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cketEN—83--03at theCentralDocket

on (LE-.131)of theEPA. GalleryI—
.~gtTower, 401 M StreetSW.,

~ashington.D.C.20460, (202) 362—7548.
between thehoursof 8:00a.m. to4:00
pin. Any commentsfrom interested
parties shouldbeaddressedto this

docketwitha copyforwardedto
Richard G. Koziowaki, Director,Field

OperationsandSupportDivision (EN—
397),U.S.EnvironmentalProtection
Agency.401 M StreetSW., Washington.
D.C.20460.As providedin 40 CFRPart
z,.areasonablefeemaybechargedfor
copyingservices.
FOR FURTHER iNFORMATION CONTACT:
JamesW. Caidwell,Chief.FuelsSection,

~:. FieldOperationsandSupportDivision
(EN—397),U.S.EnvironmentalProtection
Agency,401 M StreetSW., Washington.
D.C.20460.(202)382—2635.
SUPPLEMENTARY iNFORMATION: On May
17, 1983theAmericanMethyl
Corporation(AmericanMethyl)
submittedanapplicationfor a waiverof
thesection.211(f)prohibitionon certain
fuelsandandfuel additivessetforth in
theClean.,AirAct (Act) fora fuel
additiveknownasMETHYL-b. See48
FR 31083(July6. 1983).Thepublic
commentperiodestablishedwith
respectto thisapplicationis scheduled

~ closeonAugust22,1983.
~ ThSEPAhasreceivedarequestfrom

eAtlanticRichfield Company(ARCO)
for. anextensionof thecommentperiod
inorderto allowtime to testand
commentupontheadditive.In orderto
providethemaximumamountof
informationuponwhich to basea
decisionthecommentperiodhasbeen
extendedto September12, 1983.

TheAdministration’sdecisionon this
waiverapplicationis dueon orbefore
November14, 1983.

Dated:August26, 1983.
Richardft Wilson,
ActingAssistantAdministratorforAir.Noise
andRadiation.
(FRDoc.,83.-241e4Filed9-1-83~.&45 am(

BiLLSIG,coo�i~~n

(OPTS-42024A 1’SH-FRL 2400-1]

AntimonyMetal, Antimony Trioxide,
and Antimony Sulfide; Decision To
Accept Negotiated Testing Program
AGENCY:EnvironmentalProtection
Agency(EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In aproposedNegotiated
Agreementpublishedin the

[Registerof January6, 1053 (48
717) theAgencyannounceda

preliminarydecisionnotto initiate
rulemakingto requirechemicalfate.

environmentalor healtheffectstesting
of antimonymetal,antimonytrioxide,
andantimonysulfidebasedon the
Agency’s analysisof the existingdata
andits preliminaryacceptanceof a
programsubmittedby theAntimony
OxideIndustryAssociation(AOIA). The
Agencyhasconcludedthat the testing
programsponsoredby theAOLA will
expeditiouslyprovidemoreinformation
thaninitiating rulemakingandfinds no
reasonto modify its preliminary
decision.Therefore,EPAwill not issuea
TSCA section4(a) ruleat thistimeto
reQurehealth,environmentaleffects
andchemicalfatetestingof Sbmetal,
Sb,O,and Sb,S3.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
JackP. McCarthy,Director,TSCA
AssistanceOffine (TS—799),
EnvironmentalProtectionAgency,Room
E—543.401 M Street,SW., Washington,
D.C. 20460,Toil Free: (800-424—9065), in
Washington.D.C. (554—1404),outsidethe
USA (operator—202—554-.1404).
SUPPLEMENTARYINFORMATION:.

