
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20460 

OFFICE OF 
WATER 

AUG 19 1983 

MEMORANDUM 

SUBJECT: Electroplating and Metal Finishing PSES: 
Baseline Monitoring Reports and Compliance Dates 

TO: Regional Pretreatment Coordinators 

FROM: James D. Gallup, Chief 
NPDES Programs Branch (EN-336) 

On July 15, 1983, EPA promulgated the Metal Finishing effluent 
limitations, including categorical pretreatment standards for 
existing sources (PSES). There have been questions on the Baseline 
Monitoring Report sampling requirements for Total Toxic Organics 
(TTO) and on the compliance dates in the Electroplating and Metal 
Finishing regulations. 

I. Baseline Monitoring Reports (BMR) 

Baseline Monitoring Reports (BMR) under this regulation are due 
on February 25, 1984. BMR sampling requirements clearly apply to 
all regulated metals. However, because frequent monitoring for 
toxic organics could be expensive, BMR sampling and analysis for 
TTO is only required for those toxic organics which are reasonably 
expected to be present in the industrial user's (IU) effluent.1 
It is not always necessary for the IU to sample and analyze its 
effluent for all 129 toxic pollutants. An industrial user should 
determine which toxic pollutants are reasonably expected to be 
present and then sample and analyze for those toxics even if the 
industrial user plans to use the certification procedure to 
comply with the TTO limitation. 

1Section 413.03(c) provides that "if monitoring is necessary 
to measure compliance with the TTO standard the industrial user 
need analyze only for those pollutants which would reasonably be 
expected to be present." 
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II. Electroplating and Metal Finishing Compliance Dates 

An IU subject to both regulations must first comply with 
Electroplating PSES by the applicable date specified in 40 CFR 
Part 412. The specified compliance date for non-integrated 
electroplaters is April 27, 1984. June 30, 
date for integrated facilities. 

1984 is the compliance 

has a compliance date of July 15, 
The TTO limit recently promulgated 

1986 for all facilities. The 
IU must continue to comply with the Electroplating PSES until it 
must comply with the Metal Finishing PSES. The applicable Metal 
Finishing compliance dates are as follows: 

1. June 1984 for facilities subject to PSES for TTO 
(BMP only), except those also subject to 40 CFR Part 420 
(Iron & Steel Manufacturing). Iron & Steel facilities 

must comply by July 10, 1985. 

2. February 15, 1986 for facilities subject to PSES for 
metals, cyanide, and TTO (BMP followed by precipitation/ 
clarification). 

After the applicable Metal Finishing PSES compliance date, an IU 
subject to both regulations will no longer be required to comply 
with the Electroplating PSES. He must only comply with the Metal 
Finishing PSES. 

I have attached a copy of Table 4, Compliance Dates from 
the preamble of the July 15, 1983 Federal Register. This table 
lists the applicable compliance dates for Electroplating and 
Metal Finishing PSES. 

If you have any questions, please contact me (FTS: 755-0750) 
or Tim Dwyer (FTS: 426-4793). 
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co-pllance d. .ne two 
jtegories are prese: Table i. BPT’. 

2.&T. PSSS. and NSPL z.;ance dates 
P specified by the C; ‘..ater Act. 

D corr.pliance dates : _. lctroplating 
.3 were set in the Fece:Ai Register on 

September ~8.1982. See 47 :?R 42698. 
Today’s regdation allows facilities 3 
years to comply with the Electroplating 
PSES for toxic organic9 consistent with 
the Settlement Agreement with NA!!. 
For metal finishmg. the Agency is 
al!owinp 3: months for compliance with 
aU parameters. In addition an interim 
TTO limit has been established for 
compliance by ]une 30. 1984: except for 
metai 5nishing wastewaters from plant5 
which Ere also subject lo Part 420 (iron 
and stee!). which must comply by July 
10.1985. Tr~s !2st exception is pursuant 
to a settlement agreement with the steel 
industn* in which EPA agreed that 
pretreatment requirements would apply 
to steel c!ischa;ges in July 1985. It is 
possible that control of lT0 in metal 
finishing waste streams could. in some 
cases. lead steel facilities to install 
:reatzer.: :ecizolog~ on the discharge 
fiOKi their s:eel processes. Therefore, 
EPA has decided IO allow piants- 
covered by Part 420 until )une. 1985 to 
comply W-I-~ the TTO limit. 

