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Noadverse effects were indicated by 
the testdata Submitted. and hence no 

•additional toxicity and infectivity data 
will be  necessa/T for file intende d uses. 

Any person adversely affected by this 
regulation ma~,~on or before July 10" 
1981, file written objections with the 
Hearing Clerk, Environmental Protection 
Agency, Pan. M.-3708, (A-110), 401 M SL 
SW'., Washington. D.C. 20460. Such 
objectionsmusf be submitted in 
quintuplicate and speci~ the proyisions 
of the regulation'deemed objectionable 
and the grounds.fdr theobjec~"bns. If a 
hearing is requested, the objections must 
state t~eissues/or the hearin~ A, 
hearing will be ~ranted if the ObjeCtions 
are Supported by grounds legall~ • , 
sufficient to justify the relief sought. 

As required by Executive Order 12291, 
EPA has determined that•this rule is not 
a "Major" rule and the~fore does not 
require a Regulatory Impacf Analysis, In 

• addition, the Office of Mana~_ ment and 

I | 

40'CF~ Part 41s 

[WI~=RL-1827-6] 

Bectroplating Point SourCe Category; 
Effluent UmRationk Guidelimm 

A~=N¢~. Environmental Protection 
Agency. 
A¢llON: CorrectiOn to final amendments. 

• UMMARY: This  document corrects the 
finalamendments to the Electroplating 
pretreatment standards for existing 
sources thatappeared in"theFederal 

Registw on Wednesday, January 28, 
1981, {48 ~ ~ ) .  
DATE: ~ C O I l t ' e c t i o n  is effective June 
10, 1981. "~" 
FOR FUI~HEWlNFORMAllON CON'IrAL~Ii~. 
Frank H. Hund. Effluent GuideLines 
Division (WH-552], Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M Street SW, 
Washington, D,C. 20400, (202)426--2587.. 
S u ~ £ 1 w  IHFOm~110~ 
Amendments to the Electroplatim= " 

covered by the existing electroplating 
pretreatment standards. The letter also 
states that the Agency presently intends 

•to Pr0Pose a limitationon the dumping 
of toxic organic sol~;ents-by all 
electroplaterL including jobs shops and 
printed circuit board manufacturers. The 
entire text of the letter is published 
below . . . . . . . .  

Executive O r d ~  

Under ExecUtive Order 12291, EPA 

must judge whether a regulation is 

"Major" and therefore subject to the 

requirement of a Regulatory Impact 

Analysis. This correction notice is not 

major because it has no effect on the 

economy, will not increase costs for 

consumers, individual industries, 

government agencies or geographic 

regions and ha= no adver~, effects on 

competition, employment, investment. 

prqductivity, innovation, or on the 

ability of United Statewbased 

enterprises:to compete with foreign- 


....... ; ...... ' B_u_.dg_etCO_MB}h ~ x e m  _~_  4his •::=•_= ~~ t ~ a l = e n t . s t ~ d a _ ~ s f o r  e x i s ~  .............. based enterprises in domestic or export 

• 	 regmauon rmm me UMU review 

requirement of Executive Order 12291, 
pursuant to section ~'b)of that'Order. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act {Pub. L 96-- 
534,,94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 601-612}, the 
Administrator has determined tha~t the 
regulations es(ablishing new tolerances 
or raising tolerance levels or : 
establishing exemptions from tolerance 
requirements do not have significant 
economic impdct on a substantial 
number of small entities. A certification 
statement to this effect was published in 
the Federal Register of May 4, 1981 (46 
FIR 24950). 

Effective on June 10, 1961. , i'" 

(Sec.408(d}{2],.66 Stat. SlZ (ZlU.S.C~ 
346a{d}(2}}} 

Dated: June 2, 1981. 

Edwin L Johnson, 
Deputy" Assistant A,dm/n/stmtor fotPestlc/de 
Pro~,ams. 

