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SLUDGE MONITORING

 



Influent, Effluent, and Sludge Monitoring Results Pretreatment 
First 2011 Semi-Annual Report 

I. SAMPLING PROCEDURES 
 

A. SAMPLE LOCATIONS 

1. Influent - Samples of influent are collected from the raw sewage wet well by automatic 
sampler and by grab sampling.  This location corresponds to Station I-001 as set forth in the 
facility’s NPDES Permit, CA-0037842. 

2. Effluent - Samples of effluent are collected from the effluent wet well by automatic sam-
pler and by grab sampling.  This location corresponds to Station E-001 as set forth in the 
facility’s NPDES Permit, CA-0037842. 

3. Biosolids - Sludge samples were not available for collection and analysis during this moni-
toring period due to offsite shipment of stockpiles from the Sludge Management Facility 
for alternative uses. 

B. COLLECTION TIMES 

1. Automatic Sampling - Automated sampling is accomplished using flow-proportioned, 
composite samplers that operate from midnight to midnight on consecutive days.  Influent 
and effluent samples are taken during the same 24-hour period. 

2. Grab Sampling - Grab samples are collected at the time corresponding to maximum peak 
flow, 1400 hours.   

3. Biosolids Sampling - Sludge samples are collected during March and September, generally 
at the time when influent and effluent samples are collected.  However, sludge samples 
were not available for this monitoring period due to offsite shipment of stockpiles from the 
Sludge Management Facility. 

C. COLLECTION METHOD 

1. Direct Collection - Wastewater samples used for VOC and BNA analyses are made up of a 
minimum of four (4) discrete grab samples collected every six hours during the 24-hour 
sampling event, and flow composited in the lab just prior to analysis.  Samples for the 
analysis of Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) are collected directly into 40-mL glass 
vials with Teflon septum, screw caps.  The vials are filled to overflowing before being 
capped to avoid any headspace.  Semi-volatile organic compounds are collected directly 
into 1-liter amber glass bottles.  Samples are refrigerated and stored in the dark after collec-
tion.  Mercury samples are collected by grab sampling directly into 1-liter Teflon bottles 
every 6 hours utilizing clean hands techniques.  These grab samples are then flow compo-
sited into one sample representing a 24 hour period. 

2. Automatic Collection - Wastewater samples for influent and effluent metal analyses, ex-
cept effluent samples for mercury analysis, are collected using automated composite sam-
plers.  Samples are collected into plastic containers contained within the refrigerated sam-
plers.  Samples are then refrigerated and stored in the dark after collection. 

3. Biosolids Collection – Dry weather season sludge samples are collected from the drying 
beds while wet-weather season sludge samples are collected from the dried stockpiles.  In 
both cases, twenty grab samples are collected and then composited into a single sample for 
analysis.  Samples from the drying beds are collected employing a grid pattern for sample 
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location.  Samples from the stockpiles are collected at random depth and location.  Sludge 
samples are stored in borosilicate glass after collection.  Sludge samples were not available 
for collection and analysis during this monitoring period due to offsite shipment of stock-
piles from the Sludge Management Facility for alternative uses. 

D. STORAGE, PRESERVATION, AND HOLDING TIMES 

1. EPA Method 624 - Samples for Volatile Organic Compound analysis are stored in glass 
vials, with Teflon-lined caps or septum, at four degrees Centigrade.  Sodium thiosulfate is 
used to remove residual chlorine when necessary.  Samples are analyzed within seven days. 

2. EPA Method 625 - Samples for Semi-Volatile Organic Compound analysis are stored in 
amber glass containers, with Teflon-lined caps or septum, at four degrees Centigrade.  So-
dium thiosulfate is used to remove residual chlorine when necessary.  Samples are ex-
tracted within seven days and analyzed within thirty days. 

3. Influent and Effluent Metals - Samples for influent and effluent metal analysis, except for 
mercury, are stored in plastic or glass containers at four degrees Centigrade.  Samples are 
preserved with nitric acid to a pH < 2 and analyzed within six months.  Samples for mer-
cury analysis are preserved with 5 mL/L of BrCl solution and analyzed within 90 days. 

II. METHOD OF SAMPLE DECHLORINATION 

A. EFFLUENT SAMPLES 

Dechlorination of effluent samples is not required since the samples are collected downstream 
of the facility’s dechlorination process.  The treatment plant uses sulfur dioxide injection for 
dechlorination. 

B. INFLUENT SAMPLES 

Influent may be pre-chlorinated at various times as an odor control measure.  Sodium thiosul-
fate is used as a dechlorinating agent when necessary. 

III. SAMPLE COMPOSITING 

A. INFLUENT AND EFFLUENT SAMPLES 

Priority Pollutant Metals - Samples for priority pollutant metals analysis, except for mercury, 
are flow-proportion composited by automatic samplers.  Mercury samples are collected by grab 
sampling every six hours. 

B. BIOSOLIDS 

Each of the twenty grab samples is hand composited, then spilt into appropriate fractions for 
each of the individual analyses required. 

IV. DATA VALIDATION 

A. METHOD BLANKS 

Method blanks are routinely analyzed to demonstrate that the analytical system is interference-
free and to demonstrate that contaminated glassware or reagents did not influence the analytical 
measurements. 
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B. TRAVEL BLANKS 

Travel blanks are routinely submitted with wastewater samples collected to demonstrate that 
contamination did not occur during sample collection or transport. 

C. REPLICATES 

Field replicates are routinely collected and analyzed to determine the precision of the sampling 
process.  Laboratory replicates are routinely analyzed to determine the precision for the analyti-
cal process. 

D. SPIKED SAMPLES 

Laboratory samples are routinely spiked with the analyte(s) of interest to determine the accu-
racy of the analytical process. 

E. QA/QC CRITERIA 

Acceptance criteria for the above listed chemical parameters follow protocol and/or guidelines 
of the EPA (40 CFR 136, EPA SW-846, EPA 600/4-79/020) and of the California Department 
of Health Services. 

F. ANALYTICAL METHODOLOGY 

Methods and techniques used for all chemical determinations strictly adhere to procedures pub-
lished by the EPA (40 CFR 136, EPA SW-846, EPA 600/4-79/020) or as published in the latest 
approved edition of Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater. 

G. CERTIFICATION STATEMENT [ATTACHED] 

V. SAMPLE RESULTS  

A. WET-WEATHER SEASON SAMPLING – MARCH 1 & 8, 2011 
 

The ESD Laboratory could not perform sample analysis using EPA Method 624 for acrolein 
and acrylonitrile for the influent and effluent samples collected on March 1, 2011.  In response, 
the City resampled on March 8, 2011 the influent and effluent for semi-volatile analyses by 
EPA Method 624 using a contract laboratory. 

See Appendix I - Data Tables. 

VI. DISCUSSION OF RESULTS 

A. INFLUENT DISCUSSION  

Bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate is a common plasticizer for polymeric materials (plastic pipe).  
Bis(2-ethyl-hexyl)phthalate is used primarily as a plasticizer during polyvinyl chloride and 
polymer production and is likely released into wastewater after water contact with plastic mate-
rials.  Chloroform is likely to enter the environment with its use as an industrial solvent, ex-
tractant, and cleaning agent as well as from indirect production in the chlorination of drinking 
water, wastewater, and cooling water.  Artificial sources of chloroform include automobile ex-
haust, extractants, solvents, dry cleaning agents, fumigants, and synthetic rubber.  If released 
into water, chloroform will be primarily lost by evaporation into the atmosphere.  Chloroform 
may be subject to significant biodegradation based upon laboratory experiments, although the 
reported scientific literature is conflicting.  Phenol is a common industrial chemical that enters 
wastewater during its use in resins, plastics, and adhesives.  It is frequently found in wastewater 
from other commercial sources.  Toluene is used as a general purpose solvent, as a fuel addi-
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tive, and as a chemical manufacturing constituent.  Considerable amounts are discharged during 
the storage, transport, and disposal of fuels and oils.  

Priority pollutant metals were measured at concentrations characteristic of influent typically re-
ceived by this facility.  

B. EFFLUENT DISCUSSION  

Bromodichloromethane enters the environment primarily through its inadvertent formation 
during chlorination treatment processes of drinking water and wastewater.  Bromodichloro-
methane is also biosynthesized and emitted to the environment by various species of marine 
micro algae that are abundant in the world’s oceans.  The general population is exposed through 
oral consumption of contaminated drinking water, beverages, and food products; inhalation of 
contaminated air; and dermal exposure to chlorinated swimming pool water.  Chloroform is 
likely to enter the environment with its use as an industrial solvent, extractant, and cleaning 
agent as well as from indirect production in the chlorination of drinking water, wastewater, and 
cooling water.  Artificial sources of chloroform include automobile exhaust, extractants, sol-
vents, dry cleaning agents, fumigants, and synthetic rubber.  If released into water, chloroform 
will be primarily lost by evaporation into the atmosphere.  Chloroform may be subject to sig-
nificant biodegradation based upon laboratory experiments, although the reported scientific lit-
erature is conflicting.  Dibromochloromethane enters the environment primarily through its 
inadvertent formation during chlorination treatment processes of drinking water and wastewa-
ter.  Dibromochloromethane is not produced or used on a large commercial scale indicating that 
significant releases do not occur from such industrial practices.   

Priority pollutant metals were measured at concentrations characteristic of effluent discharged 
by this facility.  All priority pollutant metals detected in the effluent were below NPDES permit 
limitations. 

C. BIOSOLIDS DISCUSSION  

Sludge samples were not available for collection and analysis during this monitoring period due 
to offsite shipment of stockpiles from the Sludge Management Facility for alternative uses. 
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Appendix I - San Jose / Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant Priority Pollutant Organics
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NA Sludge EPA 8260B μg/Kg NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Influent EPA 624 μg/L
Effluent EPA 624 μg/L
Sludge EPA 8260B μg/Kg
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3/1/2011 Influent EPA 625 μg/L 7.23 <1 <1 * * * <1 <1 <1 <1 <1
3/1/2011 Effluent EPA 625 μg/L <1 <1 <1 * * * <1 <1 <1 <1 <1

NA Sludge EPA8270C mg/Kg NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Influent EPA 625 μg/L
Effluent EPA 625 μg/L
Sludge EPA8270C mg/kg

CTR Limit μg/L 4,600,000 1.4 400 2,600 2,600 17,000 170,000 1.4 8.9 600 NA
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Appendix I - San Jose / Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant Priority Pollutant Organics
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Appendix I - San Jose / Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant Priority Pollutant Organics

SA
M

PL
E 

 T
YP

E
DA

TE

1,
4-

Di
ch

lo
ro

be
nz

en
e 

1,
2-

Di
ch

lo
ro

be
nz

en
e 

1,
3-

Di
ch

lo
ro

be
nz

en
e

Br
om

om
et

ha
ne

 
Ch

lo
ro

m
et

ha
ne

Br
om

od
ic

hl
or

om
et

ha
n

e
Di

br
om

oc
hl

or
om

et
ha

n
e

Br
om

of
or

m

Influent 3/8/2011 <2.5 <2.5 <2.5 <2.5 <2.5 <2.5 <2.5 <2.5
Effluent 3/8/2011 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 1.3 0.5 <0.5
Sludge NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Influent
Effluent
Sludge

CTR Limit 2,600 17,000 2,600 4,000 NA 46 34 360

SA
M

PL
E 

 T
YP

E
DA

TE

4-
Ni

tro
ph

en
ol

2,
4-

Di
ni

tro
to

lu
en

e
Fl

uo
re

ne

Di
et

hy
l P

ht
ha

la
te

4-
Ch

lo
ro

ph
en

yl
 P

he
ny

l 
Et

he
r

4,
6-

Di
ni

tro
-2

-
M

et
hy

lp
he

no
l

4-
Br

om
op

he
ny

l P
he

ny
l 

Et
he

r
He

xa
ch

lo
ro

be
nz

en
e

Pe
nt

ac
hl

or
op

he
no

l
Ph

en
an

th
re

ne

An
th

ra
ce

ne

Di
-n

-B
ut

yl
 P

ht
ha

la
te

Fl
uo

ra
nt

he
ne

Py
re

ne

Influent 3/1/2011 <5 <5 <0.050 <2 <1 <5 <1 <1 <5 <0.050 <0.050 <5 <0.050 <0.050
Effluent 3/1/2011 <5 <5 <0.050 <2 <1 <5 <1 <1 <5 <0.050 <0.050 <5 <0.050 <0.050
Sludge NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Influent
Effluent
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CTR Limit NA 9.1 14,000 120,000 NA 765 NA 0.00077 8.2 NA 110,000 12,000 370 11,000
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Effluent 3/1/2011 <5 <0.050 <5 <0.050 <5 <5 <0.050 <0.050 <0.050 <0.050 <0.050 <0.050
Sludge NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Influent
Effluent
Sludge

CTR Limit 5,200 0.049 17000 0.049 5.9 NA 0.049 0.049 0.049 0.049 0.049 NA
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Appendix I - San Jose / Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant Priority Pollutant Metals
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1/6/2011 1.24 1.05 <0.40 <0.10 5.87 0.43 128 3.00 3.88 0.36 0.158 0.00150 11.6 6.81 2.44 0.64 1.17 <0.10 157 19.9 <3.0 <3.0

2/2/2011 2.14 0.95 <0.40 <0.10 5.83 0.60 179 3.43 3.20 0.28 0.174 0.00143 11.5 6.42 2.22 0.64 1.31 <0.10 180 22.1 <3.0 <3.0

3/1/2011 2.11 0.96 <0.40 <0.10 4.62 0.41 153 3.13 4.32 0.30 0.158 0.00150 12.6 7.00 2.02 0.67 1.13 <0.10 165 18.0 <3.0 <3.0

4/4/2011 2.05 1.13 <0.40 <0.10 5.13 0.53 130 3.80 5.46 0.42 0.118 0.00151 10.8 6.33 1.84 0.51 1.10 <0.10 152 18.3 <3.0 <3.0

5/3/2011 1.80 0.93 <0.40 <0.10 5.19 0.56 126 2.95 4.67 0.48 0.184 0.00174 11.4 6.41 1.48 0.32 1.15 <0.10 181 23.5 <3.0 <3.0

5/8/2011 1.13 1.00 <0.40 <0.10 4.09 0.50 113 3.06 4.68 0.20 n.a. n.a. 10.6 6.31 n.a. n.a. 0.60 <0.10 150 20.3 n.a. n.a.

5/9/2011 1.80 0.98 <0.40 <0.10 5.00 0.50 206 3.36 6.02 0.26 n.a. n.a. 20.5 6.49 n.a. n.a. 1.03 <0.10 181 19.9 n.a. n.a.

5/10/2011 2.23 0.96 <0.40 <0.10 5.43 0.53 175 3.22 4.31 0.41 n.a. n.a. 12.5 8.06 n.a. n.a. 1.49 <0.10 215 23.1 n.a. n.a.

5/11/2011 1.16 1.13 <0.40 <0.10 5.04 0.55 155 2.63 4.40 0.23 n.a. n.a. 11.4 7.24 n.a. n.a. 1.24 <0.10 189 19.9 n.a. n.a.

5/12/2011 1.45 0.89 <0.40 <0.10 7.25 0.59 189 2.36 5.84 0.25 n.a. n.a. 11.8 6.98 n.a. n.a. 1.37 <0.10 191 19.6 n.a. n.a.

5/13/2011 1.51 1.07 <0.40 <0.10 5.33 0.74 170 3.41 9.07 0.22 n.a. n.a. 14.1 8.31 n.a. n.a. 1.23 <0.10 192 21.1 n.a. n.a.

5/14/2011 1.38 1.00 <0.40 <0.10 5.15 0.72 137 3.25 3.21 0.26 n.a. n.a. 9.92 8.30 n.a. n.a. 1.29 <0.10 168 20.3 n.a. n.a.

5/15/2011 1.26 1.02 <0.40 <0.10 5.51 0.71 187 3.76 6.38 0.29 n.a. n.a. 10.4 7.38 n.a. n.a. 0.96 <0.10 185 29.3 n.a. n.a.

5/16/2011 1.15 0.90 <0.40 <0.10 4.54 0.60 115 3.13 3.75 0.34 n.a. n.a. 11.0 5.81 n.a. n.a. 1.28 <0.10 157 18.9 n.a. n.a.

5/17/2011 1.50 0.79 <0.40 <0.10 5.18 0.59 143 3.19 3.63 0.26 n.a. n.a. 10.7 6.53 n.a. n.a. 1.25 <0.10 171 21.8 n.a. n.a.

5/18/2011 1.90 0.81 <0.40 <0.10 4.58 0.57 119 2.99 3.52 0.24 n.a. n.a. 10.8 6.02 n.a. n.a. 1.08 <0.10 158 20.5 n.a. n.a.

5/19/2011 2.02 0.86 <0.40 <0.10 4.16 0.55 132 3.10 3.16 0.26 n.a. n.a. 9.94 5.95 n.a. n.a. 1.06 <0.10 155 20.9 n.a. n.a.

5/20/2011 2.11 0.88 <0.40 <0.10 4.87 0.56 142 3.69 7.74 0.23 n.a. n.a. 10.5 6.46 n.a. n.a. 1.53 <0.10 185 18.7 n.a. n.a.

5/21/2011 1.92 0.92 <0.40 <0.10 4.30 0.62 120 3.80 3.37 0.22 n.a. n.a. 9.22 6.24 n.a. n.a. 0.85 <0.10 164 21.2 n.a. n.a.

5/22/2011 1.80 0.82 <0.40 <0.10 4.27 0.55 125 4.80 2.56 0.20 n.a. n.a. 11.2 5.80 n.a. n.a. 0.82 <0.10 167 17.8 n.a. n.a.

5/23/2011 1.83 0.82 0.42 <0.10 4.87 0.61 144 4.32 3.35 0.21 n.a. n.a. 11.8 6.73 n.a. n.a. 1.17 <0.10 150 18.6 n.a. n.a.

5/24/2011 2.09 0.84 <0.40 <0.10 5.03 0.55 117 4.20 3.69 0.46 n.a. n.a. 10.8 6.50 n.a. n.a. 1.29 <0.10 146 16.4 n.a. n.a.

5/25/2011 2.03 0.92 <0.40 <0.10 5.01 0.61 129 3.68 3.51 0.37 n.a. n.a. 10.6 6.59 n.a. n.a. 1.28 <0.10 156 17.7 n.a. n.a.

5/26/2011 2.12 0.88 <0.40 <0.10 4.88 0.58 128 3.25 4.16 0.31 n.a. n.a. 12.8 6.90 n.a. n.a. 1.37 <0.10 160 17.4 n.a. n.a.

5/27/2011 1.85 0.90 <0.40 <0.10 4.92 0.59 169 3.33 3.57 0.27 n.a. n.a. 13.0 8.15 n.a. n.a. 1.27 <0.10 156 19.1 n.a. n.a.

5/28/2011 1.90 0.94 <0.40 <0.10 4.41 0.60 143 2.99 7.98 0.34 n.a. n.a. 8.60 8.16 n.a. n.a. 0.84 <0.10 148 22.6 n.a. n.a.

5/29/2011 1.33 0.79 <0.40 <0.10 4.01 0.46 112 3.33 3.67 0.45 n.a. n.a. 9.99 6.56 n.a. n.a. 0.62 <0.10 145 19.4 n.a. n.a.

5/30/2011 1.35 0.95 <0.40 <0.10 3.69 0.53 156 3.22 4.23 0.25 n.a. n.a. 9.89 7.04 n.a. n.a. 0.64 <0.10 162 19.8 n.a. n.a.

5/31/2011 1.63 0.94 <0.40 <0.10 4.85 0.49 151 3.41 4.23 0.28 n.a. n.a. 11.9 6.30 n.a. n.a. 1.24 <0.10 180 19.1 n.a. n.a.
6/1/2011 1.48 0.83 <0.40 <0.10 4.54 0.52 120 3.36 3.43 0.35 n.a. n.a. 10.5 6.70 n.a. n.a. 0.99 <0.10 163 19.8 n.a. n.a.

6/1/2011 1.62 0.85 <0.40 <0.10 4.47 0.48 116 3.26 3.33 0.30 0.128 0.00153 10.2 6.44 1.48 0.43 1.01 <0.10 160 18.9 <3.0 <3.0

6/2/2011 1.95 0.91 <0.40 <0.10 4.16 0.46 116 3.17 3.25 0.25 n.a. n.a. 9.34 5.85 n.a. n.a. 1.29 <0.10 157 18.2 n.a. n.a.

6/3/2011 1.87 1.03 <0.40 <0.10 4.30 0.44 131 3.23 3.91 0.26 n.a. n.a. 12.3 5.63 n.a. n.a. 1.25 <0.10 156 19.0 n.a. n.a.

6/4/2011 1.77 1.09 <0.40 <0.10 4.53 0.44 120 2.87 3.28 0.58 n.a. n.a. 10.0 5.89 n.a. n.a. 0.90 <0.10 165 23.7 n.a. n.a.

6/5/2011 1.40 0.94 <0.40 <0.10 3.44 0.40 95.7 2.83 2.58 0.17 n.a. n.a. 10.3 5.97 n.a. n.a. 0.62 <0.10 129 18.2 n.a. n.a.

6/6/2011 1.98 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 4.91 n.a. 152 n.a. 4.22 n.a. n.a. n.a. 10.4 n.a. n.a. n.a. 1.60 n.a. 169 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/7/2011 1.89 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 4.39 n.a. 137 n.a. 4.41 n.a. n.a. n.a. 36.0 n.a. n.a. n.a. 1.24 n.a. 179 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/8/2011 2.65 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 9.45 n.a. 174 n.a. 5.59 n.a. n.a. n.a. 18.6 n.a. n.a. n.a. 1.07 n.a. 200 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/9/2011 1.99 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 4.19 n.a. 113 n.a. 3.16 n.a. n.a. n.a. 11.0 n.a. n.a. n.a. 0.70 n.a. 137 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/10/2011 2.10 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 4.93 n.a. 118 n.a. 3.98 n.a. n.a. n.a. 12.9 n.a. n.a. n.a. 1.15 n.a. 171 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/11/2011 1.87 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 5.31 n.a. 144 n.a. 2.98 n.a. n.a. n.a. 11.3 n.a. n.a. n.a. 0.83 n.a. 171 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/12/2011 1.83 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 5.17 n.a. 122 n.a. 3.39 n.a. n.a. n.a. 10.5 n.a. n.a. n.a. 0.66 n.a. 157 n.a. n.a. n.a.
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Appendix I - San Jose / Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant Priority Pollutant Metals
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en
t)

Zn (e
fflu

en
t)

Cya
nide (

influ
en

t)

Cya
nide (

eff
luen

t)

μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L μg/L

6/13/2011 1.84 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 5.69 n.a. 135 n.a. 3.29 n.a. n.a. n.a. 10.1 n.a. n.a. n.a. 0.84 n.a. 175 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/14/2011 1.93 n.a. 0.43 n.a. 5.19 n.a. 136 n.a. 3.93 n.a. n.a. n.a. 12.1 n.a. n.a. n.a. 1.04 n.a. 170 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/15/2011 2.28 n.a. 0.40 n.a. 5.88 n.a. 162 n.a. 4.36 n.a. n.a. n.a. 12.2 n.a. n.a. n.a. 1.12 n.a. 185 n.a. n.a. n.a.
6/16/2011 1.55 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 5.79 n.a. 138 n.a. 3.79 n.a. n.a. n.a. 10.4 n.a. n.a. n.a. 1.15 n.a. 182 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/17/2011 2.37 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 4.48 n.a. 126 n.a. 17.8 n.a. n.a. n.a. 10.7 n.a. n.a. n.a. 0.86 n.a. 160 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/18/2011 1.54 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 4.81 n.a. 146 n.a. 2.76 n.a. n.a. n.a. 10.8 n.a. n.a. n.a. 0.82 n.a. 163 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/19/2011 1.43 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 4.74 n.a. 149 n.a. 3.14 n.a. n.a. n.a. 8.58 n.a. n.a. n.a. 0.76 n.a. 164 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/20/2011 2.10 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 5.20 n.a. 155 n.a. 3.88 n.a. n.a. n.a. 22.2 n.a. n.a. n.a. 1.29 n.a. 196 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/21/2011 1.62 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 5.12 n.a. 145 n.a. 3.36 n.a. n.a. n.a. 12.1 n.a. n.a. n.a. 1.25 n.a. 181 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/22/2011 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/23/2011 2.26 n.a. 0.51 n.a. 4.52 n.a. 124 n.a. 3.67 n.a. n.a. n.a. 10.9 n.a. n.a. n.a. 1.37 n.a. 147 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/24/2011 1.98 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 5.03 n.a. 128 n.a. 5.30 n.a. n.a. n.a. 13.1 n.a. n.a. n.a. 1.25 n.a. 164 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/25/2011 2.07 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 3.97 n.a. 114 n.a. 5.42 n.a. n.a. n.a. 10.7 n.a. n.a. n.a. 0.74 n.a. 150 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/26/2011 1.99 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 4.34 n.a. 153 n.a. 4.36 n.a. n.a. n.a. 9.44 n.a. n.a. n.a. 0.9 n.a. 155 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/27/2011 1.98 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 5.11 n.a. 141 n.a. 5.73 n.a. n.a. n.a. 9.96 n.a. n.a. n.a. 0.91 n.a. 165 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/28/2011 1.94 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 5.09 n.a. 140 n.a. 4.53 n.a. n.a. n.a. 12.3 n.a. n.a. n.a. 0.99 n.a. 186 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/29/2011 2.09 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 4.80 n.a. 130 n.a. 3.24 n.a. n.a. n.a. 11.9 n.a. n.a. n.a. 1.02 n.a. 162 n.a. n.a. n.a.

