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Title 40~Protection of the Environment

CHAPTER [—ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

R N—EFFLUENT GUIDELINES AND
SUBCHAPTE STANDARDS

ART 419—PETROLEUM REFINING
P POINT_SOURCE CATEGORY .

On December 14, 1973 notice was pub-
lished in the FeperaL REGISTER (38 FR
34542), that the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA or Agency.) was pro-
posing efiuent limitations guidelines for
existing sources and standards of per-
formance and pretreatment st_andards
for new sources within the topping sub-
category, cracking subcategory, petrq-
chemical subcategory, lube subcategory,
and integrated subcategory of the petro-
leum refining category of point sources.

The purpose of this notice is to estab-
lish final effluent limitations guidelines
for existing sources and standards of per-
formance and prefreatment standards
for new sources in the topping subcate-
gory, cracking subcategory, petrochemi-
cal subcategory, lube subcategory, and
integrated subcategory of the petroleum
refining category of point sources, by
amending 40 CFR Ch. I, Subchapter N,
to add a new Part 419. This final rule~
making is promulgated pursuant to sec-
tions 301, 304 (b) and (c), 306 (b) and
(¢) and 307(c) of the Federal -Water
Pollution Control Act, as amended, (the
Act); 33 U.S.C. 1251, 1311, 1314 (b) and
(c), 1316 (b) and (c¢) and 1317(c); 86
Stat. 816 et seq.; Pub. L. 92-500. Regula-
tions regarding cooling water intake
structures for all categories of -point
sources under section 316(b) of the Act

will be promulgated in 40 CFR Part 402, -

In addition, the EPA is simultanedusly
proposing a separate provision, which
appears in the proposed-rules section of
the FEDERAL REGISTER, stating the appli-
cation of the limitations and standards
set forth below to users of publicly owned
treatment works which are subject to
pretreatment standards under section
307(b) of the Act. The basis of that pro-

posed regulation is set forth in the asso- -

ciated notice of proposed rulemaking,
‘The legal basis, methodology and fac-
tual conclusions which support promul-
gation of this regulation were set forth
in substantial detail in the notice of
public review procedures published
August 6, 1973 (38 FR 21202) and in
the notice of proposed rulemaking
for the topping subcategory, cracking
subcategory, petrochemical subcategory,
lube subcategory, and integrated sub-
‘category. In addition, the regulations as
proposed were supported by two other
documents: (1) The document entitled
“Development Document for Proposed
Effluent Limitations Guidelines and New
Source Performance Standards for the
Petroleum Refining Segment of the
Petroleum Refining Point Source Cate-
gory” (December 1973) and (2) the doc-
ument entitled “Economic Analysis of
Proposed Efluent Guidelines, Petroleum
Refining Industry” (September 1973).
Both of these documents were made
available to the public and circulated to
interested persons at approximately the

tional waste loads caused by the proc-
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time of publication of the notice of pro-
posed rulemaking.

Interested persons were invited to par-
ticipate in the rulemaking by submitting
written comments within 30 days from
the date of publication. Prior public par-
ticipation in the form of solicited com-
ments and responses from the States,
Federal agencies, and other interested
parties were described in the preamble
to the proposed regulation. The EPA hss
eonsidered carefully all of the comments
received ‘and g discussion of these com-
ments with the Agency’s response thereto
follows. The regulation as promulgated
contains some significant departures
from the proposed regulation. The fol-
lowing discussion outlines the reasons
why these changes were made and why
other suggested changes were not made.

(a) Summary of major comments. The
following responded to the request for
comments which was made il the pre-
amble to the proposed regulation: Inter-
state Sanitation Commission; Shell Oil
Company; Phillips Petroleum Company;
Getty Oil Company; Union Oil Company
of California; Exxon Company, USA;
Larry D. Killion; American Petroleum
Industry; Standard Oil Company of
-Ohio; UOP Process Division; Gulf Oil;
City of Buffalo; Mobil Oil Corporation;
Macario Independent Refinery; Texaco
Incorporated; Standard Oil Company of
Indiana; National Wildlife Federation;
State of California; County of Erie, NY;
State of Alaska; Los Angeles County:
Buffalo (N.Y.) Ares Chamber of Com-
merce; State of Colorado; State of
Michigan; U.S. Water Resources Coun-
cil; Sun Oil Company; Department of
the Interior; The Honorable Henry P.
Smith, IIT; State of North Carolina.

Each of the comments received was
carefully reviewed and analyzed. The
following is & summary of the significant
comments and EPA’s response to those
comments.

(1) Clean rainfall limits should be set
at the same level as treatment plant ef-
fluent to avoid having to treat marginally
contaminated runoff.

The handling of storm runoff was re-
evaluated and the run-off from a refinery
was broken down further to consider
tankfield runoff, process area runoff and
other noncontaminated runoff. This re-
evaluation also considered the treatment
of marginally contaminated runoff. (See
“Development Document,” Section VII).

As a result of this evaluation a limit of
35 mg/1 TOC and 15 mg/1 oil and grease
(both maximums) was set for both tank-
field runoff and other uncontaminated
runoff, (This is changed from 15 mg/1 of
TOC and no visible sheen). The limits for
contaminated runoff (process area run-
off treated along with other process
wastes) should remain the same.

(2) The definition of feedstocks should
incliide imported catalytic cracker feed,
reformer feed and petrochemical feeds.

Since these feeds do not receive full
processing at the refinery and are free
of some contaminants (removed during
prior processing), no allocation based on
throughput should be-given. The addi-

essing required is taken into account by
the higher process factor the refinery
will receive. (See “Development Docue
ment,” Section IX).

(3).Once-through cooling water should
not be included in a production baged nl-
lIocation. The reasons for this statement
and alternate approaches given are as
follows:

(a) The March 7, 1973 guidance ex-
cluded once-through water from cone
sideration; (b) the low toncentrations
contained have no environmental im-
bact; (¢) snalytical techniques do not
allow for accurate results at low concen~
trations; and (d) a separate lUmit of 5
meg/1 of TOC (net) should be used.

An evaluation of water flow data from
over one hundred refineries, both with
recycle and once~through cooling water
systems, showed that only 25 percent of
the total flow from recycle refinerles ro-
sults from cooling tower blowdown. In
addition, the once-through refinerles
showed higher process wasts flows than
the recycle refineries. Therefore, once«
through cooling water is being excluded
from the production based allotment and
a separate limit of 5 mg/1 of TOC is being
seb to prevent gross contamination of
these waters. (See “Development Docu-
ment”; section I3; Supplement B, “Re-
finery Water Use".)

(4) Limits should be based on o
monthly average rather then 30 day
running average. (Running average—any
thirty consecutive days).

The limits are set in terms of a run-
ning average to prevent slackening off
at the end of any fixed period and thero~
fore guarantee optimum performance at
all times.

(5) There isn’t enough varlability al-
lowed between the daily and monthly
limits. Arguments given to justify higher
values were as follows:

(a) Data were not random or normally
distributed; (b) variability not being me$
by some refineries using BPCTCA end-
of-pipe; and (¢) high analytical errors.

The variability factors can not be com-
pared as g ratio of daily and monthly
(30 day average) values, Both the daily
and 30 day average varlabilities were
based on the annual average, The daily
variabilily predicts the maximum day
over a period of a yéar and the 30 doy
average variability predicts the maxi-
mum 30 day average in any year.

These variabilities were computed from
date taken from several plants (ono
year’s or more data in each case). The
varlability factors therefore include all
of the errors (resulting variability) that
result from sampling and analytical tech-
nique and accuracy.

The date from the plants analyzed
were found to be either normally or log
normally distributed.

The fact that certain refineries, which
already have the end-of-pipe treatment
as defined by BPCTCA, are showing
higher variabilities than those of the ex-
emplary plants only noints out that
BPCTCA as defined should include fac-
tors other than end-of-pipe trestment
(e. good water use practices, good

housekeeping, ete.). (Seo “Development
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Document,” section IX, “Statistical Vari-
ability of a Properly Designed and Oper-
ated Waste Treatment Plant”; Supple-
ment B, “Variability”).

* The daily maximum varighility was in-

creased to reflect a 99 percent probability
-of occurrence. This was done to reduce
the number of technical violations.

TOC 1limit should be eliminated
and seb Jater as ifs ratio to BODS is de-
termined at each refinery.

. The limits set for TOC are necessary
because of the many instances when
BOD5 COD, or both are not practical
limits (as a result of analytical errors,
time limitations, etc.). (See “Develop-
ment Document,” section IX; “Procedure
for Development of BPCTCA Effluent
Limitations”).

The ratio of TOC/BOD, proposed at 1.8
wasraised {0 2.2.

(7) A subcategorization should be
made based on the age of the refinery
because of non-segregated sewers and
the inequitable financial burden.

‘Those refineries with non-segregated
sewers will probably have to either seg-
regate their once-through cooling water
or go to recycle cooling. ‘This has al-
Teady been done by many older refineries
and was considered as part of the eco-
nomic evaluation.

(8) The American Petroleum Insti-
tute has proposed a method to further
subcategorize the petroleum industry.
This approach is based on a mathemati-
cal analysis of the 1972 EPA/API Raw
Waste Load Survey Data. This analysis

_ (not yet completed) proposes to deter-
mine the relative effect of various process
types on the total refinery fow.

An intensive investigation of this ap-
proach has been carried out. As a re-
sult, it-was found that both size (feed-
stock throughput) and process configu-
ration weigh heavily in determining the
final flows. Tables have been included in
the regulation to allow variation within

. each subecategory based on both size and

process configuration.” (See “Develop-
ment Document,” section IV; Supple-
ment B, “Refinery Configuration Anal-
ySiS”). .

The size and process factors deter-
mined from the above investigation were
used to further subcategorize the petro-
leum industry.

(3) Special consideration should he
given for refineries charging California
crudes because of the high nitrogen, sul-
fur and naphthenic acid content.

The heavy (10-20 API gravity) nature
of the California crudes requires more in-
tensive processing (cracking, etc.) than
lighter grades of crude. From the data
available, the process factor (based on
severity of operations) adequately ac-
counts for the higher raw waste loads
 seen in refineries running California
crudes. (See “Development Document,”

Section IV; Supplement B, “California
Crudes”.)
 (10) There is no allowance given in the
gmdelmes for the contaminants present
in the intake water (net vs. gross), which
are sald to be especially significant in
once-through cooling water.,

FEDERAL REGISTER, YOL 39, NO.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

The efluent imitations guidelines have
generally been developed on a gross or
‘absolute basis. However, the Agency rec-
ognizes that in certain instances pollut~
ants will be present in navigable waters
which supply & plant’s intake water, in
significant concentrations, which may
not be removed to the levels specified in
the guidelines by the application of
treatment technology contemplated by
BPCTCA.

Accordingly, the Agency is currently
developing amendments to its NPDES
permit regulations (40 CFR Part 125)
which will specify the situations in which
the Regional Administrator may allow a
credit for such pollutants. The regula-
tions will be proposed for public com-
ment in the near future.

(11) Some correspondents endorsed
the proposal made to the Administrator
by the Effiuent Standards and Water
Quality Information Advisory Commit-
tee. This proposal is for a significantly
different approach to the development of
efiluent guidelines.

The above-mentioned proposals are
under evaluation as a contribution to-

‘ward future refinements on guidelines

for some-industries. The Committee has
indicated that their proposed methodol-
ogy could not be developed in sufficlent
time to be available for the current phase
of guideline promulgation. Its present
state of development does not provide
enough evidence to warrant the Agency's
delaying issuance of any standard in
hopes that an alternative approach
might be preferable.

(12) The BATEA limits were objected
to l_'l:;acause they are based on pilot plant
data.

The Agency recognizes that the tech-
nology specified herein as best availlable
technology economically achievable has
not been demonstrated in day-to-day op-
erations in this industrial category.
However, in determining whether tech-
nology has been “demonstrated” for the
purposes of standards which must be
achieved by 1983, the Agency does not be-
lieve that the same high degree of con-
fidence that the technology will work
must exist as is the case for 1977 stand-
ards. In making the judgment as to
whether or not the technology is “avail-
able,” the Agency examined g wide range
of information, including the use of the
technology to treat similar wastes in
other industrial categories, pilot plant
and demonstration projects, and labora-
tory and other experimental data on
various waste treatment processes. Based
on such data and information, and the
application of the Agency’s best judg-
ment, the technology specified herein
was determined to constitute the
best available technology economically
achievable for the petroleum refinery
category.