I. Background
In theFourthReportof the

InteragencyTestingCommittee(ITC),
publishedin theJune1, 1979. Federal
Register(44FR31866),the ITC
designatedantimonymetal(Sbmetal);’
antimonytrioxide (Sb,O,)andantimony
sulfide’(Sb,S,)for priority testing
considerationandrecommendedthat
theseantimonysubstancesbe
consideredfor chemicalfateaswell as
environmentalandhealtheffectstesting.
TheITC’s designationof theseantimony
substanceswasbasedon: (1) Large
productionvolume;(2) Anticipated
occupationalandconsumerexposure;
(3) Expectedenvironmentalrelease:(4)
Physicalandchemicalcharacteristics;-

(5) Existinghumanandanimaldataon~
healtheffects;and (6) Existingchemical
fataandenvironmentaleffectsdata.The
ITC recommendedthatSbmetal,Sb,03andSb3S~be consideredforhealth
effectstesting(carcinogenicity,
mutagenicity,teratogenicity.and~other’
chroniceffects,includingreproductive
effects),for environmentaleffects
testing, for chemicalfate testing,andfor
epidemiologystudies.

In a FederalRegisternoticepublished
on January6. 1983(48 FR 717),the
Agencyrespondedto theITC, as
requiredundersection4(e) of TSCA, by
describinga NegotiatedTesting
Agreementdevelopedby theEPAand
AOIA andannowicingEPA’s
preliminarydecisionnotto initiate
rulemakingundersection4(a)of TSCA
torequirehealth,environmentaleffects
andchemicalfate testingfor the
antimonysubstances.This decisionwas
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basedon theAgency’sanalysisof the
existingdataanditspreliminary
acceptanceof.theprogramsubmittedby
theAOIA which.in theAgency’sview,
appearedlikely to provideadequatetest
datamoreexpeditiouslythana testrule
andwhichwould, in addition,provide
for interimcontrolof exposureto
antimonysubstanceswhile testingwas
beingperformed.TheAOIA program
wasincludedin thepublic record
(docketnumberOPTS-42021).The
January6, 1983,noticerequested
commentontheAOIA programandthe
Agency’srationalefor notproposingto
requiretestingby rule.

IL.EPA’s Responseto PublicComments

TheAgencyreceivedcommentsfrom
theNaturalResom’ces.DefenseCouncil
(NRDC),.theAOL~,andDr. Wiffiam
Watt,authorof oneof theoncogenicity
studiescitedin theJanuary6. 1983,
notice.Thesepublic commentsand
EPA’s responseto themaresummarized
below.

1. NRDC’scomments.NRDCcriticized
EPA’s policy of acceptingnegotiated
testingagreementsin lieu of rulemaking
torequiretestingundersection4(a) of
TSCA. andarguedthatthe’ “plain
‘language”of TSCA mandatedthat
testingof section4(e)chemicalsmustbe
accomplishedby rule. In addition.
NRDCcont6ndedthatnegotiatedtest~ng
hadmanyproceduralandlegal
deficiencies;in-its commentsNRDC
particularly,citedthelackof
enforceabilityof negotiatedtesting
agreementsandtheir failure to trigger
otherstatutoryprovisionswhich would
be triggered byaTSCA section4(a) rule.
NRDCmadenochemical-specific
commentsabouttheAgency’stesting
rationale’ or the proposedAOIA testing
andcontrolprogram.

EPAhaspreviously addressed.
NRDC’s generalconcernabout
negotiatedtestingin a FederalRegister
noticepublishedonJanuary5, 1982 (47
FR 335),‘which deicribedthe negotiated
-testingprograrn.foralkyl-phthalates.A
more.detailedanalysisof NBDC’a
argumentswas-preparedfor inclusion in
thepublic rticord.of thataction (docket
number-OPTS-.42005).As wasindicated
in that-nOtice, EPAbelievesthat neither
TSCAnor its legislativehistory support
NRDC’s contentionthat Congress
establishedrules asthe’ exclusivemeans
foraccomplishingtesting.EPAbelieves
that negotiated,testing is consistent’with
thestatutory. purposethat adequatedata-
on chemicalsbe developed
expeditiouslyby the involved -

companies.
EPA-agreesthat negotiatedtestingis -

not legally enforceable,but asthe
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- :‘ cy haspreviouslyindicatedin its
;‘~ary5,1982, FederalRegisternotice

