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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Parts 403 and 420
[FRL 2550-4)

Iron and Steel Manufacturing Point
Source Category Effluent Limitations
Guidelines, Pretreatment Standards,
and New Source Performance
Standards; and General Pretreatment
Regulations

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final regulation.

SUMMARY: EPA is promulgating
modifications to the regulation which
limits effluent discharges to waters of
the United States and the introduction of
pollutants mnto publicly owned treatment
works from facilities engaged 1n
manufacturing 1ron and steel. EPA
agreed to propose these modifications in
a Settlement Agreement which resolved
the various lawsuits brought aganst
EPA by the steel industry and the
Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc.,
challenging the final iron and steel
industry regulation promulgated by EPA
on May 27 1982, 47 FR 23258, This
promulgation satisfies EPA’s obligations
under that Settlement Agreement.

The modifications mclude: (1) An
amendment to the “water bubble” rule;
(2) certain modifications of the effluent
limitations guidelines for “best
practicable control technology currently
available: (BPT); “best available
technology economically achievable”
(BAT); "best conventional pollutant
control technology” (BCT); and, “new
source performance standards” (NSPS)
for direct dischargers; and (3) certain
modifications to the pretreatment
standards for new and existing indirect
dischargers (PSES and PSNS). In
addition, EPA agreed to publish
additional preamble language regarding
the steel industry regulation. The
Agency 18 also promulgating an
amendment to the General Pretreatment
Regulations (40 CFR Part 403) which
permits reclassification of non-contact
cooling water flows contaminated with
significant quantities of pollutants from
“dilute"” to “unregulated” for purposes of
the combined waste stream formula
contained 1n 40 CFR § 403.6(e).

DATES: This regulation shall become
effective on July 2, 1984.

The compliance date for the BAT
regulations 1s as soon as possible, but n
any event, no later than July 1,"1984. The
compliance date for new source
performance standards (NSPS) and
pretreatment standards for new sources

{PSNS) 1s the date the new source
begins operations. The compliance date
for pretreatment standards for existing
sources (PSES) 1s July 10, 1985.

Under Section 509(b)(1) of the Clean
Water Act, judicial review of this
regulation can be made only by filing a
petition for review in the United States
Court of Appeals within 90 days after
the regulation 1s considered 1ssued for

‘purposes of judicial review. Under

Section 509(b)(2) of the Clean Water
Act, the requirements 1n this regulation
may not be challenged later m civil or
criminal proceedings brought by EPA to
enforce these requirements. In
accordance with 40 CFR 100.01 (45 FR
26048), this regulation shall be
considered 1ssued for purposes of
judicial review at 1:00 p.m. eastern time
on May 31, 1984.

ADDRESSES: Mr. Ernst P Hall, Effluent
Guidelines Division (WH-552),
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M
Street SW., Washington, D.G. 20460,
Attention EGD Docket Clerk, Proposed
Iron and Steel Rules (WH-552).

The supporting information and all
comments on this regulation are
available for inspection and copying at
the EPA Public Information Reference
Unit, Room 2922 (EPA Library). The EPA
information regulation provides that a
reasonable fee may be charged for
copying.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Gary Amendola, Semor Iron and
Steel Industry Speaialist, (216) 835-5200.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Orgamization of this document:
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E. 301(g) Water Quality Vanance for
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Sulfuric and Hydrochlonc Acid Pickling
Segments
H. Subpart ]—Cold Forming Subcategory,
Cold Worked Pipe and Tube Segments
1. Subpart L—Hot Coating Subcategory
V. Amendments to the Preamble to the
Regulation
A. Pretreatment Issues
B. Central Treatment

VI. Modification to the General Protreatment
Regulation, § 403.6(e)

VIL Environmental Impact of the
Modifications to the Steel Induslry
Regulation

VIIL Executive Order 12201

IX. Regulatory Flexibility Analysis

X. OMB Review

X1 List of Subjects:

A. 40 CFR Part 403
B. 40 CFR Part 420

1. Legal Authority

The regulation described 1n this notice
1s promulgated under authority of
sections 301, 304, 306, 307 and 501 of the
Clean Water Act (the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act Amendments of
1972, 33 USC 1251 et seq., as amended
by the Clean Water Act of 1977 P.L.92-
517).

11. Background
A. Prior Regulation

On January 7 1981, EPA proposed a
regulation to establish Best Practicable
Control Technology Currently Available
{BPT), Best Available Technology
Economically Achievable (BAT), and
Best Conventional Pollutant Control
Technology (BCT) effluent limitations
guidelines and New Source Performunce
Standards (NSPSJ, Pretreatment
Standards for Existing Sources (PSES),
and Pretreatment Standards for New
Sources {PSNS) for the 1ron and steel
manufacturing point source category
(steel industry), 46 FR 1858. EPA
promulgated that steel industry
regulation on May 27 1982, 47 FR 23258,
The preamble to the final steel industry
regulation describes the history of the
rulemaking action.

B. Challenges to the Prior Regulation

After publication of the steel industry
regulation, cettain members of the steel
industry, the American Iron and Steel
Institute, and the Natural Resources
Defense Council, Inc., filed petitions to
review the regulation. Those challenges
were consolidated into one lawsuit by
the Third Circuit Court of Appeals.
(National Steel Corp. v. EPA, No. 82~
3225 and Consalidated Cases).

C. Settlement Agreement

(1) Agreement to Modifications and
Changes. On February 24, 1983, the
parties 1n the consolidated lawsuits
entered 1nto a comprehensive
Settlement Agreement which resolved
all 1ssues related to the steel industry
regulation raised by the petitioners. As a
result of that Settlement Agreement, the
United States Court of Appeal 1ssued an
order on March 9, 1983 which stayed
briefing 1n the law suits. In the
Settlement Agreement, EPA agreed to
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publish a notice of proposed rulemaking
and to solicit comments regarding
certain modifications to the final steel
mdustry regulation. In addition, EPA
agreed to publish an amendment as an
mnterim final rule, EPA also agreed to
publish proposed additions to the
preamble to the regulation. The
petitioners agreed that, if, after EPA has
taken final action under the Settlement

Agreement, each individual provision of”

the final steel industry regulation and
each addition to the preamble 1s
substantially the same as, and does not
alter the meaning of, language set forth
1n the settlement agreement, the
petitioners will dismuss the various
lawsuits challenging the final steel
mdustry regulation. Petitioners also
agreed that, pending completion of this
rulemaking, they would abide by the
regulatory language described 1n the
Settlement Agreement.

EPA also agreed to take final action
on a proposed amendment to the general
pretreatment regulations (40 CFR Part
403) which would allow reclassification
of non-contact cooling waters
contaminated with significant quantities
of pollutants from “dilute” to
“unregulated” for purposes of the
combined waste stream formula to 40
CFR 403.6(e).

(2) Stay of Certain Effluent
Limitations. As part of the Settlement
Agreement, the parties jointly requested
the Untied States Court of Appeals for
the Third Circuit 1n National Steel Corp.
v. EPA, to stay the effectiveness of
certamn sections of 40 CFR Part 420
pending final action by EPA on each
respective modification er addition.
Copies of the Settlement Agreement
were promptly sent to EPA Regional
Offices and State NPDES permit 1ssung
authorities after it was executed. On
March 9, 1983, the Court entered an
order staying those sections of the
regulation promulgated on May 27 1882
which EPA proposed to amend.

All limitations and standards
contained n the final steel industry
regulation published 1n May 27, 1982
whach are not specifically listed 1n the
attached proposed regulation were not
stayed by the order entered by the court.
EPA 1s not deleting or modifying any of
those limitations and standards in this
notice.

IIL Response to Public Comments

The Agency received twelve (12)
letters containing comments on the
proposed regulation published on
October 14, 1983. All of the comments
recetved are supportive of the proposed
changes to the steel industry regulation
oniginally promulgated on May 27 1982,
and also supportive of the proposed

modification of § 403.6(e) of the General
Pretreatment Regulation. A comment
from petitioner American Iron and Steel
Institute (AISI) indicated that it spoke
for and on behalf of its members.

Independently of the Settlement
Agreement, two commenters
recommended that the clarifying
language added to the preamble to the
steel industry regulation for four
pretreatment 1ssues {See section V A),
be extended to all industnal point
source categortes. One commenter
recommended that EPA delete the
words “* * * or could have been ® * *"
from subpart (c) of the dilution flow (Fd)
definition 1n the combined waste stream
formula 1n the general pretreatment
regulation. EPA 18 now reviewmg the
propriety of making complementary
amendments to the general pretreatment
regulation for the pretreatment 1ssues,
and, 1s also revievang the definition of
dilution flows (Fd).

IV. Modifications to the Iron and Steel
Manufacturing Point Source Category
Regulation

EPA 15 making the following changes
to the steel industry regulation:

A. Alternative Effluent Limitations
(Water Bubble) (§ 420.03)

The amendments to the water bubble
rule for the ron and steel manufactuning
point source category regulation provide
that the alternative effluent limitations
established under the water bubble
must result 1n a decrease in the
discharge of traded pollutants from the
amount allowed by the generally
applicable limitations. The water bubble
rule established by the final regulation
published on May 27, 1982, provided
that there could be no increase n the
discharge of pollutants beyond that
allowed by the generally applicable
limitations. The preamble amendments
presented below describe the revisions
to the water bubble rule. The following
preamble language 1s substantially the
same as the language 1n the Setlement
Agreement.