It is. recognized that, in some cases,
the industry must itself perform some
of the pilot plant and other develop-
mental work which will be necessary to
bring the technology into full utilization.
This does not however, alter the
Agency's judgment that the technology
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is “available” is “economically achiev-

able,” and can be brought on line in time

to achieve full compliance by 1983, as
by the Act.”

(13) The flow basis, based on 97 per-
cent recycle flow, is too restrictive to be
met by older refineries with once-throuch
cooling water and does not consider the
varying process complexities within sub-
categories.

The flow basis is not a flow restriction.
It was used to determine the expected
pounds/day from a refinery with gogd
water use and the specified end-of-pipe
treatment scheme. The refinery with
once-through cooliny water may con-
tinue to discharge that water.

‘The guldeline takes into consideration
the difference in expected flow caused
by varying process complexities by the
use of a process factor that varies the
limits within each subcategory based on
process configuration. (See “Develop-
mené Document”; Section IX).

(14) EPA falled to adequately con-
slder factors such as raw maferial used,
products produced, processes, and waste
water constifuents.

The use of the process factors directly
considers the processes used. The raw
materials used, products produced and
the waste water constituents are covered
indirectly because each determines or is
determined by the process confizuration
of each refinery. (See “Development
Document”; Section IV; Supplement B,
‘“Refinery Configcuration Analysis”).

(15) No allowances have been made
{for malfunctions, breakdowns, and up-
sets of the treatment plant. Since it may
take several weeks to recover from a
severe upset, a procedure for reporting
these circumstances and obtaining a
temporary variance is necessary.

The guideline Is based on normal op-~
eration. Any consideration of other than
normal operation will be covered in the
NPDES permits.

(16) The COD limits are oo low be-
cause of test tolerances. EPA analytical
methods state minimum reportable con-
centrations 200 mg/1 in water with 1,000
mg/1 of chloride.

Standard methods tolerance at 150
mg/l of COD is +14 mg/1 at 1,000 mg/l
of chloride. There will still be cases
where extremely high chloride levels will
negate the use of this test and that Is
one of the reasons for lmiis beinz set
for three oxygen demanding parameters
(BODS, COD, and TOC).

(17) Data from pilot plant carbon
systems Indicate removal efficiencies
(percent removal) less than those used
for BATEA limits. (BOD, COD, oil and
grease).

The pilot plant values used are refer-
enced in Table 65 of the Development
Document. Concentrations, not removal
efficlencles were used to set BOD and
oll and grease Hmits for BATEA.

(18) The ofl and grease limits should
be raised because the references in the
Dervelopment Document showed 10 mg/1
attainable from bio-treatment and 7
mg/l from actlvated carbon, yet the
guldeline Is based on 5 mg/l.
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The guideline limit (BPCTCA) is
based on neither bio-treatment nor acti-
vated carbon, but on a polishing step
after bio-treatment (i.e., polishing ponds,
filters, etc.) (See “Development Docu-
ment,” sections VII and IX).

(19) Consideration should be given
to refineries in northern climates be-~
cause of the effect of temperature on bio-
logical treatment systems.

Of the many refineries currently meet-
ing EPA’s guidelines for BODS; several
are located in northern climates (e.g.
Billings, Montana; Alma, Michigan).
(See supplement B, refinery data).

(20) The Economic Impact Analysis
states, “It is not expected that any sig-
nificant economic impact would result
from imposing the 1977 and 1983 efluent
limitations.” This is not true, especially
in the light of the current and future un-
stable situation of crude oil supply.

An economic impact analysis of pollu-
tion controls on the refinery indusfry
completed February, 1974 states “As a
result of recent world developments
there is a substantial differential he-
tween world cartel prices and U.S. do-
mestic oil prices. If this continues, there
is reason to suggest that a number of
the projected small refinery -closures
might not occur. Certainly the ability to
attract long-term financing for pollution
abatement is greatly enhanced by the
price differential that exists.” (See sup-
plement B, “Impact on Refineries of
Pollution Control Regulations”, Febru-
ary, 1974).

(21) Oil and grease limits should be
based on a maximum effluent concentra-
tion of 1 mg/l and should be limited by
concentration and not on pounds-pro-
duction values.

There is neither a demonstrated treat-
ment technology to guarantee 1 mg/l of
oil and grease effluent concentration, nor
an accepted analytical procedure to
measure it.

«(22) Effuent limits should be set as
1bs/1000 gals of waste water flow based
on & specified end-of-pipe treatment and
8 documented flow for each individual
refinery.

This approach does not adequately
consider the importance of the in-plant’
requirements of BPCTCA (good water
use, housekeeping, ete.) (See “Develop-
ment Document”, sections VII and IX).

(23) Ammonia levels based on 80 per-
cent removal from the median raw-
waste load (API separator efiluent) and
the BPCTCA removal step for ammonia
is in-plant in the form of a stripper.

Even though the primary removal of
ammonia in a refinery should be done
during sour water stripping many refin-
eries have not optimized toward am-
monia removal (units designed for sul-
fide removal) . The optimization-of strip-
ping for ammonia removal or the in-
stallation of two stage strippers is con~
sidered BPCTCA. In addition, ammonis
will be removed in the treatment plant
as it is needed to provide nutrient nitro-
gen for the biological system. (See “De-
velopment Document”, section VII).

(24) The economic impact for the re-
moval of chromium and zinc was not
considered.

FEDERAL
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The zinc limit has been deleted as a
result of an analysis of the zinc raw
waste loads from over one hundred re-
fineries. Only a small percentage of these
refineries’ raw waste loads exceeded the
guideline zinc limit.

A similar analysis showed almost 50
percent of the refineries (using cooling
towers, chromium appears in refinery
wastes because of its use as a corrosion
inhibitor in recycle cooling systems)
meeting the total chromium limits with
their raw waste. Since the solubility of
Cr+3 is less than 0.1 mg/l between pH

. 6.0 to 9.0, the remaining refineries should

meet the guidelines limits by removing
the insoluble Cr+3 along with other
suspended solids.

The reduction of Cr--6 to Cr4-3 occurs
naturally in g typical refinery waste be-
cause of the presence of reducing agents
such as sulfides and sulfites.

The above factors will mean that no
additional costs (for removal of chro-
mium) should be involved for the major-
ity of refineries above those required to
meet the other parameter limits, (See
supplemental B, “Raw Waste Load Sur-
vey—2inc and Chromium”).

(25) There is a need to monitor and
control all identified pollutants such as
TDS, cyanide and various other specific
ions, in addition to the eleven param-
eters already being monitored and con-
trolled.

The parameters limited in the guide-
lines are those which are fairly common
to the industry and for which there is
existing technology in use in the indus-
try for their removal. The confrol and
monitoring of any additional parameters
might be called for on an individual basis
to meet water quality standards.

(26) Promulgation is considered to be
appropriate provided it is subject to
realistic revision as new data becomes
available.

The Act provides for periodic review
and revisions as appropriate.

(b) Revision of the proposed regula-
tion prior to promulgation.

As a result of public comment and
continuing review and evaluation of the
proposed regulation by EPA, the follow-
ing changes have been made in the reg-
ulation.

(1) As a result of some changes in the
subcategorization (low and high crack=
ing combined to form the new cracking
subcategory and the topping subcate-
gory being defined as those refineries
without cracking) a reevaluation of the
median flows within each subcategory
was made. The changes made are as fol-
lows: topping from 12 gal/bbl to. 20
gal/bbl; cracking from (low), 17 gal/bbl,
(high) 21 gal/bbl to 25 gal/bbl; petro-
chemical from 25 gal/bbl to 30 gal/bbl;
Iube from 37 gal/bbl to 45 gal/bbl; and
integrated from 45-gal/bbl to 48 gal/bbl.
The parameter limits which are flow
based were adjusted accordingly.

(2) The limits on storm water runoff
from fankfields and non-process areas
were changed from 15 mg/1 of TOC and
1o sheen to 35 mg/1 of TOC and 15 mg/1
of oil and grease (both maximums).
These limits are set at those same maxi-
mum concentrations expected if the run-
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off xzere passed through the treatmont
plan

(3) A further subcategorization of the
industry was made based on process con-
figuration and size.

(4) Zinc was eliminated as o parameter
to be limited industry wide, Further ovale
uation of the' API/EPA Raw Waste Load
Survey showed only a small percentago
of the industry over the zinc Umits set.

(5) The ammonia limits were changed
based on the changes in the subcategori«
zation.

(6) The ratio of TOC/BODS5 was
changed from 1.8 to 2.2,

(7) Once-through cooling water was
excluded from the production based allo«
cation and a maximum concentration of
5 mg/1 of TOC was set.

(8) The daily maximum values’' were
increased to reflect a 99 percent prob-
ability of occurrence. This was done to
limit the number of technical violations
of the permit.

(9) Section 304(b) (1) (B) of the Act
provides for “guidelines” to implement
the uniform national standards of section
301(b) (1) (A). Thus Congress recognized
that some flexibility was necessary in
order to take into account the com~
plexity of the industrial world with re«
spect to the practicability of pollution
control technology. In conformity with
the Congressional intent and in recogni«
tion of the possible failure of these regu=
lations to account for all factors bearing
on the practicability of control technol~
ogy, it was concluded that some provision
was needed to authorize flexibility in the
strict applicaftion of the limitations con-
tained in the regulation where required
by special circumstances applicable to in«
dividusal dischargers. Accordingly, a pro-
vision allowing flexibility in the appii-
cation of .the limitations representing
best practicable control technology cur-
rently available has been added to each
subpart, to account for special clrcums«
stances that may not have been ade-
quately accounted for when these regula-
tions were developed.

(¢) Economic impact, The changes
that-were made to the proposed regula-
tions for the petroleum refining cate-
gory do not substantially affect the initial
economic analysis. The changes detailed
above reflects a reevaluation of the effl-
ciency of various treatment systems and
further subcategorizatior: of the indus-
try to more equitably distribute the eco-
nomic burden. These revisions, however,
do not effect the conclusions of the eco-
nomic impact study.

(d) Cost-benefit analysis. The detri-
mental effects of the constituents of
waste waters now discharged by point
sources within the - Petroleum Refining
point source category are discussed in
Section VI of the report entitled “Devel~
opment Document for Effltent Limita-
tions Guidelines for the Petroleum Re-
fining Point Source Category”.

It is not feasible to quantify in eco-
nomic terms, particularly on a national
basis, the costs resulting from the dis-
charge of these pollutants to our Nation’s
waterways. Nevertheless, as indicated in
Section VI, the pollutants discharged
have substantial and demaging impacts

.

9, 1974



on the quality of water and therefore on
its capacity to support healthy popula-
tions of wildlife, fish and other aquatic
_wildlife and on its suitablity for indus-
trial, recreational and drinking water
supply uses.

The total cost of implementing the
effluent limitations guidelines includes
the direct capital end operating costs of
the pollution conirol technology em-
ployed to achieve compliance and the in-
direct economic and environmental costs
identified in Section VIII and in the sup-
plementary report entitled “Economic
Analysis of Proposed Efffuent Guidelines
Pefroleum Refining Industry” (December
1973). Implementing the efluent limita-
tions guidelines will substantially reduce
the environmental harm which would
otherwise be attributable to the con-
tinued discharge of polluted waste waters
from existing and newly constructed

- plants in the petroleum refining indus-
try. The Agency believes that the bene-
fits of thus reducing the poliutants dis-
charged justify the associated costs
which, though substantial in absolute
terms, represent a relatively small per-
centage of the total capital investment in
the industry.

(e) Solid waste conirol. Solid waste
control must be considered. The water-
borne wastes from the petroleum refin-
ing industry may contain a considerable
volume of metals in various forms as a
part of the suspended solids pollutant.
Best practicable control technology and
best available control technology as they
are known today require disposal of the
pollutants removed from waste waters
in this industry in the form of solid
wastes and liquid concentrates. In some
cases these are nonhazardous substances
requiring only minimal custodial care.
However, some constituents may be haz-
ardous and may require specigl consid-
eration. In order to ensure long term

- protection of the environment from
these hazardous or harmful constituents,
special consideration of disposal sites

. must be made. All Jandfill sites where
such hazardous wastes are disposed
should be selected so as to prevent hori-
zontal and vertical migration of these
contaminants to ground or surface
waters. In cases where geologic condi-
tions may not reasonably ensure this,
adequate precautions (e.g., impervious
liners) should be taken to ensure long
term protection to the environment from
hazardous materials. Where appropriate
the location of solid hazardous materials
disposal sites should be permanently re-
corded in the appropriate office of the
legal jurisdiction in which the site is
located.

