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June 4, 1973

Mr, F, Colen

Chewical Refarence Laboratory
NIOSH

Morgantown, West Virginia 26505

Dear Mr. Colen:

In your excellent presentation on the Proficiency Analytical
Testing program at the American Industrial Hygiene Conferencs
in Beston you indicated that privats laboratories could obtain
individual samples for proficiency testing. We would very much
like te receive ome of your artificial samples, or a set of
saxples if available, of agbestos. We wisgh to evaluate the
proficlency of the laboratory that is performing our asbestos
analyses. Your assistance will be greatly appreciated.

If there i3 a charge for these samples, dplease let me know,

S¢{ncerely yours,

Stanley L. Dryden
Industrial Hyglenist
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T#an Praacigce, CA
May 18, 1973

DEOLITICN B0, 2 BATTEWY THERMAL UKIT
EL_SEGUHNO

MED TO FILE:

On May 15, Mr. Russ Tilley, Soperintendant, Purchase and Stores in Rl Segundo,
called regarding a mew [IPA regulation concerninpg National Emissfon Standards
For Hazardous Air Pollutants., Under thase rssulations, a Netice of Intenticn
To Deasmlish shall be provided to the Administrator at least 20 days prior to
comcncentnt of damolition 1f the facility being demolished is insulatad or
fireproofad with friabla asbastos materiazl. The queatiom which XK1 Sepunde
asked wvas who had the respoasibility to prepare this Netice of Intention to
the EPA. According to the ragulation, the notice iz the reaspoasibility of the
amnsr or aperatoy of the demclition operation. In the cass of El Segundo,

the Xo. 2 battary of the thermal unit {3 being demolishad and remcved.

1 Segunds has arranged for a contractor to perform the work. Im effect, the
contractor has become the owaar of the facility from the groumd up. It wvas
felt, then, by E1 Segundo, that ths contractor had the raespomaibiliry to
notify the EFA.

In addition, theve wag a quastion as to whether the USHA resulations affected
the parformance of the demolitiou of this plant.

I called Mr. Stan Judd of the Parsonncl Safety Nivision ton discuss tha OSHA
implicaticus. Mr. Judd indicated that te his knowledge the OSHA requirswments
did nmot call for motification from an owner or aperator prior to demolitiom.
0f course, the CSEA requirsments are in force regarding the personnal hasards
vhieh nay be involved due to asbestos mmissions, Mr. Judd further indiecated
that a copy of the OSHA Tequirsments and a eopy of the EPA regulations and
California standards had been seat o the Z1 Sagundo Safety PBngineer.

I then callaed Mr. Savkins sud asked his opinfon ragarding the question of
vhether the cowpany or the coatractor should notify the KPA. Ha indiecatad

that in his opinfon, because this was a sennitive period dwe te the

aomounced plan to sxpanx! the X1 Sepundo Rafinery, the refinery should prepare
tha Notica of Intentiou Yo Dexolish to the EPA just to ba gure that {t was done
proxptly and eorrectly. I raised a question regarding the atatsmant that the
application should be made by the owuer or operator and MNr. Hawkins said he
felt it was guite likely in this casc that the company was both the owmnmer

and operstor.

I called ¥r. Tilley again end passed along the Information which I had obtmined
from Hessrs. Judd and Hswkins. HMr. Tilley gave me the inpressioc that he did
act necessarily agree with our advice., Bowever, ha has all the infermation
that he neads ro maks the decision and does not expeet any furthar coutact

from this office.
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