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Truntiline Gas Company; Notice of 
Technical Conference 

November 24,1995. 
In the Commission's order issued on 

October 25,1995 in the above-captioned 
proceeding, the Commission ordered 
that a technical conference be convened 
to resolve issues raised by the filing. 
The conference to address the issues has 
been scheduled for December 11,1995, 
at 2:00 p.m. in a room to be designated 
at the offices of the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. 888 First 
Street, NE., Washington. DC 20426. 
Lois D. Cashell, 
Secretary. 
IFR Doc. 95-29204 Filed 11-29-95; 8:45 ami 
BJIUMO COOS 8717-01-fct 

Pocket No. ER86-34-0C0) 

Wicor Energy Services, Inc.; Notice of 
Issuance of Order 

November 24,1995. 
On October 5,1995, Wicor Energy 

Services, Inc., (Wicor) submitted for 
filing a rate schedule under which 
Wicor will engage in wholesale electric 
power and energy transactions as a 
marketer. Wicor also requested waiver 
of various Commission regulations. In 
particular, Wicor requested that the 
Commission grant blanket approval 
under 18 CFR Part 34 of all future 
issuances of securities and assumptions 
of liability by Wicor. 

On November 9,1995, pursuant to 
delegated authority, the Director, 
Division of Applications, Office of 
Electric Power Regulation, granted 
requests for blanket approval under Part 
34, subject to the following: 

Within thirty days of the date of the 
order, any person desiring fo be heard 
or to protest the blanket approval of 
issuances of securities or assumptions of 
liability by Wicor should file a motion 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888 
First Street, NW., Washington. DC 
20426, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 
and 385.214). 

Absent a request for hearing within 
this period, Wicor is authorized to issue 
securities and assume obligations or 
liabilities as a guarantor, indorser, 
surety, or otherwise in respect of any 
security of another person; provided 
that such issuance or assumption is for 
some lawful object within the corporate 
purposes of the applicant, and 
compatible with the public interest, and 

is reasonably necessary or appropriate 
for such purposes. 

The Commission reserves the right to 
require a further showing that neither 
public nor private interests will be 
adversely affected by continued 
approval of Wicor's issuances of 
securities or assumptions of liability. 

Notice is hereby given that the 
deadline for filing motions to intervene 
or protests, as set forth above, is 
December 11.1995. 

Copies of the full text of the order are 
available from the Commission's Public 
Reference Branch. 888 First Street. NE.. 
Washington, DC 20426. 
Lois D. Cashell. 
Secretory. 
IFR Doc 95-29205 Filed 11-29-95: 8:45 ami 
BILUMO COOE 0717-O-M 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
(FRL-6335-83 

Delisting of Source Category and 
Revision of Initial List of Categories of 
Sources and Schedule fo. Standards 
Under Section . .2(c) of the Clean Air 
Act 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Removal of the asbestos 
processing area source category from the 
initial list of categories of sources and 
schedule for standards for major and 
area sources of hazardous air pollutants. 

SUC3C3ARV: This notice removes the 
asbestos processing source category 
from the initial list of categories of 
sources of hazardous air pollutants 
(HAP), published on July 16.1992 
(57FA31576), and the schedule for 
promulgation of emission standards, 
published on December 3,1993 
(58F/?83941). 

This action finalizes the notice 
published in the Federal Register {FR) 
on January 24,1995 by removing an area 
source category (asbestos processing) 
that was listed on July 16,1992 
(57FR31576). As presented in 
60F7.4624, this decision is based on data 
obtained during the initial stage of 
standards development for this source 
category. Under this listing, asbestos 
emissions from asbestos processing 
sources were studied fo determine 
whether they could ba further reduced 
beyond the levels achieved under the 
existing National Emission Standards 
for HAP (NESHAP) that apply to these 
sources. These data conclusively show 
that asbestos emissions from-specific 
plants that were the basis for the initial 

listing are significantly lower than 
previously estimated. As a result, the 
Agency believes that no source in the 
category emits asbestos in quantities 
that pose an individual risk greater than 
one in one million and that die previous 
determination that asbestos emissions 
from these plants pose a threat of 
adverse health effects is no longer 
supportable. The asbestos processing 
source category should therefore be 
removed from the source category list. 

