May 10, 1971

Mr. Daniel Ring , ,
Hational Pains, Varnish and Lacquer Association
1500 Rhods Island Avenue, N.W.

Washingson, D.C. 20005

Dear Dans

Attached are my commenis on the letter sent to
EPA on April 28, 1971. In addition I nmade some calcula-
tions to show the lack of correlation found in the greph
in Appendix J. This could be used as supporsting dasa for
item (9) of the April 28 letter:

According to the graph in Appendix J, an oxidant
level of 0.1%5 ppm., for example, requires a reduction in
hydrocarbon level dy 50%, from 0.5 ppm. to 0.25 ppm. If
the correlation ia valid, most of the time, an oxidant level
of less than 0,15 ppm., would have & corresponding hydrocarbdon
level of less than 0.5 ppa. Likewise, an oxidant level of
more than 0.15 ppm. would have & corresponding hydrocarbon
level of more than 0.5 ppa. :

The "Alr Quality Criteria for Hydrocarbons,”
Figure 5-3, pg« 5-9, dces not support this correlation, Of
133 measured values, 16 have oxidant values grester than
0.15 ppm. The aorresponding non-methane hydrocarbdon values
range from 0.5-2.4 ppm. More importantly, 117 oxidant con-
centrations have values less than 0.15 ppm. with corresponding
non-methane hydrocarbon values ranging from 9.3-2.4 ppm., If
the correlation in Appendix J actuslly did exist, most of these
hydrocarbon values would be less than 0.5 ppm. In reality,
only 21 of the 117 measurements (18%) have values of 0.5 ppa.
or less of non-methane hydrocarbon, The jussification for a
real correlation in Appendix J is tenuous at best.

Sincerely,

William W, Miller
Pollution Control Coordinator
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