6/30/2011 1.87 n.a. <0.40 n.a. 4.83 n.a. 128 n.a. 3.42 n.a. n.a. n.a. 11.3 n.a. n.a. n.a. 0.92 n.a. 153 n.a. n.a. n.a.

n.a. = not available

ESD Laboratory MDLs 

MDL MDL

ug/L ug/L

0.056 0.009

0.056 0.009

0.016 0.0075

0.016 0.0075

0.033 0.011

0.033 0.011

0.006 0.023

0.006 0.023

0.009 0.4

0.009 0.4

0.000022
0.000022 MDL = Method Detection LimitHg(effluent) EPA 1631

Cyanide(effluent) SM4500-CN EPb(effluent) EPA 200.8

Hg(influent) EPA 1631

Cu(effluent) EPA 200.8 Zn(effluent) EPA 200.8

Pb(influent) EPA 200.8 Cyanide(influent) SM4500-CN E

Cr(effluent) EPA 200.8 Ag(effluent) EPA 200.8

Cu(influent) EPA 200.8 Zn(influent) EPA 200.8

Cd(effluent) EPA 200.8 Se(effluent) EPA 200.9

Cr(influent) EPA 200.8 Ag(influent) EPA 200.8

As(effluent) EPA 200.8 Ni(effluent) EPA 200.8

Cd(influent) EPA 200.8 Se(influent) EPA 200.9

MethodAnalyte Method

As(influent) EPA 200.8 Ni(influent)

Analyte

EPA 200.8
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Semi-Annual Industrial User Violation Report
San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant

Reporting Period 1/1/2011 to 6/30/2011

Page 1 of 94

2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The violation was for failing to comply 
with a permit condition - collecting 
sample within 30 days of aware date of 
violation.  The cause of the violation was 
the IU collecting a sample that was to be 
collected by 10/22/20110, but was not 
collected until 12/10/2010.  The IU 
responded to the violation by collecting a 
sample on 12/10/2010 and committing to 
future timely submittals in response to 
violations.  The sample results were in 
compliance.

VWOTHERCC CC SNF/
SNL

SNLAdvanced Electropolishing 
Technology

MI-120B
Milpitas, CA 95035
398 Railroad Ct

12/10/2010

Flow =       589
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

The violation was late submittal of a Self 
Monitoring Report (SMR) that was due 
on 11/19/2010 in response to an 
enforcement action but was not received 
until 2/3/2011.  The cause of the violation 
was the hospitalization of the main IU 
contact.  The IU responded to the 
violation by training a back up contact.  
The IU also has committed to timely 
submittal of reports in the future.

WNOTHER2/3/2011

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting



Semi-Annual Industrial User Violation Report
San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant

Reporting Period 1/1/2011 to 6/30/2011

Page 2 of 94

2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

This violation was for failing to comply 
with a permit condition -- maintaining 
facility records.  The IU failed to maintain 
flowmeter log book from 9/17/2010 to 
10/6/2010, as required in permit.  The IU 
responded to the violation by maintaining 
the logbook from 10/6/2010 onward.

VWOTHERCC IL IL CCAdvanced Surface Finishing 
Inc.

SJ-514B
San Jose, CA 95112
1181 N 4th St, Suite 50

11/23/2010

Flow =       652
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Violations were for late submittal of SMR 
that was due on 3/31/2011, but was not 
received until 4/13/2011, and for failing 
to comply with permit conditions - 
sampling within reporting period 
10/1/2010 to 3/31/2011.  The SMR was 
late due to IU failing to collect samples 
for pH and cyanide within the reporting 
period.  The pH and cyanide samples 
were collected on 4/6/2011 and the 
sample results were in compliance.  The 
IU has committed to timely submittal of 
reports in the future.

NVOTHER4/6/2011

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting



Semi-Annual Industrial User Violation Report
San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant

Reporting Period 1/1/2011 to 6/30/2011

Page 3 of 94

2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

Violations were for late submittal of SMR 
that was due on 3/31/2011, but was not 
received until 4/13/2011, and for failing 
to comply with permit conditions - 
sampling within reporting period 
10/1/2010 to 3/31/2011.  The SMR was 
late due to IU failing to collect samples 
for pH and cyanide within the reporting 
period.  The pH and cyanide samples 
were collected on 4/6/2011 and the 
sample results were in compliance.  The 
IU has committed to timely submittal of 
reports in the future.

NV

$150 fine issued for Discharge Reports - 
Late Reporting (5 - 15 days late) per San 
Jose Municipal Code 15.14.695.

AC

OTHERCC IL IL CCAdvanced Surface Finishing 
Inc.

SJ-514B
San Jose, CA 95112
1181 N 4th St, Suite 50

4/13/2011

Flow =       652
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting



Semi-Annual Industrial User Violation Report
San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant

Reporting Period 1/1/2011 to 6/30/2011

Page 4 of 94

2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

1.8 The violation was for exceeding the 
federal monthly average and the local 
maximum allowable chromium 
concentration limits.  The federal monthly 
average concentration limit violation was 
an average of one sample (collected on 
3/31/2011).  The IU was unable to 
determine the source of the violation.  The 
IU responded to the violation by 
reviewing their batch treatment 
procedures associated with this discharge.  
An inspection on 4/4/2011 verified that 
the IU was monitoring its batch treatment 
process.  The results of subsequent 
sampling collected by the IU on 5/5/2011 
and collected by the City on 4/12/2011 
were in compliance.

VWCrIUCC SNL NS CCAmex Plating, Inc.

SC-182B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
3333 Woodward Ave

3/16/2011 1.0

Flow =      1,565
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting



Semi-Annual Industrial User Violation Report
San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant

Reporting Period 1/1/2011 to 6/30/2011

Page 5 of 94

2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The violation was for exceeding the 
federal monthly average and the local 
maximum allowable chromium 
concentration limits.  The federal monthly 
average concentration limit violation was 
an average of one sample (collected on 
3/31/2011).  The IU was unable to 
determine the source of the violation.  The 
IU responded to the violation by 
reviewing their batch treatment 
procedures associated with this discharge.  
An inspection on 4/4/2011 verified that 
the IU was monitoring its batch treatment 
process.  The results of subsequent 
sampling collected by the IU on 5/5/2011 
and collected by the City on 4/12/2011 
were in compliance.

VWCrOTHERCC SNL NS CCAmex Plating, Inc.

SC-182B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
3333 Woodward Ave

1.713/31/2011 1.80

Flow =      1,565
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

2.66 The nickel maximum allowable 
concentration limit violations resulted 
from surveillance monitoring sampling 
from a manhole outside the facility.  Since 
samples were collected in the manhole, 
only local limits apply.  The sample was 
collected at 11:45 PM on 12/17/2010.  
See 3/10/2011 compliance meeting for 
additional details.

NVNiPOTWSNF/
SNL

IL CC CCArnold's Metal Finishing

SC-369B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
805 Aldo Ave, Unit 104

12/17/2010 0.5

Flow =      1,880
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting



Semi-Annual Industrial User Violation Report
San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant

Reporting Period 1/1/2011 to 6/30/2011

Page 6 of 94

2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

1.41 The nickel maximum allowable 
concentration limit violations resulted 
from surveillance monitoring sampling 
from a manhole outside the facility.  Since 
samples were collected in the manhole, 
only local limits apply.  The sample was 
collected at 11:45 PM on 12/29/2010.  
See 3/10/2011 compliance meeting for 
additional details.

NVNiPOTWSNF/
SNL

IL CC CCArnold's Metal Finishing

SC-369B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
805 Aldo Ave, Unit 104

12/29/2010 0.5

Flow =      1,880
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting



Semi-Annual Industrial User Violation Report
San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant

Reporting Period 1/1/2011 to 6/30/2011

Page 7 of 94

2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

1.82 The nickel maximum allowable 
concentration limit violations resulted 
from surveillance monitoring sampling 
from a manhole outside the facility.  Since 
samples were collected in the manhole, 
only local limits apply.  The sample was 
collected at 11:45 PM on 12/30/2010.  
See 3/10/2011 compliance meeting for 
additional details.

NVNiPOTWSNF/
SNL

IL CC CCArnold's Metal Finishing

SC-369B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
805 Aldo Ave, Unit 104

12/30/2010 0.5

Flow =      1,880
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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At a 3/10/2011 compliance meeting, the 
violations and Compliance Agreement 
schedule were discussed.  The IU 
responded to the violation by 
implementing administrative control 
measures and submitting a letter on 
4/15/2011.  The IU is also required to 
start resampling monthly for 3 months 
starting in June 2011.  In addition to these 
requirements, the IU was required to 
attend the City's 2011 IU Academy.  An 
inspection on 5/16/2011 verified control 
measures were being implemented; 
however the response has not been 
complete and the City is pursing further 
enforcement actions.  The results of 
subsequent sampling collected by the IU 
on 6/8/2011 were in compliance.  
However, samples collected by the City 
on 5/13/2011 and 6/24/2011 were not in 
compliance.

CM

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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The violation was for late reporting; the 
report due on 4/30/2011 as required by 
Compliance Agreement, issued during 
3/10/2011 was not complete.  The cause 
of the violation was IU failing to provide 
an adequate evaluation of their 
pretreatment system or timeline for 
making corrections based on the 
evaluation.  In addition, the IU failed to 
attend the 4/27/2011 IU Academy, also 
required in the same Compliance 
Agreement.  The IU is required to respond 
to the violation by submitting to the City, 
by 8/8/2011, a third party Professional 
Engineer evaluation of the treatment 
system with conclusions and proposed 
revisions to pretreatment system and 
procedures.  The evaluation must include 
a timeline of proposed improvements and 
implementation, a copy of the existing 
pretreatment system operation and 
monitoring procedure in English, and a 
response letter including the causes of the 
violation, and steps taken to correct the 
violation.  The IU is also required to 
attend the next scheduled IU Academy.

WNOTHERSNF/
SNL

IL CC CCArnold's Metal Finishing

SC-369B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
805 Aldo Ave, Unit 104

4/27/2011

Flow =      1,880
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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4.56 Violations were for exceeding the federal 
monthly average, the federal daily 
maximum, and the local maximum 
allowable nickel and zinc concentration 
limits.  The federal monthly average 
concentration limit violation was an 
average of one sample.  The cause of the 
violation appears to be failing to maintain 
pretreatment system and an inadedequate 
pretreatment system.  The IU is 
responding to the violation as discussed in 
the 3/10/11 compliance meeting.  A 
compliance inspection was conducted on 
6/10/2011.  The results of subsequent 
sampling collected by the IU on 6/8/11 
were in compliance, and collected by the 
City on 6/24/2011 were not in 
compliance.

NVNiPOTWSNF/
SNL

IL CC CCArnold's Metal Finishing

SC-369B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
805 Aldo Ave, Unit 104

5/13/2011 3.98 0.5

Flow =      1,880
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting



Semi-Annual Industrial User Violation Report
San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant

Reporting Period 1/1/2011 to 6/30/2011

Page 11 of 94

2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

4.8 Violations were for exceeding the federal 
monthly average, the federal daily 
maximum, and the local maximum 
allowable nickel and zinc concentration 
limits.  The federal monthly average 
concentration limit violation was an 
average of one sample.  The cause of the 
violation appears to be failing to maintain 
pretreatment system and an inadedequate 
pretreatment system.  The IU is 
responding to the violation as discussed in 
the 3/10/11 compliance meeting.  A 
compliance inspection was conducted on 
6/10/2011.  The results of subsequent 
sampling collected by the IU on 6/8/11 
were in compliance, and collected by the 
City on 6/24/2011 were not in 
compliance.

NVZnPOTWSNF/
SNL

IL CC CCArnold's Metal Finishing

SC-369B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
805 Aldo Ave, Unit 104

5/13/2011 2.61 2.6

Flow =      1,880
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Violations were for exceeding the federal 
monthly average, the federal daily 
maximum, and the local maximum 
allowable nickel and zinc concentration 
limits.  The federal monthly average 
concentration limit violation was an 
average of one sample.  The cause of the 
violation appears to be failing to maintain 
pretreatment system and an inadedequate 
pretreatment system.  The IU is 
responding to the violation as discussed in 
the 3/10/11 compliance meeting.  A 
compliance inspection was conducted on 
6/10/2011.  The results of subsequent 
sampling collected by the IU on 6/8/11 
were in compliance, and collected by the 
City on 6/24/2011 were not in 
compliance.

NVNiOTHERSNF/
SNL

IL CC CCArnold's Metal Finishing

SC-369B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
805 Aldo Ave, Unit 104

2.385/31/2011 4.56

Flow =      1,880
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Violations were for exceeding the federal 
monthly average, the federal daily 
maximum, and the local maximum 
allowable nickel and zinc concentration 
limits.  The federal monthly average 
concentration limit violation was an 
average of one sample.  The cause of the 
violation appears to be failing to maintain 
pretreatment system and an inadedequate 
pretreatment system.  The IU is 
responding to the violation as discussed in 
the 3/10/11 compliance meeting.  A 
compliance inspection was conducted on 
6/10/2011.  The results of subsequent 
sampling collected by the IU on 6/8/11 
were in compliance, and collected by the 
City on 6/24/2011 were not in 
compliance.

NVZnOTHERSNF/
SNL

IL CC CCArnold's Metal Finishing

SC-369B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
805 Aldo Ave, Unit 104

1.485/31/2011 4.80

Flow =      1,880
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

This violation was for failing to comply 
with permit condition - maintaining pH 
monitoring equipment.  The cause of the 
violation was failing to calibrate the pH 
recorder.  The IU responded to the 
violation by immediately calibrating the 
recorder and establishing a weekly 
calibration log as verified during 
6/13/2011 inspection. 

WNOTHER6/10/2011

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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1.62 Violations were for exceeding the federal 
monthly average zinc concentration limit 
and the federal daily maximum and local 
maximum allowable nickel and zinc 
concentration limits.  The federal monthly 
average concentration limit violation was 
an average of one sample.  The cause of 
the violation appears to be failing to 
maintain pretreatment system and an 
inadedequate pretreatment system.   The 
IU will collect a sample and respond in 
writing by 8/8/2011 describing the causes 
of the violations, the remedies taken for 
the violations, and the future steps to be 
implemented.  The City will verify 
compliance by inspecting and sampling 
by 8/8/2011.

NVNiPOTWSNF/
SNL

IL CC CCArnold's Metal Finishing

SC-369B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
805 Aldo Ave, Unit 104

6/24/2011 0.5

Flow =      1,880
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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4.89 Violations were for exceeding the federal 
monthly average zinc concentration limit 
and the federal daily maximum and local 
maximum allowable nickel and zinc 
concentration limits.  The federal monthly 
average concentration limit violation was 
an average of one sample.  The cause of 
the violation appears to be failing to 
maintain pretreatment system and an 
inadedequate pretreatment system.   The 
IU will collect a sample and respond in 
writing by 8/8/2011 describing the causes 
of the violations, the remedies taken for 
the violations, and the future steps to be 
implemented.  The City will verify 
compliance by inspecting and sampling 
by 8/8/2011.

NVZnPOTWSNF/
SNL

IL CC CCArnold's Metal Finishing

SC-369B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
805 Aldo Ave, Unit 104

6/24/2011 2.61 2.6

Flow =      1,880
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Violations were for exceeding the federal 
monthly average zinc concentration limit 
and the federal daily maximum and local 
maximum allowable nickel and zinc 
concentration limits.  The federal monthly 
average concentration limit violation was 
an average of one sample.  The cause of 
the violation appears to be failing to 
maintain pretreatment system and an 
inadedequate pretreatment system.   The 
IU will collect a sample and respond in 
writing by 8/8/2011 describing the causes 
of the violations, the remedies taken for 
the violations, and the future steps to be 
implemented.  The City will verify 
compliance by inspecting and sampling 
by 8/8/2011.

NVZnOTHERSNF/
SNL

IL CC CCArnold's Metal Finishing

SC-369B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
805 Aldo Ave, Unit 104

1.486/30/2011 4.89

Flow =      1,880
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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This violation was for discharging without 
an Industrial Wastewater Discharge 
Permit.  The cause of the violation was a 
zero discharger discharging wastewater 
into the sanitary sewer system without an 
industrial wastewater discharge permit. 
The IU responded to the violation by 
submitting an Industrial Wastewater 
Discharge Permit application on 
2/18/2011.  The facility was issued an 
Industrial Wastewater Discharge Permit 
on 5/23/2011.  Submittal of flow data not 
due until 8/31/2011.

NVOTHERCC NS IF/IL NSBridgeWave 
Communications, Inc.

SC-425B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
3350 Thomas Rd

12/6/2010

Flow = No Flow Data
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Violations were for failing to report 
violations within 24 hours, exceeding the 
local maximum allowable cyanide 
concentration limit, failing to comply with 
a permit condition - analyzing samples 
using Code of Federal Regulations 
Chapter 40 Section 136 (40 CFR 136) 
methods, and late submittal of a BMR that 
was due on 10/12/2010, but was not 
received until 11/29/2010.  The IU was 
orginally referred for an Administrative 
Order.   However, two Notice of 
Violations, a Compliance Meeting, and 
three Adminstrative Citations were issued 
after further case review.  See 7/8/2011 
compliance meeting for additional details.

NVOTHERSNF/
SNL

CC SNF/
SNL

ILCoast Engraving, Inc.

SJ-612B
San Jose, CA 95112
1097 N 5th St

10/11/2010

Flow =        58
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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0.69 Violations were for failing to report 
violations within 24 hours, exceeding the 
local maximum allowable cyanide 
concentration limit, failing to comply with 
a permit condition - analyzing samples 
using Code of Federal Regulations 
Chapter 40 Section 136 (40 CFR 136) 
methods, and late submittal of a BMR that 
was due on 10/12/2010, but was not 
received until 11/29/2010.  The IU was 
orginally referred for an Administrative 
Order.   However, two Notice of 
Violations, a Compliance Meeting, and 
three Adminstrative Citations were issued 
after further case review.  See 7/8/2011 
compliance meeting for additional details.

NVCN-TIUSNF/
SNL

CC SNF/
SNL

ILCoast Engraving, Inc.

SJ-612B
San Jose, CA 95112
1097 N 5th St

10/11/2010 0.5

Flow =        58
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Violations were for failing to report 
violations within 24 hours, exceeding the 
local maximum allowable cyanide 
concentration limit, failing to comply with 
a permit condition - analyzing samples 
using Code of Federal Regulations 
Chapter 40 Section 136 (40 CFR 136) 
methods, and late submittal of a BMR that 
was due on 10/12/2010, but was not 
received until 11/29/2010.  The IU was 
orginally referred for an Administrative 
Order.   However, two Notice of 
Violations, a Compliance Meeting, and 
three Adminstrative Citations were issued 
after further case review.  See 7/8/2011 
compliance meeting for additional details.

NV

$500.00 fine issued for late Discharge 
Report per San Jose Municipal Code 
15.14.695

AC

OTHERSNF/
SNL

CC SNF/
SNL

ILCoast Engraving, Inc.

SJ-612B
San Jose, CA 95112
1097 N 5th St

11/29/2010

Flow =        58
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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6.5 Violations were for exceeding the federal 
monthly average zinc concentration limit, 
the federal zinc daily maximum 
concentration limit, and the local 
maximum allowable zinc concentration 
limit.  The federal monthly average 
concentration limit violation was an 
average of one sample.  See 7/8/2011 
compliance meeting for further details.

NV

Two $500 fines were issued for 
Interfering Substances per San Jose 
Municipal Code 15.14.585 and for 
Federal Pretreatment.Pretreatment 
Regulations per San Jose Municipal Code 
15.14.690.

AC

ZnPOTWSNF/
SNL

CC SNF/
SNL

ILCoast Engraving, Inc.

SJ-612B
San Jose, CA 95112
1097 N 5th St

1/20/2011 2.61 2.6

Flow =        58
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Violations were for exceeding the federal 
monthly average zinc concentration limit, 
the federal zinc daily maximum 
concentration limit, and the local 
maximum allowable zinc concentration 
limit.  The federal monthly average 
concentration limit violation was an 
average of one sample.  See 7/8/2011 
compliance meeting for further details.

NV

At 7/8/2011 compliance meeting, the 
violations and Compliance Agreement 
schedule were discussed.  Per the 
compliance schedule, the IU is required to 
submit the following by 10/31/2011: 
procedures for pretreatment system 
operation and monitoring, an updated 
Solvent Management Plan, and a Slug 
Discharge Prevention Plan certified by a 
Professional Engineer.  The IU is also 
required to re-sample for cyanide, TTOs, 
and metals monthly for three months 
(August, September, and October, 2011).  
In addition to these requirements, the IU 
is required to attend the City's next IU 
Academy.

CM

ZnOTHERSNF/
SNL

CC SNF/
SNL

ILCoast Engraving, Inc.

SJ-612B
San Jose, CA 95112
1097 N 5th St

1.481/31/2011 6.50

Flow =        58
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting



Semi-Annual Industrial User Violation Report
San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant

Reporting Period 1/1/2011 to 6/30/2011

Page 23 of 94

2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The violation was for failing to comply 
with a permit condition - analyzing 
samples using 40 CFR 136 methods.  The 
cause of the violation was IU failed to 
analyze pH sample within the 15 minute 
holding time.  The IU responded to the 
violation by resampling for pH and 
analyzing as prescribed in 40 CFR 136.  
The subsequent sample collected by the 
IU on 6/6/2011 was in compliance.

WNOTHERCC IL NS CCCobham Defense Electronic 
Systems M/A - COM Inc.

SJ-591B
San Jose, CA 95138-1003
5300 Hellyer Ave

3/24/2011

Flow =      2,759
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A
40 CFR 469 Subpart A

14 The violations were for exceeding the 
federal and local pH limits, for failing to 
report the pH and for failing to comply 
with permit condition - maintaining a 
continuous pH chart recorder.  The pH 
violations identified during a review of 
the facility's pH chart records on 4/5/2011 
include (date in 2011-duration 
minutes-value S.U.):  3/17-75-14, 
3/20-390-0.6, 3/21-120-14, and 
3/29-135-14.  The cause of these 
violations was a malfunctioning pH 
probe.  See 5/12/2011 Compliance 
Meeting for additional details.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL IF/IL NS CCCordova Printed Circuits

MI-017B
Milpitas, CA 95035
1648 Watson Ct

3/7/2011 12.5

Flow =      4,831
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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The violations were for exceeding the 
federal and local pH limits, for failing to 
report the pH and for failing to comply 
with permit condition - maintaining a 
continuous pH chart recorder.  The pH 
violations identified during a review of 
the facility's pH chart records on 4/5/2011 
include (date in 2011-duration 
minutes-value S.U.):  3/17-75-14, 
3/20-390-0.6, 3/21-120-14, and 
3/29-135-14.  The cause of these 
violations was a malfunctioning pH 
probe.  See 5/12/2011 Compliance 
Meeting for additional details.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL IF/IL NS CCCordova Printed Circuits

MI-017B
Milpitas, CA 95035
1648 Watson Ct

3/20/2011 5.0 (min) 6.0 (min)0.6 (min)

Flow =      4,831
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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14 The violations were for exceeding the 
federal and local pH limits, for failing to 
report the pH and for failing to comply 
with permit condition - maintaining a 
continuous pH chart recorder.  The pH 
violations identified during a review of 
the facility's pH chart records on 4/5/2011 
include (date in 2011-duration 
minutes-value S.U.):  3/17-75-14, 
3/20-390-0.6, 3/21-120-14, and 
3/29-135-14.  The cause of these 
violations was a malfunctioning pH 
probe.  See 5/12/2011 Compliance 
Meeting for additional details.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL IF/IL NS CCCordova Printed Circuits

MI-017B
Milpitas, CA 95035
1648 Watson Ct

3/21/2011 12.5

Flow =      4,831
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting



Semi-Annual Industrial User Violation Report
San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant

Reporting Period 1/1/2011 to 6/30/2011

Page 26 of 94

2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

14 The violations were for exceeding the 
federal and local pH limits, for failing to 
report the pH and for failing to comply 
with permit condition - maintaining a 
continuous pH chart recorder.  The pH 
violations identified during a review of 
the facility's pH chart records on 4/5/2011 
include (date in 2011-duration 
minutes-value S.U.):  3/17-75-14, 
3/20-390-0.6, 3/21-120-14, and 
3/29-135-14.  The cause of these 
violations was a malfunctioning pH 
probe.  See 5/12/2011 Compliance 
Meeting for additional details.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL IF/IL NS CCCordova Printed Circuits

MI-017B
Milpitas, CA 95035
1648 Watson Ct

3/29/2011 12.5

Flow =      4,831
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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The violations were for exceeding the 
federal and local pH limits, for failing to 
report the pH and for failing to comply 
with permit condition - maintaining a 
continuous pH chart recorder.  The pH 
violations identified during a review of 
the facility's pH chart records on 4/5/2011 
include (date in 2011-duration 
minutes-value S.U.):  3/17-75-14, 
3/20-390-0.6, 3/21-120-14, and 
3/29-135-14.  The cause of these 
violations was a malfunctioning pH 
probe.  See 5/12/2011 Compliance 
Meeting for additional details.

