rule is necessary to ensure
compliance with Section 111(d) of the CAA.



Number of Rules
Reviewed
79

10 CSR 10-6.210 - Confidential
Information

10 CSR 10-6.220 - Restri
of Emission of Visible Air
Contaminants

ion

10 CSR 10-6.230 -
Administrative Penalties

10 CSR 10-6.241 - Asbestos
Projects-Registration,
Abatement, Notification,
Inspection, Demolition, and
Performance Requirements

10 CSR 10-6.250 - Asbestos
Projects-Certification,
Accreditation and Business
Exemption Requirements

10 CSR 10-6.261 - Control of
Sulfur Dioxide Emissions

10 CSR 10-6.270 - Acid Rain
Source Permits Required

10 CSR 10-6.280 - Compliance
Monitoring Usage

10 CSR 10-6.310 - Restriction
of Emissions from Municipal
Solid Waste Landfills

1 - Does this rule continue to be
necessary, taking into
consideration the purpose,

scope, and intent of the statute
under which the rule was
adopted?
Date of
Adoption or
Last
Amendment
12/30/2016 Yes
3/30/2019 Yes
11/30/1999 Yes
7/30/2020 Yes
2/28/2019 Yes
3/30/2019 Yes
9/30/2020 Yes
2/28/2019 Yes
3/31/2022 Yes

Missouri Department of Natural Resources Rule Review
2021
Air Conservation Commission

2 - Is this rule obsolete, taking 3 - Does this rule overlap,
into consideration the length of  duplicate, or conflict with other
time since the rule was modified  state rules, and to the extent
and the degree to which feasible, with federal and local
i rules?

conditions, or other relevant
factors have changed in the

subject area affected by the rule?

No No
No No
No No
No No
No No
No No
No No
No No
No No

4 - Could a less restri

ive, more

5 - Does this rule need

6 - Does this rule properly

narrowly tailored, or

rule adequately protect the public

or accomplish the same statutory
purpose?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

or to
reduce regulatory burdens on
individuals, businesses, or
political subdivisions or eliminate
unnecessary paperwork?

No

No

No

No

material by
reference?

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

7 - Does this rule affect small
businesses? For rules affecting
small businesses, state whether
the public purpose or interest for

adopting the rule justifies the
continued existence of the rule.

Comments received?

Yes*™ No
Yes* No
Yes* No
Yes* No
Yes* No
Yes** No
Yes* No
Yes* No
Yes*™* No

Department Comments

*The Department is in the process of amending this rule to accurate
define information EPA allows the Department to hold confidential
providing certainty to regulated businesses.
**The continued existence of this rule is necessary to ensure
regulated entities and the Department have procedures in place to
comply with Section 643.050.5, RSMo. This rule protects the

i of small busi

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excess visible air
contaminant emissions.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to ensure
regulated entities and the Department have procedures in place to
comply with Section 643.085, RSMo

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by ensuring that the Department
aware of certain asbestos abatement projects and demolitions and
that there are procedures in place requiring asbestos inspections.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by ensuring that the individuals
working on asbestos projects are trained and certified.

*The D is the changes
approval of this rule into the SIP.

**The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of ians by I i for
sources of sulfur dioxide in order to ensure compliance with the
NAAQS.

y to achieve

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to ensure
compliance with the federal Acid Rain Program.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to ensure that
regulated entities may use certain alternate compliance certification
methods in accordance with the CAA.

*The Department is in the process of amending this rule to eliminate
regulatory confusion by updating standards to match federal
regulations.
**The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive

organic i and ensure
with Section 111(d) of the CAA.




Number of Rules
Reviewed

79

10 CSR 10-6.330 - Restriction
of Emissions From Batch-Type
Charcoal Kilns

10 CSR 10-6.372 - Cross-State
Air Pollution Rule NOx Annual
Trading Program

10 CSR 10-6.374 - Cross-State
Air Pollution Rule NOx Ozone
Season Group 2 Trading
Program

10 CSR 10-6.376 - Cross-State
Air Pollution Rule Annual SO2
Group 1 Trading Program

10 CSR 10-6.380 - Control of
NOx Emissions From Portland
Cement Kilns

10 CSR 10-6.390 - Control of
NOx Emissions From Large
Stationary Internal Combustion
Engines

10 CSR 10-6.400 - Restri
of Emission of Particulate
Matter From Industrial
Processes

ion

10 CSR 10-6.405 - Restriction
of Particulate Matter Emissions
From Fuel Burning Equipment
Used for Indirect Heating

10 CSR 10-6.410 - Emissions
Banking and Trading

1 - Does this rule continue to be
necessary, taking into
consideration the purpose,

scope, and intent of the statute
under which the rule was
adopted?
Date of
Adoption or
Last
Amendment
5/30/2020 Yes
3/30/2019 Yes
3/30/2019 Yes
11/30/2021 Yes
2/28/2019 Yes
5/30/2020 Yes
10/30/2013 Yes
9/30/2020 Yes
9/30/2012 Yes