41~FR335),therearepractical reasons
why it expectsthat the involved
companies will abideby their

agreementsin thevast majorityof cases.
For theagreementnegotiatedwith the
AOIA. thesereasonsinclude a -

commitmentto scheduleAOIAFEPA
consultations regardingthe testing

programs,and a commitment to
inspectionof laboratoryfacilities in
accordancewith theauthority and
proceduresoutlined in sectionii of
TSCA by duly designated
representativesof theEPA. Furthermore,
theAgencydisagreeswithNRDCS
contentionthat if EPAis forced to
develop’erulebecause-ofa failure of a
negotiatedprogram, the entireprogram
will takesubstantiallylonger-thanif
EPAhad initially pursuedrulemaking.
Rather, EPAbelievesthat it could
conductan expeditedrulemaking which
shonidnotsubstantially lengthenthe

rulemaking process.
NRDCis correct in assertingthat

acceptanceofanegotiatedtesting
programwill not triggercertainother’
statutoryprovisionsthatwouldbe
initiatedif theAgencyproposed,and

promulgated,a testrule forthese
ances. However,EPAbelieves’that

C hasconsiderablyexaggeratedthe,
‘ practicalimpactof this difference.

- Although a negotiatedtestingprogram
does’nottrigger theobligationof a
manufacturerof a new substance
subjectto-asection4 mieto submittest
dataundersection5fb)(1) andto delay

- manufacturing,vthatparticular
requirementonlyrelates to EPAactions
undersection4 concerningcategoriesof
chemicaisubstanceswhichinclude
chemicalsforwhich TSCAsection5
notices-wouldbe required.It wouldnot
be applicableto Sbmetal,Sb2O~or
SbiS~,which-weredesignated-bythe-ITC
asindividual chemicalsubstances,- - - -

‘ Inaddltiori,contraryto NRDesclaim,
EPAJiaa.thesameanthoritytódisclose

health. enifsafetydata generatedfrom
negotiated.testingasit wouldif the—I
testingweieconductedundera rule;’
Secthmi4{b)(1XA)(i)concernsdata - - -

fromany-health andsafetystudyona
chemical ln:”commercialdistribution” -

- (whicb’ubouldincludevirtuallyall -

chemicalsdesignatedby the ITC) and
makesno distinctionbaseduponhow
theAgency’receivesthedata.

EPA’s positionthatnegotiatedtesting
- - . iegally s~cientalternative to

:4 n-4ruleinaldngwasexaminedbyneralAccountingOffice (GAO)

198ZThe GAO concluded~that
“neither—section4(a) nor 4(e) compels
theproinulgation’ofa testmie -

proceedingwhereadequate-testdata -

maybedevelopedpursuantto voluntary
testingagreeaents..GAO’ further -

concludesthatsincevoluntary
agreementsareconsistentwith
significantpurposesof section4,implied
authorityexists-forEPAtonegotiate
suchagreements”.[GAO.1982.EPA
Implementationof SelectedAspectsof -

theToxicSubstancesControlAct.
GeneralAccountingOffice,December7.
1982.GAOJ/RCED-83-62pp. 15)..

Based-onthe above.EPAcontinuesto
believethat, whereappropriatetesting
is proposed,negotiatedtesting
agreementsare an appropriate
alternative.to expensive,time-
consuming.rulemaldngundersection.4
ofTSCA. - -

LAO A’s a,mmeats.In itscomments,.
theAOI&’urged final acceptance-ofthe
AOIA-programby the2PAanddsi~’fipd
certainimportantissuesaddreseed-in-’
the January6,1983,FederalRegister.
notice (48~717).-TheAgency~has-~:

reviewed thesecommentsandits -

responseis providedbelow~ - -‘

a.Advantageof theAOIA,-aegotiaterfr
pivgrurn.TheAO1A:reiteratedthe.’-.
advant~s-ofthesiegotiated~piogram~-:

TheAOIA.stafed.thatthenegotiated
program—will-providea“substantial”-:-
marginoL~saIety-to~exposedwothers’::
pendingthe.rompletionof.proposed
studies.TheAgency.believesthata
determinationofwtherthatsafety-
marginia-~’Substanlial”.as-stated—by’the-
AOIA,nmstawalttheresultsofthe -

testingproposedaspartofthe ‘, -~

negotiatedIprogram.However~the - -

AgencybelievesthattheAO1A-control’-
programwillincreaae—vmrkerprotection
while~testf~:is.beingpi~rfi~rmed.‘-~ -

TheAOlkauggeststhatltis-”uzmieer
~

significant”because-ofthe difficulty in
chemicall~distinguishingSbmetalor
Sb2SJrom~otherfonns.of.inorganic
antimony-inenvironmental-and
biologicalmedia..Basedoaproduction
andusedata,lessworkerexposureis
likely to’ Sb andSb2S~thanto Sb303.
Furthermore, if theAOIA wasusingthe
term‘uigniflcant exposure”in the -

contextofTSCA section4(a)(1)(B)(i),
EPAfinda,thatquestiontobeirrelevant
sinceEPAbelievesthatiaealiheffect.
testing couldberequiredonthebasis -

thatantimonysubstances~‘maypresent
an unreasonablerisk” asprovided by
section4(a)(1)(A).TheAOIA wasalso
concernedthat languageIn the January
6,1983,FederalReglster.nodce(48FR -

717)gave “the-impressionthat -

substantialnumberof’workersare
exposedto antimonysubstancesnear
the 0.1-rn ~m3-leveL”’The’Agency-

believes.thatthalanguagein thatnotice
providesanaccurateestimateof the
“ma,dmnin’~numberofusersthatwould
be-exposedto-antimony’substances-near
those levels,because-ofexistingdata on
numberof usersand”worstcase”
exposurelevelsfor— those-ueers~-

c.Nosoundevidenvethatoatimony
poseswi-mrreasOnob1eIrisk.’!~The:A0IA
doesnotbelievethaithee-valuable.
toxicologicalevidencepwvidesabasis-
to’condudethat’at-thelow.levellof
exposurethateidotunderpresent
condItionsof productionanduse. -

antimony’substanàespresent-an’
unreasonablethkfOr the-healthof
workers.” TheAgencydithioffindthe
antimonyeubsthncespreeentan
unreasonablerisk Bather,theAgency
believesthattheantimony’substetices
“may’~presentanunreaeonableriskof
healtheffects,and,thatexisting-dataare
inadequateto’reasonably-determine-or-
“‘“~14”theextentoLthisriskThebases
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etflk~Iyubstancesunder-section4.” fo; these.beliefsarepresentedanthe
meAgenc ehevesthat1beexzatIng~~—January6,i983,nobce.
healtheffectsandifrtemicalfatedata~ TheADIAreportedthatthefl’C’s
rndicatelhatexpesuretoantiamuy concernforpoasableadversehealth

.substancesmayesenFaEI~.’:~-~- .- offOctsüfinfiinenymbatances-was’
unreasonible-xiskwhidicouldlhave“ ~‘: -triggerid..by enbtheletjonstudyinrats... -

suppOTtedizti1emai~imderTSCAT:- -‘ -‘ .the.:Wattsthdy,whithisthscussedin~-:

section-4(a)(1)(A)(l)to require testmgof theJanuary 6,19~notice Howeverthe—
antimony:subetances,endthatthisissue~‘-Watt atudywassubmitte&tothe-~--
is not as unclear asunpliedbythe Agencyafl&Jlie~designatiouofthe
AGfA. However theAgencybeheves antunonysubsinna~tothepriontylist
that-thetestingand’confrolpro~nrn- by. therrc añdwas-~thireforeñó.t:used.,,
offered:by the AOIA leamore- -“ -‘ to triggertheTl’C!econcerni’
reasonablealtmnative thanru1ernakuig~ The AOIA reported that “exerts*liO’’
for the antimony substances. , -- . ‘-~ have’examinedthecondiflone-*mder~--~--~