NVOTHERIF/IL IF/IL NS CCCordova Printed Circuits

MI-017B
Milpitas, CA 95035
1648 Watson Ct

4/5/2011

Flow =      4,831
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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At 5/12/2011 compliance meeting, the 
violations and Compliance Agreement 
schedule were discussed.  The IU is 
required to the respond by immediately 
establishing and maintaining a pH 
calibration and cleaning log and 
submitting the following by 8/31/2011: a 
slug control plan, standard operating 
procedure for the pretreatment system, 
installation of a pH alarm system, and 
submitting a letter detailing all corrective 
actions.  The IU is also required to sample 
for pH monthly for 3 months starting 
7/2011.  In addition to these requirements, 
the IU is also required to attend the City's 
next IU Academy.  Inspections on 
5/24/2011 and 6/15/2011verified that the 
IU is working on investigating potential 
causes of the violations the compliance 
issues, implemented pH calibration and 
cleaning log.  The pH chart recorder was 
also reviewed and no further excursions 
were noted.  The results of subsequent 
sampling collected by the City on 
4/14/2011 was in compliance

CM

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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The violation was for failing to comply 
with a permit condition - analyzing 
samples using 40 CFR 136 methods.  The 
cause of the violation was the IU failing 
to analyze pH sample within the 15 
minute holding time.  The IU responded 
to the violation by resampling for pH and 
analyzing as prescribed in 40 CFR 136.  
The subsequent sample collected by the 
IU on 5/3/2011 was in compliance.

WNOTHERIL CC CC CCDynamic Details, Inc

MI-014A
Milpitas, CA 95035
1831 Tarob Ct

4/7/2011

Flow =    131,300
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

3.44 The violation was for exceeding the 
federal daily maximum and the local 
maximum allowable copper concentration 
limits.  The cause of the violation was 
faulty treatment system controllers.  The 
IU responded to the violation by replacing 
pH and ORP probes in the treatment 
system, as verifed during 2/8/2011 
inspection.  The results of subsequent 
sampling collected by the IU on 1/4/2011, 
1/20/2011, 1/21/2011, 1/25/2011 and 
1/27/2011 and collected by the City on 
2/1/2011 were in compliance. 

VWCuPOTWCC CC NS CCEagle Tech Inc

SJ-520B
San Jose, CA 95131
2299 Ringwood Ave, Unit C-3

1/4/2011 3.38 2.7

Flow =       882
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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The violation was for failing to comply 
with a permit condition - analyzing 
samples using 40 CFR 136 methods.  The 
cause of the violation was the IU failing 
to analyze pH sample within the 15 
minute holding time from sample 
collected on 1/17/2011 for March 2011 
SMR.   The IU did not respond to the 
Verbal Warning so a Warning Notice was 
issued.

VWOTHERCC IL CC CCENS Technology

SC-252A
Santa Clara, CA 95054
3165 Molinaro St

1/17/2011

Flow =      6,986
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

The violation was for failing to comply 
with a permit condition - collecting 
sample within 30 days of enforcement 
action.  The cause of the violation was the 
IU failing to analyze pH sample within 
the 15 minute holding time from sample 
collected on 1/17/2011 in the 3/31/2011 
SMR and then failing to resample.  The 
IU responded to the violation by 
resampling for pH and analyzing as 
prescribed in 40 CFR 136.  The results of 
subsequent sampling collected by the IU 
on 5/18/2011 was in compliance.

WNOTHER5/13/2011

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting



Semi-Annual Industrial User Violation Report
San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant

Reporting Period 1/1/2011 to 6/30/2011

Page 31 of 94

2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

Violations were for failing to report 
violations and for exceeding the federal 
and local lower pH limits.  The violation 
was caused by faulty pH probe.  The pH 
violations identified during a review of 
the facility's pH chart recorder on 
4/6/2011 include:  (date-duration in 
minutes-value S.U.):  11/16/2010-30-1.6; 
11/18/2010-45-2.6; 11/19/2010-120-2.4; 
11/23/2010-30-4.2; 12/6/2010-45-2.6; 
12/9/2010-105-5.0; 1/13/2011-105-4.8; 
1/19/2011-45-4.8; 1/21/2011-75-4.8; and 
1/28/2011-45-4.3.  See 5/11/2011 
compliance meeting for further details.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL IF/IL IF/IL CCEvenstar

SC-034B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
809 Aldo Ave

11/16/2010 5.0 (min) 6.0 (min)1.6 (min)

Flow =     11,950
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Violations were for failing to report 
violations and for exceeding the federal 
and local lower pH limits.  The violation 
was caused by faulty pH probe.  The pH 
violations identified during a review of 
the facility's pH chart recorder on 
4/6/2011 include:  (date-duration in 
minutes-value S.U.):  11/16/2010-30-1.6; 
11/18/2010-45-2.6; 11/19/2010-120-2.4; 
11/23/2010-30-4.2; 12/6/2010-45-2.6; 
12/9/2010-105-5.0; 1/13/2011-105-4.8; 
1/19/2011-45-4.8; 1/21/2011-75-4.8; and 
1/28/2011-45-4.3.  See 5/11/2011 
compliance meeting for further details.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL IF/IL IF/IL CCEvenstar

SC-034B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
809 Aldo Ave

11/18/2010 5.0 (min) 6.0 (min)2.6 (min)

Flow =     11,950
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Violations were for failing to report 
violations and for exceeding the federal 
and local lower pH limits.  The violation 
was caused by faulty pH probe.  The pH 
violations identified during a review of 
the facility's pH chart recorder on 
4/6/2011 include:  (date-duration in 
minutes-value S.U.):  11/16/2010-30-1.6; 
11/18/2010-45-2.6; 11/19/2010-120-2.4; 
11/23/2010-30-4.2; 12/6/2010-45-2.6; 
12/9/2010-105-5.0; 1/13/2011-105-4.8; 
1/19/2011-45-4.8; 1/21/2011-75-4.8; and 
1/28/2011-45-4.3.  See 5/11/2011 
compliance meeting for further details.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL IF/IL IF/IL CCEvenstar

SC-034B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
809 Aldo Ave

11/19/2010 5.0 (min) 6.0 (min)2.4 (min)

Flow =     11,950
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

Violations were for failing to report 
violations and for exceeding the federal 
and local lower pH limits.  The violation 
was caused by faulty pH probe.  The pH 
violations identified during a review of 
the facility's pH chart recorder on 
4/6/2011 include:  (date-duration in 
minutes-value S.U.):  11/16/2010-30-1.6; 
11/18/2010-45-2.6; 11/19/2010-120-2.4; 
11/23/2010-30-4.2; 12/6/2010-45-2.6; 
12/9/2010-105-5.0; 1/13/2011-105-4.8; 
1/19/2011-45-4.8; 1/21/2011-75-4.8; and 
1/28/2011-45-4.3.  See 5/11/2011 
compliance meeting for further details.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL IF/IL IF/IL CCEvenstar

SC-034B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
809 Aldo Ave

11/23/2010 5.0 (min) 6.0 (min)4.2 (min)

Flow =     11,950
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

Violations were for failing to report 
violations and for exceeding the federal 
and local lower pH limits.  The violation 
was caused by faulty pH probe.  The pH 
violations identified during a review of 
the facility's pH chart recorder on 
4/6/2011 include:  (date-duration in 
minutes-value S.U.):  11/16/2010-30-1.6; 
11/18/2010-45-2.6; 11/19/2010-120-2.4; 
11/23/2010-30-4.2; 12/6/2010-45-2.6; 
12/9/2010-105-5.0; 1/13/2011-105-4.8; 
1/19/2011-45-4.8; 1/21/2011-75-4.8; and 
1/28/2011-45-4.3.  See 5/11/2011 
compliance meeting for further details.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL IF/IL IF/IL CCEvenstar

SC-034B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
809 Aldo Ave

12/6/2010 5.0 (min) 6.0 (min)2.6 (min)

Flow =     11,950
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

Violations were for failing to report 
violations and for exceeding the federal 
and local lower pH limits.  The violation 
was caused by faulty pH probe.  The pH 
violations identified during a review of 
the facility's pH chart recorder on 
4/6/2011 include:  (date-duration in 
minutes-value S.U.):  11/16/2010-30-1.6; 
11/18/2010-45-2.6; 11/19/2010-120-2.4; 
11/23/2010-30-4.2; 12/6/2010-45-2.6; 
12/9/2010-105-5.0; 1/13/2011-105-4.8; 
1/19/2011-45-4.8; 1/21/2011-75-4.8; and 
1/28/2011-45-4.3.  See 5/11/2011 
compliance meeting for further details.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL IF/IL IF/IL CCEvenstar

SC-034B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
809 Aldo Ave

12/9/2010 6.0 (min)5.0 (min)

Flow =     11,950
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

Violations were for failing to report 
violations and for exceeding the federal 
and local lower pH limits.  The violation 
was caused by faulty pH probe.  The pH 
violations identified during a review of 
the facility's pH chart recorder on 
4/6/2011 include:  (date-duration in 
minutes-value S.U.):  11/16/2010-30-1.6; 
11/18/2010-45-2.6; 11/19/2010-120-2.4; 
11/23/2010-30-4.2; 12/6/2010-45-2.6; 
12/9/2010-105-5.0; 1/13/2011-105-4.8; 
1/19/2011-45-4.8; 1/21/2011-75-4.8; and 
1/28/2011-45-4.3.  See 5/11/2011 
compliance meeting for further details.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL IF/IL IF/IL CCEvenstar

SC-034B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
809 Aldo Ave

1/13/2011 5.0 (min) 6.0 (min)4.8 (min)

Flow =     11,950
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

Violations were for failing to report 
violations and for exceeding the federal 
and local lower pH limits.  The violation 
was caused by faulty pH probe.  The pH 
violations identified during a review of 
the facility's pH chart recorder on 
4/6/2011 include:  (date-duration in 
minutes-value S.U.):  11/16/2010-30-1.6; 
11/18/2010-45-2.6; 11/19/2010-120-2.4; 
11/23/2010-30-4.2; 12/6/2010-45-2.6; 
12/9/2010-105-5.0; 1/13/2011-105-4.8; 
1/19/2011-45-4.8; 1/21/2011-75-4.8; and 
1/28/2011-45-4.3.  See 5/11/2011 
compliance meeting for further details.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL IF/IL IF/IL CCEvenstar

SC-034B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
809 Aldo Ave

1/19/2011 5.0 (min) 6.0 (min)4.8 (min)

Flow =     11,950
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

Violations were for failing to report 
violations and for exceeding the federal 
and local lower pH limits.  The violation 
was caused by faulty pH probe.  The pH 
violations identified during a review of 
the facility's pH chart recorder on 
4/6/2011 include:  (date-duration in 
minutes-value S.U.):  11/16/2010-30-1.6; 
11/18/2010-45-2.6; 11/19/2010-120-2.4; 
11/23/2010-30-4.2; 12/6/2010-45-2.6; 
12/9/2010-105-5.0; 1/13/2011-105-4.8; 
1/19/2011-45-4.8; 1/21/2011-75-4.8; and 
1/28/2011-45-4.3.  See 5/11/2011 
compliance meeting for further details.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL IF/IL IF/IL CCEvenstar

SC-034B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
809 Aldo Ave

1/21/2011 5.0 (min) 6.0 (min)4.8 (min)

Flow =     11,950
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

Violations were for failing to report 
violations and for exceeding the federal 
and local lower pH limits.  The violation 
was caused by faulty pH probe.  The pH 
violations identified during a review of 
the facility's pH chart recorder on 
4/6/2011 include:  (date-duration in 
minutes-value S.U.):  11/16/2010-30-1.6; 
11/18/2010-45-2.6; 11/19/2010-120-2.4; 
11/23/2010-30-4.2; 12/6/2010-45-2.6; 
12/9/2010-105-5.0; 1/13/2011-105-4.8; 
1/19/2011-45-4.8; 1/21/2011-75-4.8; and 
1/28/2011-45-4.3.  See 5/11/2011 
compliance meeting for further details.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL IF/IL IF/IL CCEvenstar

SC-034B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
809 Aldo Ave

1/28/2011 5.0 (min) 6.0 (min)4.3 (min)

Flow =     11,950
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

The violation was for IU failing to 
comply with permit condition - 
maintaining pH recorder.  The cause of 
the violation was a mechanical failure of 
the pH recorder.  The IU responded to the 
violation by repairing and redeploying the 
pH recorder, as verified during 3/4/2011 
inspection.

WNOTHER2/4/2011

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

Violations were for failing to report 
violations and for exceeding the federal 
and local lower pH limits.  The violation 
was caused by faulty pH probe.  The pH 
violations identified during a review of 
the facility's pH chart recorder on 
4/6/2011 include:  (date-duration in 
minutes-value S.U.):  11/16/2010-30-1.6; 
11/18/2010-45-2.6; 11/19/2010-120-2.4; 
11/23/2010-30-4.2; 12/6/2010-45-2.6; 
12/9/2010-105-5.0; 1/13/2011-105-4.8; 
1/19/2011-45-4.8; 1/21/2011-75-4.8; and 
1/28/2011-45-4.3.  See 5/11/2011 
compliance meeting for further details.

NVOTHERIF/IL IF/IL IF/IL CCEvenstar

SC-034B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
809 Aldo Ave

4/6/2011

Flow =     11,950
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

At 5/11/2011 compliance meeting, the 
violations and Compliance Agreement 
schedule were discussed.  The IU is 
required to respond to the violation by 
immediately establishing and maintaining 
a pH chart recorder calibration and 
cleaning log and submitting the following 
by 8/30/2011:  Evaluation of pretreatment 
system and timeline for repairs or 
upgrades by a Professional Engineer, 
operating procedures for pretreatment 
system, a slug control plan, and sample 
point relocation to more accessible 
location.  The IU is also required to 
resample monthly for 3 months for pH 
and metals starting in June 2011.  In 
addition, the IU is also required to attend 
the City's next IU Academy.  Inspections 
conducted on 6/10/2011 and 6/24/2011 
verified that the IU is investigating the 
issues and has implemented a pH 
calibration and cleaning log.  The pH 
chart recorder was also reviewed and no 
further excursions were noted.  The 
results of subsequent sampling collected 
by the IU on 6/10/2011 and collected by 
the City on 6/16/2011 were in 
compliance.

CM

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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2010
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FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred
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By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

2.65 The violation was for exceeding the 
federal monthly average and the local 
maximum allowable copper and lead 
concentration limits.  The federal monthly 
average concentration limit violation was 
an average of one sample.  The cause of 
the violation is unknown.  An inspection 
on 5/2/11 found the IU has ordered a new 
pH monitoring system and is checking pH 
and metals concentrations hourly.  See the 
5/11/2011 compliance meeting for further 
details.

WNCuPOTWIF/IL IF/IL IF/IL CCEvenstar

SC-034B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
809 Aldo Ave

4/20/2011 2.3

Flow =     11,950
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
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occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

0.67 The violation was for exceeding the 
federal monthly average and the local 
maximum allowable copper and lead 
concentration limits.  The federal monthly 
average concentration limit violation was 
an average of one sample.  The cause of 
the violation is unknown.  An inspection 
on 5/2/11 found the IU has ordered a new 
pH monitoring system and is checking pH 
and metals concentrations hourly.  See the 
5/11/2011 compliance meeting for further 
details.

WNPbPOTWIF/IL IF/IL IF/IL CCEvenstar

SC-034B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
809 Aldo Ave

4/20/2011 0.4

Flow =     11,950
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous
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IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation
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Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The violation was for exceeding the 
federal monthly average and the local 
maximum allowable copper and lead 
concentration limits.  The federal monthly 
average concentration limit violation was 
an average of one sample.  The cause of 
the violation is unknown.  An inspection 
on 5/2/11 found the IU has ordered a new 
pH monitoring system and is checking pH 
and metals concentrations hourly.  See the 
5/11/2011 compliance meeting for further 
details.

WNCuOTHERIF/IL IF/IL IF/IL CCEvenstar

SC-034B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
809 Aldo Ave

2.074/30/2011 2.65

Flow =     11,950
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous
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POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The violation was for exceeding the 
federal monthly average and the local 
maximum allowable copper and lead 
concentration limits.  The federal monthly 
average concentration limit violation was 
an average of one sample.  The cause of 
the violation is unknown.  An inspection 
on 5/2/11 found the IU has ordered a new 
pH monitoring system and is checking pH 
and metals concentrations hourly.  See the 
5/11/2011 compliance meeting for further 
details.

WNPbOTHERIF/IL IF/IL IF/IL CCEvenstar

SC-034B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
809 Aldo Ave

0.434/30/2011 0.67

Flow =     11,950
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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IU/ 
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Samples in Violation
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Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
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2.37 The violation was for exceeding the local 
maximum allowable copper concentration 
limit.  The cause of the violation is 
unknown.  The IU responded to the 
violation by increased monitoring.   An 
inspection on 6/10/2011 found the IU 
continuing to check pH and metals 
hourly.  The results of subsequent 
sampling collected by the IU on 
6/16/2011 and by the City on 6/10/2011 
were in compliance.  

WNCuPOTWIF/IL IF/IL IF/IL CCEvenstar

SC-034B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
809 Aldo Ave

5/13/2011 2.3

Flow =     11,950
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

The violation was for failing to comply 
with a permit condition - analyzing 
samples using 40 CFR 136 methods.  The 
cause of the violation was the IU failing 
to analyze pH sample within the 15 
minute holding time.  The IU responded 
to the violation by resampling for pH and 
analyzing as prescribed in 40 CFR 136.  
The subsequent sample collected by the 
IU on 1/31/2011 was in compliance.

WNOTHERCC IL CC CCGE Mobile Water, Inc.

SJ-393A
San Jose, CA 95138
5900 Silver Creek Valley Rd

1/27/2011

Flow =    113,241
SIU based on flow

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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The violation was for failing to comply 
with a permit condition - analyzing 
samples using 40 CFR 136 methods.  The 
cause of the violation was the IU failing 
to analyze pH sample within the 15 
minute holding time.  The IU responded 
to the violation by resampling for pH and 
analyzing as prescribed in 40 CFR 136.  
The subsequent sample collected by the 
IU on 6/10/2011 was in compliance.

WNOTHERIL CC CC CCJDS Uniphase (Rose)

SJ-493B
San Jose, CA 95134
80 Rose Orchard Way

4/21/2011

Flow =     20,634
40 CFR 469 Subpart A

The 12 minute pH violation was reported 
by the IU on 5/6/2011.  The cause of the 
violation was a plugged sodium 
hydroxide feed valve and failed flow 
diversion to reclaim tank.  The IU 
responded to the violation by unplugging 
the sodium hydroxide feed valve and 
repaired the reclaimed flow diversion, as 
verified during 5/6/2011 inspection.  The 
pH chart recorder was also reviewed and 
there were no further excursions noted.  
The results of subsequent sampling 
collected by the IU on 5/24/2011 and 
collected by the City on 6/15/2011 were 
in compliance.

WNpHOTHERCC CC CC CCLinear Technology 
Corporation

MI-088B
Milpitas, CA 95035
275 S Hillview Dr

5/6/2011 5.0 (min) 6.0 (min)3.6 (min)

Flow =    108,414
40 CFR 469 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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The violations were for failing to meet 
local and federal pH limits and for failing 
to comply with permit condition - 
maintaining pH monitoring equipment.  
The 9 minute pH violation was reported 
by the IU on 6/16/2011.  The cause of the 
violations was a faulty caustic valve.  The 
IU responded to the violations by 
repairing the valve, as verified during 
6/16/2011 inspection.  The pH chart 
recorder was also reviewed and there 
were no further excursions noted.  The 
results of subsequent sampling collected 
by the IU on 7/15/2011 and collected by 
the City on 6/16/2011 and 7/6/2011 were 
in compliance

WNOTHERCC CC CC CCMaxim Integrated Products, 
Inc.

SJ-369B
San Jose, CA 95134
3725 N 1st St

6/15/2011

Flow =    173,509
40 CFR 469 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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The violations were for failing to meet 
local and federal pH limits and for failing 
to comply with permit condition - 
maintaining pH monitoring equipment.  
The 9 minute pH violation was reported 
by the IU on 6/16/2011.  The cause of the 
violations was a faulty caustic valve.  The 
IU responded to the violations by 
repairing the valve, as verified during 
6/16/2011 inspection.  The pH chart 
recorder was also reviewed and there 
were no further excursions noted.  The 
results of subsequent sampling collected 
by the IU on 7/15/2011 and collected by 
the City on 6/16/2011 and 7/6/2011 were 
in compliance

WNpHOTHERCC CC CC CCMaxim Integrated Products, 
Inc.

SJ-369B
San Jose, CA 95134
3725 N 1st St

6/15/2011 5.0 (min) 6.0 (min)3.73 (min)

Flow =    173,509
40 CFR 469 Subpart A

Late submittal of Zero Discharge 
Certification Statement that was due on 
12/31/2010, but was not received until 
2/2/2011.  The IU has committed to 
timely submittal of reports in the future.

WNOTHERNS NS IL NSMetal Graphics 
Laboratories, Inc.

SC-394Z
Santa Clara, CA 95050
2090 Walsh Ave

2/2/2011

Flow = No Flow Data
40 CFR 413(L) Subparts A-H

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Late submittal of a complete report 
requested by the City in response to an 
enforcement action that was due on 
2/18/2011, but was not received until 
4/4/2011.  The IU has committed to 
timely submittal of reports in the future.

NVOTHERNS NS IL NSMetal Graphics 
Laboratories, Inc.

SC-394Z
Santa Clara, CA 95050
2090 Walsh Ave

4/4/2011

Flow = No Flow Data
40 CFR 413(L) Subparts A-H

These violations were for late submittal of 
complete SMR and failing to comply with 
permit condition - analyzing samples 
within the reporting period 9/1/2011 to 
3/31/2011.  The cause of the violation was 
due to IU failing to collect and analyze 
samples within the reporting period and 
late submittal of SMR that was due on 
3/31/2011 but not received until 4/26/11.  
The IU responded to the violations by 
collecting and analyzing representative 
samples and committing to accurate and 
timely self monitoring report submittals in 
the future.

WNOTHERIL CC NS CCMetcalf Energy Center LLC

SJ-515B
San Jose, CA 95013
1 Blanchard Rd

4/26/2011

Flow =    280,078
40 CFR 423

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting



Semi-Annual Industrial User Violation Report
San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant

Reporting Period 1/1/2011 to 6/30/2011

Page 52 of 94

2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The 35 minute pH violation was reported 
by the IU on 4/28/2011.  The cause of the 
violation was operator error of cooling 
tower acid controller during a period of 
manual operation when the controller was 
out of operation.  The IU responded to the 
violation by continuing to manually 
control it with careful attention, as 
verified during 5/3/2011 inspection.  The 
pH chart recorder was also reviewed and 
there were no further excursions noted.  

VWpHOTHERIL CC NS CCMetcalf Energy Center LLC

SJ-515B
San Jose, CA 95013
1 Blanchard Rd

4/28/2011 6.0 (min)5.7 (min)

Flow =    280,078
40 CFR 423

The 2009-2010 violations were for failing 
to comply with a permit condition - 
analyzing samples using 40 CFR 136 
methods.  The cause of the violations 
were the IU failing to analyze pH samples 
within the required 15 minute hold time.  
The IU responded to the violations by 
committing to accurate and timely self 
monitoring report submittals in the future. 
The pH was collected within the 15 
minute hold time in subsequent 8/31/2010 
and 2/28/2011 SMRs.

NVOTHERCC CC IL CCMohawk Packing, Div. of 
John Morrell

SJ-373C
San Jose, CA 95112
1660 Old Bayshore Hwy

2/28/2009

Flow =     28,862
SIU based on flow

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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The 2009-2010 violations were for failing 
to comply with a permit condition - 
analyzing samples using 40 CFR 136 
methods.  The cause of the violations 
were the IU failing to analyze pH samples 
within the required 15 minute hold time.  
The IU responded to the violations by 
committing to accurate and timely self 
monitoring report submittals in the future. 
The pH was collected within the 15 
minute hold time in subsequent 8/31/2010 
and 2/28/2011 SMRs.