2 - Is this rule obsolete, taking

into consideration the length of

time since the rule was mo
and the degree to which

ef

d

Missouri Department of Natural Resources Rule Review
2021
Air Conservation Commission

3 - Does this rule overlap,
duplicate, or conflict with other
state rules, and to the extent
feasible, with federal and local

rules?

conditions, or other relevant
factors have changed in the

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

subject area affected by the rule?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

4 - Could a less restri

ive, more

5 - Does this rule need

6 - Does this rule properly

narrowly tailored, or

rule adequately protect the public

or accomplish the same statutory
purpose?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

or to
reduce regulatory burdens on
individuals, businesses, or
political subdivisions or eliminate
unnecessary paperwork?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

material by
reference?

N/A

N/A

7 - Does this rule affect small Comments received?
businesses? For rules affecting
small businesses, state whether
the public purpose or interest for
adopting the rule justifies the
continued existence of the rule.

Yes* Yes™
No No
No No
No No

Yes* No

Yes* No

Yes* No

Yes* No

Yes™* No

Department Comments

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive emissions
from charcoal kilns. This rule also ensures compliance with
Missouri's Regional Haze Plan.

**COMMENT: A comment was received requesting the addition of
definitions for retorts and furnaces in the rule.

RESPONSE: The Department will consider and evaluate the need
for the addition of definitions fro retorts and furnaces to the rule.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive NOx
emissions. This rule also ensures compliance with the SIP.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive NOx
emissions. This rule also ensures compliance with the SIP.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive particulate
matter emissions. This rule also ensures compliance with the SIP.

*The continued existence of this rule is necessary to protect the
health and welfare of Missourians by restricting excessive particulate
matter emissions. This rule also ensures compliance with the SIP.

“The Department is in the process of amending this rule to more
narrowly tailor the program and clarify procedures, but will ultimately
require EPA approval.

**The Department plans to evaluate and update the incorporations |
reference to comply with Section 536.031, RSMo.

***The continued existence of this rule is necessary because it
provides businesses a mechanism to acquire offsets for economic
development in accordance with Section 643.220, RSMo



Number of Rules
Reviewed

44
10 CSR 20-2.010 - Definitions

10 CSR 20-3.010 - Penalty
Assessment Protocol

10 CSR 20-4.023 - State Forty
Percent Construction Grant
Program

10 CSR 20-4.030 - Grants for
Sewer Districts and Certain
Small Municipal Sewer
Systems

10 CSR 20-4.040 - Clean Water
State Revolving Fund General
Assistance Regulation

10 CSR 20-4.041 - Direct Loan
Program

10 CSR 20-4.050 -
Environmental Review

10 CSR 20-4.061 - Stormwater
Grant and Loan Program

10 CSR 20-6.010 - Construction
and Operating Permits

10 CSR 20-6.011 - Fees

10 CSR 20-6.015 - No-Discharge
Permits.

10 CSR 20-6.020 - Public
Participation, Hearings, and
Notice to Governmental
Agencies

10 CSR 20-6.030 - Disposal of
Wastewater in Residential
Housing Developments

10 CSR 20-6.060 - Water Quality
Certification

Date of Adoption
or Last
Amendment

1/30/2019

3/30/2000

10/30/2007

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

4/30/2020

3/30/1999

7/30/2001

1 - Does this rule continue to be
necessary, taking into
consideration the purpose,
scope, and intent of the statute
under which the rule was
adopted?

2-Is this rule obsolete, taking
into consideration the length of
time since the rule was modified
and the degree to which
economic conditi

Missouri Department of Natural Resources Rule Review
2021
Clean Water Commission
4 - Could a less restrictive, more 5 - Does this rule need
] e e

3-Does this rule overlap, 6 - Does this rule properly

or other relevant factors have
changed in the subject area
affected by the rule?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

duplicate, or conflict with other  narrowly tailored, or material by
state rules, and to the extent  rule adequately protect the public ~ reduce regulatory burdens on reference?
feasible, with federal and local ~ or accomplish the same statutory  individuals, businesses, or
rules? purpose? political subdivisions or eliminate
unnecessary paperwork?

No No No Yes

No No No Yes

No No No N/A

No No No NIA

No No No NIA

No No No N/A

No No No NIA

No No No NIA

No No No Yes

No No No N/A

No No No Yes

No No No Yes

No No No Yes

No No No Yes

7 - Does this rule affect small Comments received?
businesses? For rules affecting
small businesses, state whether
the public purpose or interest for
adopting the rule justifies the
continued existence of the rule.