Therefore, Subpart D of 40 CFR Part = 
180 is amended by adding § 180.1061 to 
read as follows: 

§ 180.1061 14ir~uteila thompson|i; 
exemption ~rom'me requtrement of a 
tolerance. 

An exemption ~om the requirement of 
a tolerance is established for Hirsutella 
thornpsonii when applied to all raw 
agricultural commodities [postharvest) 
to control the citrus rust mite, the 

blueberry mite. and the Bermuda turf 
mite. 
[F]Z Doc. 81-171~ P0ecl 6--~-61: 8:~ am] 
mGJ~ cote e6so-~ 


sources were propos4qd on July 3,1980, 
(45 FR 45322).and Promulgated in final 
form on January 28, 1981, (46 FR 9462}. 

The effective date of these 
amendments was deferred until March 
30" !981, consistent with the President's 
memorandum 6f January 29, 1981. (See 
46 FR 119'72, Feb. 12,1981)..Today's 
notice corrects §413.14 by deleting one 
phrase and adding another and a 
subsequent paragraph. The opening 
paragraph in § 413.14 and paragraph (a) 
should be Identical to the opening 
paragraph and paragraph (a) in 
§ § 413.24, 413.44, 413.54, 413.04, 413.74 
and 413.64. The phrase to be substituted 
and the paragraph to be addedwere  
i~advertently om/tted'fi, om the January 
28,1981 notice. 

In addition, today's notice corrects 
portions of the preamble published 
•January 2~, 1981, by publishing a recent- 
l~tter from the Acting Administratol" to 
counsel for the'National Association' of 
Metal Finishers (NAMF) and the 
Institute. for Interconnecting and 
Packaging Electronic Circuits {IIPEC) 
concerning the Agency's plans for future 
regulation of the job shop and printed 
circuit board manufacturing segments of 
the electroplating industry. Although 
this letter was written in thp context of 
litigation betweeen NAMF, IIPEC and 
EPA, the Agency believes that t h e  
contents of the letter are of general 

•interest to the pubIic and, accordingly, 
are appropriately published with this 
c,orrection notice. 

In brief, the letter states that the 

Agency does not intend to apply more 

stringent limitations to job shops and 

printed circuit board manufacturers 


marKeu|. " 
Letter from ~:'A to NAMF 

Theodore L. c~rretL Esq. Covington & 
Burlin~ ~ S i x ~  Street NW, 
Washington, D.C. 

Edward H. Hatton, Esq. Jenner & Block, 
One'tBM Plaza, Suite 4400, Chicago, 
]llihods 60611 

Re: NatiOnal Association of Metal 

Finishers, et aL, ~. EPA, No. 79-- 


The Institute for 
Interconnecti~ and Packaging 
Electronic Circuits v. EPA, No. 79- 
2443. 

Dear Messrs. ~ - r e t t  and Hattun: The 
purpose of this letter il to resolve the 
uncertainty with respect to EPA's 
intention.to impose more stringent 
pretreatment standard= on the job sector 
of the electmplati~ industry and the 
printed circuit board manufactmecL 

•This uncertainty arose from tim 
preamble discussion r~nmined in the 
January 28,1~1, final mmmdzmmts to 
the electroplating pretmatmmtt 
standards {40 CFR Part 41&-4~Fed. R~ 
9482). After considerable delroeratfms 
within the Agency, we have concluded 

. that we will not impose moee ~rlnsmxt 
limitations. A detailed dimmssion of the 
relevant issues follows. 
" As you know, the Settlement. 
Agreement in the above-captioned cases 
provided thatff EPA published,/n~er 
alia, a promise not to impose more 
stringent limitations on the job shop and 
printed c~rcmt board segments of the 
industry, then the National Association 
of Metal Finishers {NAMF} and the 
Institute for Interconnecting and 
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PackaRin 8 Electronic Circuits {IIPEC) .the data supporting the new metal I hope this letter fully clarifies the 
woulddismiss their appeals of the finishing regdlations. We ha#e Agency's current-position and reassures 
electroplating regulations. The language concluded that it would be unwise to your clients that EPA intends to comply 
required by the agreement was as 
follows: ~ . . . .  

apply more stringent limitations to the 
job shops and printed circuit.board 

With the terms of. the Settlement 
Agreement. 