NVOTHERCC CC IL CCMohawk Packing, Div. of 
John Morrell

SJ-373C
San Jose, CA 95112
1660 Old Bayshore Hwy

8/31/2009

Flow =     28,862
SIU based on flow

The 2009-2010 violations were for failing 
to comply with a permit condition - 
analyzing samples using 40 CFR 136 
methods.  The cause of the violations 
were the IU failing to analyze pH samples 
within the required 15 minute hold time.  
The IU responded to the violations by 
committing to accurate and timely self 
monitoring report submittals in the future. 
The pH was collected within the 15 
minute hold time in subsequent 8/31/2010 
and 2/28/2011 SMRs.

NVOTHER2/28/2010

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Violations were for failing to provide 
protection from accidental discharge, for 
failing to comply with a permit condition 
- proper operation and maintenance of 
pretreatment and monitoring equipment, 
and for failing to provide adequate 
pretreatment system.  These violations 
were identified during an inspection 
conducted on 1/25/2011.  The violations 
were caused by aging and inadequate 
pretreatment system, lack of pretreatment 
system or monitoring system standard 
operating procedures and documentation 
logs, poor chemical management, and 
poor maintenance of pretreatment system 
and monitoring equipment.  See 
5/12/2011 compliance meeting for 
additional details.

NVOTHERIF/IL IF/IL IL CCM-Pulse Microwave, Inc.

SJ-035B
San Jose, CA 95131-2201
576 Charcot Ave

1/25/2011

Flow =       365
40 CFR 469 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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At 5/12/2011 compliance meeting, the 
violations and Compliance Agreement 
schedule were discussed.  The IU is 
required to respond to the violations by 
establishing and maintaining a pH 
calibration, cleaning, and maintenance log 
by 6/30/2011 and submitting by 
8/30/2011 the following:  An evaluation 
report of the pretreatment system and 
chemical handling by a Professional 
Engineer that will include schedule and 
timeline of necessary upgrades to the 
pretreatment system (including all 
monitoring systems); an upgraded facility 
diagram, as needed; a slug control plan; 
and pretreatment system (and monitoring 
system) standard operating procedure.  In 
addition to these requirements, the IU is 
required to attend the City's 2012 IU 
Academy.  

CM

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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The violation was for failure to comply 
with a permit condition - analyzing 
samples using 40 CFR 136 methods.  The 
cause of the violation was IU failed to 
analyze pH sample within the 15 minutes 
holding time.  The IU responded to the 
violation by resampling for pH and 
analyzing as prescribed in 40 CFR 136.  
The subsequent sample collected by the 
IU on 5/11/2011 was in compliance.

VWOTHERIL CC CC CCNovellus Systems, Inc. 
(4000)

SJ-383B
San Jose, CA 95134
4000 N 1st St

4/6/2011

Flow =     15,286
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

0.66 The violation was for exceeding the local 
maximum allowable nickel concentration 
limit.  The cause of the violation was a 
leaking nickel plating bath tank.  The IU 
responded to the violation by draining this 
tank, and removing it from service.   
Inspections on 4/7/2011 and 5/17/11 
verified the tank was empty and wastes 
were prepared for disposal.  The results of 
subsequent sampling collected by the IU 
on 5/17/2011 and by the City on 
7/13/2011 were in compliance. 

VWNiPOTWCC CC CC CCNu-Metal Finishing, Inc.

SC-064B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
2262 Calle del Mundo

3/15/2011 0.5

Flow =      6,635
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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The 2009-2010 violations were for failing 
to comply with a permit condition - 
analyzing sample using 40 CFR 136 
methods.  The cause of the violations was 
failing to analyze samples for pH within 
the 15 minute hold time.  See 3/29/2011 
Compliance Meeting for further details.

NVOTHERCC CC IL ILPrudential Overall Supply

MI-040B
Milpitas, CA 95035
1429 N Milpitas Blvd

6/1/2009

Flow =     46,090
SIU based on flow

The 2009-2010 violations were for failing 
to comply with a permit condition - 
analyzing sample using 40 CFR 136 
methods.  The cause of the violations was 
failing to analyze samples for pH within 
the 15 minute hold time.  See 3/29/2011 
Compliance Meeting for further details.

NVOTHER12/1/2009

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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The 2009-2010 violations were for failing 
to comply with a permit condition - 
analyzing sample using 40 CFR 136 
methods.  The cause of the violations was 
failing to analyze samples for pH within 
the 15 minute hold time.  See 3/29/2011 
Compliance Meeting for further details.

NVOTHERCC CC IL ILPrudential Overall Supply

MI-040B
Milpitas, CA 95035
1429 N Milpitas Blvd

6/1/2010

Flow =     46,090
SIU based on flow

The 2009-2010 violations were for failing 
to comply with a permit condition - 
analyzing sample using 40 CFR 136 
methods.  The cause of the violations was 
failing to analyze samples for pH within 
the 15 minute hold time.  See 3/29/2011 
Compliance Meeting for further details.

NV

At 3/29/2011 compliance meeting the 
violations and Compliance Agreement 
schedule were discussed.  The IU 
responded to the violation by submitting a 
letter on 4/4/2011 and collecting an 
additional pH sample on 5/9/2011.  In 
addition to these requirements, the IU also 
attended the 2011 IU Academy.   The 
sample collected by the IU was in 
compliance.

CM

OTHER12/8/2010

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Late submittal of a Compliance 
Agreement action item that was due on 
4/15/2011, but was not received until 
5/19/2011.  The IU has committed to 
timely submittal of reports in the future.

WNOTHERCC CC IL ILPrudential Overall Supply

MI-040B
Milpitas, CA 95035
1429 N Milpitas Blvd

5/19/2011

Flow =     46,090
SIU based on flow

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Violations were for failing to provide 
protection from accidental discharge; for 
failing to comply with permit conditions - 
notification of significant change, proper 
operation and maintenance of 
pretreatment and monitoring equipment; 
for using diluting waters as a partial or 
complete substitute for adequate 
treatment; and for failing to provide 
adequate pretreatment system.  These 
violations were identified during an 
inspection conducted on 1/25/2011.  The 
violations were caused by aging and 
inadequate pretreatment system, lack of 
pretreatment system or monitoring system 
standard operating procedures and 
documentation logs, poor chemical 
management, poor maintenance of 
pretreatment system and monitoring 
equipment, rainwater from chemical 
storage area pumped to sample point, and 
failure to officially close cyanide sample 
point in Plant's Industrial Wastewater 
Discharge Permit.  See 5/12/2011 
compliance meeting for additional details

NVOTHERIF/IL IF/IL CC CCPyramid Circuits

SC-009B
Santa Clara, CA 95050
1405 Richard Ave

1/25/2011

Flow =       899
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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At 5/12/2011 compliance meeting, the 
violations and Compliance Agreement 
schedule were discussed.  The IU is 
required to respond to the violations by 
submitting the following by August 30, 
2011:  Evaluation of the pretreatment 
system and chemical handling procedures 
by a Professional Engineer, standard 
operation procedures for the pretreatment 
system (including monitoring systems), a 
schedule and timeline for necessary 
upgrades to the pretreatment system to 
ensure that the system is operating 
properly, and a slug control plan.  The 
facility is also required to establish and 
maintain a pH calibration, maintenance, 
and cleaning log.

CM

Late submittal of a complete discharge 
permit application for renewal that was 
due on 12/22/2010, but was not received 
until 2/28/2011.  The IU has committed to 
timely submittal of discharge permit 
applications in the future.

NVOTHERCC CC IL CCQualcomm MEMS 
Technologies

SJ-522B
San Jose, CA 95134
2581 Junction Ave

12/23/2010

Flow =     10,317
40 CFR 403.5

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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30.4 The copper, nickel, silver, and zinc 
maximum allowable concentration limit 
violations resulted from surveillance 
monitoring sampling from a manhole in 
the street downstream of the facility.  
Since samples were collected in the 
manhole, only local limits apply.  The 
samples were collected from 12:00AM on 
12/17/2010 to 11:45PM on 12/17/2010.  
See 2/17/2011 compliance meeting for 
additional details.

NVCuPOTWIL IL IL CCQualTech Circuits, Inc.

SC-345B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
1101 Comstock St

12/17/2010 2.3

Flow =      1,486
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

0.62 The copper, nickel, silver, and zinc 
maximum allowable concentration limit 
violations resulted from surveillance 
monitoring sampling from a manhole in 
the street downstream of the facility.  
Since samples were collected in the 
manhole, only local limits apply.  The 
samples were collected from 12:00AM on 
12/17/2010 to 11:45PM on 12/17/2010.  
See 2/17/2011 compliance meeting for 
additional details.

NVNiPOTW12/17/2010 0.5

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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2.2 The copper, nickel, silver, and zinc 
maximum allowable concentration limit 
violations resulted from surveillance 
monitoring sampling from a manhole in 
the street downstream of the facility.  
Since samples were collected in the 
manhole, only local limits apply.  The 
samples were collected from 12:00AM on 
12/17/2010 to 11:45PM on 12/17/2010.  
See 2/17/2011 compliance meeting for 
additional details.

NVAgPOTWIL IL IL CCQualTech Circuits, Inc.

SC-345B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
1101 Comstock St

12/17/2010 0.7

Flow =      1,486
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

28.5 The copper, nickel, silver, and zinc 
maximum allowable concentration limit 
violations resulted from surveillance 
monitoring sampling from a manhole in 
the street downstream of the facility.  
Since samples were collected in the 
manhole, only local limits apply.  The 
samples were collected from 12:00AM on 
12/17/2010 to 11:45PM on 12/17/2010.  
See 2/17/2011 compliance meeting for 
additional details.

NVZnPOTW12/17/2010 2.6

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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19.2 The copper, silver, and zinc maximum 
allowable concentration limit violations 
resulted from surveillance monitoring 
sampling from a manhole in the street 
downstream of the facility.  Since samples 
were collected in the manhole, only local 
limits apply.  The samples were collected 
from 12:00AM on 1/9/2011 to 11:45PM 
on 1/9/2011.  See 2/17/2011 Compliance 
Meeting for additional details.

NVCuPOTWIL IL IL CCQualTech Circuits, Inc.

SC-345B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
1101 Comstock St

1/9/2011 2.7

Flow =      1,486
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

0.72 The copper, silver, and zinc maximum 
allowable concentration limit violations 
resulted from surveillance monitoring 
sampling from a manhole in the street 
downstream of the facility.  Since samples 
were collected in the manhole, only local 
limits apply.  The samples were collected 
from 12:00AM on 1/9/2011 to 11:45PM 
on 1/9/2011.  See 2/17/2011 Compliance 
Meeting for additional details.

NVAgPOTW1/9/2011 0.7

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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17.1 The copper, silver, and zinc maximum 
allowable concentration limit violations 
resulted from surveillance monitoring 
sampling from a manhole in the street 
downstream of the facility.  Since samples 
were collected in the manhole, only local 
limits apply.  The samples were collected 
from 12:00AM on 1/9/2011 to 11:45PM 
on 1/9/2011.  See 2/17/2011 Compliance 
Meeting for additional details.

NVZnPOTWIL IL IL CCQualTech Circuits, Inc.

SC-345B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
1101 Comstock St

1/9/2011 2.6

Flow =      1,486
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

3.86 The copper and zinc maximum allowable 
concentration limit violations resulted 
from surveillance monitoring sampling 
from a manhole in the street downstream 
of the facility.  Since samples were 
collected in the manhole, only local limits 
apply.  The samples were collected from 
12:00AM on 1/10/2010 to 11:45PM on 
1/10/2010.  See 2/17/2011 Compliance 
Meeting for additional details.

NVCuPOTW1/10/2011 2.7

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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2.8 The copper and zinc maximum allowable 
concentration limit violations resulted 
from surveillance monitoring sampling 
from a manhole in the street downstream 
of the facility.  Since samples were 
collected in the manhole, only local limits 
apply.  The samples were collected from 
12:00AM on 1/10/2010 to 11:45PM on 
1/10/2010.  See 2/17/2011 Compliance 
Meeting for additional details.

NVZnPOTWIL IL IL CCQualTech Circuits, Inc.

SC-345B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
1101 Comstock St

1/10/2011 2.6

Flow =      1,486
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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At 2/17/2011 compliance meeting, the 
violations and Compliance Agreement 
schedule were discussed.  The IU 
responded to the violation by submitting a 
letter on 4/15/2011, resampling monthly 
for 3 months, replacing an existing copper 
test kit with a new copper test kit, 
installing an additional silver recovery 
canister to prevent silver metal from 
entering the waste stream, hard plumbed 
the line discharging from the developing 
machine into the pretreatment system, and 
submitting a slug control plan.  In 
addition to these requirements, the IU was 
required to attend the City's 2011 IU 
Academy.  An inspection on 3/29/2011 
and 6/16/2011 verified all of the items 
stated above.  The results of subsequent 
sampling collected by the IU on 
2/21/2011, 4/5/2011, and 4/29/2011 and 
collected by the City on 2/23/2011 and 
3/29/2011 were in compliance.

CM

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Late submittal and inaccurate submittal of 
slug control plan, due 2/17/2011, but not 
received until 6/10/2011, as required in 
the Compliance Agreement dated 
2/17/2011.  The cause of the violation was 
failing to submit a complete and accurate 
slug plan.  The IU is required to respond 
to the violation by submitting an updated 
version of the slug control plan compiled 
by a third party Professional Engineer 
registered in the State of California by 
8/6/2011.

WNOTHERIL IL IL CCQualTech Circuits, Inc.

SC-345B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
1101 Comstock St

6/10/2011

Flow =      1,486
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

The violation was for failing to comply 
with a permit condition - analyzing 
samples using 40 CFR 136 methods.  The 
cause of the violation was the IU failing 
to analyze pH sample within the 15 
minute holding time.  The IU responded 
to the violation by resampling for pH and 
analyzing as prescribed in 40 CFR 136.  
The subsequent sample collected by the 
IU on 6/9/2011 was in compliance.

WNOTHERIL CC CC CCS.J. Valley Plating, Inc.

SC-017B
Santa Clara, CA 95054
491 Perry Ct

4/26/2011

Flow =      2,131
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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2.53 The violation was for exceeding the local 
maximum allowable copper concentration 
limit.  The cause of the violation was 
carry over of sludge particles from the 
clarifier.  The IU responded to the 
violation by pumping and cleaning out the 
clarifier twice per shift, as verified during 
3/28/2011inspection.  The results of 
subsequent sampling collected by the City 
on 3/4/2011 and collected by the IU on 
3/31/2011 were in compliance. 

NVCuPOTWCC IL CC CCSanmina Corp Plant I

SJ-022A
San Jose, CA 95131
2101 O'Toole Ave

1/21/2011 2.3

Flow =     39,425
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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The violations were for exceeding the 
federal and local pH limits, for failing to 
report the pH violations and for failing to 
comply with permit condition - 
maintaining a continuous pH chart 
recorder.  The pH violations identified 
during a review of the facility's pH chart 
records on 5/3/2011 include (date in 
2011-duration-value S.U.):  4/15-4-5.4, 
4/15-4-5.8, 4/16-2-5.4, 4/18-1-5.8, and 
5/2-15-4/4.  The IU responded to the 
violation by having the pH chart recorder 
repaired by a third party contractor, as 
verified during 6/30/2011 inspection.  The 
pH chart recorder was also reviewed and 
there were no further excursions noted.  
The results of subsequent sampling 
collected by the City on 5/5/2011, 
5/17/2011, and 6/16/2011 and collected 
by the IU on 5/12/2011 were in 
compliance.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL CC CC CCSanmina Corp Plant II

SJ-043A
San Jose, CA 95131-2009
2068 Bering Dr

4/15/2011 6.0 (min)5.4 (min)
5.8 (min)

Flow =    188,509
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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The violations were for exceeding the 
federal and local pH limits, for failing to 
report the pH violations and for failing to 
comply with permit condition - 
maintaining a continuous pH chart 
recorder.  The pH violations identified 
during a review of the facility's pH chart 
records on 5/3/2011 include (date in 
2011-duration-value S.U.):  4/15-4-5.4, 
4/15-4-5.8, 4/16-2-5.4, 4/18-1-5.8, and 
5/2-15-4/4.  The IU responded to the 
violation by having the pH chart recorder 
repaired by a third party contractor, as 
verified during 6/30/2011 inspection.  The 
pH chart recorder was also reviewed and 
there were no further excursions noted.  
The results of subsequent sampling 
collected by the City on 5/5/2011, 
5/17/2011, and 6/16/2011 and collected 
by the IU on 5/12/2011 were in 
compliance.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL CC CC CCSanmina Corp Plant II

SJ-043A
San Jose, CA 95131-2009
2068 Bering Dr

4/16/2011 6.0 (min)5.4 (min)

Flow =    188,509
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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The violations were for exceeding the 
federal and local pH limits, for failing to 
report the pH violations and for failing to 
comply with permit condition - 
maintaining a continuous pH chart 
recorder.  The pH violations identified 
during a review of the facility's pH chart 
records on 5/3/2011 include (date in 
2011-duration-value S.U.):  4/15-4-5.4, 
4/15-4-5.8, 4/16-2-5.4, 4/18-1-5.8, and 
5/2-15-4/4.  The IU responded to the 
violation by having the pH chart recorder 
repaired by a third party contractor, as 
verified during 6/30/2011 inspection.  The 
pH chart recorder was also reviewed and 
there were no further excursions noted.  
The results of subsequent sampling 
collected by the City on 5/5/2011, 
5/17/2011, and 6/16/2011 and collected 
by the IU on 5/12/2011 were in 
compliance.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL CC CC CCSanmina Corp Plant II

SJ-043A
San Jose, CA 95131-2009
2068 Bering Dr

4/18/2011 6.0 (min)5.8 (min)

Flow =    188,509
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Compliance Status

Current Previous
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Violation 
occurred

Taken
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POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The violations were for exceeding the 
federal and local pH limits, for failing to 
report the pH violations and for failing to 
comply with permit condition - 
maintaining a continuous pH chart 
recorder.  The pH violations identified 
during a review of the facility's pH chart 
records on 5/3/2011 include (date in 
2011-duration-value S.U.):  4/15-4-5.4, 
4/15-4-5.8, 4/16-2-5.4, 4/18-1-5.8, and 
5/2-15-4/4.  The IU responded to the 
violation by having the pH chart recorder 
repaired by a third party contractor, as 
verified during 6/30/2011 inspection.  The 
pH chart recorder was also reviewed and 
there were no further excursions noted.  
The results of subsequent sampling 
collected by the City on 5/5/2011, 
5/17/2011, and 6/16/2011 and collected 
by the IU on 5/12/2011 were in 
compliance.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL CC CC CCSanmina Corp Plant II

SJ-043A
San Jose, CA 95131-2009
2068 Bering Dr

5/2/2011 5.0 (min) 6.0 (min)4.4 (min)

Flow =    188,509
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting



Semi-Annual Industrial User Violation Report
San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant

Reporting Period 1/1/2011 to 6/30/2011

Page 74 of 94

2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
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Current Previous
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IU/ 

OTHER
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Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The violations were for exceeding the 
federal and local pH limits, for failing to 
report the pH violations and for failing to 
comply with permit condition - 
maintaining a continuous pH chart 
recorder.  The pH violations identified 
during a review of the facility's pH chart 
records on 5/3/2011 include (date in 
2011-duration-value S.U.):  4/15-4-5.4, 
4/15-4-5.8, 4/16-2-5.4, 4/18-1-5.8, and 
5/2-15-4/4.  The IU responded to the 
violation by having the pH chart recorder 
repaired by a third party contractor, as 
verified during 6/30/2011 inspection.  The 
pH chart recorder was also reviewed and 
there were no further excursions noted.  
The results of subsequent sampling 
collected by the City on 5/5/2011, 
5/17/2011, and 6/16/2011 and collected 
by the IU on 5/12/2011 were in 
compliance.

NVOTHERIF/IL CC CC CCSanmina Corp Plant II

SJ-043A
San Jose, CA 95131-2009
2068 Bering Dr

5/3/2011

Flow =    188,509
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Current Previous
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(mg/L)
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ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
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Q2   
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Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

Violations were for late submittal of 
Baseline Monitoring Report (BMR) that 
was due on 12/31/2010, but was not 
received until 3/28/2011, and for failing 
to comply with permit conditions - 
collecting sample within the reporting 
period of 10/1/2010 to 12/31/2010.  The 
IU responded to the violation by adopting 
a scheduling program that will remind 
staff of the report due dates.  The IU 
committed to timely submittal of reports 
in the future.

NVOTHERCC SNF/
SNL

SNF/
SNL

CCSolar Junction Inc.

SJ-624B
San Jose, CA 95131
401 Charcot Ave

2/14/2011

Flow =       400
40 CFR 469 Subpart A

Violations were for late submittal of 
Baseline Monitoring Report (BMR) that 
was due on 12/31/2010, but was not 
received until 3/28/2011, and for failing 
to comply with permit conditions - 
collecting sample within the reporting 
period of 10/1/2010 to 12/31/2010.  The 
IU responded to the violation by adopting 
a scheduling program that will remind 
staff of the report due dates.  The IU 
committed to timely submittal of reports 
in the future.

NV

$500 fine issued for Discharge Report: 
Late Reporting (61 to 90 days Late) per 
San Jose Municipal Code 15.14.695.

AC

OTHER3/28/2011

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Q2   
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Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

Violations were for late submittal of Self 
Monitoring Report (SMR) that was due 
on 3/31/2011 but was not received until 
4/21/2011, and failure to comply with 
permit conditions - collecting sample 
within the reporting period of 10/1/2010 
to 3/31/2011.  The IU responded to the 
violation by adopting a scheduling 
program that will remind staff of the 
report due dates.  The IU committed to 
timely submittal of reports in the future.

NVOTHERCC SNF/
SNL

SNF/
SNL

CCSolar Junction Inc.

SJ-624B
San Jose, CA 95131
401 Charcot Ave

4/21/2011

Flow =       400
40 CFR 469 Subpart A

Violations were for late submittal of Self 
Monitoring Report (SMR) that was due 
on 3/31/2011 but was not received until 
4/21/2011, and failure to comply with 
permit conditions - collecting sample 
within the reporting period of 10/1/2010 
to 3/31/2011.  The IU responded to the 
violation by adopting a scheduling 
program that will remind staff of the 
report due dates.  The IU committed to 
timely submittal of reports in the future.

NVOTHER4/26/2011

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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ACT
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Q2   
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Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

Late submittal of SMR that was due on 
2/28/2011, but was not received until 
3/15/2011.  The IU has committed to 
timely submittal of reports in the future.

VWOTHERCC IL CC CCStion Corporation

SJ-605B
San Jose, CA 95119-1202
6321 San Ignacio Ave

3/15/2011

Flow =      1,316
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

0.49 The violations were for exceeding the 
federal monthly average and federal daily 
maximum silver concentration limits.  
The federal monthly average was 
orginally an average of two samples.  The 
cause of the violation was inadequate 
pretreatment. The IU responded to the 
violation by adding another new silver 
cannister to enhance treatment, as verified 
during 5/11/2011 inspection.  The result 
of subsequent sampling collected by the 
IU on 4/26/2011 and by the City on 
5/3/2011 were in compliance.  

NVAgPOTWIF IF IF CCStreamline Circuits

SC-350A
Santa Clara, CA 95050
1415 Richard Ave

3/9/2011 0.43

Flow =     65,800
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The violations were for exceeding the 
federal monthly average and federal daily 
maximum silver concentration limits.  
The federal monthly average was 
orginally an average of two samples.  The 
cause of the violation was inadequate 
pretreatment. The IU responded to the 
violation by adding another new silver 
cannister to enhance treatment, as verified 
during 5/11/2011 inspection.  The result 
of subsequent sampling collected by the 
IU on 4/26/2011 and by the City on 
5/3/2011 were in compliance.  

NVAgOTHERIF IF IF CCStreamline Circuits

SC-350A
Santa Clara, CA 95050
1415 Richard Ave

0.243/31/2011 0.25

Flow =     65,800
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

0.45 The violation was for exceeding the 
federal daily maximum silver 
concentration limit.  The IU is still 
investigating the cause of the violation 
and will be responding by resampling and 
providing written response by 8/18/2011 
describing the cause of the violation, the 
remedies taken, and the future steps to be 
implemented.  The the City will also 
verify compliance by inspecting and 
sampling by 8/18/2011.

NVAgPOTW5/18/2011 0.43

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
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POTW/ 
IU/ 
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(mg/L)
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ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
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Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

Late submittal of Industrial Wastewater 
Discharge Permit Application for renewal 
that was due on 2/17/2011, but was not 
received until 4/15/2011.  The IU has 
committed to timely submittal of permit 
application in the future.