Department Comments

“This rule affects small business but as this is a definitions rule &
does ot set requirements, the rule serves a public purpose by
providiing a consistent definition for terms used in the subsequent
chapters of 10 CSR 20 and continues to be necessary.

*This rule affects all holders of NPDES permits and all who cause
pollution or have the potential to cause pollution to MO waters. This
includes small businesses as it allows assessment for penalties
incurred for violations of MO Clean Water Law and continues to be
necessary.

No No

No No

No No

No No

No No

No No

*This rule affects all holders of NPDES permits and all who cause
pollution or have the potential to cause pollution to MO waters. This
includes small business since it discusses the requirements for
Continuing Authority, Antidegradation, Facilty Plans, and
Engineering Reports as they pertain to NPDES Operating Permits
and Construction Permits. These permits are necessary to protect
human health and the environment.

“This rule may affect small business; the fees apply to all holders of
NPDES permits. These permits are necessary to protect human
health and the environment.

“May have an impact on small businesses with the requirement of a
Missouri State Operating Permit. Monitoring and reporting may also
impact small businesses as the permit may require soil testing for
specific parameters along with groundwater monitoring with both
depending on reasonable potential for the facility to have a negative
impact on water quality. These permits are necessary to protect
human health and the environment.

“Impacts to small business may include non-issuance of the permit,
which would impact the ability of the applicant to operate. These
permits are necessary to protect human health and the environment

“Impact to small business would include the cost for compliance to
obtain the material and information needed to allow the department
to make a determination for the proper wastewater disposal for
residential housing. The conditions of this rule are necessary to
protect human health and the environment.

*Impact to small business is via the cost of the water quality
certification. The rule is necessary to ensure protection of human
health and the environment



Number of Rules
Reviewed

44

10 CSR 20-6.070 - Groundwater
Heat Pump Operating Permits

10 CSR 20-6.080 - Signatures
for Construction Permits,
Operating Permits and
Groundwater Heat Pump
Injection/Withdrawal Wells

10 CSR 20-6.090 - Class Il
Mineral Resources
Injection/Production Well
Operating Permits

10 CSR 20-6.100 - General
Pretreatment Regulation

10 CSR 20-6.200 - Stormwater
Regulations

10 CSR 20-6.300 - Concentrated
Animal Feeding Operations

10 CSR 20-7.015 - Effluent
Regulations

10 CSR 20-7.031 - Water Quality
Standards

10 CSR 20-7.050 - Methodology
for Development of Impaired
Waters List

Date of Adoption
or Last
Amendment

2/28/2019

5/11/1981

2/28/2019

10/30/2012

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

4/30/2018

6/30/2009

1 - Does this rule continue to be
necessary, taking into
consideration the purpose,
scope, and intent of the statute
under which the rule was
adopted?

2 -Is this rule obsolete, taking
into consideration the length of
time since the rule was modified

and the degree to which
economic conditi

Missouri Department of Natural Resources Rule Review

3-Does this rule overlap,

duplicate, or conflict with other

state rules, and to the extent
feasible, with federal and local
rules?

or other relevant factors have
changed in the subject area
affected by the rule?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Clean Water Commission

4 - Could a less restrictive, more 5 - Does this rule need
" or resclssi

narrowly tailored, or

rule adequately protect the public
or accomplish the same statutory

purpose?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

2021

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

reduce regulatory burdens on
individuals, businesses, or

political subdivisions or eliminate
unnecessary paperwork?

6 - Does this rule properly 7 - Does this rule affect small
i material by businesses? For rules affecting
reference? small businesses, state whether

the public purpose or interest for
adopting the rule justifies the
continued existence of the rule.

Yes Yes
NIA Yes
Yes Yes
Yes No*
Yes Yes*
Yes Yes*®
Yes Yes*
Yes No
Yes No

Comments received?

No

No

No

No

No

Yes*

No

Department Comments

*Operating permits application cost, annual fees, and terms and
condtions of the permit for monitoring and sampling may impact
small businesses. The permit is necessary to ensure protection of
human health and the environment.

*Operating permits application cost, annual fees, and terms and
condtions of the permit for monitoring and sampling may impact
small businesses. The permit is necessary to ensure protection of
human health and the environment.

*Operating permits application cost, annual fees, and terms and
condtions of the permit for monitoring and sampling may impact
small businesses. The permit is necessary to ensure protection of
human health and the environment.

*Since the purpose of the regulation is to provide protection of
POTWs, it has a direct benefit to the public. POTWS typically treat
conventional pollutants & ammonia, and are subject to effluent
limitations that restrict the discharge of these pollutants. The
pretreatment regulation is aimed at controlling other pollutants such
as toxic or non-conventional pollutants that may be present in
commercial & industrial waste water which 1) "pass through” the
POTW untreated or only partially treated, and 2) interfere with
POTW operations. The pretreatment regulations improve
opportunities to recycle & reclaim municipal & industrial wastewater
& sludge which could otherwise have costly disposal.