Tlierefore,._.EPA does not plan to develop - manufacturers covered by the existing• S ince re ly ,  
more stringent new pretreatment standards pretreatment standards since we have Walter C. Barber, Jr., 
for the'job shop metal Finishing segment in .- completed ~ e  rulemaldng to establish Actin 3 Administrator. 
th e next several years..Nor.does F_,PA phin to .." these standards and.have reached a .  co; Ellen Maldonado, E'sCl:i Office of develop in the next several years more" S.ettlement Agreement which provides. " 
stringent standard s for the inde.pendent. ̀ . " •cer ta in ty  for'your.clients and avoids ~ e  

General Counsel 
printed circuit hoard'segment where . . . . . . . . . .  Nancy J, Marvel, Esq., Land & Natural 
significant economic vuMerab.il!ty~also exists. need for further litigation. Accordingly, Resources Division, Department of 

EPA does not plan to develop more 
This p~amble  discussionwasproposed.  stringent pretreatment standards ih the  

•" Justice, Washington, D,C, 20530. -

.on July 3,1980 (45 FR 45322] consistent next several years for the job sh0p and Accorclingly, EPA is correcting 40 CFR 
with-the terms of the Settlement printed circuit board manflfacturers - 413,14 as follows: 
Agreement.  ' covered by the eyJsting regulation. § 413.14- Pretreatment =tancla~hl for

The final amendments, howeverl . •- T h e  Agency is st/ILconsidering how to existing ~r rce~
differed from thelanguage in,the •'" conh~ol the discharge of~ox/c.organic Except as provided "m 40~{~I~'~403,7 Settlement Agreement. lnstea~gf solvents by the/'ndustry. We pr.egently and 40 CFR 40~.13~,.any. existi .ng SourCevf---~ promising not  to impose.m0res'~tringent intend to propose a limitation on the . . . . . .  sub jec t~  tiffssubpart which introduces-'--=--. s tandardsfor  these segments of the 

dumping of toxic organic Solvents by all pollutants intd a publicl~,-:6wned . ,
.. industry, EPA stated'that '~/t is ~ e t y  " ~ . . . . . . .  . : . • • 

.... that EPA will impose standards oii'j~b " el~ctroplaters, mcludinglob sh.op.s and -: treatment wb'rks mus~comply w i ~ 4 0  

• 	 shops or printed circuit.board, printed circuit board manufacturers. . - . cFR Part 408 anti achieve the following 
Ufac" " - - ' . . . . . . .  v " . " This additional control should result ~n:- pretreatrn'ent Standards for existing manu~ rurers oases on more aa an.ace~.~ ,, .. ., , . . ..; 


•~.~..~.~^...~... ,~..~ r.~...~.~ ~.~.;.- .... very low cost to me mousrry, anu, m source~PSES)i. 

• ~ , 	 ,, tact, is predicted m many  cases to result  "for today s pretreatment standards., "{48 ... . . . . . 	 {a] NO user introducingwastewater 


FR 9464.] In other words, the Agency m cost savings due tO the reclamation ~ --- pbllutants intO a publicly owned 
value of spent solvents. The limitation treatment works under the provisions of was unwilling to predict that the would :take the form of a pretreatment this subpart shall augment the use of numerical standards-woiild remain the 
standard for total toxic organics process wast~water Or otherwisedilute same but was willing to predict that n o  
{'~T~O"}; A's "~in a l te rna t ive~ monitoring the was.te~a~r as a partial or to ta l - . .  ,.• 	 additional technologies wouldbe 
for the~e ~rganics, the planfo~perlator Or ~ substitute foradequate treatmentto 
" required in i~turere~,dlations: 
owner  would be permitted to certify that achieve compliance with this standard.  
The Agency's uncertainty arose from 

incoming data concerning.the next tox/c organ/c solv~ents are not being 
Dated: May 27,1981. 

round of  rulemaking for electroplaters. dumped into the plant's wastewater. 
James N: Smith,


These future regulations, called "Metal Such certification would obviate the 

Finishing'" standards andlimitations, need for monitoring, inclu.ding Acting Assistant "Administrator[or Water and 


will include the processes curre'nfly monitoring for other toxic organics that Waste Management .  


