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Ohio Background

e Ohio does not have numeric criteria for nutrients

* Monthly average phosphorus limit of 1.0 mg/L for POTWs in
the Lake Erie Basin

e Variety of different phosphorus limits throughout the state,
typically ranging from 0.5 mg/L— 1.0 mg/L
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Antidegradation Background

* Federal regulations

e “Existing uses, which are determined using the use
designations defined in rule 3745- 1-07 of the Administrative
Code, and the level of water quality necessary to protect
existing uses, shall be maintained and protected.”
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Phosphorus and DIN Limits

e Calculate a WLA using 0.4 mg/L and 3.6 mg/L as targets
* Use D8O flow

* Take into account long term averaging

e Set permit limit to prevent loss of use

Example: Racoon Creek WWTP
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