¢f) Publication of mformatxon on
processes, procedures, or operating
methods which resulis in the elimina-
tion’ or reduction of the discharge of
pollutants.

In conformance with the requirements
of section 304(c) of the Aét, & manual
entitled, “Development Document for
Efiuent Limitations Guidelines and New
Source Performance Standards for the
Petroleum Refining Point Source Cate-

“gory,” is being published and will be
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available for purchase {from the Govern-
ment Printing Office, Washington, D.C.
20401 for a nominal {fee.

(g) Final rulemaking. In consldera-
tion of the foregoing, 40 CFR Ch. I, Sub-
chapter N is hereby amended by adding
a new Part 419, Petroleum Refining
Point Source Category, to read as set
forth below. An order of the Federal Dis-
trict Court for the District of Columbin
entered in “NRDC v. Train” (Civ. No.
1609-73) on November 26, 1973, re-
quired that the Administrator sign
final effiuent limitations guidelines for
this industry category by March 15, 1974.
That order was subsequently medified
on March 15, 1974, and the date for sirm-
ing extended until April 15, 1974. On the
same date the District Court ordered
that the effective date for eflluent limita-
tions guidelines established by its No-
vember 26 order remaln applicable and
not be affected by the extension in the
publcation date. The effective date for
effuent limitations guidelines for this
industry established by the Court’s
November 26 order Is May 12, 1874. Ac-
cordingly, good cause is found for the
final regulation promulgated as set forth
below to be effective on May 12, 1974,

‘Dated: April 30, 1974.

JOHN QUARLES,
. Acting Administrator.

Subpart A—Topping Subhcategory

419.10 Appllcability; description of the top-
ping subcategory.
419.11 Speclauzed definitions.
419.12 Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
resentilng the degree of efuent

- reduction attainable by the appl-
catlon of the best practicable con-
trol technology currently avallable,

Effiuent limitations guldelines rep-
resenting the degrec of effluent re-
duction attalnable by the applica-
.tion of the best avallable tech-
nology economically achievable.

[Reserved]

Standards of performance for new
sources.

Pretreatment standards for new
sources.

Subpart B—Cracking Subcategory

Apnplicability; description of the
cracking subcategory.

Speclalized definitions.

Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
senting the degree of cfuent
.reduction attainable by the appli-
“cation of the best practicable con~
trol technology currently avalilable,

Efffuent limitations guidelines repre-
senting the degreo of efffuent
reduction attainable by the appl-
cation of the best avallable tech-
nology economically schisyable.

[Reserved]

Standards of performance for new
sources.

Pretreatment gtandards for new
sources.

Subpart C—Petrochemlical Subcategory

419.30 Applicabllity; description of the

petrochemlical subecategory.

419 .31 Speclallzcd definitions.

419,32 EfMuent limitations guldellnes rep-
Tesenting the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the appll-
cation of-the best practicable con-
trol technology currently avallable,

419.13

419.14
419.16

419.16

419.20

41921
419.22

419.23

41924
41925

419.26
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41933 EfMuent limltations guidelines rep-
Tesenting the degree of effuent
reduction attalnable by the appl-
cation cf the best avallable tech~
nology economically achlevable,

[Recerved]

Standards of performance for new
sources.

Pretreatment standards for new
gources. )

Subpart D—Llube Subcategory

Appllcabllity; deccription of the Iube
gubecategory.

Speclalized definitions.

Effiuent Hmitations guldelinez rep-
rezenting the degree of effiuent
reduction attalnable by the appli-
cation of the best practicable con-

410.34
41935

41038

41940

410.41
41942

trol technolozy cuwrrently avail- -

able,

EMuent limitations guldelines rep-
recenting the degree of effluent re-
ductfon attainable by the applica-
tion of the best available tech-
nology economically dchievable.

[Rezerved]

Standards of performance for new
sources.

Pretreatment standards for
sources.

Subpart E—Integrated Subcategory

410.50 Applicability; description of
integrated subcategory.
41951 Spectialized definitions.
419,62 EfMuent lmlitations guldelines rep-
recenting the degree of efMluent re-

41043

41044
410435

41848 new

the

duction attainable by the applica-
tlon of the best practicable controt
technology currently available.
Efffuent limitations guildelines repre-
renting the degree of effluant re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best avallable tech-
neolozy economically achlevable.
[Recerved]
Standards of performance for new
saurces.
Pretreatment standards for new
sources.
AUTHORITY: Secs. 301, 304¢ (b) ard (c),
06 (b) and (c) and 307(c) of the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act, as amended (the
Act); 33 U.S.C. 1251, 1311, 1314 (b) and (¢),
1316 (b) and (cy and 1317(c); €& Stat. 816
et seq.; Pub. L. 92-500.

Subpart A—Topping Subcategory

§419.10 Applicability; description of
the topping subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges from any facility
which produces petroleum products by
the use of topping and catalytic reform-
ing whether or not the facility includes
any other process in addition o fopping
and catalytic reforming. The provisions
of this subpart are not applicable to fa-
cilities which include thermal processes
(coking, visbreaking, etc.) or cafalytic
cracking.

§419.11 Specialized definitions. -

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Except asprovided below, the gen-
eral definitions, abbreviations and meth-
ods of analysis set forth In Part 401 of
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.

(b) The term “runoff” shall mean the
flow of storm water.

(c) The term “ballast” shall mean the
flow of waters, from a ship, which is
treated at the refinery. -

419.53

41054
419.55

41056
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(d) The term “feedstock” shall mean
the crude oil and natural gas liquids fed
to the topping units.

(e) The term “once-through cooling

water” shall mean those waters dis-"

- charged that are used for the purpose
of heat removal and that do not come
into direct contact with any raw mate-
rial, intermediate or finished product.

(f) The following abbreviations shall
mean: (1) Mgal means one thousand
gallons; (2) Mbbl means one thousand
barrels (one bartrel is equivalent to 42
gallons).

§ 419.12 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of cffluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the hest practicable control
technology currently available.

In establishing the limitations set
forth in this section, EPA took into ac-
count all information it was able to col-
lect, develop and solicit with respect to

factors (such as age and size of plant,

raw materials, manufacturing processes,
broducts produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and
costs) which can affect the industry sub-
categorization and effluent levels estab-
lished. It is, however, possible that data
which would affect these limitations
have not been available and, as a result
these limitations should be adjusted for
certain plants in this industry. An indi-
vidual discharger or other interested
person may submit evidence to the Re-
gional Administrator (or to the State, if
the State has the authority to issue
NPDES permits) that factors relating to
the equipment or facilities involved, the
process applied, or other such factors
related to such discharger are fundamen-
tally different from the factors consi-
dered in the establishment of the guide-
lines. On the basis of such evidence or
other available information, the Re-
gional Administrator (or the State) will
make a written finding that such factors
are or are not fundamentally different
for that facility compared to those spec-
ified in the Development Document. If
such fundamentally different factors are
found to exist, the Regional Administra-
tor or the State shall establish for the
discharger efiluent limitations in the
NPDES permit either more or less strin-
gent than the limitations established
herein, to the extent dictated by such
fundamentally different factors. Such
limitations must be approved by the Ad-

ministrator of the Environmental Pro-’

tection Agency. The Administrator may
approve or disapprove such limitations,
specify other limitations, or initiate pro-
ceedings to revise these regulations.

(a) The following limitations estab-
lish the guantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties, controlled by this
paragraph, which may be discharged by
a point source subject to the provisions
of this subpart after application of the
best practicable control technology cur-
rently available:

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Effluent Umitations
Effluent . Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30
any 1day consecutive days
shall not exceed—

Effuont limitatiohs

Metric units (kilo per 1,000 m3
S of feegtock) !

22,7 12.0
13.9 8.2
Oiland M 53
and grease.....- E .
Phenolic
compounds. ... .168 076
onis as 2.81 1.27
[+ (YR 149 063
Total chromium.... 315 .20
Hexavalent
chromium........ 0071 .0031
PH o eeeceeem Within the range 6.0 {0 9.0.
English units (pounds per 1,000 bbl
, of feedstock,
4.25
2.9
21.3
1.3
o
45
024
071
chromium........ 0025 0011
1) & W -~. Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

'(b) The limits set forth in paragraph

(a) of this section are to be multiplied
by the following factors to calculate the
maximum for any one day and maximum
average of daily values for thirty con-
secutive days.

. (1) Size factor. !

1,000 barrels feedstock Size
per stream day factor
0 to 49.9 1.02
50 to 99.9 121
100 to 149.9 144
150 or greater. 1.67

(2) Process factor

. Process
Process configuration factor
1.0 to 3.99 0.60
4.0 to 6.99 1.00
7.0 to 9.99 1.66
10.0 to 12.99 2.1
13.0 to 15.0 or greater . e 4,09

(3) See the comprehensive example
Subpart D § 419.42(b) (3).

(¢) The following allocations consti-
tute the quantity and quality of pollut-
ants or pollutant properties controlled
by. this paragraph and attributable to
runoff and ballast, which may be dis-
charged after the application of best
practicable control technology currently
available, by a point source subject to
the provisions of this subpart, in addition
to the discharge allowed by paragraph
(b) of this section:

(1) Runoff. The allocation allowed for
storm runoff flow, as kg/cum (Ib/m gal),
shall be based solely on that storm flow
(process area runoff) which is treated
in the main treatment system. All addi-
tional storm runoff (from tank fields
and mon-process areas), that has been
segregated from the main waste stream
for discharge, shall not exceed & concen-
tration of 35 mg/1 of TOC or 15 mg/1
of oil and grease when discharged.

" Efluent Averago ot dafly
characteristic Maximum for values for 30
any 1 day consccutivo days
shallnot oxceed-
Motrio unity (kilograms per cuble
moter of flow)
0.013 ) 0.020
020 017
37 19

- 015 .

.- Within the range 6.0 to 0.0,

English units (pounds per 1,000
¢ gol omow) 'l !

31 1.8
.12 007
Within the rango 6.0 to 9.0,

(2) Ballast. The allocation allowed
for ballast water flow, as kg/cu m b/
Mgal), shall be hased on those ballast
waters treated at the refinery.

Effluont imitatlony
Eflluent Averago of dally
characteristio Maximum for valuea for 30

consecutivo doys

any 1 day
shall not exeeode—

Metrlo units (kilogramy per cublo
moter of flow)

A7 2
BreasSt.masas 016 003
PHuccccnaannaa +-« Within the range 6.0 to 9.0,
English uaity spounds per 1,000

gal of flow)

(d)’ The quantity and quality of pol-
lutants or pollutant properties con-
trolled by this paragraph, attributabloe
to once-through cooling water, are ox-
cluded from the discharge allowed by
paragraph (b) of this section. Once«
through cooling water may be dis-
charged with a total organic carbon
concentration not to exceed 5 mgy/l.

§ 419.13 Effluent limitations guidclines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applicn-
tion of the best available technology
economically achievable.

(a) The following limitations estab-
lish the quantity or quality of pollut«

*In any case in which the applicant can
demonstrate that the chloride fon concone
tration in the effluent’ excoeds 1000 mg/t
(1000 ppm), the Reglonal Administrator
may substitute TOO as a parameter in lou
of COD. Effluent limitations for TOO shanll
be based on effluent data from the plant cor=
relating TOC to BODS.

If in the judgment of the Reglonal Ad-
ministrator, adequate correlation data are
not avallable, the effluent Imitations for
TOC shall be esteblished at a ratlo of 2.3
to 1 to the applicable effiuent limitations on
BODS.
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ants or pollutant properties, controlled
by this paragraph, which may be dis-
charged by 2 point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after appli-
cation of the best available technology
economically achievable:

RULES AND REGULATIONS

(process area runofl) which is treated in
the main treatment system. All addi-
tional storm runoff (from tankfields and
non-process areas), that has been segre-
gated from the main waste stream for
discharge, shall not exceed a concentra-
tion of 35 mg/1 of TOC or 15 mg/l of
oil and grease when discharged.