As part of the settlement, EPA is amending
its bubble rule for the steel industry. As
ongmally promulgated, the rule provided that
a discharger could qualify for alternative
effluent limitations as long as its discharga
from a combination of outfalls met cortain
requirements (water quality standards) and
restrictions and would not exceed the total
mass of each pollutant otherwize allowed
under the regulation. Under the revised rule
being promulgated today, a discharger would
have to meet the same requirements and
restrictions, but wwould qualify for alternative
effluent limitations only if it achieves a net
reduction from the total mass of each traded
pollutant.

The amended regulation provides that the
permit issuing authority must determine an
“appropriate net reduction amount” 1n each
case. In making that determination, it1s
intended that the permit viriter will examme
histonical discharge levels and seek to
achieve those reductions that are attamnable
at a facility through good engineenng
practices, improved operations and
supenvision of exisling treatment systems ox
other feasible medifications, e.g.. non-process
flow segregation or chem:cal addition, if they
can be achieved without requining significant
additional expenditures. 1t 1s intended thatin
reviewing opportunities for appropnate
reductions, the permit writer will require only
those measures which result 1n non-tnvial
(substantial) effluent reductions and which
vill not require significant additional
expenditures.

The minimum net reduction 1n all cases for
cach pallutant traded is to bz the amount
specified in the regulation. The amount 15
expressed n terms of percentages of the
amount by which a discharger propases to
excead the othervase applicable effluent
limitations established in this regulation. The
amounts the Agency 18 specifying in this rule
are approximately 15 percent for TSS and
0&G and approximately 10 percent for all
other traded pollutants.

In the sumplest case, for example, a
discharger might propose to exceed the
allowable limitation for TSS on Qutfall A by
100 pounds and than make up the amouznt on
Qutfall B bv reduming its allowable discharge
by 102 pounds. The net reduction provisicn
would require that, at a mmmum, the
allowable discharge for Outfall B (or any
other outfall which the discharger has
included in the bubble trade) be reduced by
approximatly 115 pounds. In making a
determination of the “appropnate net
reduction amount,” the permit writer will
require further, non-trivial (substantial)
reduclions only if he determunes that they can
be achieved without significant additional
expenditures.

This amendment results from settlement of
litination among several parties with
significantly divergent views of the water
bubble rule. This provisien dozs not
represent the Agency view on whether itis
either a leqally required condition of a bubble
rule under the Clean Water Act or any other
environmental statute or required as a matter
of policy, nor shall it be taken as an mdicator
of what the Agency may or may not require
in any other regulations establishing effluent
limitations guidelines under the Clean Water
Act.

In reaching this accord, the parties do not
imply any changzes in their positions. In the
interest of avoiding protracted litigation and
of expediting the installation of pollution
controls for this industry, the parties have
reached an overall settlement of many 1ssues
that they view as beneficial. In that context,
the pasties have agreed to resolve their
differences with this settlement.

B. Calculation of Mass-Based
Pretreatment Standards

The effluent limitations gudelines,
1ew source performance standards and
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pretreatment standards for existing and
new sources established in 40 CFR Part
420 (iron and steel manufacturing pomt
source category) are “mass-based”
limitations and standards..These mass-
based limitations and standards
establish the maximum amount of a
pollutant which may be discharged per
1,000 pounds of product. The Agency’s
NPDES permit regulations, 40 CFR
122.45(b}(2), establish a method for
deniving the applicable product basis for
applying the effluent limitations and
standards for direct dischargers.
However, neither the General
Pretreatment Regulations (40 CFR Part
403) nor the steel industry pretreatment
standards (40 CFR Part 420) presently
contain a comparable method for
deniving the production basis for those
who discharge wastewaters to publicly
owned treatment works (POTWs).

In accordance with the Settlement
Agreement, the Agency 15 promulgating
ategulation which establishes the
method for calculating the applicable
mass-based pretreatment standard. This
regulation, 1n large measure, mirrors the
existing regulation by which mass-based
effluent limitations for direct
dischargers are calculated.

C. Removal Credits for Phenols (4AAP)
(§ 420.06)

EPA 1s promulgating § 420.06 which
specifies that pretreatment removal
credits for phenols (4AAP) may be
granted when phenols (4AAP) 1s used as
an indicator or surrogate pollutant.
Under the general pretreatment
regulations, a categorical pretreatment
standard may be revised to reflect
removal of indicator or surrogate
pollutants if the standard specifies that
such revisions are permissible (40 CFR
403.7(a)). The final regulation published
on May 27 1982, did not specify that
removal credits could be granted for
phenols (4AAP). The Agency believes
that the biological treatment systems
employed at publicly owned treatment
works will, 1n large measure, remove
those pollutants for which phenols
{4AAP) 18 used as an indicator pollutant
to the same degree as they remove
phenols (4AAP). Accordingly, EPA 13
revismg the steel industry regulation to
provide that removal credits may be
granted for phenols (2AAP).

The following preamble language 1s
substantially the same as the language
1 the Settlement Agreement.

Removal allowances pursuant to 40 CFR
403.7(a)(1) may be granted for phenols
(4AAP) limited 1n 40 CFR Part 420 when used
as an indicator or surrogate pollutant. Of
course, when phenols (4AAP) are not used as
an indicator or surrogate pollutant, removal
allowances may also be granted,

D. Subparts B and C—Sintering and
Ironmaking Subcategories

‘The modified BAT, NSPS, PSES, and
PSNS wonmaking and sintering
limitatjons and standards for lead and
zng are slightly higher than those
contained i the final steel industry
regulation published on May 27 1982.
After promulgating the final regulation,
EPA learned that the final limitations for
wonmaking operations (blast furnaces)
were based in part upon data obtained
at a plant with treatment operations
more extensive than the EPA model
treatment system. Therefore, these data
may not be an appropriate basis for the
limitations and standards. The
limitations and standards promulgated
today are based upon data obtatned
from steelmaking operations using the
applicable BAT model treatment system.
The model treatment systems used to
develop the limitations and standards
for steelmaking operations are the same
as those considered for sintering and
wronmaking operations. Because
wastewaters from steelmaking
operaticns are similar in character and
treatability to wastewaters from
sintering and wronmaking operations
with respect to toxic metal pollutants,
the Agency believes that it1s
appropnate to rely upon that data in
promulgating modified lead and znc
limitations and standards for sintermng
and wronmaking operations. Volume I of
Development Document (EPA 440/1-82/
024, May 1982, pages 13, 18, 19, 27 31, 34,
35, 40, 41, 46, 51, 55, 59, 63, 64, 66-68, and
409-427) contains the relevant data
relating to steelmaking operations.

EPA 18 modifying the BAT limitations
and PSES for total cyamde and
establishing a new segment for existing
mdirect blast furnace dischargers that
contain standards which are the same
as the generally applicable PSES except
that the promulgated ammoma-N and
phendls (4AAP) standards are less
stringent. These standards are only
applicable to the two existing 1ron blast
furnace operations which discharge
therr wastewater into POTWs. These
operations are located in Chicago,,
Illinois and discharge their wastewater
mnto the Metropolitan Sanitary District
system. Compliance with the cyanide
BAT limitations and PSES could be
accomplished through the use of
wastewater treatment technologies
other than the model BAT and PSES
alkaline chlorination technology. The
changes would, accordingly, give the
mdustry added flexibility. EPA 1s not,
however, promulgating any changes to
the BAT limitations and pretreatment
standards (except as noted above for
existing indirect dischargers) for

ammoma-N and phenols (4AAP)
contaned 1n the final regulation,

E. 301(g) Water Quality Variance for
Ammonia-IV and Phenols (4AAP)

The availability of variances from the
BAT limitations for non-toxic
nonconventional pollutants as allowed
under section 301{g) of the Clean Waler
Act can significantly affect the cost of
compliance for a discharger. Section
301(g) variances can, however, only be
granted in cases where the granting of
the vanance will not interfere with
attainment of existing water quality
standards. Certain parties to the
Settlement Agreement have sought a
clarification regarding the availability of
section 301(g) varances for steel
industry discharges. The following
preamble language 13 substantially the
same as the language in the Settlement
Agreement.

The BPT referred to 1n section 301(g) of the
Clean Water Act is either {a) the requiroment
applicable to the facility as a result of the
BPT limitation contained in the steel industry
regulation, or (b} the requirement applicablo
to a facility as a result of the BPT lim{tation
contained in the steel industry regulation
which is or may be modified after February
24, 1983 by a fundamentally difforont factors
(“FDF”) vanance, {40 CFR 125.31), or the not/
gross provisions of the NPDES permit
regulations (40 CFR 122.63(h)). Section 301(g)
variances may be granted for ammonia-N
discharges from blast furnaces and from
sinter plants when-ainter plant wastewaters
are'treated with blast furnace wastwaters.
Section 301{g) varances may also be granted
for phenols (4AAP) discharges from blast
furnaces and from sinter plants when sinter
plant wastewaters are treated with blast
furnace wastewaters if the applicant
discharging phenols performs appropriate
analyses (e.g., GC or GC/MS) of the effluent
which demonstrate that the effluent does not
contain significant amounts of toxic
pollutants. Of course, no variance may be
granted pursuant to section 301(g) unless the
demonstration called for by that section has
been made.