D. Enforcement 

A fin21 13pic of concern is the 
operation. of EPA’s enforcement 

progiam. This was an impor’knt 
ccnsideration in deveiopira this 
regulation. EPA deliberately sought lo 
avoid standards which would be 
exceeded by routine fluctuations of 
welldesigned and operated treatment 
systems. These standards were 
developed so as to represent limit0 
which such a plant would meet 
approximately 99% of the time. 

Tne Clean Water Act is a strict 
liability statute. EPA emphasizes. 
however. that it can exercise discretion 
in deciding to initiate enforcement 
proceedings (Sierra Cl& v. Tmin. 557 F. 
2d 485.M Cir,. 19?7). EPA has 
exercised. end intends to exercise, that 
discretion in a manner that recognizes 
end promotes good-faith compliance. 

XX Summary ot Public Participation 

At the time of publication of the 
proposed metal finishing regulation 
(August 31.1982). EPA solicited 
comments on the pmposed rules and in 
particulir. on six specific issues. Ninety- 
one comroenters responded to these and 
o’her issues relating to the electroplating 
and metal ftishkg standards. The 
following parties sebmitted comments: 

Air Transportfhaociot~on of Amni~ 
Alpha Lndurbes lnc 
The Ahuninum Association lncorporstad 
funencanAirlinu 
Amencan Foundrymen’s Society 
American Hot Dip Cdvanizcn 
Amencan Metal Stamping Association 
Anerock Corpomticm 
haconda Aium~nurn Company 
haul he Rote&on 
Apollo MeZais. lnc 
Amcrlcan Telephone and Telegraph 

Csmpany 
Atwood 
Babcock and Wilcox 
Bausch and Lomb 
Mifomia Metal Enameling (30. 
Caterpillar Tractor Company 
Charles h Fmwlcy 
Chrysler Corp. 
Control Data Corporation 
County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles 

County 
Cumberland Corporatlon 

D.A.B. lndurtrirr. InnC 
Deere and Company 
Delta Airlines. hr 
Department of the Air Force 
Eaton Corporation 
E 1. DuPont de Kernours and Co. 
Eltech Systems Corp. 
EMP Laborrtories. fnwrpOrated 

EPA Repon V 
ERC-Lnq 
Feder&MoguI Corporation 
Fern, -ration 
Ford MW Co. 
Gne.aI Electric Coupmy 
Gnat-d Melon Cmporation 
Goodyear Aerospace mti~n 
Coodyar Tire and Rubber Co. 
Gould Ektmruca and Ektrial Pro&& 
GTE slzlvkes corpomtion 
cws TechnolqJy. Inr 
Harris Carporabon 
Hrnq Hubbell Lnwvted 
Hofmam Industries kuxrpomted 
Honeywdl 
Halogenartd Solvent Mutry Nliana 
Huntqton Alloys 
Imperial Clevilc. lnc 
Institute for Interconnecting and Rchgiq 

El-c cinalita 
ITT T&communiutions Corporation 
Jenn-Air Corporation 
]ayto Gnpomlion 
Kaiser Ahminum and ChcmicrlCorpontica~ 
Muco GRpomtion 
Muof- Association of Central Nm 

Yo* 
hfww 
Metal F-Sing .A.sao&tkmof So&em 

Calibnia 
Metro MumCipality of Metmpolitna Seattle 
Midland RDM Corpolrtion 
Milwaukee Metropahtrn Sewerage Dishid 
3M -=P=v 
~obay ChcmicaTCorporstion 
hidine Manufacturiq Coaqany 
National Association of Metal Finiihr, 
tiatiod Ehctriut Menufactumm’ 

A88OhdOll 
New Y&State Depazimattof 

Envirwxmental Consarmtion 
Nortbero Teiewm 
oark Airtim 
PcKTs&mcdogyDivisioa 
PEC idEmu 
Pioneer Metal Finishing k 
Porcelain Enamel institute 
Porcelain -Metals Corpomtion 
Pmegimx industries Inc 
Ramytheaaa Company 
Republic Aviines 
Rexnord 
Reynolds Alum:nuzm 
Rockford Area Chambers of Commerce 
RX Dorze!ley and Sons 
Sanders Assocm!es lnc 
Sar.i:aF Msi;;ct of Rockford 
Spen Ccqoril:lon 
Square D Company 
State of Connec!lcct Department of 

Enrirounental Rukction 
Stz~e of.Vemont Agency of Environmental 
- Conse3-a tion 
Stete o!Niscczsln Department of tiatval 

Rcsourtts 
Unrted Arlines 