NVOTHERCC IL CC CCSun Surface Technology

SJ-510B
San Jose, CA 95131
950 Rincon Cir

2/17/2011

Flow =       235
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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LocalQ3
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LocalFed

The violations were for exceeding the 
federal and local pH limits, for failing to 
report the pH violations and for failing to 
comply with permit condition - 
maintaining a continuous pH chart 
recorder.  The pH violations identified 
during a review of the facility's pH chart 
records on 5/24/2011 include (date in 
2011-duration in minutes-value in S.U.): 
5/11-2-5.2, 5/14-2-4.8, 5/16-2-5.4, and 
5/18-5-5.2.  The cause of the violation 
was staff miscommunication when the 
alarm went off.  The IU responded to the 
violation by instituting a policy for the 
weekend security personnel to notify the 
on-call person when an alarm goes off on 
the Building Automation System. The 
results of subsequent sampling collected 
by the City on 6/8/2011 and 6/23/2011 
and collected by the IU on 7/6/2011 were 
in compliance.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL CC CC CCSupertex, Inc.

SJ-398B
San Jose, CA 95134
71 Vista Montana

5/11/2011 6.0 (min)5.2 (min)

Flow =     33,573
40 CFR 469 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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LocalFed

The violations were for exceeding the 
federal and local pH limits, for failing to 
report the pH violations and for failing to 
comply with permit condition - 
maintaining a continuous pH chart 
recorder.  The pH violations identified 
during a review of the facility's pH chart 
records on 5/24/2011 include (date in 
2011-duration in minutes-value in S.U.): 
5/11-2-5.2, 5/14-2-4.8, 5/16-2-5.4, and 
5/18-5-5.2.  The cause of the violation 
was staff miscommunication when the 
alarm went off.  The IU responded to the 
violation by instituting a policy for the 
weekend security personnel to notify the 
on-call person when an alarm goes off on 
the Building Automation System. The 
results of subsequent sampling collected 
by the City on 6/8/2011 and 6/23/2011 
and collected by the IU on 7/6/2011 were 
in compliance.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL CC CC CCSupertex, Inc.

SJ-398B
San Jose, CA 95134
71 Vista Montana

5/14/2011 5.0 (min) 6.0 (min)4.8 (min)

Flow =     33,573
40 CFR 469 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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The violations were for exceeding the 
federal and local pH limits, for failing to 
report the pH violations and for failing to 
comply with permit condition - 
maintaining a continuous pH chart 
recorder.  The pH violations identified 
during a review of the facility's pH chart 
records on 5/24/2011 include (date in 
2011-duration in minutes-value in S.U.): 
5/11-2-5.2, 5/14-2-4.8, 5/16-2-5.4, and 
5/18-5-5.2.  The cause of the violation 
was staff miscommunication when the 
alarm went off.  The IU responded to the 
violation by instituting a policy for the 
weekend security personnel to notify the 
on-call person when an alarm goes off on 
the Building Automation System. The 
results of subsequent sampling collected 
by the City on 6/8/2011 and 6/23/2011 
and collected by the IU on 7/6/2011 were 
in compliance.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL CC CC CCSupertex, Inc.

SJ-398B
San Jose, CA 95134
71 Vista Montana

5/16/2011 6.0 (min)5.4 (min)

Flow =     33,573
40 CFR 469 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The violations were for exceeding the 
federal and local pH limits, for failing to 
report the pH violations and for failing to 
comply with permit condition - 
maintaining a continuous pH chart 
recorder.  The pH violations identified 
during a review of the facility's pH chart 
records on 5/24/2011 include (date in 
2011-duration in minutes-value in S.U.): 
5/11-2-5.2, 5/14-2-4.8, 5/16-2-5.4, and 
5/18-5-5.2.  The cause of the violation 
was staff miscommunication when the 
alarm went off.  The IU responded to the 
violation by instituting a policy for the 
weekend security personnel to notify the 
on-call person when an alarm goes off on 
the Building Automation System. The 
results of subsequent sampling collected 
by the City on 6/8/2011 and 6/23/2011 
and collected by the IU on 7/6/2011 were 
in compliance.

NVpHOTHERIF/IL CC CC CCSupertex, Inc.

SJ-398B
San Jose, CA 95134
71 Vista Montana

5/18/2011 6.0 (min)5.2 (min)

Flow =     33,573
40 CFR 469 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting



Semi-Annual Industrial User Violation Report
San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant

Reporting Period 1/1/2011 to 6/30/2011

Page 84 of 94

2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The violations were for exceeding the 
federal and local pH limits, for failing to 
report the pH violations and for failing to 
comply with permit condition - 
maintaining a continuous pH chart 
recorder.  The pH violations identified 
during a review of the facility's pH chart 
records on 5/24/2011 include (date in 
2011-duration in minutes-value in S.U.): 
5/11-2-5.2, 5/14-2-4.8, 5/16-2-5.4, and 
5/18-5-5.2.  The cause of the violation 
was staff miscommunication when the 
alarm went off.  The IU responded to the 
violation by instituting a policy for the 
weekend security personnel to notify the 
on-call person when an alarm goes off on 
the Building Automation System. The 
results of subsequent sampling collected 
by the City on 6/8/2011 and 6/23/2011 
and collected by the IU on 7/6/2011 were 
in compliance.

NVOTHERIF/IL CC CC CCSupertex, Inc.

SJ-398B
San Jose, CA 95134
71 Vista Montana

5/24/2011

Flow =     33,573
40 CFR 469 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Violations were for late submittal of Self 
Monitoring Report (SMR) that was due 
on 3/31/2011, but was not received until 
4/19/2011, and for failing to comply with 
permit conditions - collecting sample 
within the reporting period of 10/1/2011 
to 3/31/2011.  The IU responded to the 
violation by having calendar reminders 
for pH samples and report due dates.  The 
IU committed to timely submittal of 
reports in the future.

WNOTHERIL CC IF/IL CCSVTC Technologies, LLC

SJ-611B
San Jose, CA 95134
3901 N 1st St

4/13/2011

Flow =     88,009
SIU based on flow

Violations were for late submittal of Self 
Monitoring Report (SMR) that was due 
on 3/31/2011, but was not received until 
4/19/2011, and for failing to comply with 
permit conditions - collecting sample 
within the reporting period of 10/1/2011 
to 3/31/2011.  The IU responded to the 
violation by having calendar reminders 
for pH samples and report due dates.  The 
IU committed to timely submittal of 
reports in the future.

WN

$250 fine issued for Discharge Reports 
Late (16-30 days late) per San Jose 
Municipal Code 15.14.695.

AC

OTHER4/19/2011

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

Violation was for late submittal of SMR 
that was due on 4/30/2011, but was not 
received until 5/11/2011.  The IU has 
committed to timely submittal of reports 
in the future. 

VWOTHERIL CC NS CCUnited Supertek, Inc.

SJ-122B
San Jose, CA 95131
118 Charcot Ave

5/11/2011

Flow =       760
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous
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Violation 
occurred
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By

POTW/ 
IU/ 
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Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The pH violations identified during a 
review of the facility's pH chart records 
on 2/15/2011 include (date in 
2011-duration minutes-value S.U.):  
1/21-150-5.4, 1/25-105-4.9, 1/25-15-5.2, 
1/26-180-5.0, 1/26-90-5.2, 1/27-45-5.0, 
1/28-180-5.6, 2/15-60-5.5.  The IU also 
failed to report the pH excursions within 
24 hours.  The cause of these violations 
was inadequate caustic dispense metering 
valve setting.  The IU responded to the 
violation by adjusting the valve setting 
and training a back-up operator on 
treatment system maintenance, as verified 
during the 3/25/11 inspection.  The pH 
chart recorder was also reviewed and 
there were no further excursions noted.  
The results of subsequent sampling 
collected by the IU on 3/4/11 and 
collected by the City on 3/21/11 were in 
compliance.

NVOTHERCC IF/IL CC CCU-Tech Media USA, LLC

MI-124B
Milpitas, CA 95035
1105 Montague Ct

1/21/2011

Flow =        70
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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2010
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FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The pH violations identified during a 
review of the facility's pH chart records 
on 2/15/2011 include (date in 
2011-duration minutes-value S.U.):  
1/21-150-5.4, 1/25-105-4.9, 1/25-15-5.2, 
1/26-180-5.0, 1/26-90-5.2, 1/27-45-5.0, 
1/28-180-5.6, 2/15-60-5.5.  The IU also 
failed to report the pH excursions within 
24 hours.  The cause of these violations 
was inadequate caustic dispense metering 
valve setting.  The IU responded to the 
violation by adjusting the valve setting 
and training a back-up operator on 
treatment system maintenance, as verified 
during the 3/25/11 inspection.  The pH 
chart recorder was also reviewed and 
there were no further excursions noted.  
The results of subsequent sampling 
collected by the IU on 3/4/11 and 
collected by the City on 3/21/11 were in 
compliance.

NVpHOTHERCC IF/IL CC CCU-Tech Media USA, LLC

MI-124B
Milpitas, CA 95035
1105 Montague Ct

1/21/2011 6.0 (min)5.4 (min)

Flow =        70
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The pH violations identified during a 
review of the facility's pH chart records 
on 2/15/2011 include (date in 
2011-duration minutes-value S.U.):  
1/21-150-5.4, 1/25-105-4.9, 1/25-15-5.2, 
1/26-180-5.0, 1/26-90-5.2, 1/27-45-5.0, 
1/28-180-5.6, 2/15-60-5.5.  The IU also 
failed to report the pH excursions within 
24 hours.  The cause of these violations 
was inadequate caustic dispense metering 
valve setting.  The IU responded to the 
violation by adjusting the valve setting 
and training a back-up operator on 
treatment system maintenance, as verified 
during the 3/25/11 inspection.  The pH 
chart recorder was also reviewed and 
there were no further excursions noted.  
The results of subsequent sampling 
collected by the IU on 3/4/11 and 
collected by the City on 3/21/11 were in 
compliance.

NVpHOTHERCC IF/IL CC CCU-Tech Media USA, LLC

MI-124B
Milpitas, CA 95035
1105 Montague Ct

1/25/2011 5.0 (min) 6.0 (min)4.9 (min)
5.2 (min)

Flow =        70
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The pH violations identified during a 
review of the facility's pH chart records 
on 2/15/2011 include (date in 
2011-duration minutes-value S.U.):  
1/21-150-5.4, 1/25-105-4.9, 1/25-15-5.2, 
1/26-180-5.0, 1/26-90-5.2, 1/27-45-5.0, 
1/28-180-5.6, 2/15-60-5.5.  The IU also 
failed to report the pH excursions within 
24 hours.  The cause of these violations 
was inadequate caustic dispense metering 
valve setting.  The IU responded to the 
violation by adjusting the valve setting 
and training a back-up operator on 
treatment system maintenance, as verified 
during the 3/25/11 inspection.  The pH 
chart recorder was also reviewed and 
there were no further excursions noted.  
The results of subsequent sampling 
collected by the IU on 3/4/11 and 
collected by the City on 3/21/11 were in 
compliance.

NVpHOTHERCC IF/IL CC CCU-Tech Media USA, LLC

MI-124B
Milpitas, CA 95035
1105 Montague Ct

1/26/2011 6.0 (min)5.0 (min)
5.2 (min)

Flow =        70
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The pH violations identified during a 
review of the facility's pH chart records 
on 2/15/2011 include (date in 
2011-duration minutes-value S.U.):  
1/21-150-5.4, 1/25-105-4.9, 1/25-15-5.2, 
1/26-180-5.0, 1/26-90-5.2, 1/27-45-5.0, 
1/28-180-5.6, 2/15-60-5.5.  The IU also 
failed to report the pH excursions within 
24 hours.  The cause of these violations 
was inadequate caustic dispense metering 
valve setting.  The IU responded to the 
violation by adjusting the valve setting 
and training a back-up operator on 
treatment system maintenance, as verified 
during the 3/25/11 inspection.  The pH 
chart recorder was also reviewed and 
there were no further excursions noted.  
The results of subsequent sampling 
collected by the IU on 3/4/11 and 
collected by the City on 3/21/11 were in 
compliance.

NVpHOTHERCC IF/IL CC CCU-Tech Media USA, LLC

MI-124B
Milpitas, CA 95035
1105 Montague Ct

1/27/2011 6.0 (min)5.0 (min)

Flow =        70
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous
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occurred

Taken
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POTW/ 
IU/ 
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Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The pH violations identified during a 
review of the facility's pH chart records 
on 2/15/2011 include (date in 
2011-duration minutes-value S.U.):  
1/21-150-5.4, 1/25-105-4.9, 1/25-15-5.2, 
1/26-180-5.0, 1/26-90-5.2, 1/27-45-5.0, 
1/28-180-5.6, 2/15-60-5.5.  The IU also 
failed to report the pH excursions within 
24 hours.  The cause of these violations 
was inadequate caustic dispense metering 
valve setting.  The IU responded to the 
violation by adjusting the valve setting 
and training a back-up operator on 
treatment system maintenance, as verified 
during the 3/25/11 inspection.  The pH 
chart recorder was also reviewed and 
there were no further excursions noted.  
The results of subsequent sampling 
collected by the IU on 3/4/11 and 
collected by the City on 3/21/11 were in 
compliance.

NVpHOTHERCC IF/IL CC CCU-Tech Media USA, LLC

MI-124B
Milpitas, CA 95035
1105 Montague Ct

1/28/2011 6.0 (min)5.6 (min)

Flow =        70
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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IU/ 
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Para-
meter

Samples in Violation

Reported
Level (mg/L)

Discharge Limit 
(mg/L)

Federal

ENF
ACT

Comments on Follow up, Corrective, 
or Enforcement Action Taken

Q2   
2011

Q1   
2011 Max Avg AvgMax

LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The pH violations identified during a 
review of the facility's pH chart records 
on 2/15/2011 include (date in 
2011-duration minutes-value S.U.):  
1/21-150-5.4, 1/25-105-4.9, 1/25-15-5.2, 
1/26-180-5.0, 1/26-90-5.2, 1/27-45-5.0, 
1/28-180-5.6, 2/15-60-5.5.  The IU also 
failed to report the pH excursions within 
24 hours.  The cause of these violations 
was inadequate caustic dispense metering 
valve setting.  The IU responded to the 
violation by adjusting the valve setting 
and training a back-up operator on 
treatment system maintenance, as verified 
during the 3/25/11 inspection.  The pH 
chart recorder was also reviewed and 
there were no further excursions noted.  
The results of subsequent sampling 
collected by the IU on 3/4/11 and 
collected by the City on 3/21/11 were in 
compliance.

NVpHPOTWCC IF/IL CC CCU-Tech Media USA, LLC

MI-124B
Milpitas, CA 95035
1105 Montague Ct

2/15/2011 6.0 (min)5.5 (min)

Flow =        70
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting



Semi-Annual Industrial User Violation Report
San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant

Reporting Period 1/1/2011 to 6/30/2011

Page 94 of 94

2010
Q4

FACILITY NAME AND 
ADDRESS

Semi-Annual
Compliance Status

Current Previous

Date 
Violation 
occurred

Taken
By

POTW/ 
IU/ 

OTHER

Para-
meter

Samples in Violation
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Q2   
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Q1   
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LocalQ3
2010 AvgMax

LocalFed

The 45 minute pH violation was reported 
by the IU on 3/28/2011.  The cause of the 
violation was determined to be a 
procedural error made during routine 
preventative maintenance.  The IU 
responded to the violation by revising 
preventative maintenance procedure as 
verified during 3/29/2011 inspection.  The 
pH chart recorder was also reviewed and 
there were no further excursions noted.  
The results of subsequent sampling 
collected by the IU on 4/28/2011 and 
collected by the City on 4/7/2011 were in 
compliance.

VWpHOTHERCC IL CC CCViasystems Corporation

SJ-625B
San Jose, CA 95125
335 Turtle Creek Ct

3/27/2011 6.0 (min)< 6.0 (min)

Flow =     51,854
40 CFR 433.17 Subpart A

Compliance Status Key
SNF - Significant Noncompliance, Federal Limits
SNL - Significant Noncompliance, Local Limits
UN - Unknown

IL - Inconsistent Compliance, Local Limits
IF - Inconsistent Compliance, Federal Limits
NS - Not scheduled to be Sampled

* - On Time Schedule (Dates)
CC - Consistent Compliance

WN - Warning Notice
VW - Verbal Warning
SC - Sewer Surcharge

Enforcement Action Key
NV - Notice of Violation
AC - Administrative Citation
CM - Compliance Meeting
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PRETREATMENT PROGRAM 
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COMPLIANCE WITH PRETREATMENT PROGRAM 
REQUIREMENTS 

2009 Pretreatment Compliance Audit (PCA) and 2011 Pretreatment 
Compliance Inspection (PCI) Response 
On May 27, 2011, the City submitted a response to the 2009 Pretreatment Compliance Audit 
(PCA) Summary Report for the program reviewed on October 28 and 29, 2009, and the 
Pretreatment Compliance Inspection (PCI) Summary Report detailing the January 24 and 25, 
2011, inspection.  The City has taken a comprehensive approach to addressing the items 
identified in both the PCA and PCI reports.  The response is organized by report and by type of 
finding.  Tables 1 and 2 address the PCA Report.  Tables 3 and 4 respond to the PCI Report.   

Most of the facility-specific items have been addressed or were addressed by July 1, 2011, either 
by observation during inspection, receiving further facility correspondence, or through 
enforcement actions. 

Updates to the tables are highlighted in green.  Since the May 27, 2011 response, the City has 
completed the following: 

• Updated inspection and permit procedures to address issues identified during both 
inspections. 

• Conducted or reviewed flow audits for the following facilities: 

o Advance Surface Finishing, Inc., 

o ALSCO,  

o APCT, Inc., 

o Clean Harbors San Jose, LLC, 

o Micrel, Inc., 

o THAT Corporation, and 

o Xstrata Recycling, Inc. 

• Received slug plans from ALSCO. 

• Verified Arnold’s Metal Finishing maintains a spill log. 

• Issued a Compliance Agreement to Coast Engraving, Inc. for sample collection method 
violations. 

• Met with Philips Lumileds Lighting Company, LLC to discuss sanitary sewer overflow 
minimization. 

The remaining items for the PCA will be completed by December 31, 2011, and for the PCI by 
July 31, 2012. 



Table 1:  2009 Pretreatment Compliance Audit Summary Report - Requirements
# Description Response Target

After careful review of the City's Sewer Use Ordinance (SUO) and program 
documentation, the City finds that no change to the SUO is needed to meet this 
Pretreatment Compliance Audit Requirement.  The City's SUO allows sufficient legal 
basis under sections 15.14.585, 15.14.695, and 15.14.745 to implement the minimum 
federal reporting requirements listed at 40 CFR 403.8 and 403.12. 
Additionally, the City includes the specific federal certification language in the 
reporting forms for each instance where federal regulations require the certifying 
statement.  Copies of a blank Industrial Waste Discharge Permit (Discharge Permit) 
Application, a blank Self Monitoring Report with blank Total Toxic Organic 
Certification attachment, a blank Baseline Monitoring Report, and a blank zero 
discharge categorical certification statement were included in Attachments 43, 44, 45, 
and 46, respectively from 5/27/2011 San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control 
Plant 2009 Pretreatment Compliance Audit and 2011 Pretreatment Compliance 
Inspection Reports Response (5/27/2011 Response) .  
The City was, at the time of the PCA, in the process of re-permitting Coast Engraving 
based on our Program's identification of this facility discharging while under permit as 
a Categorical Zero Discharger.  Coast Engraving has now been re-permitted as an 
Industrial Discharger under the federal categorical standard at 40 CFR 433.17(a) for 
New Source Metal Finishers.  This Industrial User was formerly permitted as a 
Categorical Zero Discharger under 40 CFR 413 Subpart A-H.  Although they perform 
chemical etching and milling operations, which are subject to the subpart F, when 
they changed their operations to begin pretreatment of their wastewater for discharge 
to the sanitary sewer, they had the opportunity to upgrade their treatment system, 
bringing them under the categorical standards at 40 CFR 433.17(a).  A copy of Coast 
Engraving's Zero Discharge Categorical Permit and factsheet are included in 
Attachment 15 in the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

The City correctly characterized Kearney Pattern Works as a Zero Discharge 
Categorical user for their foundry process under 40 CFR 464 because there is no 
discharge of categorical process wastewater to the sanitary sewer.  However, the City 
had not documented the presence of the machining operation and the facility's 
discharge as part of the Zero Discharge Categorical Permit.  The City now documents 
clearly any non-categorical discharges at a Zero Discharge Categorical Process. The 
City's standard business practice does not require a Discharge

Permit for tumbler wastewater from machine shop processes to be discharged to the 
sanitary sewer.  Industrial Users performing this operation are instructed to follow 
Best Management Practices (BMPs) for handling wastes. This Industrial User has 
been given a copy of BMPs for Machine Shops, which has procedures for the 
discharge of waste waters from tumbled aluminum parts.  A copy of the updated 
factsheet, which now reflects the presence of the machining operation as well as the 
distribution of the BMPs, is included in Attachment 22 in the 5/27/2011 Response . 

Completed

2

The City is not adequately characterizing its nondomestic 
dischargers. The City is required to ensure that it correctly 
classifies Coast Engraving and issues it a correct permit as 
necessary. Furthermore, the City is required to formally 
evaluate the deburring/tumbling operation at Kearney 
Pattern Works and Foundry and ensure that the City 
adequately classifies, permits, and monitors all process 
wastewater discharges. (Section 6, Nondomestic User 
Characterization)

1

The City’s SUO does not specify the required federal 
certification statement [40 CFR 403.12(l)] that must be 
submitted with baseline monitoring reports, report on 
compliance with categorical pretreatment standard 
deadline, and periodic compliance reports. Therefore, the 
City is required to revise the SUO to include the required 
certification statement that must be submitted with reports. 
(Section 5.3, Reporting Requirements)

Completed

Updated 7/29/2011 1 of 10



Table 1:  2009 Pretreatment Compliance Audit Summary Report - Requirements
# Description Response Target

3

The file review revealed that Advanced Surface Finishing’s 
permit expired on September 15, 2009. Therefore, the City 
is required to ensure that the Advance Surface Finishing is 
not discharging without a valid permit or the City should 
reissue Advance Surface Finishing a permit to ensure that 
the facility is not in violation of the City’s SUO. (Section 7.1,
Expired Permits)

The City issued a Discharge Permit to Advanced Surface Finishing on 12/23/2009.  
Copies of the permit and factsheet are included in Attachment 1 in the 5/27/2011 
Response .  The City also revised permitting procedures to ensure alignment of permit 
expiration and reissuance, and has applied this practice to all permits issued since 
April 2011.

Completed

4

The permits reviewed do not adequately require 
nondomestic users to report all significant changes. 
Therefore, the City is required to ensure that its 
requirement of notification of significant change also 
includes decreases in production and flow. (Section 7.2, 
Notification of Significant Change) 

The City adequately requires notification of significant changes in the existing SUO 
15.14.765 (7), which includes the addition or deletion of process discharge.  In 
response to the PCA, the City now includes in its permit language for all new permits 
issued to Industrial Users, including those with production based limits, the 
requirement for notification of decreases in volume of discharge which may be 
considered substantial pursuant to 40 CFR 403.12(j).  Existing Industrial User permits 
with production-based limits are in the process of being reissued.

9/30/2011

The City has revised Clean Harbor's Discharge Permit and factsheet to include the 
correct list of applicable categorical effluent limits.  The removal of the federal 
selenium and cyanide limits were also discussed with the industrial user during their 
9/21/2010 inspection.  Copies of the Discharge Permit, factsheet, and 9/21/2010 
inspection report are included in Attachments 11 and 12 in the 5/27/2011 Response .

Coast Engraving, Inc. has been permitted as an industrial discharger under the new 
source metal finisher categorical standard at 40 CFR 433.17(a).  The facility 
significantly changed their process in 2009 by becoming a discharging Categorical 
Industrial User and installing a pretreatment system. Copies of the Discharge Permit 
and factsheet are included in Attachment 15 in the 5/27/2011 Response .

The City has evaluated the tin casting operation at Babbitt Bearing Company.  40 
CFR 471 Nonferrous Metals Forming and Metal Powders, does not apply because the 
tin casting operation does not involve either the forming operations or the ancillary 
operations described in 40 CFR 471.01.  40 CFR 464 Metal Molding and Casting 
Industry Point Source Category and Effluent Limitations Guidelines, Pretreatment 
Standards also does not apply to the operation as indicated in the Final Rule from the 
Federal Register, October 30, 1985, in Appendix H, Subcategories and Process 
Segments, where it lists under the heading of: Not Regulated Because they Do Not 
Generate Wastewater, the Tin Casting operation.  Copies of the Zero Discharge 
Categorical Permit and factsheet are included in Attachment 9 in the 5/27/2011 
Response .