F Blast Furnace Flow: Related Safety
Issue

The following preamble language is
substantially the same as the languago
in the Settlement Agreement.

It has been brought to the Agency's
attention that one facility contends that it
may encounter a safety problem related to
the maintenance of gas seal pressures
resulting from efforts to reduce its blast
furnace flows to those contemplated by the
EPA model. Such a safety related flow
problem may result in difficulty in meoting
blast furnace mass limitations at the facility.
Safety related issues were not raised prior to
promulgation of the effluent limitationg
gudelines and were, therefore, not
considered by the Agency in the rulemuking,
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The Agency has not received any information
that this may be a problem at any other
facility. If it appears that thereis a safety
problem at that particular site related to flow
reduction (or the total cost of compliance
with the BAT requirements, including the cost
of remedyng the safety problem, 1s
substantially greater than the EPA model
treatment system cost estimate) then either or
both of those circumstances may be an
appropnate basis for a FDF vanance for that
facility. Any application for such a vanance
shall be 1n accordance with and satisfy the
requrements of 40 CFR Part 125 Subpart D,

G. Subpart I—Acid Pickling
Subcategory, Sulfuric and Hydrochloric
Acid Pickling Segments

In accordance with the settlement
agreement, the BPT and BAT limitations
and NSPS, PSES, and PSNS for zinc
promulgated 1n this regulation are
slightly higher than those contamned 1n
the regulation promulgated on May 27
1982.

H, Subpart [—Cold Forming
Subcategory, Cold Worked Pipe and
Tube Segments

The regulation promulgated on May
27 1982, limited all cold worked pipe
and tube operations to zero discharge at
each level of treatment (BPT, BAT,
NSPS, PSES, PSNS, and BCT). The

‘model treatment system relied vpon by
the Agency as the basis for those
limitations and standards mncludes
recycle of the oil or water solution and,
when appropriate, contract hauling of a
small oil solution blowdown. This
regulation permits nominal discharges of
the spent oil or water solution (rather
than contract hauling), and also
specifies that approprate limitations
and standards for process wastewaters
which are not regulated by the prior
regulation are to be developed on a
case-by-case basis. The effluent
limitations and standards for cold
worked pipe and tube operations are
based upon the cold rolling model
treatment systems and a model flow
rate of 5 gallons per ton.

I Subpart L—Hot Coating Subcategory

Thus regulation contains modified
effluent limitations and standards for
zinc. These limitations and standards
are'based upon the same effluent
concentration as are the zinc limitations
and standards for acid pickling
operations {0.20 mg/1). This regulation
contains a provision requrng that hot
coating treatment facilities presently
achieving zinc discharge levels more
stringent than the limitations and
standards continue to do so. This
regulation also provides that the
limitations may be used as a basis for
determimng alternative limitations

under 40 CFR 420.03 (water bubble rule)
even for those facilities presently
achieving discharge levels more
stringent than the limitations and
standards.

V Amendments to the Preamble to the
Regulation

A. Pretreatment Issues

(1) Flow Monitoring for Combined
Wastestream Formula. The following
preamble language 15 substantially the
same as the language 1n the Settlement
Agreement.

Under § 403.12(b){4) of the General
Pretreatment Regulations, a facility must
monitor the flow of regulated provess streams
and other streams “as necessary™ to allow
use of the Combined Wastestream Formula.
A facility must monitor the flows of its
regulated streams. However, a facility can
avoid monitoring its other streams
(unregulated and dilute) under this section by
agreemng to meet a mass limitation at least as
strningent as the one which would be
calculated under the Combined Wastestream
Formula if these other streams were taken
into consideration. An integrated iron and
steel facility combmning regulated pracess
streams with either unregulated or dilute
streams, or both, can avoid monitoring the
flows of those streams if it agrees to meet the
mass limit calculated solely through use of
the limits applicable to the regulated streams.
Such a limit would be as stnngent as any
which could possibly be derived under the
formula if either the unregulated or dilute
streams, or both, were taken into
consideration. If, however, the facility desires
to take into account potential pollutants
contaned in these unregulated or dilute
streams, monitoning of these streams will be
required to enable calculation of the
alternative limit under the formula,

It should be noted that it is an entirely
different matter where concentration-based
rather than mass-bascd limits are involved. A
facility cannot, for example, avoid monitoring
unregulated or dilute streams by agreeing to
meet the concentration limit applicable to its
regulated streams. This is because
application of the formula could resultin a
more stringent concentration-based limit if
the unregulated or dilute streams wera taken
into consideration.

{2) Monitoring Data for Temporarily
Closed Plants. The following preamble
language 15 substantially the same as
the language 1n the Settlement
Agreement.

The pretreatment requlations should be
construed to establish that temporarily closed
plants are required to submit a baseline
monitoring report if recommencement of
discharge 15 expected, but nezed not include
the monitoning information unless the plant
wants to submit historical data and thisis
acceptable to the Control Authority.
Monitonng data should be submitted within a
reasonable time after reopcning the plant. For

thase plants that are eperating at a reduced
rate of preduction, a completa baseline
monitoring report is required. The report
should include monitonng data based upon
the present average rate of praduction. If the
plant calculates its limits through use of the
Combined Wastestream Formula, it will be
necessary to inform the Control Authority of
anv siznificant change in the values used to
calculate this limit. S22 40 CFR 403.6(e)
{1832).

(3) Flow Estimates for Combmned
Wastestream Formula. The follownng
preamble language 1s substantially the
same as the language n the Settlement
Agreement.

Flows from integrated facilities can be
estimated when it1s difficult or nearly
impassible to monitor the flows to achieve an
actual reading. 40 CFR 403.12{b)(4) (1932} lists
the flow measurement requrements, and
states 1n part that “the Control Authority may
allow for verifiable estimates of these flows
[regulated streams and other streams
necessary to allow use of the Combined
Wastestream Formula) where justified by
cost or feasibility considerations.”

(4) Mass-Based and Concentration-
Based Pretreatment Standards. The
following preamble language 15
substantially the same as the language
in the Settlement Agreement.

If an inlesrated plant 1s required to comply
with a calegoncal pretreatment standard
expressed only in mass-based limits and with
another categorical pretreatment standard
expressed only In concentration-based limits,
a mass-based limit should be applied to the
combined flow. To accomplish this under the
formula, the concentration limit may be
converled to a mass limit by multiplying the
concentration limit by the average or other
appropnate flow of the regulated stream to
which that limit applies.

B. Central Treatment

The follovnng preamble language 1s
substantially the same as the language
in the Settlement Agreement.

Industry pelitioners believe that they are
entilled to obtain a FDF vanance under 40
CFR Part 125 subpart D for an individual
process (a) where the removal costs are
wholly out of proportion to the removal costs
considered during development of the
national limits, or (b) whare other factors
solely related to that individual process
would result in a non-water quality
environmental impact{including energy
requirements) fundamentally more adverse
than the impact considered dunng
development of the national limits, even
though EPA may have constdered such costs
or such other factors in making its
determination pursuant to 40 CFR 420.01(b).
EPA dogs not concede that petitioners’
contention is a correct interpretation of
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applicable law, but does agree that the
discussion in the preamble (47 FR 23267
{Column 3) (May 27, 1982)) was not intended
to preclude this contention.

VI Modification to the General
Pretreatment Regulation, © 403.6(e)

In the combined wastestream formula,
the term “dilution stream” 1s defined to
include boiler blowdown and non-
contact cooling water streams, among
others. However, 1n certain
circumstances (e.g., where recycled
cooling water 1s treated with algaecides)
non-contact cooling water or boiler
blowdown could contain significant
concentrations of regulated pollutants.
The Agency today 18 refiming the
meaning of dilution stream to address
this situation. Where non-contact
cooling water or a boiler blowdown
stream contains a significant amount of
a pollutant, and an industrial user
combines this wastewater with its
regulated process wastestream(s) prior
to treatment, resulting 1n a substantial
reduction of that particular pollutant,
the Control Authority 18 authorized to
exercise its discretion to classify this
stream as either a dilution or an
unregulated stream. The term “Control
Authority” refers either to the POTW if
it'has an approved pretreatment
program, or to the Approval Authority
(EPA or the NPDES State) if the POTW
has no approved program

Before the Control Authority can
exercise its discretion to classify such a
stream, the industrial user must provide
engneering, production, and sampling
and analysis information sufficient to
allow a determination by the Control
Authority on how the stream should be
classified.

