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Introduction 

Existing rail facilities often discharge storm water, 
especially if comingled with wastewater to municipal 
sewer systems. 

Increased regulations on storm water are leading 
municipalities to change permitting practices. 

As a result, facilities are facing the challenge of reducing 
or eliminating storm water discharges to comply with 
sewer ordinances. 



Introduction 

What are the municipalities doing? 

– Charging storm water discharge fees. 

– Requiring industrial areas to be covered to eliminate 
exposure. 

– Requiring facilities to segregate storm water from 
wastewater (no comingling) 

– Prohibiting storm water discharges completely. 

– Combinations of the above. 



Site Location 

Hayne Yard, Spartanburg, 
South Carolina 

 



Site History and Operational Changes 

Facility previously conducted locomotive 
fueling, lubrication and sanding. 

 

In 2012, all locomotive servicing ceased. 

 



Permitting Conditions (2012) 

Oil/water separator discharges 

– Industrial Wastewater Discharge Permit (POTW Permit), 
expired Dec. 2012. 

Storm water runoff 

– NPDES General Permit, expires Jan. 2016. 

 



Project Timeline 

August 2012 – November 2012: POTW Permit 
Renewal Process. 

– Local municipality requests NS prepare and 
submit a renewal application. 

–NS submits renewal application describing 
current operation conditions. 

–Municipality evaluates the application for 
reissuance. 



Project Timeline 

November 2012:  
POTW Permit Reissued 

–Valid for only 1 year. 

– Facility must make 
modifications to 
terminate storm 
water discharges to 
sewer system. 



Project Timeline 

December 2012 – June 2013: Evaluate 
alternatives for discharging storm water. 

–What flows can be eliminated? 

–Can discharges be rerouted? 

–Where can reroutes be discharged? 

–How to permit rerouted water? 



Project Timeline 

June 2013 – September 2013: Initiate and Complete Site 
Modifications. 

– All locomotive servicing infrastructure removed. 

– Oil/water separator cleaned and retained as a Best 
Management Practice (BMP). 

 Receives only non-industrial storm water and its discharge 
is covered by the general permit. 

 

 



Successful Outcome 

October 2013: No Discharge Certification 
submitted to municipality. 

November 2013: Municipality approved site 
modifications upon site visit and issued no 
discharge certification. 



Lessons Learned 

Knowledge of local sewer ordinances and 
permitting requirements is crucial. 

Important to work with both local and state 
regulatory agencies. 

– To reduce delays in the permitting process. 

– To ensure environmental compliance. 

– To avoid discharge fees. 

Proactive approach (engineering design) may be 
needed. 

 



What Questions Do You Have? 