(2) Process factor

Efflucnt Bmitations
‘Efflgent Avi o ol dail,
characteristic Mnxlmnml m for vﬁbﬁsi for goy Eflncot Umitations
any Y conseculve days T
. shall not exeeed— ‘Efllaent * Avcrozeofdall
characteristic Aaximum {or vatues for 30 ¥
anylday  consxutiveda
Metric units (kflograms per 1,000 m? challnet cxeecd—
of feedstock)
5. 2.5 2.0 - Metrie units kilograms ke
cos N 21 X calla meter of Low)
D*__._ = 10.0 80
Oil and grease. . .50 40 BODS...ceeeaereene 0.0163 0,005
Phenolic com- ) . 010 «OES
<012 0000 COoD’_.. —— 03 02
.68 51 0il and greasteeee.s 000 610
& .0§i .ggg cenmaneemewsss Within thararga 6.0 {0 0.0
otal chrominm. .. «12 . . °
Hexavalent Eunglish units (pounds per
chromiom .= _. 0026 - L0017 1,000 gal J Ea:v)
PH_ ... ‘Within the range 6.0 to 9.0
o 0,033 0.5
English nnits (pounds ferl ,000 bbl .‘(‘?& .lljgl
BOD5_..-- —cees 0.92 075 wmun thorange 6.0to D 0,
ey 25 .
Oit and grease.. .18 14 (2) Ballast. The allocation allowed for
Phencligeom 2 .o083 o3t ballast water flow, as kg/cum (b/Mgal), T
AmmoniaasNo— . .28 18 shall be based on those ballast waters
Y TR ——— i X treated at the refinery.
.'El'ah-i;al_ent , - , -
C] Jechis s SRR . 00097 « 00062
J 3 : SR Within the range 6.0 to 9.0, Eflluent Umitations
hEmuentu Averaze ordgs'
(b) The limits set forth in paragraph ~ Chomctaristio  Midmom for v e
(a) of this section are to he multiplied not cxgeed—
by the following factors to calculate the
maximum for any one day and maximum Mctrie units (kn:»mmpcz culla
average of daily values for thuty consec- of flow)
ut1v1e dézys. facto BODS eeerennesenee 0.0103 0.0053
) &ze Tacor Copi Tl 80
1,000 barrels of feedstock per 01 and greasteeaces <] L0017
steam day Size factor PHeeeoooecocecnenn Within tho ranze 60 10 0.0,
0 to 49.9.
50 1o 99.9 Epgli=h units ({noundsracrl‘m
100 to 149.9
150 or greater. Qg‘ﬁ a0l

ol
o

a1t
aeee W iuzlnumnm‘,e 6ato Q

1.0 t0 3.99 0.
490 to 6.99 1.0
7.0 to 9.99. 1.66
100 to 12.99 2.77
13.0 to 15.0 or greater. 4.09

(3) See the comprehensive example
Subpart D § 419.42(b) (3). .

(c) The following allocations consti-
tute the quantity and quality of pollut-
ants or pollutant properties controlled
by this paragraph, attributable to run-
off and ballast, which may be discharged
after the application of best available
technology. economically achievable by &
point source subject to the provisions of
this subpart. These allocations are in ad-
dition to the discharge allowed by para-
graph (b) of this section:

(1) Runoff. The allocation allowed for
storm runoff flow, as kg/cu m (Ib/Mgal),
shall be based solely on that storm flow

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 39, NO.

1 In any easo in which tho appleant can demenstrate
that the chlerdde fon concentration In thoeMuent cxaceds
1,000 mgl (1,000 ppm). tho Rc;!uml Adwlintistrater may

sihstitute TOC asa parametcr in ieu ¢f COD, Efuent
Hmitations for TOC shall Le Lasad en cfiucnt data from
1ho plant correlating TOCto BODJ3.

If in the ]udgomwt of the Rc;;mnal Adminfrirater,
adequate ecrrelation data ore not availalle, ths cfllucnt
limitations for TOC shall bo cstablished at o ratlo of
22101 {o the applicabla eflfinent limitatigns on BODS.

(d) The quantity and quality of pol-

lutants or pollutant properties controlled:
by this paragraph, attributable to once-

through cooling water, are excluded from
the discharge allowed by paragraph (b)
of this section. Once-through cooling
water may be discharged with a total
organic carbon concentration not to ex-
ceed 5 mg/1.

§419.14 [Reserved]

16363

§419.15 Standards of performance for *
new sources.

(a) The following standards of per- —
formance establish the quantity or qual-
ity of pollutants or pollutant properties,
controlled by this paragraph, which may
be discharged by a new source subject
to the provisions of this subpart:

Efftuent Tmitations

Efoent Averzgeofdally
charcteristle Maximum for values for 30
anylday  conzeentive days
shalinct exceed—
2ctrie units (kilg; le 03]
m3 of Loe *
BODS. 2 ns - 6.3
TES..ceecnaancncan 7.3 4.0
COD® e eaeceeaeee 61 32
Ol and grenceeeec 36 1.9
Phenollaceme 063 643
pounds
AmmontzasN.._.= 28 1.3
L S, 078 035
Total chremium, ... 18 103
Hexava'ent 0037 Ninrg
chromium,
) 1) 1 SO, Within therarga 8.0 to 9.0.
Esglizh units (poands per 1,060
bbl of feedstock)
£2 22
- 2.6 15
C D eeaennesssnsen A.7 ne -
Oll and greace. 1.3 30
Yhenollacoms .031 016
pouads, © -
Ammen!a 23 Naeeea 1.0 43
2110 1. FO, <27 J12
'l‘a!al cliremium.... 004 Kixrd
Hcxavalent 0013 00002
chrominm,
PHoeeeceecacecceee Within the ranga 6010 2.0,

*(b) The lmits set forth in paragraph
(a) of this section are to be muiltiplied by
the following factors to calculate the
maximum for any one day and maximum
average of dally values for thirty con-

secutive days.
(1) Size factor
1,000 bblof feedstock
per stream day Size jactor
0 to 499 1.02
50 to 899 1.21
100 to 1499 1.44
150 or greater. 1.57
(2) Processfactor
Process Process
configuration factor
1.0 to 3.99 0.60
4.0 to 6.93 1.00
7.0 to 9.59 1.66
10.0 to 12.99. 2.77
130to 150 orgreater_ o e 4.09
(3) See the comprehensive example
Subpart D § 419.42(b) (3).

(c) The following allocations consti-
tute the quantity and quality of pol-
lutants or pollutant properties controlled
by this paragraph, attributable to runoff
and ballast, which may be discharged by
a new source subject to the provisions of
this subpart, These allocations are in ad-
dition to the discharge allowed by para-
graph (b) of this section: .
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(1) Runoff. 'The allocation allowed for
storm runoff flow, as kg/cu m (Ib/Mgal),
shall be based solely on that storm flow

(process area runoff) which is treated in.

the main treatment system. All addition-
al storm runoff (from tankfields and
non=process areas), that Has been seg-
regated from the main waste stream for
discharge, shall not exceed a concentra-
tion of 35mg/l1 of TOC or-15 mg/1 of oil

and grease when discharged.
" Efluent limitations
Effluent Averageofdally
characteristic Maximum for values for 30
any 1day - consecutive days
. - shallnot exceed—

Metric units (kﬂogmms per cubie

. meter of flow)
0.048 0.028
.029 R 017
3 t .19

.0080
- Wlthln the range 6.0 to 9.0.
Engllsh units (})ounds per 1,000

0.40 0.21
24 14

3. 1 . 1.6
Wlthin the tange 6.0 to 9 0.

(2) Ballast. The allocation allowed for

ballast water flow, as kg/cu m lb/Mgal),
shall be based on those balla.st waters

treated at the refinery.
Effluent lim{tations
Effiuent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30
any 1 day consecutive days
shall not exceed—

Metric units (kilogmms per cubic

. meter of flow
BODS.eeceiaenan 0.048 0.026 .
TB8.ccceacaacane .029 017
88” R R -
an 0 uae
................. Within tha range 6.0 to 9. 0. !

English units (pounds 1,000
& o})ﬁow) per s gal

11n any case in which the applicant can demonstrate
that tho chloride fon concentration in the effluent exceeds
1,000 m ,000 ppm), the Regional Administrator may
subslltute TOCasa pammeter in leu of COD, Efflient
limitations for TOC shall be based on emuent data from
the plant correlating TOC to BODS.

If in the judgement of the Regional Administrator,
adequate correlation data are not available, the offiuent
limitations for TOC shall be established at's ratio of 2.2
1o 1 to the applicablo effluent limitations on BODS.

(d) The -quantity and quality of pol-
lutants or pollutant properties cont;olled
by this paragraph, attributable to once-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

through cooling water, are excluded from
the discharge allowed by paragraph (b)
of this section. Once-through cooling wa-
ter may be discharged with a total or-
ganic carbon concentration not to ex-
ceed 5 mg/1.

- § 419.16 Prelream;ent standards for new

sources.

The pretreatment standards under
section 307(c) of the Act for a source
within the topping subcategory, which is
a user of a publicly owned treatment
works (and which would be a new source
subject to section 306 of the Act, if it
were to discharge pollutants to the navi~
gable waters), shall be the sbandard set
forth in Part 128 of this chapter, except
that, for the purpose of this section,
§ 128.133 of this chapter shall be amended
to read as follows: “In addition to the
prohibitions set forth in § 128.131 of this

. chapter, the pretreatment standard for
‘incompatible pollutants introduced into

a publicly owned treatment works shall
be the standard of performance for new
sources specified in § 419.15; Provided,
That, if the publicly owned treatment
works which receives the pollutants is
committed, in its NPDES permit, to re-
move a specified percentage of any in-
compatible pollutant, the prefreatment
standard applicable to users of such
treatment works shall be correspondingly
reduced in stringency for that pollutant.”

Subpart B—Cracking Subcategory

§ 419.20 Applicability; description of
the cracking subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to all discharges from any fa-
cility ‘'which produces petroleum products
by the use of topping and cracking,
whether or not the facility includes any
process in addition to topping and crack-
ing. The provisions of this subpart are
not applicable however, to facilities
which include the processes specified in
Subparts C, D, or E of this part. 5

§ 419.21 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Except as provided below, the gen-
eral definitions, abbreviations and meth-
ods of analysis set forth in Part 401 of
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.

(b) The term “runoff” shall mean the
flow of storm water. -

(c) The term “ballast” shdll mean
the flow of waters, from & ship, which is
to be treated at the refinery.

(d) The term “feedstock” shall mean
the crude oil and natural gas liquids fed
to the topping units.

-(e) The term “once-through cooling
water” shall mean those waters dis-
charged that are used for the purpose of
heat removal and that do not come into

direct contact with any raw material, in-
termediate or finished product.

(£) The following abbreviations shall
mean: (1> Megal means one thousand
gallons; (2) Mbbl means one thousand
barrels (one barrel is equivalent to 42
gallons) .

§ 419.22 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of eflluent
reduction attainable by the applicn-
tion of the hest practicable control
technology currently available,

In establishing the limitations set
forth in this section, EPA took into ac-
count all information it was able to col«
lect, develop and solicit with respect to
factors (such as age and size of plant,
raw materials, manufacturing processes,
products produced, treatment technol«
ogy available, energy requirements and
costs) which can affect the industry sub-
categorization and effluent levels estab-
lished. It is, however, possible that data
which would affect these limitations

.have not been available and, as a result,

these limitations should be adjusted for
certain plants in this industry. An in-
dividual discharger or other interested
person may submit evidence to the Re-
glonal Administrator (or to the State, if
the State has the authority to issue
NPDES permits) that factors relating to
the equipment or facilitles involved, the
process applied, or'other such factors
related to such discharger dre funda-
mentally different from the factors con-
sidered in the establishment of the guide-
lines. On the basls of such evidenco or
other available information, the Re-
gional Administrator (or the State) will
make g written finding that such factors
are or are not fundamentally different for
that facility compared to those specified
in the Development Document. If such
furidementally different factors are
found to exist, the Reglonal Administra-
tor or the State shall establish for the
discharger effluent limitations in the
NPDES permit either more or less strin«
gent than the limitations established
herein to the extent dictated by such
fundamentally different factors. Such
limitations must be approved by the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency. The Administrator may
approve or disapprove such limitations,
specify other limitations, or initiate pro-
ceedings to revise these regulations.