VIIL Environmental Impact of the
Maodifications to the Steel Industry
Regulation

EPA’s estimates of the industry-wide
direct discharges of toxic metals and
total cyanide under the steel industry
regulation promulgated on May 27 1982
and this regulation are presented below.
Volume I of the Development Document
contains a compilation of estimated
industry-wide discharges on a
subcategory specific basis. The
estimated discharges of other pollutants
limited by the steel iidustry regulation
promulgated on May 27 1982 are the
same under this regulation. These
estimates do not.take nto account the
change in the water bubble rule which
would result 1n a decrease 1n the amount
of pollutants discharged at those
facilities using the rule.

PRIOR REGULATION (MAY 27 1982)
[Discharge in tons per year)

Untreated
wastewaters BPT BAT
TOXIC MBLAS oeereannssossonnens 121,900 462 2713
Total Cyanide ..... " 17,000 |, 431 96
THIS REGULATION
[Discharge in tons per year]
Untreated
wastewaters BPT BAT
Toxc Matals 121,900 ae8| 280
Total Cyanide 17,00 431 100
VIII. Executive Order 12291

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA
must judge whether a-regulation 1s
“major” and therefore subject to the
requirement of a Regulatory Impact
Analysis. The Agency previously
prepared such an analysis regarding the
May 27 1982 final steel industry
regulation. Today’s regulation 1s not
major because it does not fall within the
criteria for major regulations established
1 Executive Order 12291.

IX. Regulatory Flexibility Analysis

Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act, §
U.S.C. 601 et seq, EPA must prepare a
Regulatory Flexibility Analys:s for all
proposed regulations that have a
significant impact on a substantial
number of small entities. In the
preamble to the May 27 1982 final steel
indusiry regulation, the Agency
concluded that there would not be a
significant impact on any segment of the
regulated population, large or small. For
that reason, the Agency determined that
a formal regulatory flexibility analysis
was not requred. That conclusion 1s
equally applicable to this regnlation.
The Agency has not, therefore prepared
aformal analysis for this regulation.

X. OMB Review

This regulation was submitted to the
Office of Management and Budget for
review as required by Executive Order
12201, Any comments from OMB to EPA
and any EPA response to those
comments are available for public
mspection at Room M2404, U.S. EPA,
401 M Street SW., Washington, D.C,
20460 from 9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. Monday
through Friday, excluding Federal
holidays.

XI. List of Subjects:

A. 40 CFR Part 403: Confidential
busimness information, reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, waste
treatment and disposal, water pollution
control,

B. 40 CFR Part 420: Iron, steel, water
pollution control, wastewater treatment
and disposal.

Dated: April 27, 1084,
William D. Ruckelshaus,
Admuustralor.

For the reasons set out 1n the
preamble, EPA 1s amending 40 CFR Part
420 as follows:

PART 420—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for Part 420
reads as follows:

Authority: Sections 301; 304 (b), (c), (e), and
(g); 306 (b) and (c); 307; 308 and 501 of the
Clean Water Act {the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1972,
as amended by the Clean Water Act of 1977)
(the “Act”); 33 U.S.C. 1311; 1314 (b), {c), (o),
and (g); 1316 (b) and (c); 1317; 1318; and 1361;
86 Stat. 816, Pub. L. 92-500; 91 Stat, 1567; Pub,
L. 95-217.

2. By revising § 420.03 to read as
follows:

§420.03 Alternative effiuent limitations
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the-application of
best practicable control technology
currently available, best avallable
technology, and best conventlonal
technology.

{a) Except as provided 1n paragraphs
(b)(1) through (b)(3) of this section, any
existing point source subjeot to this part
may qualify for alternative effluent
limitations to those specified 1n Part 420,
Subparts A through L for a number of its
processes representing the degree of
effluent reduction attainable by the
application of best practicable control
technology currently available, best
available technology econommcally
achievable, and best conventional
technology. The alternative effluent
limitations for each pollutant are
determned for a combination of outfalls
by totaling the mass limitations of each
pollutant allowed under subparts A
through L and subtracting from each
total an appropriate net reduction
amount. The permit authority shall
determine an appropriate net reduction
amount for each pollutant traded based
upon consideration of additional
available control measures which would
result in non-trival (substantial) effluent
reductions and which can be achieved
without requining significant additiontal
expenditures at any outfall(s) in the
combination for which the discharge is
projected to be better than required by
this regulation.

(b) In the case of Total Suspended
Solids (TSS) and Oil and Grease (O&G),
the mmimum net reduction amount shall
be appraximately 15 percent of the
amount(s) by which any waste stream(s)
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mn the combination will exceed
otherwise allowable effluent limitations.
For all other traded pollutants, the
mimimum net reduction amount shall be
appoximmately 10 percent of the
amount(s) by which the discharges from
any waste stream(s) i the combination
will exceed otherwise allowable effluent
limitations for each pollutant under this
regulation,

(1) A discharger cannot qualify for
alternative effluent limitations if the
application of such alternative effluent
limitations would result 1n violation of
any applicable State water quality
standards.

{2) Each outfall from which process
wastewaters are discharged must have
specific, fixed effluent limitations for
each pollutant limited by the applicable
Subparts A through L.

(3) Subcategory-Specific Restrictions:

(i) There shall be no alternate effluent
limitations for cokemaking process
wastewaters;

{ii) There shall be no alternate effluent
limitations for cold formng process
wastewaters.

3. By adding a new § 420.04 as
follows:

§ 420.04 Calculation of pretreatment
standards.

{a) Pretreatment standards shall be
calculated for each operation using the
applicable average rate of production
reported by the owner or operator of the
facility to the Control Authority 1n
accordance with 40 CFR 403.12(b)(3).

(b} The average rate of production
reported by the owner or operator in
accordance with 40 CFR 403.12(b)(3)
shall be based not upon the design
production capacity but rather upon a
reasonable measure of actual
production of the facility, such as the
production during the high month of the
previous year, or the monthly average
for the highest of the previous 5 years.
For new sources of new dischargers,
actual production shall be estimated
using projected production.

(c) If, due to a change of
circumstances, the average rate of
production for an operation reported by
the owner or operator of the facility to
the Control Authority in accordance
with 40 CFR 403.12(b}(3) does not
represent a reasonable measure of
actual production of that operation, the
owner or operator must submit to the
Control Authority a modified average
rate production.

4. By adding a new § 420.06 to read as
follows:

§420.06 Removal credits for phenols
(4AAP).

Removal allowances pursuant to 40
CFR 403.7(a)(1) may be granted for
phenols (4AAP) limited 1n 40 CFR Part
420 when used as an indicator or
surrogate pollutant.

5. The table 1n § 420.23 1s amended by
revising the entries for cyanide, lead,
and zmnc as follows:

§420.23 Effluent limitations representing
the degree of effluent reduction attainable
by the application of the best avallable
technology economically achlevable (BAT).

* - * * &

SuBPART B

BAT cteontImnxtons

Avcrezael
Potutant or palutant pregordy Maxrem for d.;t 4 v.;.;.':z
2 VESY  orthnmg
€3
Kafkdg (pounds por 1.£720
) ef predust
Cyonda? [11neccie ] 200183
Lead 0CInes QCINED
Zins [l copmar 2] 0CI3205
* - - *

6. The table 1n § 420.24 is amended by
revising the entries for lead and zinc as
follows:

§420.24 New source performance

standards (NSPS).
* * & [ 4 *
SUBPART B

ticw coumco :J_;f.‘ prieire

etnmdn
o

Polutent er gpolviont prosoity Aﬁ"f’:n of
Macmem fzr SN
CHIEY  eoriiivg
63
¥efkkg (prunds por 1,620
) of predut

Leod 0072451 QEI318)

ans [ ] sppnicy 31 QeInees

* * L -]

7 The table 1n § 420.25 15 amended by
revising the entries for cyamde, lead and
zinc as follows:

§420.25 Pretreatment standards for

existing sources (PSES).
* * L3 »
SusPART B
Protreatrent standards foe
EESLNY SCUITES
Awresedt
Potuinnt er pauorl precr, o
hit Pt pvmorum tae da’;z:g.&.ss
THVEH  orienstua
days
¥3/kkg (r2unds per 1000
) f preduct
Cyoiat QL3350 000150
| b | QL0235 0CC5150
Zas QL2578 2000225
. * * *

The table in § 420.26 15 amended by
revising the entries for lead and zinc as
follows:

§420.26 Pretreatment standards for new
sources (PSNS).

L * - -

SyBPART B

Freveatment standards foe
riow scurces

Awrzz2of

Mxcmem  d2lyvales
feraryt {n
day consecutva

eiuiomt o paluta preperty

Wglkkg (peunds per 1,5C0
) ot '

Lexd
Zaz

0050451
0000575

0.0CD150
Q.0o0225

L 4 . - »

9. By adding a new paragraph (c} to
§ 420.31 as follows:

§420.31 Speclalized Definitions

- * * * *»

{c) The term “exasting mdirect
dischargers™ means only those two ron
blast furnace operations with discharges
to publicly owned treatment works prior
to May 27 1982.