Docket. Docket No. A-94-69. 
containing supporting information used 
in developing this notice, is available 
for public inspection and copying 
between 8:30 a.m. and 3:30 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, at the Agency's 
Air Docket, 401 M Street SW.. 
Washington. D.C. 20460. A reasonable 
fee may be charged for copying. 
FOB FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
information concerning specific aspects 
of this notice, contact Susan Fairchild-
Zapata, Minerals and Inorganic 
Chemicals Croup. Emission Standards 
Division (MD-13). U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Research Triangle 
Park. NC 27711, telephone number (919) 
541-5167. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATIOM: 

I. Background 

The Clean Air Act requires under 
section 112 that the Agency list and 
promulgate regulations requiring control 
of emissions of HAPs from categories of 
major and area sources. Section 
112(c)(1) requires the Administrator to 
publish, and from time fo time revise, if 
appropriate, in response fo comments or 
new information, a list of all categories 
and subcategories of major and area 
sources of HAPs. Section 112(c)(3) 
requires that the Administrator list any 
area source category (one which emits 
less than 10 tons per year of any one 
HAP and less than 25 tons per year of 
all HAPs) that the Administrator finds 
poses a threat of adverse effects to 
human health or the environment. 
Pursuant to the specific listing 
requirements in section 112(c), the 
Agency published on July 16,1992 
(57FR31590) a finding of adverse effects 
(specifically carcinogenic effects from 
exposure to asbestos) for the source 
category of asbestos processing. The 
asbestos processing source category was 
then listed as a source category that 
would be subject fo emission standards. 
Following this listing, pursuant to 
requirements in section 112(e). the 
Agency on December 3.1993 
(58FR63941) published a schedule for 
the promulgation of emission standards 
for each of the 174 listed source 
categories. The reader is directed to 



P.4 

Federal Register / Vol. 60, No. 230 / Thursday, November 30. 1995 / Notices (BHS51 

these two notices for information related 
to development of the initial list and 

EPA published a notice on January 24. 
1995 (G0FR4624) that, when finalized, 
would remove the asbestos processing 
source category from the section 112 
source category list and schedule. In 
this notice, EPA is finalizing that 
proposal. The reader is directed to that 
notice for information related to the 
proposal. 

Summary of Comments Received 
During the comment period between 

January 24,1995 and February 23,1995, 
Docket No. A-94-69 received a total of 
three comments in response to the 
60FR4624 notice. No comments were 
received within 30 days after the close 
of the comment period and there was no 
request for a public hearing on issues 
related to the proposed deletion. All 
comments received were in support of 
the Agency's preliminary decision to 
revise the source category list by 
removing the asbestos processing area 
source category from the list. 

Comments addressed the 
completeness of EPA's study, the 
adequacy of the extent of new 
information collected, the 
appropriateness of the (proposed) 
revision fo the list, and the adequacy of 
existing regulations for controlling 
asbestos emissions from asbestos 
proosssing facilities. The commenters 
expressed the opinion that EPA's 
decision fo revise the list as proposed is 
both accurate and reasonable. 

o Mr. Russell K. Snyder, Executive 
Vice President of the Roof Coating 
Manufacturers Association (RCMA) 
commented,"° * ° RCMA feels that 
the extensive information obtained by 
the Agency from over 250 companies, 
indicating that many companies no 
longer process asbestos and those 
remaining use appropriate control 
equipment, lends additional support 
and credence to the decision on the part 
of the Agency to de-list the asbestos 
processing industry. RCMA endorses 
the notice as consistent with the Clinton 
Administration's Common Sense 
Initiative regarding legislation and 
regulation based on thorough scientific 
and technical justification. Furthermore, 
RCMA feels that this notice is an 
excellent example of EPA working with 
industry and environmentalists to 
develop necessary, intelligent and 
effective regulation." 

o Mr. B.J. Pigg. President of the 
Asbestos Information Association (AIA/ 
NA) commented that "AIA7NA 
previously filed comments with the 
Agency on its plans to assess asbestos 
processing emissions on October 26. 

1992. As (AIA) noted there. U.S. 
processors currently employ very 
effective baghouse collection methods to 
minimize fiber release. These control 
methods will continue to be employed 
even after the area source category is 
delisted." 

o Mr. Frank P. Collis, environmental 
specialist with the Occidental Chemical 
Corporation commented,"° ° a most 
facilities that would have been subject 
to the asbestos processing area source 
MACT standard are already subject to 
the existing asbestos NESHAP standard 
(i.e.. 40 CFR 61 Subpart M). Tha 
development of an additional MACT 
standard would be duplicative, 
confusing fo the regulated community 
and not the best use of the Agency's 
limited resources."-

No comments took exception fo the 
technical basis for the delisting, the new 
infonnation received, the analyses 
conducted by the U.S. EPA fo determine 
the validity of that information, or the 
rationale for the technical decision 
being made. The EPA analysis showed 
less than 10-* maximum individual risk 
(MIR) and emission estimates 150 times 
less than the estimate originally used to 
list the asbestos processing source 
category as an area source category. 
Additionally, no comments were 
received regarding the specific legal 
basis for deletion. 