Completed5

The PCA revealed several instances where the City is 
inappropriately applying pretreatment standards and 
requirements. The City is required to revise Clean Harbors’ 
permit to include the correct list of applicable categorical 
effluent limits. In addition, the City is required to determine 
whether Coast Engraving is an existing electroplating 
facility or a new metal finishing facility and apply the 
applicable categorical standards in the revised permit. 
Furthermore, the City is required to evaluate the tin casting 
operations at Babbitt Bearing Company to determine if the 
facility should also be subject to 40 CFR Part 471 and 
revise its permit accordingly. (Section 8, Application of 
Pretreatment Standards and Requirements) 
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6

The Jennings Technology Corporation files do not contain 
the necessary historical information for the auditors to 
make the determination whether the City correctly 
classified the facility, and City personnel were unsure 
about when the facility began its metal finishing process 
operations. The City is required to have adequate 
documentation of its categorical determinations such that 
an oversight authority can review them. The auditors 
strongly recommend that the City document such 
information in each Significant Industrial User file, such as 
in a fact sheet. (Section 8, Application of Pretreatment 
Standards and Requirements)

The City's current factsheet is limited by the functionality of the data management 
system, and only captures the date current operations began, date construction 
began, date pretreatment began, and date of initial discharge in the factsheet.  The 
factsheet can indicate if the facility was previously permitted and the previous permit 
number if it is different than the current one, but cannot list a historical record of the 
process changes and associated categorical determinations at the facility.  The City is 
currently developing and testing a new database upgrade which will allow more 
flexibility for storing and using company data, and a new factsheet that is able to store 
a historical record of process changes to the process line or facility.  

12/31/2011

7

Mohawk Packing’s permit states that the facility is subject 
to the categorical standards of 40 CFR 432.8 subpart H; 
however, no such categorical standards exist. Therefore, 
the City is required to revise Mohawk Packing’s permit to 
reflect the facility’s correct classification. Furthermore, 
because no pretreatment regulations are listed in 40 CFR 
432.80, the City can classify the facility as a noncategorical 
SIU rather than a CIU. (Section 8, Application of 
Pretreatment Standards and Requirements)

The City amended the permit for Mohawk Packing to remove the reference to 40 CFR 
432.8 subpart H.  The permit has been amended to reflect the facility's classification 
as a noncategorical SIU because there are no pretreatment regulations listed in 40 
CFR 432.80.  A copy of the 2/28/2011 Discharge Permit amendment letter is included 
in Attachment 28 in the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

8

The auditors could not find any cyanide compliance 
monitoring during the second half of 2008 or any for 2009 
at Jennings Technology Corporation sampling point 002. 
Therefore, the City is required to conduct compliance 
monitoring for cyanide at sampling point 002 to comply 
with the pretreatment program implementation 
requirements listed at 40 CFR 403.8(f)(2)(v). (Section 9.1, 
Compliance Sampling)

Copies of City sample results from 2008 and 2009 for Jennings Technology 
Corporation sample point 02 are included in Attachment 19 in the 5/27/2011 
Response.  Current information regarding the results was available at the time of the 
PCA through the program database; hard copies of these documents have since 
been re-filed.

Completed
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Section 9.3 of the PCA Summary Report states on page 26 for Univar USA, Inc. that:  
On November 3, 2009, the City conducted a follow-up inspection to determine 
whether or not industrial wastewater is discharged by the facility.  According to the 
City’s inspection report, the City inspectors confirmed that the facility discharges only 
domestic wastewater and that the facility does not wash any drums, totes, or 
containers on site.  Therefore, no additional action is required.  The City concurs with 
this finding.

Completed

The City has conducted all inspections, as necessary, to ensure adequate 
compliance.  SVTC Technologies, LLC has had several ownership changes; however 
the facility, through the changes, have been inspected at least twice per year as 
required for this "consistent" type of discharger.  In 2008, the facility was repermitted 
as SVTC Technologies, Inc. SJ-569B.  A permit inspection was conducted on 
6/13/2008.  Source Control inspections were conducted on 7/24/2008 (Compliance), 
9/12/2008 (Annual), 4/8/2009 (Compliance), 9/22/2009 (Annual), and 10/28/2009 
(Compliance).  The facility had an ownership change in 2010 and the facility was 
repermitted as SJ-611B.  A permit inspection was conducted on 2/4/2010.  Source 
Control inspections were conducted on 5/18/2010 (Compliance), 10/29/2010 (Annual), 
and 12/8/2010 (Compliance Enforcement follow-up).  Copies of these inspection 
reports are included in Attachment 37 in the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

The City has a program to ensure that it inspects all SIUs at the frequency established 
by the City's approved pretreatment program.  The City uses a database to track 
inspections completed throughout the year compared to the number of inspections 
required.  In addition, the City is finalizing inspection procedures and an inspection 
form in the database upgrade that documents a complete walk-through of an SIU’s 
facility, including its process lines, chemical and hazardous waste storage areas, 
pretreatment facilities, and spill-prevention procedures.

12/31/2011

10

The site visit to Advance Surface Finishing revealed that 
the facility’s pretreatment system might be using dilution to 
meet effluent limits. The City is required to thoroughly 
evaluate the treatment process with the operations 
manager to ensure that dilution is not being used. (Section 
9.3, Nondomestic User Site Inspections Conducted during 
the Audit)

During the time of the EPA audit, the City was conducting surveillance sampling of the 
site and found the facility in non-compliance.  The facility was found to have several 
copper, lead, nickel, and silver local maximum allowable concentration violations and 
were issued several enforcement actions included in Attachment 3 from 5/27/2011 
Response .  The City reinspected the facility on 11/23/2010 and 5/2/2011 and 
conducted surveillance at the end of 2010, and the facility was in compliance.  Copies 
of the inspection reports are included in Attachment 2 in the 5/27/2011 Response .   
The City reviewed the flow of the facility and confirmed that no dilution appears to be 
occurring. 

Completed

9

The audit team could not find documented and complete 
pretreatment inspection reports for Univar USA, Inc., and 
SVTC Technology. Because the City has established a 
more frequent compliance inspection frequency than the 
minimum federal requirements, the City is required to 
implement its pretreatment program as established. These 
annual inspections should include a complete walk-through 
of an SIU’s facility, including its process lines, chemical 
and hazardous waste storage areas, pretreatment 
facilities, and spill-prevention procedures. Therefore, the 
City is required to ensure that it inspects all SIUs at the 
frequency established by the City’s approved pretreatment 
program and that the City adequately document those 
inspections. (Section 9.2, Compliance Inspections)

Updated 7/29/2011 4 of 10



Table 1:  2009 Pretreatment Compliance Audit Summary Report - Requirements
# Description Response Target

11

ALSCO’s site visit revealed several deficiencies with the 
facility’s storage procedures. The facility is required by law 
to label the waste oil as hazardous waste. The facility is 
required to take immediate action to eliminate the leak 
from the FOG waste bin. (Section 9.3, Nondomestic User 
Site Inspections Conducted during the Audit)

The City has verified that ALSCO has taken action to eliminate the leak from the FOG 
waste bin by installing secondary containment for the oil and grease waste holding 
tank.  The unlabeled, used hydraulic oil drum indicated has been labeled and is also 
secondarily contained.  All drummed waste, including empty drums, and the solid 
dumpster bin have been replaced as well.  Copies of the 10/28/2009 and 3/9/2010 
inspection reports are included in Attachment 4 in the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

12

An inspection ALSCO’s bulk chemical storage and 
cleaning solution area showed that the tank hose taps do 
not have permanent spill trays, and a garden-type hose 
that appeared to be used for cleanup (by hosing the area 
down) was observed. The facility is required to remove the 
garden hose from the bulk chemical and solution storage 
area and implement a dry cleanup standard operating 
procedure. (Section 9.3, Nondomestic User Site 
Inspections Conducted during the Audit)

The City has verified that ALSCO has taken action to remove the garden hose from 
the bulk chemical and solution storage area.  A copy of the 3/9/2010 inspection report 
is included in Attachment 4 in the 5/27/2011 Response .  ALSCO was also recently 
required to submit a slug plan to document control of gray water release and clean up 
procedure.  The City received a slug discharge control plan from ALSCO on 
7/20/2011, after ALSCO requested additional time for completion.  The first page of 
this Slug Plan is included in Attachment 1 of this response.

Completed

13

ALSCO has a water softener system designed to treat up 
to 131,600 gpd. The facility is required to evaluate and 
provide the maintenance requirements (i.e., regeneration 
protocols) for the water softener system. (Section 9.3, 
Nondomestic User Site Inspections Conducted during the 
Audit)

ALSCO has provided, via e-mail, a description of their water softener maintenance 
requirements for the system.  This 2/3/2011 e-mail is included in Attachment 5 of the 
5/27/2011 Response , along with the operating procedures for the ultra pure water 
system "Norchem reclaim system," which reuses wash process water.  At the 
5/25/2011 inspection, ALSCO stated that the brine discharged to the a "black water 
holding pit."  However, this was not the case.  On 7/20/2011 ALSCO provided a 
correction to the plumbing diagram showing that the water softener discharges 
directly to the sample point or is stored in a brine tank that is discharges to the sample 
point .  A copy of the 5/25/2011 inspection report is included in Attachment 4 in the 
5/27/2011 Response .  The City is in the process of investigating any permit issues 
regarding this change in information.

9/30/2011

14

APCT is using dilution as a substitution for treatment. The 
City is required to evaluate the facility’s wastewater flow 
and rinse water operations and to ensure that the facility’s 
pretreatment system is adequately designed to handle 
chemical concentrations without the use of dilution. 
(Section 9.3, Nondomestic User Site Inspections 
Conducted during the Audit)

A review of the process lines during 5/13/2011 inspection indicate the facility is not 
using dilution in its process, and that the facility uses various water conservation 
practices in its process such as dragout tanks, part agitation, spray rinsing, and 
shutting off rinse tanks at breaks.  Also, according to the facility contact, the site's 
water use has remained the same while the production has doubled.  A copy of the 
5/13/2011 inspection report is included in Attachment 6 in the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

15

The site visit to Babbitt Bearing Company revealed that the 
facility has mislabeled its process tanks. The City is 
required to ensure that the facility properly labels and 
manages process tanks. (Section 9.3, Nondomestic User 
Site Inspections Conducted during the Audit)

The City has verified that Babbitt Bearing has taken action to label properly their 
process tanks.  Copies of the inspection reports on 3/25/2010 and 6/16/2010 
documenting their actions taken are included in Attachment 10 in the 5/27/2011 
Response .

Completed
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The City met with representatives of Clean Harbors San Jose, LLC on 5/25/2011 to 
discuss their waste management system and inspect the facility.  Since Clean 
Harbors San Jose, LLC is regulated by the California Department of Toxic 
Substances Control (DTSC), Clean Harbors has a sophisticated tracking system 
database that tracks each tanker truck or drum of waste entering into each storage 
tank or treatment tank and the eventual discharge or loading of wastes to a tanker 
truck.  Solvents from small drums and tanker trucks are pumped separately into 
designated tanks permitted by the DTSC for only that purpose before pumping into 
larger trucks for disposal off site.

Waste manifests are also kept on site for each load documenting the treatment and 
trucking of the waste.  There are also wastes treated onsite that are hauled off site.  
This waste is segregated into its own treatment tank.  Clean Harbors San Jose, LLC 
does a waste analysis profile of all waste entering the site to ensure that waste is 
designated for hauling, treatment, offsite or sanitary sewer disposal.  A copy of the 
5f/25/2011 inspection report is included in Attachment 12 in the 5/27/2011 Response 
and the procedure for waste analysis profiling and examples of different types of 
tracking reports generated from the waste tracking system are included in Attachment 
13 in the 5/27/2011 Response .

17

During the Coast Engraving site visit, about a dozen, 
mostly uncovered barrels and buckets were in the 
wastewater treatment area filled with several hundred 
gallons of untreated wastewater. The City is required to 
ensure that the facility is adequately treating and storing its 
process wastewater and chemicals. (Section 9.3, 
Nondomestic User Site Inspections Conducted during the 
Audit)

The City has verified that Coast Engraving has taken action to store adequately their 
chemicals.  A copy of the 2/26/2010 inspection report is included in Attachment 16 in 
the 5/27/2011 Response .  

Completed

18

Even though the City permits Kearney Pattern Works and 
Foundry as a zero-discharger, the auditor identified a 
deburring/tumbling operation in the maintenance room that 
discharges to the City sanitary sewer. The City is required 
to formally evaluate the deburring/tumbler operations and 
ensure that all discharges are properly permitted and 
monitored. (Section 9.3, Nondomestic User Site 
Inspections Conducted during the Audit)

The City correctly characterized Kearney Pattern Works as a Zero Discharge 
Categorical user for their foundry process under 40 CFR 464 because there is no 
discharge of categorical process wastewater to the sanitary sewer.  However, the 
facility's permit application and factsheet did not document the non-categorical 
discharge.  The City's standard business practice does not require a Discharge 
Permit for tumbler wastewater from machine shop processes to be discharged to the 
sanitary sewer.  Industrial Users performing this operation are instructed to follow 
Best Management Practices for handling wastes.  This Industrial User has been given 
a copy of BMPs for Machine Shops, which has procedures for the discharge of waste 
waters from tumbled aluminum parts.  Copies of the 3/28/2008 Zero Discharge 
Categorical Permit and 1/20/2011 updated factsheet, reflecting the presence of the 
Machining operation as well as the distribution of the BMPs, is included in Attachment 
22 in the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

The Clean Harbor representative indicated that some of 
the drummed acid and alkaline wastes are stabilized on-
site and then repackaged for off-site disposal or additional 
off-site treatment. Because the facility is not permitted to 
discharge such wastes to the City, the City is required to 
ensure that the wastes are properly disposed of and not 
discharged to the City. (Section 9.3, Nondomestic User 
Site Inspections Conducted during the Audit)

16 Completed
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19

The auditor also noticed two 55-gallon drums of motor oil 
stored in an area of heavy traffic and not contained in 
secondary containment. The City is required to ensure that 
the facility properly manages and stores the motor oils. 
(Section 9.3, Nondomestic User Site Inspections 
Conducted during the Audit)

The City has verified that Kearny Pattern Works and Foundry has taken action to 
properly manage and store their motor oils.  The motor oil is normally kept in 
secondary containment, however, on the day of inspection, the company had changed
oil in one of their vehicles and had not returned the barrel to the contained area. This 
practice is being abandoned.  The company has installed a concrete barrier to 
improve their secondary containment.  The installation was verified in the 5/20/2010 
inspection report.  A copy of the report is included in Attachment 23 in the 5/27/2011 
Response .

Completed

20

The auditor could not determine how and where the 
wastewater from cleaning Micrel, Inc.'s air scrubber filter is 
discharged into the pretreatment system. The City is 
required to confirm that there is no short-circuiting of the 
pretreatment system and that the pretreatment system is 
properly designed to treat the air scrubber cleaning 
wastes. Section 9.3, Nondomestic User Site Inspections 
Conducted during the Audit)

Based on the pink discharge and recent pH violations, the City required Micrel, Inc. to 
complete a slug plan that was received on 4/29/2010.  In the slug plan, there is a flow 
diagram showing the discharge of the air scrubbers to the acid waste neutralization 
system.  Copies of the front page of the slug plan and a flow diagram are included in 
Attachment 27 in the 5/27/2011 Response .  The City verified the scrubber discharge 
to the acid waste neutralization system during the 5/6/2011 inspection.  A copy of this 
inspection report is included in Attachment 26 in the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

21

The auditor noted a temporary rubber hose connecting the 
sump in Micrel’s pretreatment area to the effluent flume. 
The City is required to evaluate the discharge location of 
the sump within the pretreatment secondary containment 
area, specifically addressing why the sump was 
discharging to the effluent flume during the site visit, and 
the City should document what corrective actions have 
been implemented to ensure that bypassing will not 
reoccur. (Section 9.3, Nondomestic User Site Inspections 
Conducted during the Audit)

The City has evaluated the discharge location of the sump within Micrel, Inc.'s 
pretreatment secondary containment area, and found no overarching reason why the 
sump needed to discharge to the effluent flume.  The temporary rubber hose has 
been removed and the sump pump has been redirected to the acid waste 
neutralization system per the slug plan to prevent any contaminated rainwater from 
entering the storm drain.  Also, during rain events the facility covers the pretreatment 
secondary containment area to prevent collection of rainwater, as verified during the 
3/24/2010 inspection.   A copy of the slug plan response letter is included in 
Attachment 27 of the 5/27/2011 Response , and a copy of the inspection report is 
included in Attachment 26 of the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed
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The City issued a Verbal Warning to Prudential Overall Supply for failing to comply 
with a permit condition - maintaining sampling equipment.  An inspection on 
11/30/2009 verified the Industrial User had calibrated the sample refrigerator to the 
correct temperature. Copies of the 10/29/2009 Verbal Warning Enforcement Action 
Approval Form and 11/30/2009 inspection report are included in Attachments 32 and 
33 in the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

The City issued a Verbal Warning to T. Marzetti for failing to comply with a permit 
condition - maintaining sampling equipment.  An inspection on 1/26/2010 verified the 
Industrial User had calibrated the sample refrigerator to the correct temperature. 
Copies of the 10/29/2009 Verbal Warning Enforcement Action Approval Form and 
1/26/2010 inspection report are included in Attachments 39 and 40 in the 5/27/2011 
Response .

Completed

23

The SVTC Technologies representatives stated that the 
company was evaluating the possibility of expanding the 
services and fabrication tools available to clients. The City 
is required to formally review current and possible future 
operations to ensure that the facility’s operations do not fall 
under 40 CFR Part 469 for the manufacturing of 
semiconductors. (Section 9.3, Nondomestic User Site 
Inspections Conducted during the Audit)

The facility has not made the described process changes and were recently re-
permitted due to ownership change in 2010.  Copies of the 2010 permit and factsheet 
are included in Attachment 36 in the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

24

The file reviews revealed several violations that City 
personnel failed to identify. Therefore, the City is required 
to review all sampling reports to ensure that sample 
holding times are not exceeded. (Section 9.4, Requesting, 
Receiving, and Analyzing Reports)

The City began ensuring consistent review of Self Monitoring Reports for pH hold time 
in January 2011.  The City has also initiated using a Self Monitoring Report Checklist 
to assist inspectors during review of reports, including reviewing pH hold time.  A copy 
of the Self Monitoring Report Checklist in included in Attachment 42 in the 5/27/2011 
Response .

Completed

25

Mohawk Packing’s file review revealed that the discharger 
violated its oil and grease limit during the City’s compliance 
monitoring (November 26, 2008). Therefore, the City is 
required to ensure that all instances of effluent limit 
exceedances are adequately documented in the permit 
files. (Section 9.4, Requesting, Receiving, and Analyzing 
Reports)

The City issued a Verbal Warning to Mohawk Packing on 12/23/2008 for exceeding 
the local limit for oil and grease.  Copies of the 12/23/2008 Verbal Warning 
Enforcement Action Approval Form and the 11/26/2008 oil and grease sample result 
are included in Attachment 30. Current information regarding the results was available 
at the time of the PCA through the program database; hard copies of these 
documents have since been re-filed.  The City uses its database to flag unenforced 
violations regularly.  A copy of a 1/24/2011 Unenforced Violations report is included in 
Attachment 42 in the 5/27/2011 Response as an example of the database's ability to 
flag violations.

Completed

22

During the Prudential Overall Supply and T. Marzetti 
Company site visits, the auditor noticed that the 
temperature inside the sampler was noncompliant with the 
sampling requirements of 40 CFR Part 136. Therefore, the 
City is required to conduct a follow-up inspection at the 
facility to ensure that the facility’s sampler is operating 
within the temperature requirements of 40 CFR Part 136. 
(Section 9.3, Nondomestic User Site Inspections 
Conducted during the Audit)
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26

Clean Harbors’ file review revealed that the discharger is 
using the wrong analytical method for analyzing titanium. 
Therefore, the City is required to have procedures to 
ensure that all analyses used during SIU self-monitoring 
events are in compliance with the regulations set forth at 
40 CFR Part 136. (Section 9.4, Requesting, Receiving, and 
Analyzing Reports)

The City has verified that Clean Harbor has a letter in their Industrial User file that 
includes a determination by EPA on the appropriateness of the testing method they 
use for analyzing titanium.  A copy of this letter is included in Attachment 14 in the 
5/27/2011 Response.  Also, the City initiated the use of a Self Monitoring Report 
Checklist in January 2011 to assist inspectors during review of reports, including 
reviewing sample collection using 40 CFR methods 136.  A copy of the Self 
Monitoring Report Checklist included in Attachment 41 in the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

27

The COC reports submitted by Mohawk Packing and 
Jennings Technology do not specify the type of samples 
taken. Therefore, the City is required to review all SIU self-
monitoring reports to ensure that the correct sample type 
was used during the self-monitoring event. (Section 9.4, 
Requesting, Receiving, and Analyzing Reports)

The City began ensuring consistent review of Self Monitoring Reports for the type of 
sample collected, grab versus composite in January 2011.  The City has also initiated 
using a Self Monitoring Report Checklist to assist inspectors during review of reports, 
including the type of sample collected.  A copy of the Self Monitoring Report Checklist 
in included in Attachment 41 in the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

The City received slug plans from Micrel, Inc.; SVTC Technologies, LLC; and 
Jennings Technology Corporation.  Copies of the front pages of these slug plans are 
included in Attachments 27, 38, and 21, respectively of the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

The City received a slug plan from ALSCO on 7/20/2011. A copy of the front page of 
this slug plan is included in Attachment 1 of this Response. Completed

29

Table 5 of the ERP includes a violation type of Falsification-
Bypassing Sample Point . The title of the violation is not 
consistent with the federal definition of a bypass. 
Therefore, the City is required to revise its description of 
the violation to reflect the federal definition. (Section 10.1, 
Deficiencies with the ERP)

This was a title error.  The City will update its ERP to reflect that bypass relates to 
diversion from the treatment facility and the sample point. 12/31/2011

30

The City failed to take appropriate enforcement actions 
against Mohawk Plating for violating its oil and grease 
effluent limit. Mohawk Packing exceeded its oil and grease 
limit on November 26, 2008. Therefore, the City must take 
enforcement action against Mohawk Packing for failure to 
comply with its discharge permit. (Section 10.2, Failure to 
Take Appropriate Enforcement Actions)

The City took timely enforcement action regarding this violation by issuing a Verbal 
Warning to this industrial user.  A copy of the 12/23/2008 Verbal Warning 
Enforcement Action Approval Form is included in Attachment 30 of the 5/27/2011 
Response .  Current information regarding the results was available at the time of the 
PCA through the program database; hard copies of these documents have since 
been re-filed.

Completed

28

The site visits conducted during the PCA revealed that 
several additional SIUs should be required to develop and 
implement a slug discharge control plan. Therefore, the 
City is required to formally evaluate those facilities to 
determine if slug discharge control plans are needed. 
(Section 9.5, Slug Discharge Control Plans)
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31

The City failed to take appropriate enforcement actions 
against Mohawk Plating and Prudential Overall Supply for 
exceeding the holding times of their pH samples. 
Therefore, the City must take enforcement actions against 
Mohawk Plating and Prudential Overall Supply for failure to 
comply with sampling requirements. (Section 10.2, Failure 
to Take Appropriate Enforcement Actions)

The Mohawk Packing Self Monitoring Report that was received on 2/28/2010 shows 
pH was analyzed past the hold time.  However, Mohawk Packing did analyze the pH 
within the necessary hold for Self Monitoring Reports received on 8/10/2010 and 
11/16/2010.  A Notice of Violation was issued on 5/16/2011 based on the dates of 
violations in 2009 and 2/28/2010.  A copy of the 5/16/2011 Notice of Violation issued 
is included in Attachment 30 of the 5/27/2011 Response .  Prudential Overall Supply 
has routinely exceeded its hold time, and a Notice of Violation and a Compliance 
Agreement were issued based on violations in 2009 and 2010.  A copy of the 
3/23/2011 Notice of Violation and the 3/29/2011 Compliance Agreement are included 
in Attachment 33 of the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

32

The site visit to Kearney Pattern Works and Foundry 
revealed that the facility was in violation of its zero-
discharge permit. The City is required to take enforcement 
actions against Kearney Pattern Works and Foundry for 
violating its zero-discharge requirement. (Section 10.2, 
Failure to Take Appropriate Enforcement Actions)

The City finds that an enforcement action is not required in response to this item.  The 
City correctly characterized Kearney Pattern Works as a Zero Discharge Categorical 
user for their foundry process under 40 CFR 464 because there is no discharge of 
categorical process wastewater to the sanitary sewer.  The Zero Discharge 
Categorical Permit prohibits the discharge of wastewater from any categorical 
operation to the sanitary sewer.  The tumbler wastewater from the machining 
operation in not a categorical wastewater.  This IU has been given a copy of BMPs for 
Machining Shops which has procedures for the discharge of waste waters from 
tumbled aluminum parts.  The permit fact sheet was updated to reflect the presence 
of the Machining operation as well as the distribution of the BMPs. Copies of the Zero 
Discharge Categorical Permit and factsheet are included in Attachment 22 of the 
5/27/2011 Response . 