10. The table 1n paragraph (a) of
§ 420.33 15 amended by revising the
entnes for cyamide, lead, and zinc as
follows:

§420.33 Effluent limitations representing
the degree of effluent reduction attalnable
by the application of the best available
technology economically achlevable (BAT).

* L] b - *x

[ﬂ]."
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SUBPART C

BAT effluent limitations

Average of
Pollutant or paliutant property Maximum for dax:y vglues
any 1 day oong;u?ﬁve

days

Ka/kkg (pounds per 1,000
Ib) of product

Cyanide 0.00175 0.000876

Lead 0.000263 0.0000876
ZINC crerreessssssmssssssmsssssssssssssssson anse 0.000394 0.000131

* * * * *

11, The table 1in paragraph {a) of
§ 420.34 13 amended by revising the
entries for lead and zinc as follows:

§420.34 New source performance

standards (NSPS).
* * * * *
(a) *x * &
SuBPART C
New source ormance
standards
Pollutant or pollutant property Maamum :mvmeug;
for any 1~ for 30,
day consecutive
days
Kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000
Ib) of product
Lead 0.000263 0.0000876
Zinc 0.000334 0.000131
« * * * *

12. The table in paragraph (a) of
§420.35 13 amended by revising the
entries for cyamde, lead, and zinc as
follows:

§420.35 Pretreatment standards for
existing sources (PSES).

* * * * *
(ﬂ) * & *
SUBPART C
Pretreatment standards for
ewsting sources
Pollutant ar paliutant property A\{erage of
Maxmum for  93Jy values
any1dey  oncacitive
days
Kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000
» Ib) of product
Cyanide 0.00175 0.000876
Lead 0000263  0.0000876
ZINC ssumrsenssnsssssssasssssssssassssssssssnsen: - 0.000324 0.000131
* * * * ]

13. By adding a new paragraph (c} to
§420.35 as follows:-

§420.35 Pretreatment standards for SuePART |—Continued
existing sources (PSES).
* * * * * BPT effiuent limitatlong
N . . Averngo of
(c) Exis ting 1n direct disch argers. Poilutant or pellutant property %.mximur;l da:'r/ v%{’ucs
or any or
secutive
SUBPART G day  consochlty
Pretreatment standards for .
exsting sources
Averags of
Pollutant or pollutant pro; ~
po property Maxmum for dax%rvggws
any1day | oncacutve  * " » * *
days (2 * & ®
Kg/kkg {pounds per 1,000
Ib) of product
AMMONAN o] 00350 | 0.0175 SusPART |
Cy o 0.00175 0.000876
Phenols (4AAP)....... 0000175 { 0.0000584 BPT offluont limitations
Lead 0.000263 |  0.0000876 m
Zine 0000534 | 0000131 poyrant or politant property  Maximum ity vaiad
forany 1 {or 30
day consccutivo
14. The table 1n paragraph (a} of 4359
§ 420.36 1s amended by revising the Kg/ktg (pound3 per 1,000
entries for lead and zinc as follows: Ib) of product
§ 420.36 Pretreatment standards for new
sources (PSNS). Zine 0000225  0.0000761
* * * * *
(a] * W ¥
SUBPART C * * N * *
Pretreatment standards for [3] il
new sources
Average of
Polfutant or pollutant property  waymum  dary valuos SUBPART |
forany for 30,
day consecutive
days BPT ofituent limitationa
Averags of
Kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000 Po‘utant or pollutant property  Maximum  daily v%luea
i) of product for any 1 tor 30
day consecutivo
days
Lead 0000263  0.0000576
Zine 0000334  0.000131 \ Kg/kKkg (pounds par 4,000
ib) of product
* W * * *
15. Section 420.92 1s amended by Zinc 0000451 0000150

revising the entry for zinc in the tables
1 paragraphs (a)(1) through {a)(5) and
(b)(1) through (b)(5) as follows:

§420.92 Effluent limitations representing

the degree of effiuent reduction attainable 4 **
by the application of the best practicable

control technology currently available

» » * * *

(BPT). SUBPART |
* # * * *
[a] 'R} BPT ofituent l'mitations
* hx Average of
(1) Pollutant or poliutant property Maximum  dally values

for any 1 for 30
&y

consetutive
SUBPART | days
BPT effluent Emitations Ko/kkg (pounds pér 1,000
Average of 1b) or produst
Pollutant or poilutant property Maxmum  daily values

forany 1 for 30,

Gy congEee zine 000125 0000417
Ka/kkg (pounds per 1,000 . —
Ib) of product

% * ] » *

Zinc 0000701 0000234 5y > *
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SUBPART | SuBPART | ) I
BPT elfluent Im'tatons EFT ci™uontiys
Averaga of BPART |
Pallutent cr pollutant property Magmum  d2ly values Folutort er priitort progonty M rim Sy
forany 1 for 20 farezmy t
day consetulve dsy BAT eifuzmt [milatons
y'S Picrhhioniniidesd et
- Pemonter patm prs g,
Ki'ograms per day Fospews pordsy F & 7 rans 1 t2r 30
>3] corcocutye
yicd
Zi Znzs 212} | 0O1E2
ne 06491 o163 Falkkg (peunds per 1,650
) of procuct
L £yt Za: OETM51  OLOCO150
[b- * & x [5) b
* * %
@ SuspaRT |
SusPART
SuBPART | EPT c'yont [ itisns
BAT e/Tuamt Im2ers
BPT effluent Imiatons cLatnterprtaontprpoty . Maomin Avcrazact
- . foreny 1 ooy ="t comeott Mrcrem dg_‘;: s
Averags of &y Sl ergIiulant pregperty f.:un L.! il e
Pollutant or pollutant property  Maxmum  doly va'ues =3 gf ccr:.:&*- a
forany 1 fer 80 7 e
day consecutive - 2
days ¥ozrows por day
Kg/kkg (pourdsper 1000
Kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000, ) of precuet
1b) of product Zns 0357 0103
sz 0LM25 occonr
Zine 0.00123 0.000403
* * 4 L [ 3
16. Section 420.93 18 amended by e
e e e s s revising the entry for zinc 1n the tables )
e 1n paragraphs (a}(1) through (a)(5) and
2 1y
( (b)(1) through (b)(5) as follows: SuspART |
SUBPART | §420.93 Effluent limitaticns representing AT e o
the degree of effiuent reduction attalnable _BAT chuemitmmrens
BPT effiuent Imitatons by the application of the best avallable Pervantcr rerceey | Mzowum sz g
_— il lywir Dl v a1 B srac 2 vl
memgaot | technology economically achlevable (BAT). ¢ R A s TeaD
Pollutant or pollutant property Maxmum  daly values & * ¢ * * caf consecutive
forany 1 for 30 « . e ¢zy3
day consecutva (a)
g @ Klcgrams ger day
Kg/kkg {(pounds per 1,000
b) of produst SuePART |
a3 00431 001€4
- - BAT ¢!fuoat [ tztons
Zinc 0.000701 0.000234 Avisae!
Paltanter pilatom piegotty Marmem dopvIvsS
feromy | <d
L5 eorzasyive d » hd *
d::’j LB ]
* * * * * [b
Kalkkg (pound3 por 1609 1)***
[3) * % % el preent ( ]
SuBPART | e -
anc 0LTIT08 0013234 SuspaRT |
BPT effiuent imitatons
Average of (2 * * % BATY efuemt Imitaters
Pollutant or pollutant property P'.‘.a.nmur;l da;y v%g.es Aucrazza ol
or any or 59, eutond pialairid Dt Jxcmus 23 v2uss
day ~ consecutivo SUBPART | Peterpriaitporety  Myoma dyvk
i [+5y] [uipea it
BAT c!ffont Dy 2t ong 353
Kafkkg (pounds per 1,000 Aictema ol
Ib) of produst aned pan Wbt K3/ (seunds per 1,520
Feolutant or phutont prepomy Mavsmym dalystiucs v
4 FoEsl e 15 L) ot prouet
dsy c-:n:i:u:'.'a
Zing 000255  0.000851 @353
Yt  C31 0Cn0483
Faftyy (pounds por1.£20 DEMz3
) el produst
* * * * *
[4] * % & Zinc 0CI22XS  08Iars