II. Description, of Revisnom 
In today's notice, the Agency is 

removing the asbestos processing area 
source category on the Administrator's 
own motion, pursuant fo section 112(c). 
As described in the proposed notice 60 
FR 4624, the Agency has new 
information showing that no source or 
group of sources in the category emits 
asbestos in quantities which may cause 
a lifetime risk of cancer greater than one 
in one million. Tiiis refutes EPA's initial 
finding ofa threat of adverse health 
effects on which the initial Listing for 
this area source was based under section 
112(c)(3). 

EPA has, therefore, determined that 
no source or group of sources in the 
category emits asbestos in quantities 
which may cause a lifetime risk of 
cancer greater than one in one million 
to the individual most exposed fo 
asbestos emissions and that the previous 
determination under section 112(c)(3) is 
no longer supportable. EPA based its 
initial listing of this area source category 
solely on the risk fo human health 

-caused by the carcinogenic properties of 
asbestos emissions. New information 
contained in the docket thoroughly 
refutes the original data upon which 
EPA based its initial listing. EPA 
received no comment rebutting the 

statement that the Agency has met the 
legal requirements of section 112(c). 
Hence removal of this source category 
from the list of area source categories is 
appropriate in this instance. 

Most friction product manufacturing 
facilities have discontinued their use of 
asbestos, but have significant emissions 
of other HAP. EPA notes that the 
information collected in connection 
with this decision also shows that a 
subcategory of asbestos processing 
sources, the friction product 
manufacturing subcategory, has 
individual facilities which emit more 
than 10 tons/year ofa single non­
asbestos HAP or more than 25 tons per 
year of a collection of non-asbestos 
HAPs (methyl chloroform, methyl ethyl 
ketone, formaldehyde, phenol, and 
toluene). Therefore, EPA intends to add 
a new friction products manufacturing 
category, including friction product 
manufacturing facilities that do not use 
asbestos, fo the source category list as a 
major source category in a general 
revision to the source category list that 
is currently being developed. 

SU. Administrative Requirements 

A. Docket 
The docket (Docket no. A-94-69) is 

an organized and complete file of all the 
information submitted fo or otherwise 
considered by the Agency in the 
development of this proposed revision 
to the initial list of categories of sources. 
The principal purpose of this docket is 
to allow interested parties fo identify 
and locate documents that serve as a 
record of the process engaged in by the 
Agency to publish today's proposed 
revision to the initial list and schedule. 

B. Executive Order 12866 
Under Executive Order 12866 

(58FR51735, October 4,1993), the 
Agency must determine whether a 
regulation is "significant" and therefore 
subject to Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB) review and the 
requirements of the Executive Order. 
The criteria set forth in section 1 of the 
Order for determining whether a 
regulation is a significant rule are as 
follows: 

(1) Is likely to have an annual effect 
on the economy of $100 million or 
more, or adversely and materially affect 
a sector of the economy, productivity, 
competition, jobs, the environment, 
public health or safety, or State, local, 
or tribal government communities; 

(2) Is likely to create a serious 
inconsistency or otherwise interfere 
with an action taken or planned by 
another agency; 

(3) Is likely to materially alter the 
budgetary impact of entitlements, 

, _ _ . . _ . _ _ _ _ , _ • _ _ „ . , , , , 
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grants, user fees, or loan programs or the 
rights and obligations of recipients 
thereof; or 

(4) Is likely to raise novel or policy 
issues arising out of legal mandates, the 
President's priorities, or the principles 
set forth in the Executive Order. 

This action raises the issue of 
delisting an area sourca category from 
the section 112 list of categories and 
sources and is therefore subject to OMB 
review. 

C. Paperwork Reduction Act 

This action does not contain any 
information collection requirements 
subject to OMB review under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act, 55 U.S.C. 
3501 ef seq. 

D. Regulatory Flexibility Act 
Compliance 

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 605(6), I hereby 
certify that this action will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
because it imposes no new 
requirements. 

E. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act 
Compliance 

As shown in the Infonnation 
Collection Request Document (ICR), this 
action imposes no costs on State, local 
and tribal governments. Accordingly, 
the EPA estimates that there is no direct 
cost to the private sector in any one 
year, and no total marginal costs to 
industry under this action in any one 
year. Therefore, the Agency concludes 
that if is not required by Section 202 of 
the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 
1995 fo provide a written statement to 
accompany this action because 
promulgation of the action would not 
result in any expenditure by State, local, 
and tribal governments, in the aggregate 
or by the private sector, in any one year. 

Dated: November 14,1995. 
Carol M. Browner, 
Administrator. 
IFR Doc. 95-29113 Filed 11-29-95; 8:45 ami 
CILUSSC coes cso»-eo-5> 

[FRL-5336-Q) 

Workshop on Draff Ecological Risk 
Assessment Guidelines 

AGENCY: U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice of meeting. 