*Facilties are required to obtain a site-specific or general Missouri
State Operating Permit for the discharge of municipal, industrial, or
construction stormwater. The permit and the terms and conditions
established in the permit may impact small business due to cost of
compliance. The stormwater regulations establishes who is requirec
to apply and maintain an operating permit. Cost of compliance
results in parameters tested and reporting to ensure that either
federal or state technology standards are being implemented along
with ensuring the protection of water quality in accordance with the
Missouri Clean Water Law. Additionally, applications fees for new o
modified facilties along with annual operating permit fees impact
small business also.

*Operating permits application cost, annual fees, and terms and
condtions of the permit for monitoring and sampling may impact
small businesses. These permits are necessary to protect human
health and the environment.

**See attachment

*The rule establishes effluent limits to protect Missouri waters. The
Department is currently working on an amendment to this rule that
will add a statewide reduction of phosphorus from discharging point
sources. This proposed rule only impacts larger facilties and so
should have little cost impact on smaller businesses. However, the
tule protects all users of Missouri waters, including small
businesses, that might have to treat to remove nutrients in the water
they use.

“See attachment



Number of Rules
Reviewed
44

10 CSR 20-8.110 - Engineering -
Reports, Plans, and
Specifications

10 CSR 20-8.120 - Gravity
Sewers

10 CSR 20-8.125 - Alternative
Sewer Systems

10 CSR 20-8.130 - Pumping
Stations

10 CSR 20-8.140 - Wastewater
Treatment Facilities

10 CSR 20-8.150 - Prelit
Treatment

10 CSR 20-8.160 - Settling

10 CSR 20-8.170 - Solids
Handling and Disposal

10 CSR 20-8.180 - Biological
Treatment

10 CSR 20-8.190 - Disinfection

10 CSR 20-8.200 - Wastewater
Treatment

Lagoons and Wastewater
Irrigation Alternatives

10 CSR 20-8.210 -
Supplemental Treatment

10 CSR 20-8.300 - Design of
Concentrated
Animal Feeding Operations

Missouri Department of Natural Resources Rule Review
2021
Clean Water Commission

4-Could a less restrictive, more 5 - Does this rule need

narrowly tailored, or i or rescissi

rule adequately protect the public

or accomplish the same statutory
purpose?

1 - Does this rule continue to be
necessary, taking into
consideration the purpose,
scope, and intent of the statute
under which the rule was
adopted?

2-Is this rule obsolete, taking
into consideration the length of
time since the rule was modified
and the degree to which
economic conditi
or other relevant factors have
changed in the subject area
affected by the rule?

3-Does this rule overlap,
duplicate, or conflict with other
state rules, and to the extent
feasible, with federal and local
rules?

7 - Does this rule affect small Comments received?
businesses? For rules affecting
small businesses, state whether
the public purpose or interest for
adopting the rule justifies the
continued existence of the rule.

6 - Does this rule properly
i material by
reference?

Department Comments

reduce regulatory burdens on
individuals, businesses, or

political subdivisions or eliminate
unnecessary paperwork?

Date of Adoption
or Last
Amendment

2/28/2019 No No No No No “This rule affects small business by setting forth the minimum

criteria for the preparation of engineering documents related to the
planning and design of wastewater systems. This planning and
design is necessary to provide systems that protect human health
and water quality.

2/28/2019 No No No No No *This rule affects small business by setting forth the minimum

criteria for the design of gravity sewers systems. These minimum
design criteria are necessary to provide systems that protect human
health and water quality.

2/28/2019 No No No No No “This rule affects small business by setting forth the minimum

criteria for the design of altemative sewers systems. These minimun
design criteria are necessary to provide systems that protect human
health and water quality.

2/28/2019 No No No No No “This rule affects small business by setting forth the minimum

criteria for the design of pump stations. These minimum design
criteria are necessary to provide systems that protect human health
and water quality.

2/28/2019 No No No No No “This rule affects small business by setting forth the minimum

criteria for design of all wastewater treatment systems. These
minimum design criteria are necessary to provide systems that
protect human health and water quality.

2/28/2019 No No No No No “This rule affects small business by setting forth the minimum

criteria for the design of preliminary wastewater treatment systems.

These minimum design criteria are necessary to provide systems

that protect human health and water quality.

2/28/2019 No No No No No “This rule affects small business by setting forth the minimum

criteria for the design of wastewater settling processes. These
minimum design criteria are necessary to provide systems that
protect human health and water quality.

2/28/2019 No No No No No “This rule affects small business by setting forth the minimum

criteria for the design of wastewater solids handling and disposal
processes. These minimum design criteria are necessary to provide
systems that protect human health and water quality.