Completed

33

Advance Surface Finishing’s file review revealed that the 
facility is discharging without a valid permit, which is in 
violation of the City’s SUO. Therefore, the City is required 
to take enforcement actions against Advance Surface 
Finishing for an unpermitted discharge. (Section 10.2, 
Failure to Take Appropriate Enforcement Actions)

The City issued a Discharge Permit to Advanced Surface Finishing on 12/23/2009.  
Copies of the permit and factsheet are included in Attachment 1 of the 5/27/2011 
Response .  The City has also revised its permitting procedures to ensure alignment 
of permit expiration and reissuance, and has applied this practice to all permits issued 
since April 2011.

Completed
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Table 2: 2009 Pretreatment Compliance Audit Summary Report - Recommendations
# Description Response Target

1

Chapter 15.14 of the City’s Sewer Use Regulations does 
not specifically outline all nondomestic discharger reporting 
requirements. To ensure that all nondomestic dischargers 
are aware of all reporting requirements, the City should 
include in its SUO either a reference to the reporting 
requirements listed at 40 CFR 403.8 and 403.12, or a list 
of the minimum federal reporting requirements. (Section 
5.1, Required Streamlining Rule Changes)

After careful review, the City finds that the existing SUO allows sufficient legal 
basis under sections 15.14.585, 15.14.695, and 15.14.745 to implement the 
minimum federal reporting requirements listed at 40 CFR 403.8 and 403.12.  As 
part of the City's programmatic and ordinance review, we will consider additional 
opportunities to clarify language.

Completed

The City adequately requires notification of significant changes in the existing SUO 
15.14.765 (7), which includes the addition or deletion of process discharge.  In 
response to the PCA, the City now includes in its permit language for all new 
permits issued to Industrial Users, including those with production based limits, the 
requirement for notification of decreases in volume of discharge which may be 
considered substantial pursuant to 40 CFR 403.12(j). 

The City has modified its permit template language for all new permits issued after 
5/31/2011, to include the language regarding decreases in volume of discharge 
which may be considered substantial pursuant to 40 CFR 403.12(j).  The City 
changed the language in the third paragraph of the permit cover letter template 
included in Attachment 47 in the 5/27/2011 Response to "If the quantity or strength 
of the wastewater discharge from your firm substantially changes, an application 
for a new permit must be submitted pursuant to [Applicable tributary agency sewer 
use regulations]."  The City also changed the language in the Notification of 
Change, paragraph 2 of the Stipulations section of the permit (page 2 of 
Attachment 47 in the 5/27/2011 Response ) to, "In the event that the permittee 
anticipates an average daily production or average daily flow increase or decrease 
of 20% or more for a period of more than 60 calendar days, the permittee shall 
notify the Director of Environmental Services in writing prior to the change."  In 
addition, the City has revised its procedures for identifying significant changes.

3

The SUO does not specifically list all the federally required 
reports. To ensure that all nondomestic dischargers are 
aware of all reporting requirements, the City should either 
include a reference to the reporting requirements listed at 
40 CFR 403.8 and 403.12, or include in its SUO a list of 
the minimum federal reporting requirements. (Section 5.3, 
Reporting Requirements)

After careful review, the City finds that the existing SUO allows sufficient legal 
basis under sections 15.14.585, 15.14.695, and 15.14.745 to implement the 
minimum federal reporting requirements listed at 40 CFR 403.8 and 403.12.  As 
part of the City's programmatic review and ordinance, we will consider additional 
opportunities to clarify language.

Completed

2

The City’s definition of significant change in the SUO does 
not include decreases in a nondomestic discharger’s 
production or flow rate. Therefore, the auditors strongly 
recommend that the City revise its definition of significant 
change to include decreases in production and discharge 
flow. (Section 5.2, Definitions)

Completed
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4

Section 15.14.585 does not specify that the director has 
the authority to develop additional limitations as deemed 
necessary. Therefore, the audit team recommends that the 
City revise its SUO to include a provision that allows the 
director to develop and implement additional limits as 
deemed necessary. (Section 5.4 Pretreatment Standards-
Local Limits)

The City's process for adopting new local limits requires an ordinance change 
which requires the approval of the City Council.  The Director may recommend 
local limit changes, and implement the changes if approved by the Council.

Completed

5

Coast Engraving’s zero-discharge permit lists the 
applicable local limits, but it does not list the categorical 
effluent limits that would apply if the facility was to 
discharge process wastewater. Therefore, the auditors 
strongly recommend that the City includes in all zero 
discharging CIU permits all applicable effluent limits—both 
local limits and categorical effluent limits. (Section 7.3, 
Categorical Standards)

The City considered including the categorical effluent limits during the 
development of the Zero Discharge Categorical Permit.  The Zero Discharge 
Categorical Permit does not allow any categorical wastewater to be discharged, 
and listing an effluent limit could give the impression that a discharge of categorical 
wastewater would be acceptable up to the limits in the permit.  The categorical 
effluent limits were left out of the Zero Discharge Categorical Permits to prevent 
any confusion, and the City does not agree that Zero Discharge Categorical 
Permits should list Federal Categorical effluent limits.  

Completed

6

The Jennings Technology Corporation’s permit does not 
specify which limits (local limits or the adjusted categorical 
limits) are more stringent at sampling point 002. Because 
that is not clearly reflected in the permit, the auditors 
strongly recommend that the City revise Jennings 
Technology Corporation’s permit to clearly reflect that both 
the local limits and the adjusted categorical limits are 
applicable at sampling point 002 and that the discharge 
could violate both sets of limits at the sampling point. 
Furthermore, the auditors recommend that the City clearly 
document this rationale within the facility’s fact sheet. 
(Section 7.4, Application of Most Stringent Limit)

The summary report incorrectly identifies "sample point 02" as "002."  The local 
and adjusted categorical limits are not applied at sample point 02.  Sample point 
02 is the federal categorical cyanide sampling point, used to monitor cyanide only.  
The final sample point 01 applies both the adjusted federal limits and the local 
limits.  The City enforces both the local and federal limits at the final discharge 
point, not only the more stringent limit.  The City has carefully reviewed the current 
permit for Jennings and finds that the permit clearly documents the limits applied 
at sample point 01, with the federal adjusted categorical limits shown on page 2 
and the local limits shown on page 15.

Completed

7

The fact sheets do not contain enough historical data to 
track or ensure that a discharger is correctly classified as 
an existing or new source. Therefore, the audit team 
strongly recommends that the City include in each of the 
SIU fact sheets a timeline outlining the first date of 
production and any subsequent changes to the process 
line or facility. (Section 7.5, Fact Sheets)

The City's current factsheet is limited by the functionality of the data management 
system, and only captures the date current operations began, date construction 
began, date pretreatment began, and date of initial discharge in the factsheet.  The 
factsheet can indicate if the facility was previously permitted and the previous 
permit number if it is different than the current one, but cannot list a historical 
record of the process changes and associated categorical determinations at the 
facility.  The City is currently developing and testing a new database upgrade which
will allow more flexibility for storing and using company data, and a new factsheet 
that is able to store a historical record of process changes to the process line or 
facility.  

12/31/2011
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The City updated its inspection report procedures.  The City is also instituting 
regular training sessions for all inspectors. Completed

In addition, the new Environmental Enforcement Database inspection report form 
will be redesigned to provide for additional comments versus check boxes to better 
document inspection activities.

12/31/2011

9

During the site visits, the audit team noticed that the City 
inspectors routinely sign in at the facilities they are 
inspecting. Therefore, City inspectors should determine, 
before signing in, whether it would preclude them from 
reporting what they see during the inspection. (Section 9.2, 
Compliance Inspections)

After consulting with the City Attorney, the City had determined that confidentiality 
statements do not necessarily preclude using any information collected during an 
inspection for enforcement.  The City has updated entrance procedures to reflect 
this policy.

Completed

10

Advance Surface Finishing’s operations log, as explained 
by the facility representative, does not provide adequate 
operational data to confirm how much wastewater is 
generated in a day, how wastewater is being properly 
treated on that day, if the wastewater is stored for an 
additional period, or what the actual discharge volume was 
on a day. The City should require the facility to develop a 
batch discharge log to clearly document volumes of 
wastewaters generated, treated, or discharged daily. 
(Section 9.3, Nondomestic User Site Inspections 
Conducted during the Audit)

A copy of the 5/2/2011 inspection report documenting the review of treatment and 
discharge logs is included in Attachment 2 in the 5/27/2011 Response .  The facility 
does log the various wastewaters treated and discharged.  However, the facility is 
an intermittent discharger; discharging continuously some days and not at all on 
others due to changes in production and the use of ion exchange.  The facility is 
not a true batch discharger and has not been permitted as such.  Therefore, the 
facility is required to collect a 24 hour composite sample as a representative 
sample.  

Completed

11

Advance Surface Finishing’s wastewater pipes that convey 
industrial flows were not labeled. The audit team 
recommends that the facility properly label wastewater 
pipes so that industrial flows can be properly identified. 
(Section 9.3, Nondomestic User Site Inspections 
Conducted during the Audit)

A copy of the 6/4/2010 inspection report documenting the labeling of pipes is 
included in Attachment 2 in the 5/27/2011 Response . Completed

8

The audit team found several deficiencies with the City’s 
inspection procedures. The City should evaluate its 
inspection training modules for its inspectors to ensure that 
they emphasize the importance of thorough 
documentation, and the City should offer periodic training 
for inspectors to ensure that they are aware of the 
documentation requirements. (Section 9.2, Compliance 
Inspections)
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12

The volume of Advance Surface Finishing’s pH alarm was 
very low, and the audit team could barely hear it. The audit 
team recommends that the facility increase the volume of 
the audible alarm used to indicate pH values approaching 
effluent limits. (Section 9.3, Nondomestic User Site 
Inspections Conducted during the Audit)

A copy of the 6/4/2010 inspection report where the pH alarms was tested is 
included in Attachment 2 in the 5/27/2011 Response . Completed

13

Advance Surface Finishing and ALSCO did not have any 
cleaning documentation or calibration records to document 
proper maintenance of the pH probe. The City should 
require these facilities to implement a pH logging system to 
document pH probe cleaning, calibration, and general 
maintenance. The log should contain pH values, dates, 
times, and documentation of the person performing the 
tasks. (Section 9.3, Nondomestic User Site Inspections 
Conducted during the Audit)

Logs for pH were reviewed for pH probe cleaning, calibration, and general 
maintenance as documented in 2010 and 2011 inspection reports.  Copies of 
2/22/2010, 11/23/2010, and 5/2/2011 Advanced Surface Finishing inspection 
reports are included in Attachment 2 in the 5/27/2011 Response , and the 3/9/2010 
and 2/28/2011 ALSCO inspection reports are included in Attachment 4 in the 
5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

The APCT facility representative was confused as to where 
the correct sampling point for cyanide was. Even through 
the facility’s cyanide sampling location is correct, the 
auditor strongly recommends that the City review with the 
facility representative the cyanide wastewater process and 
sample collection location to ensure that the representative 
understands the collection location. The collection location 
should also be noted on the map associated with the 
facility’s fact sheet. The audit team also recommends that 
the City’s industrial pretreatment program personnel have 

APCT, Inc. was formally named Advanced Printed Circuit Technology.  In the 
fourth quarter of 2008, after a name and ownership change, the facility was 
repermitted as APCT, Inc.  The previous facility had an inactive gold line.  The new 
owners wanted to use the gold line and requested a sample location for the line in 
the permit; however, they were not ready to use the line in 2008 and the first half of 
2009 as documented in inspection reports on 3/24/2009 and 6/08/2009.  On 
9/28/2009, the gold line was put into production.  The purpose of the 10/29/2009 
Audit inspection was to clarify with the Industrial User the location of the cyanide 
sample point, as documented in the 10/29/2009 inspection report.  City

discharges to the sewer system (i.e., wastewater sample 
locations). The facility representatives should not be 
modifying operations that affect the quality of wastewaters 
discharged to the sewer system without properly notifying 
the City. (Section 9.3, Nondomestic User Site Inspections 
Conducted during the Audit)

staff did communicate the requirements of regulatory authority to determine 
wastewater sampling locations.    Copies of the inspection reports are included in 
Attachment 6 in the 5/27/2011 Response .  However, process change 
communication is an ongoing issue with this industrial user.  Therefore, the City 
issued a Notice of Violation. This Notice of Violation is included in Attachment 2 of 
this response.

Completed14
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15

The APCT facility representative was not knowledgeable of 
the types of products that are rinsed and cleaned in the 
general rinse area adjacent to the pretreatment area. The 
auditor recommends that the facility develop a standard for 
what items are appropriate to be rinsed in the general rinse 
area so the facility is aware of what waste streams are 
flowing to its pretreatment system and so that 
noncategorical waste streams are not being discharged 
with the categorical waste streams. (Section 9.3, 
Nondomestic User Site Inspections Conducted during the 
Audit)

APCT submitted a standard operating procedure for the general rinse area 
adjacent to the pretreatment area describing what types of products are rinsed and 
cleaned, and how they monitor and control the work that is performed in this area.

Completed

16

APCT’s containment area did not appear to be large 
enough to contain the contents of the drums. The auditor 
recommends that the City discuss other means of 
chemical storage to ensure that chemicals are adequately 
contained. (Section 9.3, Nondomestic User Site 
Inspections Conducted during the Audit)

The City discussed storage evaluations with the City of Santa Clara Fire 
Department.  A copy of their report and recent correspondence with EPA regarding 
a 2009 investigation is included in Attachment 7 in the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

17

Coast Engraving’s sampling methods are insufficient. The 
City should conduct a follow-up inspection to ensure that 
the facility is using appropriate sampling methods during its 
sample collection. (Section 9.3, Nondomestic User Site 
Inspections Conducted during the Audit)

One of the items discussed at a compliance meeting conducted on 7/8/2011 was 
the methods used for collecting samples.   The Compliance Agreement required 
the following:  submit self monitoring reports for samples collected monthly for 
three months starting August 2011 for metals, cyanide and total toxic organics 
using the appropriate EPA methods 608, 624, and 625; submittal by 10/31/2011:  
procedures for pretreatment system operation and monitoring, an updated solvent 
management plan that includes all solvents maintained on site, and a slug 
discharge prevention plan certified by a Professional Engineer; and attendance at 
the next Industrial Users Academy.  A copy of the Compliance Agreement is 
included in Attachment 4 of this response.

Completed

18

The HED Battery Corporation facility representatives 
stated that they had never seen a copy of the facility’s 
permit. The City should ensure that all zero-discharge 
permittees receive copies of their permits. (Section 9.3, 
Nondomestic User Site Inspections Conducted during the 
Audit)

A copy of 3/15/2010 inspection report verifies that the permit was reviewed and 
discussed.  However, HED Battery Corporation has since closed and is no longer 
in business.  A copy of the 3/15/2010 inspection report is included in Attachment 
17  of the 5/27/2011 Response .  

Completed
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On 10/27/2009 the City issued a Notice of Violation for the bypassing, falsification 
of information, prohibition of accidental discharge, failure to notify significant 
change, and prohibition on use of diluting waters violations found during 
10/19/2009 inspection and were continuing at the time of the PCA.  The Notice of 
Violation required Jennings Technology Corporation to take a number of actions.  
In addition, the City had a Compliance Meeting with the facility manager for 
Jennings Technology Corporation on 1/12/2010 to discuss the Notice of Violation 
and develop a Compliance Agreement.  The Compliance Schedule included in the 
Compliance Agreement summarized items already required in the Notice of 
Violation and documented the items Jennings Technology Corporation already 
responded to on 11/11/2009.  These items included:  

• Submittal of updated permit application, permit fee, and slug prevention plan; 
• Addition of foot pedal controlled rinse shutoffs to the cyanide process line; 
• Repair of alarm and pH recording equipment; 
• Removal of hoses; and 
• Completion of annual employee training.  

In addition to the requirements already required and completed by the Industrial 
User, the City required Jennings Technology Corporation staff to attend the 
4/28/2010 Industrial User Academy, which the Industrial User also completed.  
Since most items were already completed, the City conducted a follow up 
inspection on 1/15/2010 to verify the completion of the compliance schedule items. 
There was no foaming in the sample point at the time of the inspection.  The 
foaming was caused by too low pH in a process tank upstream of the pretreatment 
system and that had since been adjusted.  Copies of the 1/15/2010 inspection 
report, the City sampling reports, the Enforcement Actions including the Notice of 
Violation, the Administrative Citation, the Compliance Agreement, and the 
Significant Non-Compliance article from 2/24/2010 San Jose Mercury News, and 
the title pages of the Jennings Technology Corporation Slug Control Plan are 
included in Attachments 18, 19, 20, and 21, respectively of the 5/27/2011 
Respons e..

The Industrial User also installed a sign for the hand sink discussed in the PCA 
stating- "No Disposal of Chemicals in This Sink," as verified during 3/28/2011 
inspection.  A copy of the inspection report is included in Attachment 18.

19

During the Jennings Technology Corporation site visit, the 
auditor noted several areas of concern. The Tetra Tech 
inspectors strongly recommend that the City follow up with 
the facility to ensure that all the deficiencies noted during 
the inspection are corrected. Therefore, the City should 
conduct a follow-up visit with Jennings Technology to 
ensure that all the areas of concern observed during this 
site visit are corrected or resolved. (Section 9.3, 
Nondomestic User Site Inspections Conducted during the 
Audit)

Completed
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20

Micrel plans to expand its dry operations over the 2009 
Christmas break. The audit team recommends that the 
City request the facility to give a formal submittal of the 
proposed changes before the Christmas break. (Section 
9.3, Nondomestic User Site Inspections Conducted during 
the Audit)

The original reference was made for the Christmas of 2009, however, during the 
5/2/2011 inspection, the inspector discussed with Micrel, Inc. if there were any 
process changes that the City was not aware since 2009.  The only change in 
process has been the expansion of a developer process that did lead to a minimal 
increase in process flow.  However, this was not significant enough to require a 
permit amendment.

Completed

21

Micrel has recently modified its pretreatment system in an 
effort to eliminate pH exceedances. The audit team 
recommends that the City request a timeline for the facility 
to formally modify its pretreatment system’s standard 
operating procedures. (Section 9.3, Nondomestic User Site 
Inspections Conducted during the Audit)

During an inspection on 5/2/2011, the standard operating procedures for the pH 
system and responding to pH exceedences were reviewed.  A copy of the 5/2/2011
inspection report is included in Attachment 26 of the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

22

Micrel does not have the ability to shut down or divert flows 
to holding tanks if the pH of the wastewater drops below 
the permitted limit of 6.5 standard units (S.U.). The City 
should evaluate whether the pH alarm set point of 6.5 S.U. 
is adequate to ensure that effluent will remain in 
compliance during peak flows. (Section 9.3, Nondomestic 
User Site Inspections Conducted during the Audit)

The actual local permit limit is 6.0 S.U. not 6.5 S.U., as stated in the comment.  
Micrel submitted a letter detailing their process for responding to a pH alarm, and 
evaluating the set point for triggering the alarm.  A copy of this letter is included in 
Attachment 5 of this response.  The City has also required Micrel, Inc. to develop a 
slug control plan and a copy of the title page is included in Attachment 27 of the 
5/27/2011 Response .  

Completed

23

At Mohawk Packing, the auditor noticed that the boiler 
chemicals are stored in a drum in the boiler room and are 
not secondarily contained (a floor drain is in the room). 
Therefore, the auditor recommends that the City inform the 
discharger of the secondary containment requirements of 
all chemicals, and the City should conduct a follow-up 
inspection to ensure that the facility is properly storing all 
chemicals. (Section 9.3, Nondomestic User Site 
Inspections Conducted during the Audit)

The City verified appropriate secondary containment during 3/15/2010 inspection.  
A copy of the inspection report is included in Attachment 29 of the 5/27/2011 
Response .

Completed
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24

At Prudential Overall Supply, the auditor noted a hand 
washing sink in the chemical storage area. The audit team 
recommends that the City require the facility to place a 
sign above the sink to warn against dumping any spent or 
unused chemicals down the drain. In addition, the audit 
team recommends that the City require the facility to 
conduct periodic training for employees on the proper 
chemical handling and disposal practices. (Section 9.3, 
Nondomestic User Site Inspections Conducted during the 
Audit)

The Industrial User installed a sign in English and Spanish - "No Disposal of 
Chemicals in This Sink," as verified during 1/5/2010 inspection.  A copy of the 
inspection report is included in Attachment 32 of the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

25

At Solopower, Inc., the auditor discussed permanently 
capping or plugging the facility’s severed connection to the 
City’s POTW system to ensure that discharges have been 
eliminated. The auditor recommends that the City follow up 
with facility to ensure that the facility has adequately 
capped or plugged its industrial wastewater connection to 
the City’s POTW. (Section 9.3, Nondomestic User Site 
Inspections Conducted during the Audit)

The Industrial User does not want to cap permanently the discharge line, since the 
facility does plan to make changes to its process and discharge.  However, it does 
have an adequate cap to prevent discharge from this sample point.  Also, they are 
required to submit certified self monitoring reports with zero discharge.  However, 
they are required to notify us if they plan to discharge in the future with a written 
permit application, and the connection will be checked on all inspections.

Completed

26

The THAT Corporation representative was unaware of how 
the water softener is maintained or where the brine 
regenerate water is disposed of. The audit team 
recommends that the City follow up with the facility to 
review the facility’s water softener regeneration operation 
and discharge location. (Section 9.3, Nondomestic User 
Site Inspections Conducted during the Audit)

The City confirmed that That Corporation discharges the water softener and 
reverse osmosis brine water in the acid waste neutralization system at an 
inspection on 7/19/2011.  The City is in the process of investigating any permit 
issues regarding this change in information.  A copy of the 7/19/2011 inspection 
report is included in Attachment 6.

9/30/2011

27

During the Xstrata Recycling site visit, there were no 
discussions about wet scrubbers, which are commonly 
used in processes such as those in operation at the facility. 
The auditor recommends that the City determine if the 
facility uses any wet scrubbers in any of its processes. If 
the facility does use wet scrubbers, the City should also 
discuss disposal practices for the wastewater generated 
from the wet scrubber. (Section 9.3, Nondomestic User 
Site Inspections Conducted during the Audit)

The City reviewed the flow at Xstrata Recycling and found that the wet scrubber 
wastewater is either recirculated back into the scrubbers or manifested for disposal 
offsite as hazardous waste, as appropriate for a zero categorical discharge facility.  

Completed
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28

The ERP does not define the term prolonged periods. 
Therefore, the audit team strongly recommends that the 
City establishes a specific definition of prolonged periods 
so that the City can take consistent enforcement actions. 
(Section 10.1, Deficiencies with the ERP)

The ERP does escalate enforcement based on various periods specific to each 
type of violation.  The periods are defined in the tables listing each violation, 
located in Appendix A of the ERP.

Completed

29

The audit team was unable to find adequate 
documentation in Coast Engraving’s file to evaluate the 
facility’s correct categorical classification. The auditors 
strongly recommend that the City research the history of 
the facility and resolve the missing information that could 
not be found in the files. Furthermore, the auditors 
recommend that the City maintain a comprehensive history 
of all SIUs to ensure that the City’s classification rationale 
can be validated. (Section 11, Data Management)

The City finds that Coast Engraving is properly classified as a new source metal 
finisher under 40 CFR 433.17.  Coast Engraving was a categorical zero discharger 
that began operating under a discharge permit in 2010.  Although the process at 
Coast Engraving remains unchanged, their change in operations, to pretreat 
wastewater and discharge to the sanitary sewer instead of hauling these wastes off
site, afforded them the opportunity to install the Best Available Technologies 
pretreatment for permitted discharge to the sanitary sewer. 

Completed
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1

As required at 40 CFR 403.8(f)(1)(iii)(B)(1), permits must 
contain a statement of duration, which should include an 
effective date and an expiration date.   A number of the 
permits reviewed during the inspection contain a permit 
effective date that predates the issuance date.   The City is 
required to implement the appropriate procedural changes 
to ensure that permits are issued before their effective 
date.   (Section 6.1, Permit Issuance)

The City has implemented steps to ensure that permits issued do not have an 
expiration prior to the issuance date.  The City began providing more outreach to 
industrial users and improving the permit tracking process.  The City has revised 
its permitting procedures to ensure alignment of permit expiration and reissuance, 
and this practice has been applied to all permits issued since April 2011.