b Workerexposnretoantiuway -whichtheWattstudywasconducted-

substances~~The~O1A’conimentedthat haveexpressed’lhe.opinionthatthe -

“thereis-vir~Lfiosignfficant ‘ actual-exposurelOvOls experiencedin
exposuretnanthnonymetal-and ‘ : -. - thestudywerefar,inexcess.ofthe
antimonysulfide.”TheAgencybeBaes -reported.levels:and”weretherefore
it wouldbe difficult to quantifyworker -substantiallyabovecurrentindustrial
exposure’aseither“significant!’ br”non- levels~”TheAOIA also-statedthat the



study,whichwascited’ in the
‘:nuary8,1983,notice, provided

4. ‘~ , -jaddiional evidenceof this deficiency.”
The Agency-is’unawareof anyexpert
opinionsrelatedto actuallevelsin the
Watt study.beingfar inexcessof the
reportedexposurelevels.The reported
exposurelevelswhich inducednon-
neoplasticandneoplasticlesionsin
femalerates were 1.0±1;5.mg/meand
4.2±3.2’mg/m~,respectively.The
Agencyrecently received—a copy of
William Watt’s doctoral dissertation
which-describesin detail the
experimentalmethodsthat were usedto
quantify theexposurelevels (Watt, W.
D. April 1983.Chronicinhalation
toxicity of antimonytrioxide:validation
of the thresholdlimit value.Doctoral
Dissertation,WayneStateUniversity,
Detroit.Michigan. 136p.)The Agency
hasreviewedthis dissertation,
discussedit with the author, andfinds
no data.to support theAOIA opinion
that actualexposurelevelswerefar in
excessof the reported levels.Further.
theAgencybelievesa determinationof
whetherthe-reportedlevelsin.the Watt
study are“substantially” abovecurrent
industrial,levels,mustawait the results
of the workplaceexposuremonitoring

4 study.Finally, theAgencybelievesthat
~the majordeficiencyin the Watt study-

~ astheuseof only onesexof ratper
‘~exposure leveL notwhether-reported

exposurelevels~exceeded~actual -

exposurelevels.
BecausetheAgency‘does notbelieve

there is adeflciency-between:reported-

and’actual exposurelevelsin theWatt
study, the’Agencydoesnotbelievethat -

theMRI studyprovides “additional
evidence—ofthis deficiency.” The
Agencydoes.believethat-there were
problems controllingthe~exposurelevels
during the flrst-fewIweekaof.the’MRJ
study, but- alter:these-problems:were-
resolved.the’exposurelevelswere -.

adequatelycontrolled.-However.it
shouldbe~noted~that3ntheMRl:study,
with~a.mean~Sb2Qeexposure—levelof-50
mg/m~~the~”tithe~*otumor”was10
months.comparedto17mouthsIn-the
Watt studywithameanSbO~exposure—
leveL’ that-inducedneoplasia.of4.2.mg/-
m3, indicating the biological differences,
betweenthese.exposurelevels.

3. Dr. Watt’u.comment&Dr.- William
Watt supportedthe:NTkfor-antimoñy
substances;butdisagreedwith.the’
statement:lnthe-January 6,1983,notice.’
that in-his study there—wasa.”lack of

adequate control ofexposurelevels.”
‘-,~TheAgency~providedthis statementin

I ferenceto the overlap of the.exposure
levelsin-theWatt studyand.on the
basisof informationit had-received
prierto thereceiptofTDr.Watt’s -
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dissertation;ifone-standdrddeviationis
usedto generatetheinnge-of-expasurês,’

sexeswoulddecreasethepotential for
developmentof neoplastic lesionsin

then the rangefor-the-low‘exposure’
levelwould be0.1—3.1mg/m~,whereas‘
the rangefor thehighexposurelevel
would be 1—7.4-mg/m°.TheAgency is
unable to reasonably-determine.the-

workers of either sexexposedto
antimonysubstances.The Agency
believesthat the programit developed
withthe AOIA will provide reasonable
interim control of worker exposure to