2/28/2019 No No No No No *This rule affects small business by setting forth the minimum

criteria for the design of biological wastewater treatment systems.
These minimum design criteria are necessary to provide systems
that protect human health and water quality.

2/28/2019 No No No No No *This rule affects small business by setting forth the minimum

criteria for the design of wastewater effiuent disinfection systems.
These minimum design criteria are necessary to provide systems
that protect human health and water quality.

2/28/2019 No No No No No “This rule affects small business by setting forth the minimum

criteria for the design of wastewater lagoon systems, irrigation
alternatives, and wastewater earthen basins. These minimum desigi
criteria are necessary to provide systems that protect human health
and water quality.

2/28/2019 No No No No No “This rule affects small business by setting forth the minimum

criteria for the design of wastewater supplemental treatment
systems. These minimum design criteria are necessary to provide
systems that protect human health and water quality.

2/28/2019 No No No No Yes* Yes* “This rule sets minimum design standards for CAFOs which are

necessary to protect human health and the environment
**See attachment



Number of Rules
Reviewed

44
10 CSR 20-8.500 - Design

Requirements for Agrichemical
Facilities

10 CSR 20-9.010 - Wastewater
Treatment Systems Operation
Scope Monitoring

10 CSR 20-9.020 - Classification
of Wastewater Treatment
Systems

10 CSR 20-9.030 - Certification
of Wastewater Operators

10 CSR 20-9.040 - Renewal
Training

10 CSR 20-14.010 -
Classification of Concentrated
Animal Feeding Operation
Waste Management Systems

10 CSR 20-14.020 - Certification
of Concentrated Animal
Feeding Operation Waste
Management System Operators

10 CSR 20-14.030 - Operator
Training

Missouri Department of Natural Resources Rule Review
2021
Clean Water Commission

1 - Does this rule continue to be 2 - Is this rule obsolete, taking 3 - Does this rule overlap, 4 - Could a less restrictive, more 5 - Does this rule need 6 - Does this rule properly 7 - Does this rule affect small Comments received? Department Comments
" or resclssi N A

necessary, taking into into consideration the length of  duplicate, or conflict with other  narrowly tailored, or material by businesses? For rules affecting
consideration the purpose,  time since the rule was modified  state rules, and to the extent  rule adequately protect the public  reduce regulatory burdens on reference? small businesses, state whether
scope, and intent of the statute and the degree to which feasible, with federal and local ~ or accomplish the same statutory  individuals, businesses, or the public purpose or interest for
under which the rule was economic conditi rules? purpose? political subdivisions or eliminate adopting the rule justifies the
adopted? or other relevant factors have unnecessary paperwork? continued existence of the rule.
changed in the subject area
affected by the rule?
Date of Adoption
or Last
Amendment

2/28/2019 Yes No No No No Yes Yes* No *This rule sets minimum design standards for agrichemical facilities
which are necessary to protect human health and the environment.

2/28/2019 Yes No No No No Yes Yes* No “This rule minimum for
monitoring for wastewater treatment systems, some of which may
be operated by certified operators who own or are employed by sme
contract operations companies.

2/28/2019 Yes No No No No Yes Yes* No “This rule outlines the requirements for wastewater systems to be
operated by certified operators. Facility administrators may choose t
hire certified operators through samll buisensses that specialise in
contract operations.

2/28/2019 Yes No No No No Yes Yes* No “This rule sets out the requirments that a person must meet to
obrtain a operator for
certification are necessary to support 9.010 and 9.020.

3/1/1992 Yes No No No No Yes Yes* No “This rule establishes criterail for approval of renewal training
courses. Certified operators are required to meet minimum training
amounts to renew their certificates. There are many small
buisinesses that provide training for certified operators.

2/28/2019 Yes No No No No Yes Yes* Yes™ “This rule establishes requirements for certain CAFOS to be
operated by certified personnel and includes definitions to ensure
protection of human health and the environment. Small businesses
may be haulers/disposers of waste, or operators of CAFOs.

**See attachment

2/28/2019 Yes No No No No Yes Yes* Yes*™* *This rule sets out the requirements that a person must meet to
become certified. The certification s required for Class IA facilties,
but employees of small CAFOs may voluntarily go through the
certification process and is needed to ensure protection of human
health and the environment.

**See attachment
7/30/2001 Yes No No No No Yes Yes* Yes*™ *This rule establishes criteria for operator certification training

courses. There are small businesses that provide training courses.
**See attachment



Comments received for rules found in 10 CSR 20

10 CSR 20-6.300 - Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations

Nature of comments received:

The Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MoDNR) received 255 comments, all very
similar using a form letter from the Sierra Club. There was also one letter received that went into
more detail regarding 6.300; however, it covered topics similar to the other comments received.
A summary of those comments follows:

Waste Tracking — Records for tracking animal waste that is transferred to third party
recipients of exported waste are not publicly available. As a result, CAFO waste may be
applied to land in unknown locations and in unknown quantities and frequencies across
Missouri.