Completed

Inspection procedures were found to greatly vary between 
the different City inspectors.   A component of the 
inspection was to observe City inspectors performing their 
typical annual inspection procedures.   Some of the City 
inspections thoroughly covered, reviewed, and inspected 
facility records, processes, pretreatment systems, and 
monitoring devices, whereas other inspections did not.   
For example, the contract inspection team identified a 
number of items of concern at Pyramid Circuits, including 
the storage of chemicals in relation to drains and the 
pretreatment system, the overall operation  of the 
pretreatment system (i.e., the method for pH adjustment), 
the discharge of rainwater

The City has revised its inspection procedures and other mechanisms to support 
review of pretreatment systems, onsite records, flow schematics documentation, 
chemical storage and its relationship to drains in the pretreatment system and 
rainwater, general housekeeping, and monitoring equipment maintenance 
documentation requirements.

Regarding Pyramid Circuits, the City issued a Notice of Violation to, and developed 
a Compliance Agreement with, Pyramid Circuits at a 5/12/2011 Compliance 
Meeting to address these specific issues.  Copies of the Notice of Violation and 
Compliance Agreement are included in Attachment 34 from 5/27/2011 Response .

from the chemical storage area to the pretreatment 
system, general housekeeping, and incorrect pretreatment 
schematics.  Thorough inspection procedures by the City 
should have identified and addressed those items.  The 
federal regulations at 40 CFR 403.8(f)(2) require the City to 
develop and implement procedures to ensure compliance 
with the requirements of the pretreatment program.   The 
City is required to implement thorough inspection 
procedures at all inspected industries.   (Section 
8.2,Compliance Inspections)

Also the City contacted the City of Santa Clara Fire Department Hazardous 
Materials Section to follow up on a 4/7/2011 investigation they conducted with EPA 
and State Board representatives.  Mr. Hansen, City of San Jose Hazardous 
Materials Inspector normally responsible for inspecting Pyramid Circuits, provided 
the City a draft letter documenting the deficiencies found during the inspection, a 
5/13/2011 Pre-Citation Notice, a 3/24/2010 Notice to Comply, and a copy of 
9/11/2009 inspection report.  Copies of these documents are included in 
Attachment 35 from 5/27/2011 Response .

2 Completed
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Table 3:  2011 Pretreatment Compliance Inspection Report - Requirements

# Description Response Target

3

Some of the hazardous waste containers were not within 
secondary containment at M-Pulse Microwave.   The City 
is required to reevaluate the facility’s slug control plan to 
ensure that the facility’s chemical and hazardous waste 
management practices do not propose a threat to the 
POTW.   (Section 8.3, Nondomestic User Site Inspections 
Conducted during the Inspection)

The City issued a Notice of Violation to, and developed a Compliance Agreement 
with, M-Pulse Microwave at a 5/12/2011 Compliance Meeting.  An element of the 
Agreement includes requiring a slug plan for this facility to ensure that the facility's 
chemical and hazardous waste management practices do not pose a threat to the 
San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant.  In addition, the City has 
referred the facility to the County of Santa Clara Department of Environmental 
Health Hazardous Material Compliance Division.  Copies of the Notice of Violation 
and Compliance Agreement are included in Attachment 24 from 5/27/2011 
Response  and a copy of the 4/29/2011 e-mail referring M-Pulse Microwave to the 
County is included in Attachment 25  from 5/27/2011 Response .

9/30/2011

4

The January 11, 2011, manifest at M-Pulse Microwave 
summarizes the disposal of eleven 55-gallon drums, two 
15-gallon drums, and one 5-gallon drum, as well as 
vermiculite, 409 cleaner, and cleaning rags.   The manifest 
also shows an additional charge for a “Supervisor” to “pack 
and sort fuming drums.” Based on the observations made 
concerning the facility’s hazardous waste management 
practices, the “fuming” of drums, and the number of small 
volumes of hazardous waste throughout the facility, there 
appears to be a risk to employee safety and a potential for 
noncompliance with environmental regulations.   The City 
is required to reevaluate the facility’s slug control plan to 
ensure that the facility’s chemical and hazardous waste 
management practices do not propose a threat to the 
POTW.   (Section 8.3, Nondomestic User Site Inspections 
Conducted during the Inspection)

The City issued a Notice of Violation to, and developed a Compliance Agreement 
with, M-Pulse Microwave at a 5/12/2011 Compliance Meeting.  An element of the 
Agreement includes requiring a slug plan for this facility to ensure that the facility's 
chemical and hazardous waste management practices do not pose a threat to the 
San Jose/Santa Clara Water Pollution Control Plant.  In addition, the City has 
referred the facility to the County of Santa Clara Department of Environmental 
Health Hazardous Material Compliance Division.  Copies of the Notice of Violation 
and Compliance Agreement are included in Attachment 24 from 5/27/2011 
Response , and a copy of the 4/29/2011 e-mail referring M-Pulse Microwave to the 
County is included in Attachment 25 from 5/27/2011 Response .

9/30/2011

5

The inspection team was informed by the facility 
representative at M-Pulse Microwave that soap bubbles 
sometimes blind the pH probe, which results in the 
discharge valve closing.   This situation could be an 
indicator that the probe is not operating properly.  The City 
is required to have the facility ensure that its entire 
pretreatment system is designed and operating properly.   
(Section 8.3, Nondomestic User Site Inspections 
Conducted during the Inspection)

The City issued a Notice of Violation to, and developed a Compliance Agreement 
with, M-Pulse Microwave at a 5/12/2011 Compliance Meeting.  An element of the 
Agreement includes requiring the facility to have a third party pretreatment system 
evaluation by professional engineer.  Copies of the Notice of Violation and 
Compliance Agreement are included in Attachment 24 from 5/27/2011 Response .

9/30/2011
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Table 3:  2011 Pretreatment Compliance Inspection Report - Requirements

# Description Response Target

6

The facility representative at M-Pulse Microwave stated 
that new pH probes are not calibrated when installed.   The 
City is required to have the facility ensure that all 
instrumentation is properly installed and calibrated as 
required.   (Section 8.3, Nondomestic User Site 
Inspections Conducted during the Inspection)

The City issued a Notice of Violation to, and developed a Compliance Agreement 
with, M-Pulse Microwave at a 5/12/2011 Compliance Meeting.  Elements of the 
Agreement include requiring the facility to have a third party evaluation of the 
pretreatment system (the pretreatment system includes the pH monitoring system) 
by a professional engineer, requiring the facility to calibrate the pH meter, and 
providing a log of pH maintenance activities including calibration.  Copies of the 
Notice of Violation and Compliance Agreement are included in Attachment 24 from 
5/27/2011 Response .

9/30/2011

7

At M-Pulse Microwave, the inspection team observed that 
some of the wiring associated with the operation of the 
pretreatment system components (e.g., pump motor, 
control panel) was rusted, in various states of disrepair, 
and in some case not connected to the appropriate 
locations.   The City is required to have the facility ensure 
that its entire pretreatment system is designed and 
operating properly.

The City issued a Notice of Violation to, and developed a Compliance Agreement 
with, M-Pulse Microwave at a 5/12/2011 Compliance Meeting.  An element of the 
Agreement includes requiring the facility to have a third party pretreatment system 
evaluation by a professional engineer.  Copies of the Notice of Violation and 
Compliance Agreement are included in Attachment 24 from 5/27/2011 Response .

9/30/2011

8

The chemical storage area at Pyramid Circuits is outside, 
uncovered, and bermed.   The facility representative stated 
that the facility pumps collected rainwater from the 
chemical storage area sump to the pretreatment system 
sump for treatment and discharge to the POTW.   Section 
15.14.545 of the City’s Sewer Use Regulations states that 
“No person shall discharge, cause, allow or permit any 
stormwater, surface water or roof runoff, to be discharged 
into the sanitary sewer system or any part thereof.” The 
City is required to ensure that stormwater is not being 
discharged to the sanitary sewer system as required in 
section 15.14.545 of the City’s Sewer Use Regulations.   It 
should also be noted that the facility’s pretreatment 
collection sump is located outside and covered with a 
grate, thereby also allowing stormwater to enter the 
sanitary sewer via the pretreatment system.   (Section 8.3, 
Nondomestic User Site Inspections Conducted during the 
Inspection)

The City issued a Notice of Violation to, and developed a Compliance Agreement 
with, Pyramid Circuits at a 5/12/2011 Compliance Meeting.  An element of the 
Agreement includes requiring the facility to have a third party evaluation of 
operations by a professional engineer that includes investigating rerouting of the 
stormwater discharges.  However, protecting discharges to the storm sewer 
system may require discharging contaminated stormwater to the sanitary sewer.  
Therefore, the City is evaluating contaminated stormwater policy to minimize 
stormwater contamination practices and ordinance language to ensure the best 
protection for the environment.  Copies of the Notice of Violation and Compliance 
Agreement are included in Attachment 34 from 5/27/2011 Response .

7/31/2012
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Table 3:  2011 Pretreatment Compliance Inspection Report - Requirements

# Description Response Target

9

The pH recorder at Pyramid Circuits for the pH meter in 
the sample tank had a calibration sticker from CT 
Services; however, the calibration date and next calibration 
date were faded and could not be read.   The pH recorder 
had a high set point of 14.1 standard units (s.u.) and a low 
set point of 14.0 s.u.  Part B of the facility’s permit requires 
that “all wastewater pretreatment and monitoring devices 
shall be properly operated and maintained in proper 
working condition.” The City is required to ensure that the 
pH meter has been properly calibrated and the set points 
are properly maintained.   (Section 8.3, Nondomestic User 
Site Inspections Conducted during the Inspection)

The City issued a Notice of Violation to, and developed a Compliance Agreement 
with, Pyramid Circuits at a 5/12/2011 Compliance Meeting.  Elements of the 
Agreement include requiring the facility to have a third party evaluation of its 
pretreatment system (includes pH monitoring system) by a professional engineer, 
to calibrate the pH meter, and to provide a log of pH maintenance activities 
including calibration. Copies of the Notice of Violation and Compliance Agreement 
are included in Attachment 34 from 5/27/2011 Response .

9/30/2011

10

The 2008 permit application for Pyramid Circuits contains 
a schematic flow diagram of the pretreatment system.   
This schematic was also posted in two locations in the 
pretreatment area at the facility.   It was observed during 
the facility inspection that the schematic is incorrect.   The 
City should have recognized this incorrect pretreatment 
diagram during its facility inspections and its review of the 
permit application.   The federal regulations at 40 CFR 
403.8(f)(2) require the City to develop and implement 
procedures to ensure compliance with the requirements of 
the pretreatment program; therefore, the City is required to 
develop and implement procedures to ensure that all 
document received from industrial users are accurate.   
(Section 8.4, Requesting, Receiving, and Analyzing 
Reports)

The City revised its permit application submittal procedures and is evaluating other 
mechanisms to support accurate submittals of flow schematics and other 
documents.  In addition, the City has updated its inspection report procedures and 
is instituting regular training sessions for all inspectors.  Also, the City issued a 
Notice of Violation to, and developed a Compliance Agreement with, Pyramid 
Circuits at a 5/12/2011 Compliance Meeting.  An element of the agreement 
includes requiring the facility to submit an updated flow diagram.  Copies of the 
Notice of Violation and Compliance Agreement are included in Attachment 34 from 
5/27/2011 Response .

Completed
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# Description Response Target

11

The federal pretreatment regulations at 40 CFR 
403.12(g)(3) require that sampling protocols (including 
appropriate preservation) be used as specified in 40 CFR 
Part 136.   The federal regulations at 40 CFR Part 136, 
Table II, require that pH be analyzed within 15 minutes of 
collection.   A number of the SMRs and chain-of-custody 
reports in the files reviewed did not state the time when 
wastewater for pH analysis was collected and analyzed, or 
whether the analysis was completed in the field; therefore, 
whether the requirements at 40 CFR Part 136 had been 
met could not be determined.   The City is required to 
ensure that all monitoring events meet the requirements at 
40 CFR Part 136.   (Section 8.4, Requesting, Receiving, 
and Analyzing Reports)

The City trained inspectors in January 2011 to implement a new Self Monitoring 
Report Checklist to assist and document inspector review of self monitoring 
reports, including specifically reviewing pH hold time.  A copy of the Self Monitoring
Report Checklist in included in Attachment 41 from 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

12

In the SMR received by the City, no “Date Received” was 
included for the Philips Lumileds Lighting Company’s 
monitoring event on October 17, 2009.   Therefore, 
whether the City had received the SMR by the permit-
required due date, October 31, could not be determined.   
The federal regulations at 40 CFR 403.8(f)(2) require the 
City to develop and implement procedures to ensure 
compliance with the requirements of the pretreatment 
program; therefore, the City is required to develop and 
implement procedures to ensure that all documents are 
properly received.   (Section 8.4, Requesting, Receiving, 
and Analyzing Reports)

Phillips Lumileds Lighting Company did submit a self monitoring report in October 
2009 with a sample date in June 2009 within the appropriate compliance 
timeframe for that time period.  However, Phillips Lumileds did sample a month too 
early for the April 2010 self monitoring compliance reporting period.  The inspector 
at the time, now retired, confused the six month compliance period for the self 
monitoring report due on April 2010 as being October 2009 to March 2009 instead 
of November 2009 to April 2009.  The City issued a Warning Notice in response to 
the violation.  A copy of the 5/24/2011 Warning Notice is included in Attachment 31 
from 5/27/2011 Response .  The City is also revised self monitoring report 
procedures in response to the upgrade of the program data management system 
and these procedure updates provided clarified compliance periods.

Completed
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Table 3:  2011 Pretreatment Compliance Inspection Report - Requirements

# Description Response Target

13

The City’s standardized checklist, referred to as the 
“Evaluation Checklist for Slug Discharge Prevention Plan 
Requirement,” was reviewed.   During the facility 
inspections, the contractor inspection team asked to 
review various items from the checklist that the City 
inspectors had indicated/documented were present and 
implemented.   It was found that a number of items 
indicated as present and implemented on the checklist 
were neither available nor implemented at Pyramid 
Circuits.   Based on the discrepancies between the City’s 
checklist and the observations, the City is required to 
reevaluate Pyramid Circuits’ need for a slug discharge 
control plan and thoroughly and accurately document the 
checklist items.   (Section 8.5, Slug Discharge Control 
Plans)

The City issued a Notice of Violation to, and developed a Compliance Agreement 
with, Pyramid Circuits at a 5/12/2011 Compliance Meeting.  An element of the 
Agreement includes requiring the facility to complete a slug plan.  Copies of the 
Notice of Violation and Compliance Agreement are included in Attachment 34 from 
5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

14

The contract inspection team asked to review facilities’ 
accidental spill logs and batch discharge logs and 
observed other conditions indicated on the City’s 
“Evaluation Checklist for Slug Discharge Prevention Plan 
Requirement.” It was found that facilities did not have or 
had not implemented some of the items that the City had 
documented the facilities as having.   Therefore, the City is 
required to accurately document all items on its checklist 
so that the City can adequately determine whether a facility 
needs a slug discharge control plan.   (Section 8.5, Slug 
Discharge Control Plans)

The City is revising its Slug Plan Evaluation Procedures and checklist to support 
accurate documentation of slug plan evaluation requirements.  The City will also 
provide training to inspectors on the new procedures.

9/30/2011
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Table 4:  2011 Pretreatment Compliance Inspection Report - Recommendations

# Description Response Target

1

Based on observations at Pyramid Circuits, it is strongly 
recommended that the City require the facility to develop 
and implement a slug discharge control plan.   (Section 
8.5, Slug Discharge Control Plans)

The City issued a Notice of Violation to, and developed a Compliance Agreement 
with, Pyramid Circuits at a 5/12/2011 Compliance Meeting.  An element from the 
Agreement includes requiring the facility to submit a slug plan.  Copies of the 
Notice of Violation and Compliance Agreement are included in Attachment 34 in 
the 5/27/2011 Response .

9/30/2011

2

It is strongly recommended that the City modify the permit 
for Philips Lumileds Lighting Company to cease or 
minimize effluent flow during SSO events to prevent 
excess discharge from the SSO.  (Section 6.2, Sanitary 
Sewer Overflows)

The recent sanitary sewer oveflow does not appear to have been caused by Phillip 
Lumineds Lighting Company.  However, the City met with Phillips Lumileds 
Lighting Company on 7/14/2011 to discuss if there are any potential mechanisms 
for minimizing the impact of sanitary sewer overflows.  This facility is a 24-hour, 7-
days-a-week operation with little opportunites to reduce flow rates.  The facility can 
shut down their operations and divert flows if the facility is responsible for an 
overflow.  The facility is also updating their notification procedures for sanitary 
sewer overflows so that their security guards directly notify the City for all sanitary 
sewer overflows.

The City has also responded to the sanitary sewer overflow by installing a 
SmartCover in the manhole on Trimble Road adjacent to Philips Lumileds. The 
SmartCover device will detect and send preemptive signals to maintenance 
personnel if sewage flow level starts rising above a pre-set level in the manhole.  
The City also cleaned debris from a siphon located downstream from the IU and 
the sanitary sewer segments are now on a six month cleaning cycle.

Completed

3

The inspection team asked to review the accidental spill 
log at Arnold’s Metal Finishing, as indicated on the City’s 
“Evaluation Checklist for Slug Discharge Prevention Plan 
Requirement.”  The facility representative stated that the 
facility has “never had one.”  The City inspector 
recommended that the facility develop an accidental spill 
log and keep it on top of the facility’s spill kit.  (Section 8.3, 
Nondomestic User Site Inspections Conducted during the 
Inspection)

Surveillance sampling conducted at Arnold's Metal Finishing resulted in several 
nickel violations.  These violations were addressed with Notices of Violations and a 
Compliance Agreement from a 3/10/2011 Compliance Meeting.  An element from 
the Agreement includes requiring the facility to submit a slug plan that will contain 
a procedure for spill response, including the maintenance of an accidental spill log. 
A Copy of the Notices of Violation and the 3/10/2011 Compliance Meeting were 
included in Attachment 8 in the 5/27/2011 Response .  At a permit inspection 
conducted on 7/11/2011 the City was able to confirm that the facility is maintaining 
a spill log.  The spill log fulfills the recommended action.

However, Arnold Metal Finishing did not submit a slug discharge prevention plan 
and the City issued a Notice of Violation.  A copy of the inspection report, Notice of 
Violation are included in Attachments 3 of this response.

Completed
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4

M-Pulse Microwave had many hazardous waste containers 
with dates exceeding the 90-day hold requirements and 
some of the hazardous waste containers were not within 
secondary containment.  The City should forward the 
findings of the inspection (i.e., questionable hazardous 
waste management practices) to the proper authorities for 
evaluation with respect to safety and regulatory 
compliance.  (Section 8.3, Nondomestic User Site 
Inspections Conducted during the Inspection)

The City has referred information regarding M-Pulse Microwave to the County of 
Santa Clara Department of Environmental Health Hazardous Material Compliance 
Division.   A copy of the e-mail sent to the County is included in Attachment 25 in 
the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

5

The January 11, 2011, manifest at M-Pulse Microwave 
shows an additional charge for a “Supervisor” to “pack and 
sort fuming drums.” Based on the observations made 
concerning the facility’s hazardous waste management 
practices, the “fuming” of drums, and the number of small 
volumes of hazardous waste throughout the facility, there 
appears to be a risk to employee safety and a potential for 
noncompliance with environmental regulations.  The City 
should forward the findings of the inspection (i.e., “fuming 
drums”) to the proper authorities for evaluation with 
respect to safety and regulatory compliance.  (Section 8.3, 
Nondomestic User Site Inspections Conducted during the 
Inspection)

The City has referred the information regarding M-Pulse Microwave to the County 
of Santa Clara Department of Environmental Health Hazardous Material 
Compliance Division.   A copy of the e-mail sent to the County is included in 
Attachment 25 in the 5/27/2011 Response .

Completed

6

The inspection team asked the facility representative at M-
Pulse Microwave if the facility has a written SOP for its 
pretreatment system.  The facility does not.  It is strongly 
recommended that the facility be required to develop a 
SOP for its pretreatment system.  The SOP should include 
the regular calibration of the pH probe on a standardized 
log form or log book.  (Section 8.3, Nondomestic User Site 
Inspections Conducted during the Inspection)

The City issued a Notice of Violation to, and developed a Compliance Agreement 
with, M-Pulse Microwave at a 5/12/2011 Compliance Meeting.  Elements of the 
Agreement include requiring the facility to have a third party evaluation of the 
pretreatment system (the pretreatment system includes the pH monitoring system) 
by a professional engineer, requiring the facility to calibrate the pH meter, and 
providing a log of pH maintenance activities including calibration.  Copies of the 
Notice of Violation and Compliance Agreement are included in Attachment 24 in 
the 5/27/2011 Response .

9/30/2011
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7

The State Water Board inspector asked the Pyramid 
Circuits representative and the City inspector if there was a 
standard operating procedure (SOP) for the pretreatment 
system.  The facility representative was unaware of an 
SOP and the City inspector thought that there might be 
one in the file at the City’s offices.  The inspection team 
was unable to find a pretreatment SOP but was able to find 
the same incorrect pretreatment flow schematics that were 
posted in the facility’s pretreatment area.  It is 
recommended that the facility develop a written SOP for 
the operation of the pretreatment system and the batch 
discharge practices.  The SOP should address the facility’s 
pH adjustment practice described below.  (Section 8.3, 
Nondomestic User Site Inspections Conducted during the 
Inspection)

The City issued a Notice of Violation to, and developed a Compliance Agreement 
with, Pyramid Circuits at a 5/12/2011 Compliance Meeting.  The Compliance 
Agreement includes requirements for the facility to have a third party registered 
engineer develop a written SOP for the operation of Pyramid Circuits pretreatment 
system and batch treatment and discharge practices, following a full an evaluation 
of the pretreatment system operation, capacity, and effectiveness.  Other elements 
of the Compliance Agreement include requirements for the facility to calibrate the 
pH meter and maintain a log of pH maintenance activities, including the calibration. 
Copies of the Notice of Violation and Compliance Agreement are included in 
Attachment 34 in the 5/27/2011 Response .

9/30/2011

8

The pH in the pretreatment collection sump at Pyramid 
Circuits is adjusted by manually tipping a 5-gallon 
container of caustic soda on its side, opening a spigot, and 
allowing the chemical to drip or pour into the sump.  Based 
on this practice and the chemical storage encompassing 
the pretreatment’s collection sump, it is strongly 
recommended that the City require the facility to develop a 
slug discharge control plan and that a more precise 
method for adding treatment chemicals be developed by 
the facility’s operations staff.  (Section 8.3, Nondomestic 
User Site Inspections Conducted during the Inspection)

The City issued a Notice of Violation to, and developed a Compliance Agreement 
with, Pyramid Circuits at a 5/12/2011 Compliance Meeting.   Elements of the 
Agreement requires the facility to provide a slug plan and an evaluation of the 
pretreatment system by a professional engineer with a schedule for any upgrades.  
Copies of the Notice of Violation and Compliance Agreement are included in 
Attachment 34 in the 5/27/2011 Response .

9/30/2011
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9

The inspection team asked to see the Batch Discharge 
Log at Pyramid Circuits for a review of documentation 
structure and operational practices.  According to the City’s 
“Evaluation Checklist for Slug Discharge Prevention Plan 
Requirement,” the facility’s staff maintained a batch 
discharge log.  The facility representative stated that he 
was “unaware of a log.” The City inspector thought that the 
facility “used to have one.” It is recommended that the 
facility develop and implement a batch discharge log.  
Refer to section 8.4 of the Summary Report for a further 
discussion.  (Section 8.3, Nondomestic User Site 
Inspections Conducted during the Inspection)

The City issued a Notice of Violation to, and developed a Compliance Agreement 
with, Pyramid Circuits at a 5/12/2011 Compliance Meeting.  Elements of the 
Agreement include requiring a pretreatment system evaluation, and development 
of pretreatment standard operating procedures (batch discharge logs are part of 
the pretreatment system operation) by a professional engineer.  Copies of the 
Notice of Violation and Compliance Agreement are included in Attachment 34 in 
the 5/27/2011 Response .

9/30/2011
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Table 5:  June 29, 2011 Updated Combined 2009 Pretreatment Compliance Audit and 2011 Pretreatment Compliance Inspection 
Summary Report Response 

List of Attachments

Attachment 
# Facility Name Type of 

Document Dates and Description PCA 
Requirement 

PCA 
Recommend 

PCI 
Requirement 

PCI 
Recommend 

1 ALSCO Slug Plan 
Coversheet 6/30/2011 First page of Slug Plan 12, 28

2 APCT Enforcement 
Documents Notice of Violation NV-22597 14

3 Arnold's Metal 
Finishing

Enforcement 
Documents Notice of Violation NV-22599 3

4 Coast Engraving, Inc. Enforcement 
Documents 7/8/2011 Compliance Agreement 17

5 Micrel, Inc. Correspondence E-mail sent from Micrel, Inc. on 7/5/2011 22

6 That Corporation Inspection Report 7/19/2011 26
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