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ENVIRONMENTAL
DEFENSE

FUND 1525 18th STREET, NW, WASHINGTON, D.C, 20036/202 833-1485

April 9, 1974

Patrick A. Malloy, Esc.

U. S. Denartment of Justice
Room 2621

Pollution Control Section
Washington, D. C. 20930

Dear Pat:

The purrvose of this letter is to confirm those natters
with resnect to which EPA, by its letter of March 6, 1974 and
at our meeting of March 11, 1974, has agreed to recommend that
proposed regulations be published extending the coverage of
the national emiszion standards for the hazardous air
pollutants asbestos, beryllium, and mercury.

It is our understanding that EPA will take the
following actiong:

(1) A standard sirilar to that now applicable to
asbestos manufacturing operations, which would
brevent visible emissions to the outside air or
require thz use of specified gas cleanina equip-
ment, will be recommended for the following
sources: central fabricating shops for ashestos
cement boards for the rolten nmetal industry,
marine industry, ventilation hoods, baking
ovens, electric panels, angd laboratory furni-
ture; asbestos cement building products; ashbestos
friction products.

(2) A prohibition on the use of molded ashestos in-
sulating products will he recomnended, with the
possible exception of a snmall nunber of products
used in srecial aonlications, such as very high
terperature insulation, where substitutes for
asbestos are not available. It is assured that
an investigation of available substitutes will
be undertaken onrior to recommending that this
excrnption be included in the provosed requlations.
It will also be reccrmmended that shotqun shell
nanufacturers, and asphalt concrete plants which
occasionally usc ashbestos in special ‘pre-paving
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(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

material be included under the existing manu-
facturing regulations,

Regulations covering the disposal of friable and
dusty asbestos waste materials, -from site of

‘gencration to ultimate disposal will be recom-

rended. IYn this connection, the term *friable
materials" means materials that are easily
crumbled or crushed into powdar. The disposal
standards to be recormended will apply to sources
covered by the manufacturing reculations,
operations coverad by the demolition regulations,
and central fabricating shops. Transvortation of
fabricating plant materials will not be included.
The disposal regulations will consist of specified
work practices, a standard of no visible emissions
to the outside air, or a combination of these two
requiremnents. >

Since tailings from asbestos mining and milling
operations are acknowledged as a major source of
asbestos emissions, a standard recuiring minirmum
emissions, use of specified comtrol technoloay,

or a combination of both will be provosed. A
recommendation will also be made that oublic access
to inactive waste piles from asbestos manufacturing
operations be controlled by means of fencing and
posting.

Active waste disposal piles resulting from asbestos
manufacturing operations will be covered hy the
regulations to be recornmended for disnosal of
wastes from ashbestos manufacturing operations.

An emission standard covering emissions of mercury
from sewage sludge incinerators will be recom-
mendad.

According to @ letter from Sims Rov to Dr. Lucile
Adamson, dated Januaxy 25, 1274, EPA is considerina
setting a-new scurce performance standard for
mercury emissions from the chlor-alkali industry

-which would prevent the futurc construction of a

mercury caell type plant, althouagh such regulation

must await the results of an investigation presently

under wvay to gather the necessary information to
determine if such a standard is technically and
ccononmically fcasible.
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Cn the basis of the forcgoing understanding, EDF is
preparcd to settle the case without the necessity of going
into court. fowever, because of the nature of the adminisg~
trative process which vrccedes the publication of new requ-
lations, we realize that :PA cannot guarantee that the final
requlations will be as prescntly anticipated. For this
reason we will ask the court to retain jurisdiction over the
suit pending publication of the new requlations. If at
that time IIDPF is satisfied that they are consistent with
our ew¥pectations based uron the fordaoing statement of
uncerstanding, ve will withdraw the suit. In the interim
we will ask the court for a 90~cday extension pending publica-~
tion of the proposed regulations.

Sincerely yours,

"Jacqueline M. Warren
Washington Counsel
JMW:drf

cc: Richard Denney