-. regulated by-theelectroplating might come from sources other than the [FR ~ ~-l;u~ Filed e~..m: ir~ =m] 


standards, aswel l  as additional •solvents~ " m U . m  coos ~ 


processes. The metal Fmish/ng We believe that  this requirement is 

regulations Will apply to both direct and not only cost effective but in most cases 

indirect discharges. However, as we will be Of financial benefit to the .FEDERAL EMERGENCY 

..... stated in:the January 28 preamble; as industry, Since we do not anticipate an .MANAGEMENT AGENCY 
work continued on the metal Fmishi/~g econom/c impact from this requirement, 

. . . . . . . .  re~mlati0ns, the-Agency mighthavehad '  we believe it is consistent with.the 44 CFR Part64 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

. :  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  t t.... :. to reconcile the electroplating standards Se tlemen Agreement. The Agency 
with the metal r~ishingstandards. This welcomes your clients' views on such an [Docket No. FEMA S07S] 

uncertainty prevented the agency from ~ apprOach• Moreover, theuse of solvents 
promising not •to impose more stringent• is limited to those plants with solvent 

List  Of Commun i t km El ig ib le  f o r  the  
Sale of Insurance Under the National 

limitations on job shops or printed degreasing.operations. These plants are Flood Insurance Program 

Circuit board fnanufacturers in the next. estimated to be only 24 percent of the • . 

round of rulemaking, job shop sector. Of this 24 percent AGENCY:Federal Insurance 


In addition, as we stated in the approximately 73 percent already Administration, FEMA. 
January 28 preamble, the Agency was in reclaim their solvents, with the result ACTION" ~Final rule ~' 
the process of considering limitations on that only 6.5 percent • of job shops would . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 
the discharge of toxic orgapics by the " haye' to alter their cm'r~ent practices. L 3 . . .  SVMMARY: This rule lists communities 

----~_industry:Erelim'm_a~ Irtves~,~igat~ons-. " additjon,~e.clama~a-~t!d.:l~.~,~ent~the...-_.participatingin the'N~atibn-al Flood: :~ 
• 	 . " " , - - . . . .  . - " " " ' . . ~ L "  ~ ~ . ~  " ~ ; - - ~ ' , "  " ~ ' - ' " ~ "  ~ ' " ~  - "~ . . . . . . . 

. 	 .....,-.mdi'c~ed:that.tox~corgamcs~,c.ouldbe--. ~- flls~-3~arge o~ 3, mf lhon pounds per year.. Insurance Program (NFIP}. These 
• 	 controlled through best management ; " of toxic organics by this Small s~gment comtnunities have applied to the 


practices with little economic impact on o f  the job shop ~e~tor. We would.be ~ .... ~ program-arid ha~i,e:a~adLto.enacl 

the industry, and the Agency was ~ . e.~peci_a~!l£ ~_n!erestedJn any informa~on" certain flood plain m~/nagement ' 


• 	 --. ; urtwilling to rule,~ut such  controls for they might have on the costs of solvent measures, The communities' 
job shops and printed circuit board reclamation. If EPA formally proposes paC, Jcipation in the program authorizes 

manufac tu re r s .  .. such a regulation, your clients will, of ° the sale of flood•insurance to owners of 
Since the publication of the final. course, have every, opportunity to , p~oper[y located in the.commtmities 

amendments; theAgency has reviewed • participate in the rulemaking: ....... " listed. t 

p 