Class II AFOs — Class II AFOs should be registered with the state so MoDNR can evaluate
whether an AFO should be regulated as a CAFO before there is a water quality violation.

Nutrient Management Plans (NMP) — Class II AFOs and third party recipients should be
required and accountable to follow a Nutrient Management Plan to effectively manage the
land application of animal waste without negatively impacting water quality.

MoDNR'’s Response:

Waste tracking - Facilities must maintain these records and provide them to MoDNR upon
request. Any of these records provided to MoDNR are publically available. MoDNR does not
track these or store these in a special area. They may be part of the inspection record, when
requested or retained. The suggestion provided in this comment appears to suggest a change
to MoDNR’s tracking, retention, and records request process. This change would not require
a rulemaking effort and as such no rule change is proposed in response to this comment.

Class II AFOs — The CAFO statutes, established by the Missouri Legislature, clearly
establish MoDNR’s authority and its boundaries. MoDNR has authority to regulate Class I
facilities and those definitions are also established in the statute. That ‘authority to regulate’
includes establishment, permitting, design, construction, and operation of regulated Class I
CAFOs. The authority for MoDNR to require registration or permitting for Class II facilities
(other than those that have discharged and impacted waters of the state) would need to be
established first in statute and then could be implemented by MoDNR through rules.

Nutrient Management Plans — The CAFO statutes, established by the Missouri Legislature,
clearly establish MoDNR’s authority and its boundaries. MoDNR only has authority to
regulate Class I facilities and those definitions are also established in the statute. Class II
AFOs (unless discharging) are beyond the purview of the state statutory authority. Further,
when CAFO operators export manure, the recipients of manure are to use the manure as a
fertilizer. The use of the fertilizer are based on crop needs, site-specific conditions, land



application practices and other factors under the control of the manure recipient, not the
CAFO operator; this distinction is similar to farmers’ use of commercial fertilizers, where
fertilizer companies are not held responsible for overuse or misuse of their product by
farmers. MoDNR has authority to address and respond to impacts from direct runoff from
land application fields.

10 CSR 20-7.031 - Water Quality Standards

Nature of comments received:

The Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MoDNR) received 160 comments, all very
similar using a form letter from the Sierra Club. A summary of those comments follows:

e Polluters should not be allowed any acceptable occurrences of toxic discharge levels of
ammonia. The rule change allowing pollution events once every three years is scientifically
unfounded and unacceptable. One incident exceeding nutrient criteria is deadly.

e MOoDNR should act on the stronger ammonia criteria developed in 2013 using studies
conducted in Missouri.

MoDNR’s Response:

MoDNR is not adopting the national recommended 2013 Ammonia Criteria at this time;
however, we will continue to review the appropriateness of this water quality criteria, and other
national recommended criteria.

10 CSR 20-8.300 - Design of Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations

Nature of comments received:

The Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MoDNR) received 254 specific comments, all
using a form letter supplied by the Sierra Club. A summary of those comments follows:

e Permit Applications — DNR should evaluate permit applications to properly account for
environmental conditions (soils, groundwater, etc.) and avoid risk of pollution to the waters
of the state and the neighboring community, rather than relying on third-party engineers.
There should be public disclosure of relevant site inspection documents including but not
limited to hydrogeological investigation and operation and maintenance plans.

¢ Hydrogeological Investigations - The Missouri Geological Survey should be involved in
siting decisions based on hydrogeological investigations and design groundwater monitoring
systems when there is significant risk to the groundwater. If it is determined that there is not
significant risk to the groundwater, the DNR should publicly disclose the justification for that
conclusion.



Mortality Management - Since the Missouri Department of Agriculture is largely
responsible for mortality management, this rule should reference the appropriate materials for
animal mortality disposal, including mass mortality events such as those brought on by the
COVID-19 pandemic.

MoDNR’s Response:

Permit Applications — Regulations in 10 CSR 20-6.300 and 10 CSR 20-8.300 require
wastewater systems at CAFOs to be designed, constructed, operated, and maintained as no-
discharge facilities for the protection of groundwater and surface water. The no-discharge
requirement is the most restrictive effluent limitation that can be required of a permitted
facility and is protective of Water Quality Standards. A detailed review of construction
permit applications is performed for a new or expanding Class I CAFO for the construction
or major modification of an earthen storage structure to hold, convey, contain, store, or treat
domestic, agricultural, or industrial process wastewater. All other industrial construction
activities are exempt from construction permitting requirements. The operating permit writer
reviewing an application can request engineering documents. All construction activities
designed to hold, convey, contain, store, or treat domestic; agricultural; or industrial process
waste shall be designed by a professional engineer registered in Missouri in accordance with
10 CSR 20-8.300 and constructed according to the design plans. 20 CSR 2030-2.010
establishes a professional code of conduct for professional engineers. Among other things, it
requires licensees to recognize that their primary obligation is to protect the safety, health,
property, or welfare of the public and only provide engineering services in the specific
technical area for which they are qualified. The Professional Engineer is responsible for
adherence to applicable published guidelines. Chapter 610 RSMo states that records of public
governmental bodies are open to the public unless otherwise provided by law. Open records
requests should be submitted to MoDNR’s Custodian of Record.