(a) The following limitations estab-
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties, controlled by
this paragraph, which may be discharged
by a point source subject to the provi-
sions of this subpart after application of
the best practicable control technology
currently available:
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(2) Process factor

Process configuration Process factor

15 to 3.49 0.58
3.50 to 5.49 0.81
5.50 to 7.49 1.13
7.50 to 9.49 1.60
9.50 to 10.50 or greater e ccaamcae 1.8

(3)° See the comprehensive example
Subpart D § 419.42(b) (3).

(¢) The provisions of -§ 419.12(c) (1)
and (2) apply to discharges of process
waste water pollutants attributable to
storm water runoff and ballast water by
a point source subject to the provisions
of this subpart.

(d) 'The quantity and quality of pollut-
ants or pollutant properties controlled by
this paragraph, attributable to once-
through cooling water, are excluded from

No, 91—Pt. T—2

«

that the chlorido fon concentration fn tho efivent ex-
ceeds 2,000 mpfl (1,000 ’Ip&m), tha Rezional Admiafs-
trater may substituto C a3 a parameter In lca of
COD. Efllucnt limitations for TOC sholl bo based en
clucnt data frem tho plant eorrclating TOC to BODS,

If in tho judgment of tho Rezlonal Adminttrator,
odequato correlation data are not available, the cflinent
limitations for TOC shall be established ot a ratio of
2.2 1o 1 to tho applicablo eflucnt limitadons ca BODZ.

(b) The limits set forth in paragraph
(a) of this section are to be multiplied
by thé following factors to calculate the
maximum average of dally values for

thirty consecutive days.
(1) Size factor

1,000 barrels of feedstock:

per stream day Size factor
0 to 34.9. 0.89
35 to 74.9 1.00
70 to 1098.9. 1,14
110 to 1499 1.31
150 or greater. 1.4%
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Efuent limitations the discharge allowed by paragraph (b) (2) Process factor
of this section. Once-through coolin€ process configuration Process factor
Efflpent Average ofdgoﬂy water may be discharged a total organic 1.5t0349 0.58
chorecteristic  Maxdmuomfor  valueslor¥0s carbon concentration not to exceed 5 250 to 549 0.81
) shadnotesceed— mg/L gfg ttg g;g 1.13
- N §419.23 Efflucnt limitations guidclines 950 to 1050 or Sreater -8
(kilograms per 1,000 18 of feedstock) representing t.hc degree of effluent
- : reduction attainahle by the applica- _ (3) See the compreliensive example
BODS.oeizzzs 282 15.6 R tion of the hest available technology ‘SubpartD § 419.42(b) (3).
'g(s)%-l:_—__-_-——-—f 2}'0’-1 i 1%,3'2 cconomically achicvable. (c) The provisions of §419.13(c) (1)
Of and grease.___< 8.4 45 (2) The foll limitations and (2) apply to discharges of process
Phenolic ~ th :i £ owing mitatlons oatgbtsush waste water pollutants attributable to
ponnds._...2z .21 .10 e quan or quality of pollu or
Ammoniaas N-.__.  18.8 85 storm water runoff and ballast water by
fom = pollutant properties, controlled by this 5
Q6o . . a point source subject to the provisions
Zotal chromium . -43 : -2 paragraph, which may be dischargedby &  of this subpart. _
fum : catmin ccm; g0 poin} source subject to the provisions of (d) The quantity and quality of pollu~
PHooe e 1thin tho range 6040 9. this subpart after application of the ;c,ants or p°n“tan1f' pggrx;grutti;sj controlled
English units echn cally Dy this paragraph, a le to once~
{pounds per 1,000 bhl of feedstock) ﬁ;:glig}ble technology econotnl through cooling water, are excluded from
e 29 55 : ge tt{h!ls,schm'g'; allog;d b{hzln.aragraph (b)
% S 3 section. ce-through - cooling
hmimmT 30 Té Effioent Umitations water may be discharged with a total
| grease.. R .
Phenolic ) Efflucnt Averczaofdally  organic carbon concentration not to ex-
compounds._____= -07% .8 characteristic Afaximum far valaes f3r 3 ceed 5 mg/1
Ammonia as N...... 6.5 3.0 anylday conesotiveds .
R P S ehallnstaxcced—~  §419.24  [Reserved]
Hexavalent
vt - -.003L 6 tos'omu Metriounlls (kile per §419.25 Standards of performance for
PH_oeeimemmaee... Within the range 6.0 to 9.0 1,000 m? ¢f k) new sources.
, emomstoate  BODS. 3L o7 . (2) The following standards of per-
1In in which th t can demonstrate EX rman lish uanti -
matth?c%l%%;?ogmmmg;ggn gn the effluent exceeds '(I;‘%sﬁ';‘_ i 3‘% é; o ce estab theq tity or qu_al
1,000 mg/1 (1000 ppm), the Regional Administrator moy  Of and gress & ot ity of pollutants or pollutant properties,
e O B L e Eacnt data fromy  * henollc com- : : controlled by this paragraph, which may
T -
the. Rlaxgt{(sxp}?méaﬁng TOCRBODE et AR A0 -on be discharged by a new source subject
adgemen dminis - -
adequate eohrelation Gata are riot avallable, ho eMuent  otas chromiumos 0 08 to the provisions of this subpart:
limitations for TOC shall be established at o ratio 6f Hexavalent
2.2 to 1 to the applicable efluent limitations on BODS. chromium e aeane 0035 W1s2] Efffgent Umitations
(b) The limits set forth in paragraph PHo--e--eesesees Within tho rangs 4010 02 Efftaent T
(a) of this section are to be multiplied by Englich unlts (pounds pes hmecilatts  Madmumfr - volebs 30"
the following factors to calculate the 1,000 bl of feedstock, swoyldsy  conoentivedays
maximum for any one day and rt;axzmum g(s)é)ﬁ_,__ %% 0_% shalipot exceed—
average of daily values for thirty conseec- 335+ L 1
utive days. Oil and groase.oomu- .21 1 Metrie onlts (eloprams Fer
(1) Sizefactor Pmlc com- 05 . 5o i
1,000 barrels of feedstock per js:'zte .SA‘}nmn&gnln as N. ngg 1_%_ ng f:««....... 1g§ g:g
stream day actor e - -0l7 CoDi_ T 1 6 -
0 'to 849_ 0.89 oot chrominm. &8 -89 Qloadgrese 48 26
35 to 74.9 1.00  chromium........ R ) . 0003 mmmds 19 058
75 ‘to 109.9 1.14 PHecncommoooaaaee. Withinthorango 6.0to 0.0, Ammontaes Noooee 188 3
110 to 149.9 1.31 Folflde 103 018
150 or greater. 141 ™ 1]n any ease in which tho applicant can demeosstrate  JoiaCRroniom 2 a1

¢ ——eome

L0200 02
PH. . e eeyenen WithIn tharanza 6.010 0.0

Enzlisk units (poonds per
1,000 BbL cf f2edsfcck)
BODSecesaneoneen 53 31
TS 35 2.0
Sl and, 47 e
2nd EYTaCeennee . K
Fhensle
Compoundteemeen £42 L20
Ammenia o8 Neewao 6.6 3.9
[2001173: . S, £37 Ky
Total chremitm.... £L25 £i2
Hexavaleat
ehreminm e eee e L0138 CC0SL
pH.e.. Within thararze 6.0to 0.0

1 In any ezce In which the applleant ean damonstrate
gh%tba glh('lax;_!‘%: Ion cimtf.g:ntmu%n ihe eflluent exceeds
S09mg (1,6CO ppm), the Reglo dministrater may
substitute TOCss5a eter in la of COD. EMaznt
Umitations for TOC chall ke baced on efluent data
from the plant comrelating TOC to BODS. -
If In the judgzement of the Reglonal Admintstrator,
cdequats correlation data are pot available, the efuent
limitallons for TOC chall b ectiblished at a ratio of
2219 1 to the opplizabls effuent Umitations on BODS.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 9!—TH9RSDAY, MAY 9, 1974 -



16568

(b) The limits set forth in paragraph’
(a) of this section are to be multiplied
by the following factors to calculate the

maximum for any one day and maximum: -

average of daily values for thirty con-
secutive days.
(1) Size factor

1,000 barrels of feedstock ‘Size

per stream day factor

0 to 34.9 0.89
36 to 74.9 1.00
75 to 109.9 1.14
110 to 1498.9 1.31
160 or greater. 1.41

(2) Process factor

Process

Process configuration factor

1.6 to 3.49 0.58
3.50 to 549 .81
5.60 to 7.49 1.13
7.60 to 9.49 1.60
9.60 to 10.60 or greatera.ceocacanuna- 1.87

(3) See the comprehensive: example
Subpart D § 419.42(b) (3).

(¢) The provisions of §419.15(¢) (1)
and (2) apply to discharges of process
waste water pollutants attributable to
storm water runoff and ballast water by
a point source subject to the provisions
of this subpart.

(d) The quantity and quality of pol-
lutants or pollutant properties controlled
by this paragraph, attributable to once-
through cooling water, are excluded from
the discharge allowed by paragraph (b)
of this section. Once-through cooling
water may be discharged with a total
organic carbon concentration not to ex-
ceed 5 mg/1,

§ 419.26 Pretreatment standards for new
sources.

The pretreatment standards under sec-
, tion 307(c) of the Act for a source within
the cracking subcategory, which is a user
of a publicly owned treatment works (and
which would be a new source subject to
section 306 of the Act, if it were to dis-
charge pollutants to the navigable
waters), shall be the standard set forth
in Part 128 of this chapter, except that,
for the purpose of this section, § 128.133
of this chapter shall be amended to read
as follows: “In addition to the prohibi-
tions set forth in § 128.131 of this chap-
ter, the pretreatment standard for in-
compatible pollutants introduced into a
publicly owned treatment works shall be
the standard of performance for new
sources specified in § 419.25: Provided,
That, if the publicly owned treatment
works which receives the pollutants is
committed, in its NPDES permit, to re-
move a specified percentage of any in-
compatible pollutant, the pretreatment
standard applicable to users of such
treatment works shall be correspond-
ingly reduced in stringency for that
pollutant.” -

Subpart C—Petrochemical Subcategory
§ 419.30 Applicability; description of
the pectrochemical subcategory. .
The provisions of this subpart are ap~
plicable to all discharges from any facility
which produces petroleum products by
the use of topping, cracking and pefro-

FEDERAL
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chemical operations, whether or not the
facility includes any process in addition
to topping, cracking and petrochemical

operations. The provisions of this sub-

part shall not be applicable however, to
facilities which include the processes
specified in Subparts D or E of this part.

§ 419.31 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Except as provided below, the gen-
eral definitions, abbreviations and meth-
ods of analysis set forth in Part 401 of
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.

(b) The term “runoffi” shall mean the
flow of storm water.

(¢c) The term “ballast”’ shall mean the
flow of waters, from a ship, which is to
be treated at the refinery. :

(@) The term “feedstock” shall mean
the crude o0il and natural gas liquids
fed to the topping units.

(e) The term “once-through cooling
water” shall mean those waters dis-
charged that are used for the purpose
of heat removal and that do not come
into direct contact with any raw ma-
terial, intermediate or finished product.

(f) The term “petrochemical opera~-
tions” shall mean the production of sec-
ond generation petrochemicals (i.e. alco-
hols, ketones, cumene, styrene, ete.) or
first generation petrochemicals and iso-
merization products (i.e. BTX, olefins,
cyclohexane, etc.) when 15 percent or
more of refinery production is as first
generation pefrochemicals and isomeri-
zation products.

(g) The following abbreviations shall
mean: (1) Mgal means one thousand gal-
lons; (2) Mbbl means one thousand bar-
rels (one barrel is equivalent to 42
gallons).