SUMMARY: This notice announces a 
workshop sponsored by the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
Risk Assessment Forum to peer review 
draft proposed Agency-wide guidelines 

for ecological risk assessment. EPA wil l 
use comments and recommendations 
from the workshop to assist in 
guidelines revisions. 
DATES: The workshop will begin on 
Wednesday, December 6 ,1995 at 8:30 
a.m. and end on Thursday, December 7, 
1995 at 5:45 p.m. Members of the public 
may attend as observers. 
ADDRESSES: The workshop wi l l be held 
at the Holiday Inn—Georgetown, 2101 
Wisconsin Avenue NW., Washington. 
DC. Eastern Research Group, I n c (ERG), 
an EPA contractor, is providing 
logistical support for the workshop. To 
attend the workshop as an observer, 
register by calling ERG at (617) 6 7 4 -
7374. Space is limited. 

To obtain a single copy of the draft 
guidelines document, interested parties 
should contact the Center for 
Environmental Research Infonnation, 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
26 West Martin Luther King Drive, 
Cincinnati. OH 45268. Tel: (513) 5 6 9 -
7562. FACS: (513) 569-7566. Please 
provide your name and mailing address, 
and request the document by the EPA 
number (EPA/630/R-95/002) and title 
("Draft Proposed Guidelines for 
Ecological Risk Assessment"). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION COMTACT: 
Bill van der Schalie, U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (8101). 401 M Street 
SW„ Washington. DC 20460. Telephone 
(202) 260-6743. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This draft 
proposed for Agency-wide ecological 
risk assessment guidelines is the 
culmination of a broad-based effort by 
EPA's Risk Assessment Forum. Since 
initiating the guidelines development 
process in 1989, the Risk Assessment 
Forum has sponsored numerous 
colloquia and workshops fo discuss 
concepts and peer review documents 
related to ecological risk assessment. 
Products of these efforts include the 
widely-used report Framework for 
Ecological Risk Assessment (Framework 
Report; EPA7630/R-92/001). two sets of 
ecological assessment case studies, and 
a report containing nine ecological risk 
assessment issue papers. The draft 
proposed guidelines expand upon and 
replace the Framework Report and draw 
extensively from the case studies and 
issue papers. 

The guidelines workshop is the next 
step in a process that has emphasized 
peer review and consensus-building. 
After the workshop, the guidelines will 
be given additional evaluation by EPA 
and the EPA Science Advisory Board. 
Following revision, the proposed 
guidelines will be published in the 
Federal Register for public comment. 
The goal of the guidelines is to improve 

the quality and Agency-wide 
consistency of EPA's ecological risk 
assessments. 

Dated: November 8.1995. 
Henry Longest H, 
Acting Assistant Administrator for Research 
and Development 
IFR Doc 95-29249 Filed 11-29-95; 8:45 ami 
wusxo coos csca-eo-M 

(FRL-5337-f] 

Risk Assessment and Risk 
Cflanagemero. Commission 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act, Public Law 9 2 - 4 6 3 , 
notice is hereby given that the Risk 
Assessment and Risk Management 
Commission established as an Advisory 
Committee under Section 303 of the 
Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990, 
will meet on January 17 ,1996 at the 
One Washington Circle Hotel at 1 
Washington Circle, Washington, D.C. 
subject to availability of funding. 
Unexpected budget problems prevented 
the Commission from meeting during 
the months of October, November and 
December. If the Federal government is 
still on a continuing resolution, please 
call the hotel to ascertain if the meeting 
is still being held (202-872-1680) . 

A copy of the agenda can be obtained 
by calling 202-233-9537 or fax note to 
202-233-9540. Please be sure to include 
your fax number when you call or fax 
a request to us. This wil l expedite your 
request for information. 

Dated: November 20,1995. 
Gail Cbamley, 
Executive Director, Commission on Risk 
Assessment and Risk Management. 
(FR Doc. 95-29247 Filed 11-29-95; 8:45 am) 
BILUKQ cooe OSOO-SO-M 

(FRL-5337-a] 

Technical Workshop on WT! 
Incinerator Risk Issues 

AGENCY: U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice of Meeting. 

SUMMARY: EPA is announcing a 
workshop for scientific peer review of 
the EPA draft risk assessment for the 
Waste Technologies Industries (WTI) 
hazardous waste incinerator in East 
Liverpool, Ohio. The workshop wil l be 
open to members of the public as 
observers. The peer review, to be 
conducted by scientists from outside 
EPA. is being organized to assist EPA in 
completing the risk assessment. 
DATES: The workshop will begin on 
Thursday. January 11,1996. at 7:30 a.m. 

____ 