Hydrogeological Investigations — MoDNR has the ability to request site-specific input from
the Missouri Geological Survey where CAFO facilities are located in a hydrologically
sensitive area where the groundwater may be compromised. The Missouri Geological Survey
may determine whether groundwater monitoring is necessary based on potential to
contaminate a drinking water aquifer. Geohydrologic considerations are part of the design
process.

Mortality Management —Mass mortality response and management is regulated by the
Missouri Department of Agriculture under Chapter 269 Revised Statutes of Missouri. As
such, the CAFO rules do not need to duplicate these citations and doing so would not change,
add, or amend any actual requirements. Further, MoDNR does not have the authority to
implement, interpret, or initiate enforcement actions for non-compliance with another
agency’s regulations. Should MoDNR staff note violations of the mass mortality regulations,
those issues would be referred to the Missouri Department of Agriculture. A reference to
these rules could be provided in the fact sheet of CAFO permits simply to provide
compliance assistance, not an enforceable requirement.



10 CSR 20-14.010 - Classification of Concentrated Animal Feeding Operation Waste
Management Systems; 10 CSR 20-14.020 - Certification of Concentrated Animal Feeding
Operation Waste Management System Operators; and 10 CSR 20-14.030 - Operator
Training.

Nature of comments received:

MoDNR received three comments to each of these rules, all using a form letter regarding the
hauling of waste from CAFOs, and the responsibility of CAFO operators to track where the
hauler is taking the waste and what they are doing with it.

MoDNR’s Response:

Nothing in 10 CSR 20 Chapter 14 or 644.026 RSMo specifically relates to hauling and disposal
of waste from a CAFO.



Number of Rules
Reviewed
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10 CSR 22-1.020 - Definitions

10 CSR 22-2.010 - Who Needs a
Permit

10 CSR 22-2.020 - Types of
Permits

10 CSR 22-2.030 - Types of
Dams and Reservoirs

10 CSR 22-2.040 - Classes of
Downstream Environment

10 CSR 22-2.050 - Issuing First
Permit

10 CSR 22-2.080 - Revoking
Permit

10 CSR 22-2.090 - Transferring
Permit

10 CSR 22-2.100 - Appeal of
Action on Permits

10 CSR 22-3.010 - General
Information

10 CSR 22-3.020 - General
Requirements

10 CSR 22-3.030 - Registration
Permit Requirements

10 CSR 22-3.040 - Construction
Permit Requirements

10 CSR 22-3.050 - Safety Permit
Requirements

10 CSR 22-4.020 - Enforcement
Orders and Enforcement
Procedures
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2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

1/1/1985

1/1/1985

1/1/1985

1/1/1985

1/1/1985

2/28/2019

8/13/1981

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

1 - Does this rule continue to be
necessary, taking into
consideration the purpose,
scope, and intent of the statute
under which the rule was
adopted?

2 - Is this rule obsolete, taking

into consideration the length of

time since the rule was modified
and the degree to which
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3 - Does this rule overlap,
duplicate, or conflict with other
state rules, and to the extent
feasible, with federal and local

rules?

conditions, or other relevant
factors have changed in the
subject area affected by the rule?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Dam and Reservoir Safety and Council

4 - Could a less restri

ive, more

5 - Does this rule need

6 - Does this rule properly

narrowly tailored, or

rule adequately protect the public

or accomplish the same statutory
purpose?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

or to
reduce regulatory burdens on
individuals, businesses, or
political subdivisions or eliminate
unnecessary paperwork?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

material by
reference?

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

7 - Does this rule affect small
businesses? For rules affecting
small businesses, state whether
the public purpose or interest for

adopting the rule justifies the
continued existence of the rule.

Yes*

Comments received?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Department Comments

*The Department plans to evaluate and update the incorporations by
reference to comply with Section 536.031, RSMo.

**Public safety justifies continued existence. All owners of dams over
35 feet in height require a permit. Some dam owners may be small
business owners.

*Public safety justifies continued existence. All owners of dams over
35 feet in height require a permit. Some dam owners may be small
business owners.

*Public safety justifies continued existence. All owners of dams over
35 feet in height require a permit. Some dam owners may be small
business owners.

