
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
~ElllOH III

15 Hawthorna Stran
San Francisco, CA IiMl05-3901

May 21,1996

Mr. Alfredo E Pierri
Laboratory Dire<:tor
Week Laboratories, Inc.
14859 E. Clark Avenue
Industry, CA 91745

Dear Mr. Pierri:

SUBJECT. Alternate Test Procedure (ATP) Method Approval

The purpose of this leiter is to notify you that U.S. EPA Region IX is granting
approval to use EPA Method 300.0 (IC) for analysis of NPDES compliance samples for
chlonde, nuoride, nitrate, nitrite, orthophosphate-p, and sulfate. This letter is in response to
your limited-use (commercial laboratory) Alternate Test Procedure (ATP) application leller of
January 25, 1996. Approval is limited to work performed at your laboratory in Industry,
California for NPDES discharges in states within Region IX (Ariwna, California, Hawaii,
Nevada, Guam, Saipan, Palau, and American Samoa) and is inclusive of work currently
performed for the Victor Valley Wastewater Reclamation Authority under NPDES permit
number CAOl02822.

Application for and approval of ATPs are allowed under 40 CFR Part 136.4-5.
Limited-use ATP applications require the applicant to perform a study comparing the
proposed method to a promulgated procedure (40 CFR Pari 136) using samples of the NPDES
permlUed wastewater, This data IS submined (through the State and Region) to the EPA
National Exposure Research Laboratory in Cincinnati (NERL-CI), formerly knoWTI as
Environmental Monitoring Systems Laboratory in Cincinnati (EMSL--CI), for tlM:hnical and
comparability reviews. Based on the resulting recommendation of NERL-CI, the Assistant
Regional Administrator has final authority for approval of limited-use ATPs.

Method 300.0 has been validated by NERL-CI for nationwide use in NPDES
monitoring, but has not yet been published In the federal Regisler under 40 CFR Pari 136 ­
GUidelines Establishing Test Procedures for the AnalySIS of Pollutants Under the Clean Water
Act. Until the method is published, NERL-Cl has determined that a limited-use ATP
comparison study for Method 300 0 would be a duplication of effort, because the method has
already been validated for nationwide use. Accordingly, you have not been required to
perform a full method comparison study,



NERL- I as recomme ded th t eg on approve the use of Method 300.0 0 a case­
b-case bas's for those NPDES permitte and commerdallabo'ratori (James ongb0tt,Om,
U. . - A CI 11{03/92 communication) who have demon trated ability to use it. We
found thart the performanc~ data ubmttted or anal ses of h1.oride. fluoride. nitrate. ni.trite.
ortho. ho . hate-p and s . ateeets t .s requirement.

, lease con act ance Fong. h'ef of e Q I alj Assurance. Mllgement eerion. at
(41 ) 744-1492 if you have any question, regarding this notice,

S~ncerely.

a L. cGee
Assistant Regional Administrator
for Policy and anagement

cc: en Greenberg, hief> S ompli.ance ecrion (W-5-3,)
Bob Wins. Chief. Pretreatm nt Program and omprance

Section (W-5-2)
.. EPA Region IX

ames Longbottom. ' ,enior Sc'enc'e Advisor
James O'DelJ.TP C emist

. . EPA NERL-CI

Geo ge Kulasingam. Assist t Chief
Richard Spi e. Laboratory pe sor
C 'ifomia Environmental Lahoratory Accreditation Program