(2 LB
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SuBPART |

SUBPART | SUBPART |
BAT effluent limitations New soxértg: m"nance Neow wtsx;gg ﬁggrmnco
Pollutant or pollutant property Haximum éngr?l%leug; Average of ¥ Average of
po Prope forany 1 for 30 Pollutant or pallitant property  paimum  daily valuss Pollutant or poliutant property  payimum  daily values
day consecutive forany 1 for 30 forany 1 for 30 .
days day consscutive day consecutive
days days
Kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000 " "
1h) of product Kglkkgl;b gp;)'u::!osd por 1,000 Kitograms pet day
Zinc 0.0491 0.01¢4
Zinc 0.000701 0.000234 . -0.,000125  0.0000417 o
@ ** * * * » "
* * * *
b L I
SuBPART | @) El)) oo
BAT effluent imitations
. Average of SuspART | SUBPART |
Pollutant or pollutant property ?Aaxxmum dax:y vsalsxes
or Jaar;y 1 co :fa o New soxsm:e momnqe Now ”2{23 gg,mm
"5e°ys"h" s
Average of
it d Averago of
Ka/kkg (pounds per 1,000 Poliutant or poliutant property :.4a>umux;1 dax;y vggxes Pollutant or pollutant properly  pgamum  daily ian
Ib) of prod ’ or 2ty o forany 1 for 30
product day  cangecuive diy  conseeutivo
days
Zinc 0.00255 0.000851 Kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000 K
g/kkg (pounds per 1,000
Ib) of product 1b) of produsto
* & &
(4) Zine 0.6000751  0.0000250 0 0.000150  0.0000501
SUBPART |
BAT effluent limitations . * * s . . " " .
Averaga of
Pollutant or poliutant property I‘Haxxmur;n dax}y via!axes @B)*** (2)***
or any or
day consecutive
days SUBPART | SuBPART |
Kilograms por day New source performance orf
0g pe s E New songcg (E;dglm:\nco
Zine 0.0491 00164 Poliutant or pOIBNt Property  pgaumum  dbradmay  Plivtant of pollutant property Maximum ,f;g";g?ug:,
forany 1 {or 30, forany 1 for 30
day conggwtr-'e day consecutivo
* * * * * S dJ)‘ﬂ
(5} Dl Kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000 Kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000
[ ) Ib) of product Ib) of product '
SUBPART |
Zinc 0.000100  0.0000334  Zine 0.000100  0.6000334
BAT effiuent limitations
Average of
Poll or pollutant property M m  daily values
for d%r;y 1 00lor 30 * " * ® ' " * * *
days (4)Q*ﬁ (3)oaa
Kilograms per da
ograms per By SUBPART | SUBPART |
Zine 0.327 0.109 New source d%erﬂonnance New courco J)edormcnco
standards slandards
e e s Polldant or Pollant PIOPERY  pegmum  dly viwes  PolMtant of pOIMAN propory g 41230 OF
for any 1 {or 30 for any 1 for 30
17 Section 420.94 18 amended by day  comsecuivo, day  conseetiva
revising the entry for zinc 1n the tables
mn paragraphs (a)(1) through (a)(5) and Kg/kkg (pounds per 4,000 Kg/kkg (pound3 por 1,000
Ib) of product 1b) of produst
(b)(1) through (b)(4) as follows:
§420.94 New source performance Zinc 0.000176 00000584  Zinc 0.000275  0.000018
standards (NSPS).
* * * * ”
(a] e - * * * * » * L3 * ]
(1] e (5 LK ) -~

(4)'hiﬁ
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SuBPART | SUBPART | SUBPART ]

New source performance Ficteotmont clondgeeds for Preveatmont standords for
standards [ o Eobsivinian] CCSlng SCuUrces .
Pollutant or pollutant property Maamum :;%mv%?ug; Foiutont of priutont presoity A1y = Qf ?;i-'la.g Pervzmrerprriantgrcpoty P crim é‘;ii&}_g

forany 1 for 20 faromyt por 81 feramyt 122 30
day consecutive 3y day censculue

days ¥S
Kitcgrams per day Kok g (eounis por 1€29 Kg'klg (counds par 1,020

yetprlut Dyelprxdict
Zinc 00491 00164

=z £0255 cece

2 . ocncs  ocomr 47 . 0coEs  OcccEs
. e ()
i G
18. Section 420.95 1s amended by

revising the entry for zinc 1n the tables
1n paragraphs (a)(1) through (a)(5) and
{b}(12) through {b){5) as follows:
§420.95 Pretreatment standards for
existing sources (PSES).

* * * *

[a)t * %
[1) * &

SUBPART |

Pretreatment standards for
existing sources

Pollutant or poliutant property e é\;]?avgaug;
for any 1 tor 30

day conseculive
days

Kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000
1b) of product

0.000701 0.000224

(2] * &

SuBPART |

Pretreatment standards for
exsting sources

Average of
Maxmum  daly values
forany 1 for 30
day consecutive
days

Pollutant or pollutant property

Kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000
1b) of product

0000225  0.0000751

[3) * *
SUBPART |

Pretreatment standards for
exsting sources

Pollutant or pollutant property Average of

Maxmum  dally values

for 30

day consecutve
da

Kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000
1b) of product

0:000451 0.000150

(4) * *

SuePART |

SUBPART |

etroatrent standards for
CUSLng SIUrtes

At Aot o ey oy et — Asgrezzat
1ctonzonds o CUUIRNC PINARMEIIICMY . payrum dolyvaues
d s feeamy t t2r 30
, - Awcie=a el d1y eensecutne
Pelutant or pelutanl gozporty Moy d:,t}:i*.’:s dzys
tereny v ter I3
asy c:r&j.:‘:‘r.j‘.m Kilcgrams par day
¢]
¥g'doy 2=z B S— 0043t 00164
Zins 00N OMES o * -
()
* * * SysPART |
[b] * & &®
Prcreatment standasds for
@ * exstng sources
OO €F EUNITLETORERY  payea égf;ﬁig
focany 1 for 30
SUBPART | day corsecutie
I ca5s
Pretrostmont ctandonds (o7
oy B Awlol<a3 Klzgrams per day
. " Awerezaed
Pollutant or polutent preporty emum degvan
X A e o
ferony 1 224 B e v o527 0.109
dsy €CRICILING
€33

gt g (punds gor 1,629
It) of preduzt

1 prcdy

Zinc

QTN 0023403

@

SuBPART |

Frcrcatmant clandoeds for
CXtn] TS

Potant or prlUIN EICEOMY puayerum d;"\;:%;"_%
ferony v 121 &3

doy [ ra-Towt ]
573

¥gfikg (pounds por 3629
)l predust

oczoTn (] g

- -

20. Section 420.86 1s amended by
revising the entry for zinc 1n the tables
1n paragraphs (a]{1) through (a)(5) and
(b)(1) through (b)(4) and adding a note at
the end of the table 1n paragraph (a)(5)
as follows:

§420.96 Pretreatment standards for new
sources (PSNS).

(a) t & &
(63)
SusrART |
Prcrealment standards for
REW SCUICES
o oh Ty Auzrage of
Pelutant er pelutant progerty Macrum  dadvaues
forany t tce 30
day cansecutva
days
¥gfkkg (pounds per 1.0€0
) of preduct
Znz ¢ 0CCMZ5 00000417
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@**> SuBPART | plant sites. No limitations are applicable
or allowable where these wastewaters
SUBPART | Prelreatment standards 1o are hauled off-site for disposal or are
Averaga of otherwise not discharged at steel plant
\ » ) .
Provrestment standards for ' O utant or pollutant property Maomum - daly valves  sites. The limitations and standards set
new sources 8 commanve  out below for cold worked pipe and tube
Pollutant or pollutant property oo g;g;;'ggfugg days operations shall be apphcqb]e only to
for any 1 for 30 Ka/kkg (pounds per 1,000 the blowdown of soluble oil or water
h A\ K .
day  concecuive tb) of product solutions used 1n cold worked pipe and
tube forming operations. Limitations for
Kg/kkg (pounds per 1000 . 0000150 0.0000501 other wastewater sources from these
ib) of product operations must be established on a
. an site-specific basis.
Zine 0.0000751  0.0000250 @ 21. By revising § 420.102(b) (1) and (2)
SUBPART | as follows:
@*** Pretreatment standards for ~ § 420.102  Effluent limitations representing
new sources the degree of effluent reduction attainable
Averago of DY the application of the best practicable
Politant or poll4an PIoperty  mgamum  daly values  control technology currently available
SUBPART | for any 1 for 30 B
day consecutive ( PT)-
Pretreatment standards for days * * * * *
new sources
—— Ka/kkg (pounds per 1,000 {(b) Cold worked pipe and tube.
Vi
Pollutant or pollutant property P(.iaxnmur? dai:y V%;;es 1b) of product (1) Using water.
or or
cg;'y consecutive
days Zinc 0.000100  0.0000334 SusPART J
Ka/kkg (pounds per 1,000 BPT ofiluont limitations
1b) of product @3+
Potlutant of dﬁa‘{ﬁmg? o
i vl values
. SuBPART | oliutant of p property for | “l 50
Zine 0000100  0.0000334 any 1day | eoncocutive
Pretreatment standards for days
new sources
Kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000
(4)*** Pollutant or poliutant property o muym ﬁer%ga?ugg 1o) of product
for any 1 %r 3D
day consecutive 7SS 0.00125 0.000626
days 0sG 0000522 | 0.000209
SUBPART | Ch ' 0.0000202 o.ooogm‘
Kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000  Lead 0.0000094 |  0.000003
NICKE] beeremerecrrnsessrsesrn .| 00000188 | 0.0000069
Pretreatment standards for ib) of product i 00000063 |  0.0000021
new sources oH ® ™
Averag Zi X X
Pollutant or pofiutant property  yg. daily values e 0.000275  0.0000918 1 The fimitations for chromium and nickel shall ba applica.
forany 1 for 30 ble in lisu of those for lead and zn¢c when cold lorm!ng
day consecutive wastewaters are treated with descaling or combination asi
days 4~ pickling wastewaters.
3 Within the range of 6.0 to 9.0,
Kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000 SuBPART | . .
1) of product {2) Using oil solutions.
Pretreatment standards for
new sgurces
Zinc 0000175  0.0000584 " v SusPART J
Pollutant or pollutant property  pyaynum  galy valuas :
for any 1 zr 30 BPT efffuont fimitations
day consacutive Avorago of
[5) 'R ays Pollutant or poliutant property Maxm.l'u%“ dm:‘{”‘lgoms
any 0of 39,
Kilograms per day ; conaggghvo
SUBPART |
Zinc 0.0481 0.0164 Kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000
Pretreatment dards for Ib) of product
oW Sy e v e e s 188 ogo12s | 0ovs2e
Average of 004G 0.000522 0000209
Pallutant or pollutant pro] ¢ . .
polulant proporty framum  daly values 20. By redesignating the existing text ~ Ctvomum® S.0000a0e | 0000004
day  oconsecuive  of § 420.100 as paragraph (a) and toadd  igei T Tl 00000109 | G00000ey
y new paragraph (b) as follows: Zinc 00000063 |  0.0000021
D J— esssene]  0.0000021 bevsmscsmsemsnis
Kilogram per day §420.100 Applicability; description of the T v el e
cold forming subcategory. P
2ine 0.0491 0.0164 & x 1The fimitations for chromium and nicke! shall bo applica«