8igniflcancebetweentheseexposure
levels,except.thatonlythe high

antimonysubstancesuntil additional
toxicologydata are developed,asa

exposure‘level inducedneoplasia. resultofthe AOIA testing program,to
suggestingthat there.weresome demonstratea more preciserelationship
toxicological differencesbetween -

exposurelevels. -

betweenantimonysubstances’exposure
levelsanddevelopmentof neoplastic

In his comments,Dr~Watt also and non-neoplasticlesions in male and,

discusseda mutagenicitystudy for - -

antimony,acetate.-The Agency - ‘
examinedthis study,as.wellasseveral
others, and doesnot ‘believethat~these

femalerats andany potential adverse
health effectsin workers exposedto
antimonysubstances.The Agency
believesthat thesedata, in conjunction

datawere’relevantto assessingthe
mutagenicityof Sbmetal,.Sb203and
Sb2S3because,of differencesinphysical
and chemical’ properties (including
significantdifferences,in water
solubility) of organicantimony
compoundsandthe antimony ..~ -

with the AOIA-endorsedongoing
epidemiologystudiesand the proposed
AOIA medicalsurveillance program,
maybeusedto estimatethe probability
that antimony substancesmay produce
adversehealth effects in human worker
populations.

substancesrecommendedfortestingby
the ITC. - ‘ -‘ :- “ ,

A~IA
gram

Finally; Dy;Wattcommented‘that ‘ -

exposuretoSbo~mayarise~iurmg
batterycharging,.duringtheaddition of
Sb201to plasticsandothermaterials,,
andduring-thecutting:andsewingof
upholsteryaud’carpetconts’iuhigSb,O,.
In conjunctionwiththis cornment.-Dr.
Wattimpliedthat-the-AOIA - ‘

epidemiologystudieswould include-only
maleworkers andsuggestedt~at-. —

epidemiologystridies-shouldinclude
~workforcesoutsidethe-AOi& with -

substantial.iiumber.ofpotentially
exposedfemales.suchasthe “soft trim”
industry (carpet anduphoisterycutting
and sewing);.sinceitappearsasthough
Sb201isneoplastictofemale,but not
male, ~, . “ - , ‘ -

TheAgencyhasiio data onestimated
or measuredlevelsofantimony -

substancesthatmig)tbegeneratediu-.
the-”soft:t±ini~1ridtis~ryárid~tii*hish:
femaleworkersmightba.expoaed.iThi-
Agencyisc600erriédwitkthepoteritiálI
developmentolneoplasrainany’worker
populatiOn th~iniy~be ed’:tó~I~-
antinony-substances~Howare~4he:~,~‘,

Agencyisalsoconcernedwith the ~-‘~‘:

potentil’dOvelàpmentofnon.eieoplastic
lesionsand~othèrchronimeffectsrn-any -

worker populition-that:may-be-exposed
to antimonylaubseaces.~Thesenon-~, —

neoplastic:lOsionahave—beendetectedat
lowermean-expo~urelOvelsOf’añtimony
substancesin maleand’femaleratsthan.
have neoplesticlesionsFurthermore,.

the Agencybelievesthat controlling’ -

exposureto.antimonysubstancesat
levels thatwould.decrease—thO’potenlial
for developmentof non~néoplastlO- -‘

lesionsaridother chronic-effectsin both

1.Scheduledtests.In a notice
published in theJanuary 8, 1983,Federal
Register(48FR 717),the Agency
describedthe AOIA’s proposed
program.Thefinal studyplansfor this
programarein thepublic record(docket
numberOPTS-42021A)andinclude:

,a.A 90-daysubchronicinhalation
study of Sb1O~,to be initiatedin late
1983andfor whicha final report will be
submitted in late 1984to early 1985.

b. Chronic/oncogenicinhalation study
of Sb101.to be initiated in mid 1985and
for which a final report will be
submitted.in late 1987to early 1988.

c.Aerobic and anaerobic
biodegradation studies of Sb203,to be
initiated in late 1983andfor which a
final report will be submitted in late
1984.

