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Via Facsimile: 202/487^411

Dr, Douglas Barwerm&n 
NEMA
2101 L Street, #300 
Washington, D.C. 20037

Via Facsimile! 202/508-5225 

Janies R. Roewer
USWAG
Edison Electric Institute 
701 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, D.C, 20004-2605

Re: PCEa/Ennh J>§ RnltunaHtog

Gentlemen:

Enclosed please find an g$ filed copy of a brief Comment on Cal EPA’s 
proposal to find that up to a .09 micrograras/day exposure to "PCBs" poses no 
significant risk under California's Prop. 65. As you can see, the Comment does not 
take on the issue of what the right number should be, but merely attacks the 
proposal's failure to distinguish among PCBs,reiterating NEMA’s andTJS WAG’S 
position dating back to 1987. ^

Your comments and suggestions on thwetfrlier draiVpere appreciated.

Yours very truly,

Robin M. Shapiro

RMS/ksc

cc: Steve Rosenthal, Esq. (MoFo D.C.) (via fax) 
NEMA/USWAG PCBs Working Group (via fax)
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