NOTE.—The above limitations are applicable to each fume
bb iated with sulfunc acid pickli i

g3 O

[b)ﬁ*ﬁ
(1)!'*

(a)
{b) The limitations and standards set
out below for cold worked pipe and tube
operations shall be applicable only

where cold worked pipe and tube
wastewaters are discharged at steel

ble in fisu of those for load and 2inc when cold formi
are treated with d ing o bination ach
pxcklin%wastawators.
AWithin the range of 6.0 to 9.0,

22. By revising § 420.103(b) (1) and {(2)
as follows:
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§420.103 Effluent limitations representing
the degree of effluent reduction attainable
by the application of the best available
technology economically achievable (BAT).

waslewaters cro coYreated with doceding er eemisziin
acd pioking wastowastons,
2Withn tho rango ¢1 600 00

(2) Using oil solutions.

25. By revising § 420.105({b) (1) and (2)
as follows:

§420.106 Pretreatment standards for new

* PSNS).
* * * * SuBPART J fourcfs( S. ) . .
(b) Cold worked pipe and tube. .
{1) Using water. Wow S3zeo Pedemranio {b) Cold worked pipe and tube mills.
= (1) Using water.
SUBPART J ot . Awcrczaol
“utant of patiutant pregorty WS
T | peacmem tor | 43 ¥EES SUBPART J
BAT effluent Lmitations ony 1day eoizs o
353 - A -
Average of J ﬁeﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ fcr
Pollutant or pollutant property Masmum | daily valuss - =
for any 1 for 30 ¥afisg (pounds por 1623 Aicrzge of
day consecutive ) ef produnt PoZutant of gelvtant pregerty Maorum &;{;3:,_,53
days feramgera | fordo
188 069125 0! day eoncecutve
Kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000 C&G 0030522 0 dxs
Ib) of product Chromeum ? 040003 | ©
lf—m - 4 0 k3/kkg (pounds per 1,00
Ch t 00000209 | 0.0000084 kel o b} of product
Lead 00000034 | 00000031  ZfICe o
Nickel? 00000188 { 00000063  NaPRHCrO e Crvomumt 0ccc0z09 | occocces
Zine. 0.0000063 | 0.0000021 T; c ¥ Lead occocozs | occccost
P © Mzkel 0£000183 | 0.6CE0063
1 tati ' reae - : 0000  COCCO:
o B of Ihose. (or ead &nd pc when ¢oid, tomng . The Ealons for chiemum ard nchel chel bg agzza. 20 0000CE3 | Ococce

wastewalers are treated with descaling or combination acd
p:ckling wastewaters.

(2} Using oil solutions.

tlo m Leu of these for Icad arnd zns whon e’ formny
wastewsters @ro colreated with €2558n3 or corbnatan
acd peklng wastoaalins,

2\Within the rango ¢ 6.0 10 9.0,

24. By revising § 420.105(b) (1) and (2)
as follows:

§420.105 Pretreatment standards for
existing sources (PSES).
* *« * * *
(b) Cold worked pipe and tube mills.
(1) Using water.

SUBPART J
BAT effluent tmitations
Average of
Poliutant or pollutant property Maxmum | daly values
forany t for 30
day consecutive
days
Kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000
Ib) of product
Chromum? 0.0000209 | 0.0000034
Lead 0.0000094 | 0.0000031
Nickel = 0.0000188 | 0.0000063
Zinc. 0.0000063 | 0.0000021
Naphtha! 0.0000021 | omeereereee
T hi thyl 0.0000031

1The limitations for chromum and n:ckel shall be applca-
ble m Leu of those for lead and zinc when cold forming
wastewaters are treated with-descaling or combnation acid
pickling wastewaters.

23. By revising § 420.104(b) (1) and (2)
as follows:

§420.104 New source performance
standards (NSPS).
* * * * *
{b) Cold worked pipe and tube mills.
(1) Using water.

SUBPART J
New source pedormance
stamgds
Average of
Pollutant or pollutant pro;
pe property Maxamum for dau’%:'azgxcs
any 103y | consecutive
days
Kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000
Ib) of product
TSS 000125 0.000626
O&G 0.000522 0.000209
Chromsum? 00000209 |  0.0000084
Lead. 0.0000034 §  0.0000031
Nickel? 0.0000188 0.0000063
Zinc. 0.0000063 0.0000021
pH ® )

1The limitations for chromum and n:cke! shall be appltica.
bie m Geu of those for lead and znc when cold ferming

SuBPART J
Frctreatment clandands for
exsing LoUecs
", " Avcrazact
Palutant or polutant Pozesty | peaemum | diy s
ferany 1 1cr 89
day CTTECIUINS
dsy3
¥gihsg (pounds por 16223
) ef predust
Chromum t
Lead.
Nickel t
Zine.

1 The Evitations for chuemiem and ruoke) ehal bo o272
tlo 1 Cou of theso for lcod and znc whon ectd (o0 aﬁ
wastoaalcrs are treated with dosecing or eomtnaiin ar
g:cking wasiowatens.

{2) Using oil solutions

$ The [rtatens for chvomum and mckel shall te agplea-
t's o [cu of thota for [cad and zne when cold fonming
wastoadlors ara reatod wih deceatng or combmation anad
plny wostoadlong

(2) Using oil solutions
SUBPART J
Preyeatment standards fer
row squrces
Peltantef polulant propenty | openeom &%E%_g
fce anycra for 30
day concecutve
d3'j$
£3/k%g (pourd per 1000
[0} of preduct
Chrreorumt 0.00C00a | 0.£Cccees
Lead 0.00C0094 | 0.0CCCO3T
[Shelt 00500183 | 0.0CC0CE3
Zre 0ECCECE3 | 0.CCCoo2s
Hophtha'ene 0.900021
Tehashiarec i’ ono 0.00CC631

$Tha Cr.atens o7 chromum and ruckel chall ke applica-
tla in [zu of thace for [2ad and zne whon ccld forming
wastoadlors oo teatod with daccatng or combmation acd
pskingwastonnstos

26. By revising § 420.107(b) (1} and (2)
as follows:

§420.107 Effluent limitations representing
the degree of effiuent reduction attalnable
by the application of the best conventional

wastewalors aro trealed with doseiing or ecminalin as
p.oking wastewslers.

technology (BCT).
. SUBPART J technology (BCT).
Protreatment etandasds fet (b) Cold vworked pipe and tube.
273 Ewecs (1) Using water.
. " Az el
Folutant or psliutent property tacren | dosy Vit
fcrany 1 lér 32 SusPART J
dsy [ < roaJaics:]
4353 BCT efuent Imitasers
- Auvzrage of
¥3fkkg (pounds por 1,622 - . 5
T5) of present Polutam of paTuian progenty | peavom for da:{é :‘g.'okw
any 1daf | copcecutive
Chromoum ¢ days
Lead.
;ie! ' kgfikg (pounds per 3.0CO
Naphtha'one 002102 kel
Tetrachloresthylcno [+ Xupstciapix ) § 15 000125 0.0C0625
1Tho Critstons for chvemium end nokcl £531 bg 570 e e eeee
tlo in Lou of thoto for lcad and zns whon octd (o,

tWihntharanga o1 6.0 15 9.0



21036

Federal Register / Vol. 49, No. 97 / Thursday, May 17 1984 / Rules and Regulations

(2) Using oil solutions.

SuUBPART J

BCT effluent fmitations

Average of
dally values
for 30
consecutive
days

Pollutant or po'tutant property Maamum for

any 1 day

ka/kkg (pounds per 1,000
b} of product

188 0.00125
085G 0.000522 |  0.000209
pH ) )

* Within the range of 6.0 to 9.0

28, By redesignating the existing text
of § 420.120 as paragraph (a) and adding
a new paragraph (b) as follows:

§420.120 Applicability; description of the
hot coating subcategory.