§ 419.32 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

In establishing the limitations set
forth in this section, EPA took into ac-
count all information it was able to col-
lect, develop and solicit with respect to
factors (such as .age and size of plant,
raw materials, manufacturing processes,
products produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and
costs) which can .affect the industry sub-
categorization and efluent levels estab-
lished. It is, however, possible that data
which would affect these limitations have
not been available and, as a result, these
limitations should be adjusted for cer-
tain plants in this industry. An individ-
ual discharger or other interested person
may submit evidence to the Regional
Administrator (or to the State, if the
State has the authority to issue NPDES

permits) that factors relating to the

equipment or facilities involved, the
process applied, or other such factors re-
lated to such discharger are fundamen-
tally different from the factors consid-
ered in the establishment of the guide-
lines. On the basis of such evidence or
other available information, the Re-
gional Administrator (or the State) will
make g written finding that such fac-

Y

[~

tors are or are not fundamentally dif-
ferent for that facility compared to those
specified in the Development Document,
If such fundamentally different factors
are found to exist, the Reglonal Adminis-
trator or the State shall establish for
the discharger effiuent limitations in the
NPDES permit either more or less strin-
gent than the limitations established
herein, to the extent dictated by such
fundamentally different factors. Such
limitations must be approved by the
Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency. The Administrator
may approve or disapprove such limita«
tions, specify other limitations, or initi«
ate proceedings to revise these regula-
tions. o

(a) The following limitations estab-
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties, controlled by this
paragraph, which may be discharged by
2 poinf source subject to the provisions
of this subpart after application of the
best practicable control technology cur«
rently available:

Eflluent limitations

-Effluent ~ Averago of dall
characteristie Maximum for vnlu%s for 30 v
. any 1day  conceutive days

shallnot exceed =

Metrio units (kiloprams per 1,000

3 of fecdstock)
34,6 18.4
20.0 12.0
Oil and 2?1] 1 10 9
and greas . b
Phenolle com-

POUNAS. c o ncanan .25 120
Aimmonis a3 N..... 23.4 10.0
SUlflde.ccnrccaaaann 22 09
Total chromium_... 02 30
Hexavalent chro-

UM, e 0115 00
1) ¢ S Within the range 6.0t0 0.0.

English unita (pounds per 1,000
. bb1 of feedstock) !
BODS.. 12.1 0.5
7.3 4,25

OD?t, 74 34,4
Oil and preaso...... 3.0 21
Phenolic com-

! 038 256
8.25 .8
[ /. PO, aa 073 033
Total chromlum.... <183 J07
Hexavalent chro-
10+ D 0010 0018
pH..... P, . Within the range 6.0 to 0.0,

t In any case in which the applicant con demeonstrate
that the chloride fon concontration in the eflluent axcecds
,000 mg/l (1, ppm), the Reglonal Admindstrator
may substitute TOC az o paramoter it et of COD,
Effluent limitations for TOC shall bo based on effittent
data from the plant corrclating TOC to BODS.

If in the judgement of the Replonal Administrator
adequate corrclation data sre not avallable, the efliuent
limitations for TOO shall bo ¢stablished at o ratlo of 2.2
to 1 to the applicable offluent lmitatlons on BODS,

(b) The limifs set forth in paragraph
(a) of this section are to be multiplied
by the following factors to calculate the
maximum for any one day and maximum
average of daily values for thirty consec«
utive days.

(1) Size factor

1,000 barrels of feedstock

per steam day Stze faotor
0 to 49.9 0.73
50 to 99.9 .87
100 to 149.9 1.04
150 or greater. 1,18

\
)
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(-2) Process factor

Process
configuration Process factor
325 to 4.74 0.67
4.75 to 6.74 .91
6.75 to 8.74 1.27
8.75 to 10.25 or greatereemee——anceeao 1.64

(3) See the comprehensive example
Subpart D § 419.42(b) (3).

. (¢) The provisions of §419.12(c) (1)
and (2) apply to discharges of process
waste water pollutants attributable to
storm water runoff and ballast water by
a point_source subject to the provisions
of this subpart. )

(d) The quantity and quality of pollut-
ants or pollutant properties controlled
by this paragraph, attributable to once-
through - cooling water, are excluded
from the discharge allowed by paragraph
(b) of this section. Once-through cooling
water may be discharged with a total
organic carbon concentration not to ex-
ceed 5 mg7/1..

§419.33 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree -of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best available technology
economically achievable.

(a) The following limitations estab-
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties, controlled by
this paragraph, which may be discharged
by a point source subject to the provi-
sions of this subpart after application of
the best available technology economi-
cally achievable:

RULES AND REGULATIONS

average of daily values for thirty con-

-secutive days.

(1) Size factor
1,000 bbl of fecdstock Stze

per stream day fector
0 to 499 0.73
50 to 99.9 .87
100 to 1499 71,13
150 or greater. 1.13

(2) Process factor .

Process Process
configuration Jactor
325 to 474 ) 0,67
475 to 6.714 .91
6515 to 8.11 1.27
8.756 to 10.25 or greater. 1.64

(3) See the comprehensive example
Subpart D § 419.42(b) (3).

(¢) The provisions of §419.13(c) (1)
and (2) apply to discharges of process
waste water pollutants attributable to
storm water runoff and ballast water by
a point source subject to the provision
of this subpart.

(d) The quantity and quality of pol-
Iutants or pollutant properties controlled
by this paragraph, attributable to once-
through cooling water, are excluded from
the discharge allowed by paragraph (b)
of this section. Once-through cooling
water may be discharged with a total
organic carbon concentration not to ex-
ceed 5 mg/l. .

§ 419.34 [Reserved]
§419.35 Swundards of performance for
new sources.

() The following standards of per-
formance establish the quantity or qual-

Efiluent limitations ity of pollutants or pollutant properties,
which may
Effigent Averagoordatly  controlled by this paragraph,
characteristic Z\Iaxiniu(xlna for vgxl?fefl for dagy be discharged by a new sourge subject
- any y consceutive M
e tentels to thg provisions of this subpar
. EfMuent limitations
Metric units (kdlograms per 1,000
'm3 of feedstock) Effluent Averezoofdaily
- characteristio Maximum far vatues far &9
BODs.. - 4.6 3.7 any 1day  concceutive days
TSS... - 4.4 3.7 shall not execed—
8'? - d greas - =2 % 17 72
il and grease__.... .9 72
Phenolic com- Metrie units (kilozrams por 1,000
pounds.___ - 02 .015 m? of feedstock)
Ammonia as - 86 4.2
Sulfide _aoooeeeeae - L0 063 BODSceeeaanenenan 218 1.4
Total chromium..... < .19 T8Seennan 13.1 7.7
Hexavalent * COoD1...... [ni]
chromium . _.___ .0048 .003L Ol and greas: 6.6 35
PH o Within the range 6.0 to 9.0. Phenolic com-
ATImOnIS S N omes g w0g
Enpglish units (pounds per 1,000 bbl oniaas . N
of feedstock) Sulfide. o eeoeunenee 140 03
'otal chr ——. 32 J19
BODS e L7 N 1.3 Hexavalent
S, L6 - L3 chromium....cc.. . 0052 L0031
7.6 6.1 ) ¢ U Within thorange6.0t0 9.0,
Oil and grease...... .32 25
Phenolic com- English units (psunds x‘cz 1,000
- poundS.... ... . 0077 L0054 b ef feed=teck,
Ammonia as 20 -15
Sulfide____.______ .035 .02 7.7 4.1
Total chromium.___ .080 063 - 4.6 2.7
Hexavalent - - 47 s |
chromium .07 - . 0011 24 13
2 - S, Within the range 6.0 {o 9.0. o o
- 8.3 38
1 In any case in which the applicant can d strato Kivi] a2
that the chloride ion concentration in the efluent exceeds  Total chromium.... JA18 L3
1,000 mg/l (1,000 ppm), the Regional Adminisirater Hexavalent '
may substitute TOC as a parameter in leu of COD. chromium........ Oz gLt
Effiuent limitations for TOC shall ) ) : SO, Withinthorango0.0100.0,

be based on effuent
data from the plant correlating TOC to BODS.

Il in the judgement of the Regional Administrator,
adequate cotrelation data are not available, the efiinent
limitations for TOC shall be established at a ratio of
2.2 to 1 to the applicable efluent limitations on BODS.

(b) The limits set forth in paragraph
(a) .o fthis section are to be multiplied by
the following factors to calculate the
maximum for any one day and maximum

" >
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1In any c230 in which the applicant can demonstrate
that thochlorida fon cancentration Ia the cfilucnt excoods
1,000 mgf1 (1,000 ppm), tho Reglosal Administrator may
substitute TOC os a parameter in licu of COD, Efffucnt
limitations for TOC shall ba baced on efluent dstafrom
theplant correlating TOC to BODS.

If In tho Judgement of the Reglonal Adminlstmtor,
odequate carrelation data ars not availab'e, the cfiluent
limitations for TOC shall bo cstablished at o ratlo of 2.2
to1to thoopplicablacuent imitationson BODS.
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(b) The limifs set forth in paragraph
(a) of this section are to be multiplied by
the following factors to calculate the
maximum for any one day and maximum
average of daily values for thirty con-
secutive days.

(1) Sizefactor

1,000 barrels of feedstock: per = Size
stream day factor
0 to 49.9 0.73
50 to 89.9 87
100 to 149.9 104
160 or greater 113
(2) Process factor
Process
Process configuration factor
325 to 4.74 0.67
4715 to 6.74 91
6.75 to 8,74 s 127
8175 to 1025 orgreatera..____________ 164
(3) See the comprehensive exé.mple
Subpart D § 419.42(b) (3).

(¢) The provisions of §419.15¢c) (1)
and (2) apply to discharges of process
waste water pollutants attributable fo
storm water runoff and ballast water by
o point source subject to the provisions
of this subpart.

(d) The quantity and quality of pol-
Iutants or pollutant properties controlled
by this paragraph, attributable to once-

* through cooling water, are excluded from

the discharge allowed by paragraph (b) .
of this section. Once-through coolinz wa-
ter may be discharged with a total or-
ganic carbon concentration not to exceed
5mg/l.

§419.36 Prectreatment standards for new
sources,

The pretreatment standards under sec-
tion 307(c) of the Act for a source within
the petrochemical subcatezory, whichris a
user of a publicly owned treatment works
(and which would be a new source subject
to section 306 of the Act, if it were fo dis~
charge pollutants to the navigable wa-
ters), shall be the standard set forth in
Part 128 of this chapter, except that, for
the purpose of this section, § 128.133 of
this chapter shall be amended to read as
follows: “In addition fo the prohibitions
set forth in § 128.131 of this chapter, the
pretreatment standard for incompatible
pollutants introduced into a publicly
owvned treatment works shall be the
standard of performance for new sources
specified in § 419.35: Provided, That, if
the publcly owned treatment works
which receives the pollutants is com-
mitted, in its NPDES permit, to remove
a specified percentage of any incom-
patible pollutant, the pretreatment
standard applicable to users of such
treatment works shall be correspondingly
reduced in stringency for that pollutant.”

Subpart D—Lube Subcategory

§ 419.40 Applicability; description of
the lube subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to all discharges from any facil- -
ity which produces petroleum products
by the use of topping, cracking and Iube
oil manufacturing processes, whether cr
not the facility includes any process in
addition to topping, cracking and lube oil
manufacturing processes. The provisions

9, 1974 -
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of this subpart are not applicable how-
ever, to facilities which include the
processes specified in Subparts C and E
of this part.

§419.41 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Except as provided below, the gen-
eral definitions, abbreviations and
methods of analysis set forth in part 401
of this Chapter shall apply to this
subpart. .

(b) The term “runoff” shall mean the
flow of storm water.

(¢) The term “ballast” shall mean the
flow of waters, from a ship, which is to
be treated at the refinery.

(d) 'The term “feedstock” shall mean
the crude oil and natural gas liquids fed
to the topping units.

(e) The term “once-through cooling.

water” shall mean those waters dis-
charged that are used for the purpose
of heat removal and that do not come
into direct contact with any raw mate-
rial, intermediate or finished product.

(f) The following ahbbreviations shall
mean: (1) Mgal means one thousand
gallons; (2) Mbbl means one thousand
barrels (one barrel is equivalent to 42
gallons).

§ 419.42 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the hest practicable control
technology currently available.

In establishing the limitations set
forth in this section, EPA took into ac-
count all information it was able to
collect, develop and solicit with respect
to factors (such as age and size of plant,
raw materials, manufacturing processes,

products produced, freatment technology

available, energy requirements and
costs) which can affect the industry sub-
categorization and efiuent levels es-
tablished. It is, however, possible that
date, which would affect these limita-
tions have not been available and, as &
result, these limitations should be ad-
justed for certain plants in this industry.
An individual discharger or other in-
terested person may submit evidence to
the Regional Administrator (or to the
State, if the State has the authority to
issue NPDES permits) that factors re-
lating to the equipment or facilities in~
volved, the process applied, or other such
factors related to such discharger are
fundamentally different from the factors
considered in the establishment of the
guidelines. On-the basis of such evidence
or other available information, the
Regional Administrator (or the State)
will make a written finding that such
factors are or are not fundamentally
different for that facility compared to
those specified in the Development Docu-
ment. X such fundamentally different
factors are found to exist, the Regional
Administrator or the State shall es-
tablish for the discharger efluent limita-
tions in the NPDES permit either more
or less stringent than the limitations
established herein, to the extent dictated
by such fundamentally different factors.
Such limitations must be approved by
the Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency. The Administrator

RULES AND REGULATIONS

may approve or disapprove such limita-
tions, specify other limitations, or ini-
tiate proceedings to revise these regula-

_tions.