‘ d.Sediinentsorption stuidesof Sb20,,
tcrbeinitiatedinmid to late 1983and for
which.afinal report will be submitted in
late 1984.

In additionto submitting study plans
and.associatedreports. the AOIA will
submit.to theAgencyperiodic staus
reportson: (1) Voluntary programsto
monitor andcontrol occupational
exposureto ‘antimonysubstances;(2)
Voluntaryprogramsto monitor and
controlatmosphericreleaseof antimony
substances;and(3)A medical
surveillanceprogramanda continuation
of ongoingepidemiologicalstudies.

2.Reviewandconclusions.EPA has
reviewedthe studyplansandhas
concludedthati

a.The subchronicstudywill provide
sufficient datato:(1) Establish
plumonaryclearancerates of Sb50,in
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ts, (2) Assessthe histopathological
~ . esthat occurin the rat respiratory

tern andas a result of subchronic
~ exposure,(3) Correlate raturinary
levelsof Sb.0.with exposure levels,(4)
Assessanyhematologicalandclinical
chemistry anomaliesin the rat
associatedwith Sb203exposure.and (5)
Establish exposure levels for the
chronic/oncogenicstudy.

b. The chronic/oncogenicstudywill
provide sufficient data to assessthe
pathogenesisanddose/response
characteristicsof neoplasticandnon-
neopiasticlesionsin the rat respiratory
systemresultingfrom Sb203exposure.

c. The biodegradation andsorption
studieswill providesufficientdatato
determine the fate of Sb103in
sediments.

d. Thevoluntary programs to monitor
andcontroloccupational exposureand

-‘ atmosphericreleaseof antimony
substanceswill provide significantly
increasedprotection of workers and the
generalpopulation in the vicinity of
facilities which manufacture and

process antimony substances,while the
testingprogramis being completed.

e~The medical surveillanceprogram
and a continuationof ongoing

epidemiologicalstudieswill provide
information to assessthe

.~ upationalexposureto antimony
stancesand thepossibleadverse

healtheffectscausedby suchexposures.

W. Public Records

EPAhasestablisheda public record
for thisdecisionnot to pursuetesting
undersection4 (docketnumberOPTS—
42021).This recordincludes~

(1’) FederalRegisternoticedesignating
Sb metal,Sb301andSb,S,to the priority
list andcommentsreceivedthereon.

(2) Communicationswith industry
related to theAOIA program, consisting
ofletters,contactreportsof telq~hone
conversations,andmeetingsummaries.-‘

(3)AOIA program.
(4) Study plans.

-~ (5) Publishedandunpublisheddata.
(8).FederalRegisternoticeof.theNTA

proposalrequestingcommentson the
negotiated programandcomments

receivedIn responsethereto.
IThe record,containing the Information

consideredby the Agencyin developing
this decision,is availablefor inspection

- -~ from &00 n.m. to 4:00 p.m. Monday
through Friday exceptlegal holidays in
the ~PT~ ReadingRoom,,.E-107,401 M

et. SW., Washington.D.C. 20460.
‘:.I~Agencywill supplementthis record

dically with additional relevant -

ormation.
(Sec.4,90Stat.2003; (15U.S.C. 2801)).

Date±August26,1983.
William 0.Ruskelahaus,
Administrator. - -

FR Doc. 83-2418Filed 9-1-SR ~45 aml
SIWHO CODE 5560-50-li

EER-FRL-2428-.2]

Availability of EnvironmentalImpact
StatementsFIled August22 Through
August 26, 1983 Pursuant to 40 CFR
Part 1506—9

RESPONSIBLEAGENCY: Office of Federal
Activities. GeneralInformation(202)
382—5075 or (202) 382~-5076.