(a) * %k

{b) The BPT and BAT limitations for
zinc set out below are not applicable to
hot coating operations with wastewater
treatment facilities achieving, during
periods of normal production, zinc
discharge levels more stringent than
those BPT and BAT limitations. For such
operations, the BPT and BAT limitations
for zinc shall be determined on a case-
by-case basis based upon the existing
performance of the wastewater
treatment facility. The permitting
authority shall evaluate representative
effluent data from the wastewater
treatment facility during pericds of
normal production m establishing the
case-by-case BPT and BAT limitations.
The BPT and BAT limitations specified
1n 40 CFR 420.122 and 420.123 may be
used as the basis for calculating total
mass limitations for zinc pursuant to 40
CFR 420.03.

28. Section 420.122 1s amended by
revising the entry for zinc 1n the tables
in paragraphs (a)(1), (b)(1), and {c} as
follows:

§ 420.122 Effluent limitations representing
the degree of effluent reduction attainable
by the application of the best practicable
coiitrol technology currently available
(BPT).

* * * * *

* k%
a

(1]*'*

\ SuBPART L

BPT effluent imitations

Average of
Pollutant or pollutant property Maxmum  daily values
forany 1 for 30
day consecutive
days
kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000
Ib) of product
Zinc 0.00150 0.000500

0.000626,

SuBPART L—Continued (b) * **
* Kk *
BPT effluent limitations [1]
Poll i M &A \{’t;rag? o
olfutant or poliutant property aamum aily values
po P for any 1 for 30 SusPART L
day consecutive
days BAT oifivent mitations
Avetage of
Pollutant or pollutant property Maximum  daily values
for any 1 for 30
day conseculivo
* * * * * days
(b] * ¥ %
kg/tkg (pounds per 1,000
@=*** 1b) of products
SuBPART L
Zinc 0.00801 0.00200
BPT effluent limitations
Avarags of
Pollutant or poliutant property Maxmum  daly values
foreny 1 for 30
day conzecutiva * * * * *
days‘. (c * k&
kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000
Ib) of product
SUBPART L
Zi L] 1 X
ne 000601 0.00200 BAT offtucnt fimitatiand
Averago of
Pollutant or pcllutant property Maxdimum  daily valuos
* * * % for any 1 tor 30
day conseculive
(c)* ** days
SuBPART L Kitograma pet day
BPT effluent imitations
- Zinc 0.0491 0.0164
Average of
Pollutant or poliutant property Maxmum  daily values
for any 1 {or 30
day consecutive
days
* L] * -* )
Kilograms per day .
30. Section 420.124 13 amended by
revisng the entry for zinc in the table in
Zinc 0.327 0.109
paragraphs (a)(1), (b)(1), and (c] revising
the table headings in paragraph as
. . R . . follows:

29. Section 420.123 13 amended by
revising the entry for zinc m the tables
i paragraphs (a)(1), (b)(1), and (c) as
follows:

§420.123 Effluent limitations representing
the degree of effluent reduction attainable
by the application of the best available
technology economically achievabla (BAT).

* * * * *
a * % *
[1] * * *
SuUBPART L

BAT effluent limitations

Average of
Pollutant or poliutant property Maamum  daily values
for any 1 for 30
day consecutive
days
kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000

b} of product -

0.00150 0.000500

§ 420.124 New source performance

standards (NSPS).
* * * k] *
(a) * &k Kk
(1] * * K
SUBPART L
New source performaneo
standarda
{
Poliutant or poliutant property  yyouimum (ﬁlxlay' Vo
forany 1 for 30
day consscutive
days
kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000
Ib) of products
Zinc 0.000376 0.000125

* * * ~ »

(b * k *
(l)ii'ﬁ
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SUBPART L SUBPART L SysPART L
Kew source performance Ficootmont standoeds for Preveatrent stendards fer
s!andpe;egs * [zl Niotuine] oW SCUrtes
Averags of o, ", e Ywrohs o tnay oo NErz32
Poltutant or pollutant property g daly Ses  Petutanter ot prrzoy Mavrn Qﬂﬁ%{g‘ Pouanl e palsa R pissey pprem Q:}K%:Lg
forany 1 for 30 teromy d |~ gt} fareny s tar 30
day consecutive '] [xrmaetadon] day CORSIouiva
days =] 75
kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000 ¥308g (pounds por 1,030 k3/kkg (pounds per 1,0C0
Id) of product ) o prodent I} of preduct
2
Zinc . 000150 000500  Zing 0C2E0 0y Iss 0C0150  00C0Co
* * » *
x * %* * * * * * * . [ c P
(c)*** (c*** SusPART L
Proyeatment standards for
SuBPART L SuBPART L e
Pelutant ez peliiont progerty Macrum éaf’av%";_g
New source pedomanca Pretectment clandads far foramg 1 PAdTy
standards CxZin) EIURT3 day conceoutiie
- days
Pollutant or pollutant property Maamum é‘;‘?%%?ug; Pelutant or poiitant preponty [ ﬁ:‘i";é{g;
for any 1 for 30 tereny 3 | 2= <] Clegrams pe
day consecutive dsyj [S=ranTeiy:] K per day
days o]
Zss 0.0431 0.01e2
Kilograms per day Klizrems pordsy
Zinc 0.0491 00164 Zinc 004N 22 {3 B * * » *
PART 403—]AMENDED]
N . " T LI EPA 15 amending 40 CFR Part 403 as

31. Section 420.125 1s amended by
revising the entry for zinc in the tables
1n paragraphs (a)(1), (b)(1), and (c) and
revising the table headings in paragraph
{(b)(1) as follows:

§420.125 Pretreatment standards for

existing sources (PSES).
* * * *
(a) * %k %
[1 * % %
SUBPART L
Pretreatment standards for
exsting sources
. Averaga of
Polutant or pollstant Property  puaemum  dny ekl
forany 1 {or 30
day consocutiva
days
kg/kkg (pounds per 1,000
1b) of product
Zinc 0.00150 0.060500
t 4 * * * *
[b) * *k %
[1] * * %

32, Section 420.126 1s amended by
revising the entry for zinc 1n the tables
1 paragraphs (a)(1), (b)(1), and (c) as
follows:

§420.126 Pretreatment standards for new
sources (PSNS).
* - * & ¥
(a) * % &
[1) * & W
SuBPART L
Preycatmont clandoeds for
| gors & ialof e
" RPN - Aol
Pollutant or palutant prezonty Mamen gy veies
ferony 1 12732
a3y cInzosutve
yyd
¥gfkkg (prunds por 1623
) of predust
Zinz 0CI3T6 06INIS
* * &* * «
(b) * W &
(1) * & &

follows:
1. The authority citation for Part 403
reads as follows:

Authority: Seclions 301; 304 (b), (c), (e}, and
(2): 308 (b) and (c); 307; 303 and 501 of the
Clean Water Act (the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1972,
as amended by the Clean Water Act of 1977)
(the “Act™); 33 U.S.C. 1311: 1314 (b). (c). (e).
and (g); 1316 (b) and (c); 1317; 1318; and 1361;
€5 Stat. 816, Pub. L. 92-500; 91 Stat. 1567; Pub.
L. 95-217.

2, Section 403.6{e)(1) (i) and (ii} are
amended by revising the definition for
Fp. As revised, the definition for Fp m
both paragraphs reads as follows:

§403.6 National pretreatment standards:
categorical standards.

L] * L] L 4 L 4

Fp=the average daily flow (at least a 30-
day average) from (a) boiler blowdown
streams and non-contact cooling streams;
provided, however, that where such streams
contatn a significant amount of a pollutant,
and the comb:nation of such streams, prior to
treatment, with an Industnial Users regulated
process wastestream({s) will resultina
substantial reduction of that pollutant, the
Control Authority, upon application of the
Industrial User, may exercise its discretion to
determine whether such stream(s) should be
classified as diluted or unregulated. In its
application to the Control Authority, the
Industnal User must provide engineenng,
production, sampling and analysis and such
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other information so that the Control
Authority can make its determnation, or (b)
sanitary wastestreams where such streams
are not regulated by a categorical
Pretreatment Standard, or (c} from any
process wastestreams which were or could
have been entirely exempted from categor:cal
Pretreatment Standards pursuant to
paragraph 8 of the NRDC v. Costle Consent

Decree (12 ERC1833) for one or more of the
following reasons {see Appendix D):

(1) the pollutants of concern are not
detectable in the effluent from the Industnal
User (paragraph (8)(a)(iii));

(2) the pollutants of concern are present
only in trace amounts and are neither causing
nor likely to cause toxic effects (paragraph
(8)(a)ii));

A)

(3) the pollutants of concern are present in
amounts too small to be effectively reduced
by technologies known to the Administrator
(paragraph (8)(a)(iii)); or

(4) the wastestream contains only
pollutants which are compatible with the
POTW (paragraph (8)(b)(i)).

* * *x * *
{FR Doc. £4-13135 Filed 5-18-84; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 8560-50-M