(a) The following limitations estab-
lish the quantity or quality of pollu-
tants or pollutant properties, controlled
by this paragraph, which may be dis-
charged by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after applica-~
tion of the best practicable control tech-
nology currently available: .

Effiuent limitations
Effluent . Averagoe of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30
any 1 day consecutive days
shall not exceed—
Metiric units (kilograms per 1,000
. m? of feedstock)
BODS e 50.6 25.8
31.3 18.4
360 187
0il and grease. ..... 16.2 8.5
Phenolic com-
nds...._.ccoee .38 .184
Ammonia as N_..... 23.4 . G
Sulflde oo eeceaee .33 .150
Total chromium.... .77 45
Hexavalent ¢
chromidid....__.. 017 . 0076
PH e Within the ranga 6.0 to 9.0,
English units (pounds per 1,000
bl of feedstock) '
17.9 9.1
- 11.0 6.5
127 66
Oil and grease. ... 5.7 3.90.
Phenolic com-
pounds_.o___——.. .133 . 063
Ammonia as N....- 8.3 3.8
Sulflde.c oo ooeeen 118 .03
Total chromium..... .273 .160
Hexavalent
chromium.__. ... . 0059 0027 -
pH. Within the range 6.0 to 9.0,

1 In any case in which the applicant can demonstrate
that the chloride ion concentration in the effiuent exceeds
1,000 mg/t (1,000 ppm), the Regional Administrator
may substitute TOC as a parameter in lieu of COD.
Efiiuent limitations for TOC shall be based on efluent
data from the plant correlating TOC to BQDS.

If in the judgement of the Reglonal Administrator,
adequate correlation data are not available, the eflluent
limitations for TOC shall be established at a ratio of
2.2 t0 1 to the applicable effluent limitations on BODS.

ExAMPLE.—Lube refinery 126 1,000

v

(b) The limits set forth in paragraph
(a) of this section are to be multiplied
by the following factors to calculate the
maximum for any one day and maximum
average of daily values for thirty con-
secutive days.

(1) Sizefactor
1,000 barrels of

(3) Example of the application of the
above factors.

Cualculation of the process conflguration

Process Processes included Welghting
category factor
Crudoe..... a-- Atm. crudo distillation. . ...z 1
‘Vacuum crude distillatlon.

Desalting.
Cracking Fluld cat. cracking.ecacaceas 0
and Vis-breaklng,
coking.
Thermal cracking.
Moving bed eat. crocking.
Hydrocracking.
Fluid coking.
Delaved coking.
b £ 117 S Further defined in the do- 13
' velopmoeat document.
Asphalteoo... Asphalt production....... P 12
Asphalt oxidation.
Asphalt emulsifylng.

b3l per stream day throughput

. Capacity Capacity Welghting Processing
Process (1,000 bbl pex  rolative to fantor conflguration
stream day)  throughput
Crude:
Atm eeoZecaSs TeaTioSolimiTe: 125
Vacaum €0 .8
Desalting. 125 1
Total - meTITATITIeITRIETRI. TETmiees 2.48 X 1 = 2.49
Cracking~FCC - 41 «328
Hydrocracking. .« ened 20 160
Total IeTiTeleniliitesslathallIn 88 ¥ 0 = 2.03
Lubes . 5.3 42
4.0 032
4.9 039
Potal. eimemas SEieeiTe et A13 X 13 = 147
Asphalt. : 4.0 0.032 X 13 = «38
- Reflnery process configuration - %.20
NOTES

Seo table § 419.42(b; (2; for process factor. Prozess factor=0.88.

Seo table § 419.42(b)(1) for size factor for 125 1,000 bbl per
T calenlate the limits for each

stream day lube reflnery. Size factor=0.63:

D \
eter, multiply the limit § 419.42(n) by bath tho process fastor and elzo faotors
% 5 ldfccdsgck.

BODS limit (maximum for any 1 day)=11.8%0.883X0.93=9.7 1b. per 1,000 bb!

(¢) The provisions of § 419.12(¢) (1)

storm water runoff and ballast water by o

Jeedstock per Size
. steam day Jaetor
30 to €69.9 0.71
70 to 109.9 .81
110 to 149.9. .03,
150 to 199.9 1,09
200 or greater. 1,19

(2) Process factor

Process Progress

configuration factor
6.0 or less to 8.0 0.88
8.0 to 9.99 1.23
10.0 to 11.99 1,74
12,0 to 14.0 or greater e cncccanacan “ .44

[}
t

and (2) apply to discharges of process point source subject to the provisions ot‘

waste water pollutants attributable to

this sul?part.
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(d) The quantity and quality of pollut-
ants or pollutant properties controlled
by this paragraph, attributable to once-
through cooling water, are excluded from
the discharge allowed by paragraph (b)
of this section. Once-through cooling
water may be discharged with a total
organic carbon concentration not to ex-
ceed 5 mg/1.

§ 419.43 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best available technology

- economically achievable. -

(a) The following limitations estab-
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties, controlled by this
paragraph, which may be discharged.by
a point source subject to the provisions
of this subpart after application of the
best available technology economically
achievable:

Effluent limitations
Effluent Avérageofdally
characteristic Maximum for values for 30
any 1day consecutive days
shallnot exceed—
- Metric units (kilograms 1,000
: i of feeddtoc) !
BODS. e 78 6.3
TSS. .- - 7.4 6.3
ona xd-gmase S %1
an e E .
Phenolic com- 034 024
pounds.
Ammoniaas No.... 5.6 42
RR <11 EiTs (- J—— 16 . 10
Total chromium.... 36 - 31
Hexavalent chrom- 0081 0052
iam.
)2 —— Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.
Enpglish units (pounds per 1,000
e bl of fwdstock?ﬂ ’
3 2.9 2.2
2.6 22 .
1 and groase...... 13:20. )
Oil and grease—- - 40
Phenolic com- : Q012 0087
- pounds.
"Ammonia as N..... 2.0 1.5
Sulfide_oovaoicaaaae 055 035
. Total chromium..... 13 Jq1
Hexavalent chrom- -0029 0018
am.
o) U — Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

1 In any case in which the applicant can demonstrate
that the chloride ion concentration in the efluent exceeds
1,000 mg/1 (1,000 ppm), the Regional Administrator may
substitute TOC as a parameter in lien of COD, Efiluent
limitations for TQC shall be based on effluent data from.
the plant correlating TOC to BODS.

If in the judgement of the Regional Administrater,
adequate correlation data are not available, the effluen
limitations for TOC shall be established at a ratio of 2.2
to 1 to the applicable effluent imitations on BODS.

(b) The limits set forth in paragraph
(a) of this section are to be multiplied
by the following factors to calculate the
maximum for any one day and maximum
average of ‘daily values for thirty con-
secutive days.

(1) Size factor -

1,000 barrels of feedstock

per stream day Size factor
.30 to 69.9 0.71

70 to 109.9. .81

110 to 149.9 .93

150 to 199.9 1.09

200 or, greater. 1.19

RULES AND REGULATIONS

(2) Process factor

Process configuration Process Jactor

6.0 or less to 7.99 0.88
8.0 to 9.99 1.23
100 to 11,89 1,74
12.0 to 14.0 or greater, 2.44

(3) See the comprehensive example
Subpart D § 419.42(b) (3).

(¢) The provisions of §419.13¢(c) (1)
and (2) apply to discharges of process
waste water pollutants attributable to
storm water runoff and ballast water by
a point source subject to the provisions
of this subpart.

(d) The quantity and quality of pol-
lutants or pollutant properties con-
trolled by this paragraph, attributable to
once-through cooling water, are excluded
from the discharge allowed by paragraph
(b) of this section. Once-through cooling
water may be discharged with a -total
organic carbon concentration not to ex-
ceed 5 mg/l.

§419.44 [Rescrved]

§ 419.45 Standards of performance for
. NIew s0uUrces.

(a) The following standards of per-
formance establish the quantity or qual-
ity of pollutants or pollutant properties,
controlled by this paragraph, which may.
be discharged by a new source subject
to the provisions of this subpart:

Efffucnt lmitations
Effluent Averogecldall
characteristic Maximum [sr mcﬁ?s ta&)y
any 1day consecutiva da
shall not ex: o
i Metric units (kloprarss per 1,000 m3
of fecastock) "
310 18.4
20,0 12.%
Oil and grease 21‘3.' e
------ o
Phenoﬂdg- com- .23 d: 12
Ammonia as N..... 3.4 107
[ [ <220 W10
Total shromiom.... .52 .31
valent <0115 0032
chromium.
PHoercmeae «-aee Within tho range 6.0 t0 0.0,
English units (pounds per1,000 bbl
e of £2 ﬂockp)a d
122 a5
7.3 4.3
87 45
a8 20
058 .3
83 a.8
078 033
159 <103
Hexavalenteeeecanne - 0055 0018
chromium.
1) ¢ SO, Within the range 6.0 to 0.0.

1 In any case in which the applicant can demenstrate
that thachlorida fon concentration in the eiuent exceeds
1,000 mg/f1 €1,000 ppm), the Regtonal Administrator may
substituto TOC as o parameter in lea of COD, Effuent
limitations for TOC shall bo based ¢n effuent data from
the plaut correlating TOC to BODJ.

If in the Judgement of the Rezlonal Adminlstmter,
pdequate correlation data aro not available, the efllucnt
limttations for TOC shall ba established at o ratlo ¢ 22
10 1 to the npplicable efucnt limitations cn BODS.

(b) The limits set forth in paragraph
(a) of this section are to be multiplied
by the following factors to calculate the
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maximum for any one day and maximum
average of daily values for thirty con-
secutive days.

(1) Size factor

1,000 barrels of feedstock  ©
per steam day Size factor

30 to €39 - 0.71L
70 to 109.9 .81
110 to 1499 .93
150 to 199.9. 1.69
200 or greater. 1.19

(2) Process factor
Process configuration Process factor
6.0 or less to 7.99 0.83
8.0 to 9.89 1.23
100 to 11.99 1.7
12.0 or greater. 2,44

(3) See the comprehensive example
Subpart D § 419.42(b)(3). -

(¢) The provisions of §419.15(c) (1)
and (2) apply to discharges of process
waste water pollutants attributable to
storm water runoff and ballast water by
a point source subject to the provision of
this subpart.

(d) The quantity and quality of pol-
lutants or pollutant properties controlled
by this paragraph, attributable to once-
through cooling water, are excluded from
the discharge allowed by paragraph (b)
of this section. Once-through cooling
water may be discharged with a fotal
organic carbon concentration not fo ex-
ceed 5 mg/1.

§ 419.46 Pretreatment standards for new
sources.

The pretreatment sfandards under
section 307(c) of the Act for a source
within the lube subcategory, which is 2
user of” a publicly owned treatment
works (and which would be a new source
subject to section 306 of the Act, i it
were to discharge pollutants to the nav-
igable waters), shall be the standard set
forth in Part 128 of this chapter, except
that, for the purpose of this section,
$128.133 of this chapter shall be
amended to read as follows: “In addition
to the prohibitions set forth in § 128.131
of this chapter, the pretreatment stand-
arxd for incompatible pollutants intro-
duced into a publicly owned treatment
works shall be the standard of perform-
ance for new sources specified in § 419.45:
Provided, That, if the publicly owned
treatment works which receives the pol-
Iutants is committed, in its NPDES per-
mit, to remove a specified percentage of
any incompatible pollutant, the pre-
treatment standard applicable to users of
such treatment works shall be corre-
spondingly reduced in stringency for that
pollutant.”

Subpart E—Integrated Subcategory
§ 419.50 Applicability; description of
the integrated subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to all discharges resulting from,
any facllity which produces petroleum
products by the use of topping, cracking,
lube oil manufacturing processes, and
petrochemical operations, whether or not

P
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the facility includes any process in addi~
tion to topping, cracking, lube oil manu~
facturing processes and petmchemcal
operations. :

§ 419.51 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Except as provided below, the gen-
eral definitions, abbreviations and meth-
ods of analysis set forth in Part 401 of
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.