*Public safety justifies continued existence. All owners of dams over
35 feet in height require a permit. Some dam owners may be small
business owners.

*Public safety justifies continued existence. All owners of dams over
35 feet in height require a permit. Some dam owners may be small
business owners.

*Public safety justifies continued existence. All owners of dams over
35 feet in height require a permit. Some dam owners may be small
business owners.

*Public safety justifies continued existence. All owners of dams over
35 feet in height require a permit. Some dam owners may be small
business owners.

*Public safety justifies continued existence. All owners of dams over
35 feet in height require a permit. Some dam owners may be small
business owners.

*Public safety justifies continued existence. All owners of dams over
35 feet in height require a permit. Some dam owners may be small
business owners.

*Public safety justifies continued existence. All owners of dams over
35 feet in height require a permit. Some dam owners may be small
business owners.

*Public safety justifies continued existence. All owners of dams over
35 feet in height require a permit. Some dam owners may be small
business owners.

*Public safety justifies continued existence. All owners of dams over
35 feet in height require a permit. Some dam owners may be small
business owners.

*Public safety justifies continued existence. All owners of dams over
35 feet in height require a permit. Some dam owners may be small
business owners.

*Public safety justifies continued existence. All owners of dams over
35 feet in height require a permit. Some dam owners may be small
business owners.

*Public safety justifies continued existence. All owners of dams over
35 feet in height require a permit. Some dam owners may be small
business owners
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10 CSR 23-1.010 - Definitions

10 CSR 23-1.040 - Variances

10 CSR 23-1.050 - Permittee
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Procedures, and Permit
Application

10 CSR 23-1.075 - Disciplinary
Action

10 CSR 23-1.090 - Permits

10 CSR 23-1.105 - Permit
Renewal

10 CSR 23-1.140 - Vehicle and
Machine Registration

10 CSR 23-1.160 - Mail and
Notification Procedures

10 CSR 23-2.010 - Fee Structure

10 CSR 23-2.020 - Certification
and Registration

10 CSR 23-3.010 - Location of
Wells

10 CSR 23-3.020 - General
Protection of Groundwater
Quality and Resources

10 CSR 23-3.030 - Standards for
Construction of Wells

10 CSR 23-3.050 - Pump
Installation and Wellhead
Completion

10 CSR 23-3.080 - Liners

Date of
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Amendment

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

2/28/2019

1 - Does this rule continue to be
necessary, taking into
consideration the purpose,
scope, and intent of the statute
under which the rule was
adopted?

2 - Is this rule obsolete, taking

into consideration the length of

time since the rule was modified
and the degree to which
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Well Installation

3 - Does this rule overlap,
duplicate, or conflict with other
state rules, and to the extent
feasible, with federal and local

rules?

conditions, or other relevant
factors have changed in the
subject area affected by the rule?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

4 - Could a less restri

ive, more

5 - Does this rule need

6 - Does this rule properly

narrowly tailored, or

rule adequately protect the public

or accomplish the same statutory
purpose?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

or to
reduce regulatory burdens on
individuals, businesses, or
political subdivisions or eliminate
unnecessary paperwork?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

material by
reference?

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

7 - Does this rule affect small
businesses? For rules affecting
small businesses, state whether
the public purpose or interest for

adopting the rule justifies the
continued existence of the rule.

Yes™

Yes™

Comments received?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Department Comments

*This rule is necessary as it defines key words used throughout the
rule which allows for consistent application of the rule to the public,
industry members and department staff.

“This rule is necessary as it outlines the process by which industry
members apply for and receive variances to regulatory requirements
outlined in rule.

“This rule is necessary as it requires members of the drilling industry
to alevel of and for well
construction in the State.

*This rule is necessary to outline a consistent enforcement process
carried out by the department when violations are identified.

*This is rule is necessary to identify permit classes and types
necessary to perform specific well construction activities in the state.

“This rule is necessary as it outlines the process by which permits
are renewed.

“This rule is necessary as it outlines the registration process and
requirements regarding drilling vehicles and machines.

*This rule is r ary as it informs of
procedures so that the department may update records with accurate
contact information.

*This rule is necessary as it outlines the permitting, citification and
registration fees approved by the Well Installation Board which fund
the program.

*This rule is necessary as it outlines and clarifies expectations for
submittal of certification and registration reports required by statute.

*This rule is as it outlines.
including setback distances from known or potential contaminate
sources for water wells across the state.

*This rule is necessary as it includes general requirements regarding
ion, and of wells which ensure the
protection of groundwater resources.

*The Department plans to evaluate and update the incorporations by
reference to comply with Section 536.031, RSMo.

**This rule is necessary as it describes the minimum construction
requirements for water wells including casing and grouting material
quality and installation requirements.

*This rule is necessary as it outlin