Departmentofthe Iuterion -

EIS No. 830467,Draft,BU~CA,Red
MountainWSA,PreliminaryWildernesa
Recommendation,MendocinoCo..Due:
‘Dec. 1, 1983

EISNo. 830468,-F aLBLM~CA.Yokayo
GrazingManagementProgram.DueS.Oct
3,1983

DepartmentofTransportatiom
EISNo.830461,FinalFHW, WI. US53. -

Upgrading,RiceLaketoTrego,Barren
andWashburnCoOnties,DuerOcL3.
1983 . - .. - ‘- -

EISNo.830 FalPHWJLj Sprin~fii$d:-.
RailroadR~onDm~’on~~.
Project.S nga onCo.~D~eOct.-3,.1983

EISNo.830463,FlnaJ,~ . -

Fayettevilie.CBDLoep~HayStreettoUS
301.CumberlandCounty,.Due:Oct. 3,
1983 ‘ -

EISNo.830464~F LPIIW,.Pv0 US12/
MichiganAvenueim~ovement.Nowlin
St to.EImSt., Wayne-Co.,DueOct.3.
1983 -- - ‘ -

EISNo.830442.Final.P11W,NH. 1-393and.
ApproachCompletion.NH-106toNH-9/
US&Me ckCozn*~Due:-Oc.3, - . . -

1983
DCpathnent ofAgricultwe’: ‘ -‘ - -.

EISNo;83O460,~PIñ8~iM9~’SEV.-Sfl.WY~
~ll~U~aI1SrestLandand
Resouron~Managem~tPlan,Due..Oct.3,
1983 -‘-~

InterstateC..~uw.-.’u.On’,L.~Jom
~ “- ‘—‘
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AGENCY: EnvironmentalProtection
Agency.
ACTION Notice of draft generalNPDES
permit.

SUMMARY: TheU.S.Environmental
ProtectionAgency(EPA) and‘the
Kentucky NaturalResoucesand
EnvironmentalProtectionCabinet
(NREPC)aretodaygiving joint noticeof
a draftgeneralNationalPollutant
DischargeEliminationSystem(NPDES)
permitfor certain coalmining activities
inKentucky. The Governorof Kentucky
has requestedthat NREPCbegiven
approval by EPA to administerthe
NPDESprograminKentucky. If the
Administratorof EPAgrantsapproval
beforethis generalpermit is issued.
NREPCwill be the permitissuing
authority.The activitiesproposedfor
coverageby thisgeneralpermit include.
activeinining areas,poet-miningareas,
coal’refuse-disposalpiles,andcoal
preparationplantassociatedareas.The
proposedpermitwill not-authorize -

dischargefromfacilifiesmeetingthe
definition-ofcoalpreparationplantin 40
CFR434.11(e)and”newcources”fsee40
CFR434.11(i) andtheEffluent
GuidelinesSettlement-Agreementfor
coahnines.40 CFR’122.2forcoal
pr~paralionplantassociatedareas).
EPAwill continuetoissueindividual
NPDESpermits-tothese.categoriesof
dischargers.

Thedraftgeneralpermitestablishes
effluent limitations,’ prohibitions,and
other-conditions-basedairtechnology
andwater.qualityconsiderations
applicable-tothe typesofwastewater
.generatedbythecoalmining actiVities~
TheactMlies-involvesimilar types’Of
operations,dischargethesametypes,of -

wastes,-andrequire’the-eams-effluent’
limations.and~onitoring.~Fortbeee~
reason TRegionW-bellevee’tbat~- ~- . ‘ —

diachargesfrom~these—adfivitiesere-~’’
more~appropriay~ntrólledundera -

generalp~2uitthafl.ml lvidual
permits,

To obtain—np al10disthftrgé-nnder
this getieral’permlt.ReglaflTV-’lI—’ -‘ -

reqnlringthefollowh~.application-1 -

requirementsi ~.-

tPcectaiesitlyekpfr~dNPDES-
permlts,’thedischarger-Isrequfredto
submit-anoticeofIntenttobecovered
by thegeneralpermitto thePermit.
Issuing.Ant ity; -

2. Diachargers-havingvalid NPDES’
peratltethat-wilI—explre—diirlng--thefive
yearterm of thegeneralpermitare
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Draft GeneralNPDSSPermitfor Coal
Mining Activities in theCommonwealth
of Kentucky

——I

.1