(b) 'The term “runoff” shall mean the
flow of storm water.

(¢) The term “ballast” shall mean the
flow of waters, from a ship, which is to
be treated at the refinery.

(d) The term “feedstock” shall mean
the crude oil and natural gas liquids fed

to the topping units.

(e) The term “once-through cooling
water” shall mean those waters dis<
charged that are used for the purpose
of heat removal and that do not come
into direct contact with any raw mate~
rial, intermediate or finished product.

(f) The term “petrochemical opera-
tlons” shall mean the production of sec-
ond generation petrochemicals (e,
alcohols, ketones, cumene, styrene, ete.)
or first generation pefrochemicals and
isomerization products (i.e., BTX, olefins,
cyclohexane, efe.) when 15% or more of
refinery production is as first generation
pegochemicals and isomerization prod-
ucts.

(g) The following abbreviations shall
mean: (1) Mgal means one thousand
gallons; (2) Mbbl means one thousand
barrels (one barrel is equivalent to 42
gallons). .

§ 419.52 Eflluent limitations guidelines.
representing the degree of eflluént
reduction’ attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

In establishing the limitations set forth
In this section, EPA took into account all
Information it was able to collect, devel-
op and solicit with respect to facfors
(such as age dnd size of plant, raw mate~
rials, manufacturing processes, products
produced, treatment technology avail-
able, energy requirements and costs)
which can affect the industry subcate-
gorization and effluent levels established,
It is, however, possible that data which
would affect these Iimitations have nof
been available and, as a result, these

limitations should be adjusted for cer- -

tain plants in this industry. An individ-
ual discharger or ofher interested per-
son may submit evidence to the Regional
Administrator (or to the State, if the
State has the authority to issue NPDES
permits) that factors relating to the
equipment or facilities involved, the
process applied, or other such factors
related to such discharger—are fun-
damentally different from the fac-
tors considered in the establishment of
the guidelines. On the basis of such evi-
dence or other available information,
the Regional Administrator (or the
State) will make a written finding that
such factors are’ or are not fundamen-
tally different for that facility compared
to thdse specified in the Development
Document. If such fundamentally dif-
ferent factors are found to exist, the Re-

RULES ANDV REGULATIONS -

gional Administrator or the State shall
establish for the discharger effluent lim-
itations in the NPDES permit either
more or less stringent than the limita-

-tions established herein, to the extent

dictated by such fundamentally different.
factors. Such limitations must be ap-
proved by the Administrator of the En-

vironmental Protection Agency. The Ad-"

ministrator may approve or disapprove
such limitations, specify other limita-
tions, or inifiate proceedings to revise
these regulations.

. (@) The following limitations estab-
lish the quantity or quality of pollut-
ants or pollutant properties, controlled
by this paragraph, which may be dis~
charged by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after applica-
tion of the best practicable confrol tech-
nology currently available: -

Effluent limitations
Effluent Averoge otdaﬂy
characteristic Maximum for values for 30
any 1dsy consecutive days
shall not exceod—
Meh'fc units (kﬂog{nnsper 1,0001m
. 514 28.9 k4
32.8 19.2
358 193
Oiland grease.....- 17.1 9.1
Phenolic com-

UNAS.ae-oooTa23 .40 192
Ammonia ss N....: 23.4 10.6
Sulfide_. B 33 .158
Total chromium.... . .48
Hexavalent, -

chrominm. sz 017 <07
P! - - Within tha mnge 6.0 to 9.0.
- ' English units (pounds per 1,000 bbl
of reedstock?u ’ .
BODS. e aZica 10.2 -10.2
T88 emeae 1L6 6.8
COD:_ ... 136 - 70
Oil angd grease. 6.0 3.2
Phenolic com- ?
JI4 . 063
8.3 3.8
ToL124 050
29 A7
. 0028
1) & S, Within' the range 6.0 to 9.0,

(c) The provisions of §419.12(c) (1)
and (2) apply fo discharges of process
waste water pollutants attributable ta
stormx water runoff and ballast water by
a point source swbject fo the provistons
of this subpart.

(@) The quantlty and quality of pollut-
ants or pollutant properties controlled
by this paragraph, attributable to once-
through cooling water, are excluded from
the discharge allowed by paragraph (b)
of this section. Once-through’ cooling
water may be discharged with & total
grgan/iic concentration not to exceed

mg/l.

§ 419.53 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing, the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica.
tion of the hest available technology
economically achievable.

(a) The followinz limitations estob-
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties, controlled by this
paragraph, which may be discharged by
a point source subject to the provisions
of this subpart after application of the
best available technology economically
achievable: ..

any case in which the applicant can demonstrate
that the o.hlorida lon concentration in the effluent ex-
ceeds1,000mg/l 000ppm) the Regional Administrator
may substitute TOC as pammetcr in He¢u of COD:
Effluent llmitauons for TOQC shall b based on offluent
data from the plant correlating TOG to BODS.

If in the judgement of the R Administrator,
adequate correlation data are not avaﬂablo, the effluent
limitations for TOC shall be established at a ratio of
2.2 to 1 to the applicable effluent limitations en B ODE

(b) ‘The limits set forth in pa.ragraph
(a) of this section are to'be multiplied by
the following facfors to calculate the
maximum for any one day and the max-
imum average of daily values for thirty
consecutive days.

(1) Size factor

1,000 barrels of feedstock per Size
stream day Jactor
70 ta 144.9 0.69
146 to 219.9 .83
220 or greater. 1.02
(2) Process factor .
Process
Process conﬁguration factor
6.0 or less to 7.49 0.78
7.5 to 8.99..c 1,00
9.0 to 10.5 or greater aau v cmmccmnccace 1,30
(3) See the comprehensive example
Subpart D § 419.42(b) (3).

Eflluont Hmitations
Effluent Averngoof dolly
characteristio Maxlmum for values for 30
any 1 day consccutive days
shall not cxcecd~—
Metrlc units (ki
1,000 m? of fcc%k)
BODS eaaiic I 8.8 71
P88 neccncvanscanas 8.4 7.1
COD .. 472 33
Ofl and greaseeee..s L7 L4
Phenalic com~
pounds..ceo- . 020
Ammonia as N. 5.6 4.2
Bulfido. cveena-. .19 .12
Total chromium...: 43 «37
Hexavalent .
chromium....s.c3 « 0092 0033
PH..eeavuenmnnccee Within the ranga 6.0 to 0.0,
Engllsh units (pounds
000 bbl of fccdswck
BODSCeeeavananaa 3.2 2.6
88 3.0 2.6
COD . vvamaaar 10.8 13.4
0il and gregso.caaaa 00 «48
Phenolio com~
poun e o 015 010
Ammonia as Neauoo LG
TTITs [ ,OCG 042
Total chromium. ... .10 «13
Hexavalent
chromitm..aza.. J002t
) 2 T, Withiz tho rango 0.0 to 9.0

tIn any case io which thig applicant can demonstrato
that the chloride fon conccntmtlon int tho ofilucnt exe
ceeds 1,000 mefl (1 000 'ngm , tho Reglonal Adminis
trator may substitate Casa pammetcr in lien of
COD. Efilucat limitations for TQOC shall ba baced on
effluent dnta fmm tha plant correlating TOQO to BODG.
If in the judgement of tho Reglonal Adminletmcor
adequata carrelation data are not avallable, the efflucn
limitations for TOC ghall bo established ot a rotlo ot
2.2 to 1 to the applicable effutent limitations on BODS,

«

(b) The limits set forth in paragraph
(a) of this section are to be multiplied
by the following factors to calculate the
maximum for any one day and maximum
average of daily values for thirty con-
secutive days.

1) ‘Size factor

1,000 barrels of feedstock Slze
N per stream day factor
70 to 144.9 0.69
145 to 219.9. 89
220 or greater. 1.02
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(2) Process factor

Process Process
configuration Jactor
6.0 or less to 7.49 ¢ 0.78
7.5 to 8.99 1.00
9.0 to 10.5 or greater. 130

(3) See the comprehensive example
Subpart D § 419.42(b) (3).

(¢) The provisions of §419.13(c) (1)
and (2) apply to discharges of process
waste water pollutants atttributable to
storm water runoff and ballast water by

a point source subject to the provisions:

of this subpart.

(d) The quantity and quality of pollu-
tants or pollutant properties controlled
by this paragraph, attributable to once-
through cooling water, are excluded from
the discharge allowed by paragraph (b)
of this section. Once-through cooling
water may be discharged with a total or-
ganic carbon concentration not to exceed
5 mg/l.

§ 419.54 [Reserved]

§ 419.55 Standards of performance for
new sources.

(a) The following standards of per-
formance establish the quantity or qual~
ity of pollutants or pollutant properties,
controlled by this paragraph, which may
be discharged by a new source subject to
the provisions of this subpart:

Efluent Kmitations
Effluent Averogo otda.lly
characteristic Maximum for vu!ucs {or32
any 1day eonsccuum days
shallnot —

Metric unlts (kllogmms per 1,000 m?¢

feedstock)
416 21
24.7 4.5
5 152
12,6 [i%4
3 .14
23.4 10.7
2B .12
.01 37
mitm. .. .. .013 .00
PHeeecmemmeneeee Within tho range 0.0 to 9.9.
English units (pounds per 1,000 bbl
"8 of &'asmckf“ ’
BODS emmmeeareae 14.7 7.3
(S R, 87 5,1
ggn &m ' """"""" : ois % 4
angd greast. eeeew 2
Phenolie
compounds...o... 105 .051
Ammoniaas N..... 83 3.8
Solfide cemeancenana .08 J042
Total chrominm.... - <20 .13
Hexavalent
31:1100 1) D 0087 .002L
< - SO Within the range 6.0 to 0.0.

1 In any case in which the applicant can demonstrate
that the chlorideion concentrationin the efliuent exoceds
1,000 mgfl (1,000 ppm) the onal Administrotor ma;
substitute TOC as o parameter in Yien of COD. Emucnt
limitations Igrx;]'goc shall be bﬁscdn on efluent data from

in the judgment of the Reglol nal Administrater,
adequate correlation data ars not avallablo, tho effluent
limitations for TOC shall ba established at o ratio of 2.2
to 1 to the applicable efuent lmitations cn BODS,

s
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(b) The limits set forth in paragraph
(a) of this section are to be multiplied
by the following factors to calculate the
maximum for any one day and maximum

- average of daily values for thirty consec-

utive days.
(1) Size factor

1,000 barrels of feedstock:

per stream day Stze factor
70 to 144.9 0.63
145 to 2109 .89
220 or greater. 1.02

(2) Process factor

Process
conjiguration Process factor
0.0 or less to 7.49 0.78
7.5 to 8.99. 1.00
9.0 to 10.5 or greater. 1.30

(3) See the comprehensive example
Subpart D § 419.42(b)(3).

(¢) The provision of §419.15(c) (1)
and (2) apply to discharges of process
waste water pollutants attributable to
storm water runoff and ballast water by
a point source subject to the provisions
of this subpart.

(d) The quantity and quality of pol-
lutants or pollutant properties con-
trolled by this paragraph, attributable to
once-through cooling water, are excluded
{from the discharge allowed by paragraph
(b) of this section. Once-through cooling
water may be discharged with a total
organic carbon concentration not to ex-
ceed 5 mg/l.

§ 419.56 Pretreatment smndnrds for new
sources,

The pretreatment standards under sec-
tion 307(c) of the Act for a source within
the integrated subcategory, which is a
user of a publicly owned treatment works
(and which would be a new source sub-
Ject to section 306 of the Act, if it were
to discharge pollutants to the navigable
waters), shall be the standard set forth
in Part 128 of this chapter, except that,
for the purpose of this section, § 128.133
of this chapter shall be amended to read
as follows: “In addition to the prohibi-
tions set forth in § 128.131 of this chap-
ter, the pretreatment standard for in-
compatible pollutants introduced into a
publicly owned treatment works shall be
the standard of performance for new
sources specified in § 419.55: Provided,
That, if the publicly owned treatment
works which recelves the pollutants is
committed, in its NPDES permit, to re-
move a specified percentage of any in-
compatible pollutant, the pretreatment
standard applicable to users of such
treatment works shall be correspondingly
reduced in stringency for that pollutant.”

[FR Dot.74-10448 Flled 5-8-74;8:45 am]
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