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BEFORE THE POLLUTI ON CONTROL BQARD

STATE OF ILLINO S

IN THE MATTER COF:

LI STI NG OF FEDERAL HAZARDQOUS Al R

PCLLUTANTS, GREAT LAKES COW SSI ON

TOXI C COVPOUNDS and CGREAT WATERS

PROGRAM TOXI C COVPOUNDS, and NO. R96- 004
SCQURCE REPCRTI NG for |LLINO S

TOXI C Al R CONTAM NANTS:
AMENDMENTS TO 35 I LL. ADM CODE 232

Hearing held, pursuant to Notice, on the 23rd day
of February, 1996, at the hour of 9:55 a.m, at Third
Fl oor, 600 South Second Street, Springfield, Illinois,
before M. Charl es Feinen, duly appointed Hearing
Oficer.

TRANSCRI PT OF PROCEEDI NGS
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PRESENT:

MR JOSEPH YI, Board Menber

MS. RACHEL DCCTORS, on behal f of |EPA

MR BROOKE PETERSON, on behal f of | EPA

DR MANI TEHSEEN, on behal f of | EPA

MR HENRY NACUR, on behal f of |EPA

MR DAVID L. RIESER, on behalf of the Illinois Steel
G oup and SIRC

MS. WH TNEY WAGNER ROSEN, on behal f of | ERG
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| NDEX

W TNESS PAGE
Henry Naour

Direct Testinmony 5

Cross- Exam nation by M. Rieser 17

Cross- Exam nati on by Ms. Rosen 28

Recr oss- Exam nati on by M. Rieser 29

Cross- Exam nati on by M. Honer 30
EXH BI TS | DENTI FIED  ADM TTED
Agency Exhibit No. 1 9 17
Agency Exhibit No. 2 9 17
Agency Exhibit No. 3 10 17
Agency Exhibit No. 4 10 17
Agency Exhibit No. 5 10 17
Agency Exhibit No. 6 10 17
Agency Exhibit No. 7 10 17
Agency Exhibit No. 8 10 17
Agency Exhibit No. 9 10 17
Agency Exhibit No. 10 10 17
Agency Exhibit No. 11 10 17
Agency Exhibit No. 12 11 17

CAPI TOL REPORTI NG SERVI CE, | NC.
SPRI NGl ELD,

ILLINO S

217-525-6167



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

HEARI NG OFFI CER:  Good norning. M nane is

Chuck Feinen. | amthe assigned Hearing Oficer to
this matter. The attending Board Menber for this
matter is Joseph Yi, sitting to ny right.

This matter has been docketed as R96-4, entitled
Li sting of Federal Hazardous Air Pollutants, G eat
Lakes Commi ssion Toxi c Conpounds and Great Waters
Program Toxi ¢ Conmpounds, and Source Reporting for
II'linois Toxic Air Contaminants: Amendnents to 35
[11. Adm Code 232

This matter is before the Board pursuant to the
Agency's proposal being filed on Cctober 13th, 1995.

The matter was filed pursuant to Sections 9.527 and

28. The rul emaki ng has not been filed pursuant to the

fast track rul emaki ng provisions under 28.5 of the
Act .

The Agency's proposal is to make certain

amendnents to section or Part 232 of 35 1Il. Adm Code

Toxic Air Contam nants, which would add to the list of

toxic air contam nants certain chemcals and create a

source identification requirenent.

Today's hearing is for the purpose of starting the

Agency's presentation on the proposal

If I can go off the record
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(Di scussion off the record.)
HEARI NG OFFI CER:  Let's get any appearances

that need to be filed on the record today.

MR RIESER. |'ve previously filed ny
appearance. M name is David Rieser. |'m appearing
on behalf of both the Illinois Steel Goup and al so

the Styrene Informati on and Research Center, otherw se
known as SIRC, S-1-R-C

M5. ROSEN:  |I'm Witney Rosen. |'ve also
previously filed ny appearance. |'m/legal counsel for

I1l1inois Environnental Regul atory G oup.

MR HOVER |'m Mark Honer -- | have not
filed an appearance but will do so -- with the
Chemical Industry Council of Illinois.

HEARI NG OFFI CER:  Is there anyone el se who
would Iike to file an appearance or state they're
present here today?

M5. DOCTORS: Do you want ne to state -- with
me today is Hank Naour, who's Manager of our Techni cal
Support Unit, Mani Tehseen, who works in the Techni cal
Support Unit, and Brooke Peterson, who's with Division
of Legal Counsel.

HEARI NG OFFI CER:  Thank you.

Wth that | guess then we'll start with the
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SPRI NGFI ELD, ITLLINO S 217-525-6167



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

presentation fromthe Agency. |If there's any
Wi tnesses that need to be sworn in, let's swear them
in now.
(Wher eupon Henry Naour was duly sworn.)
M5. DOCTORS: W can just start with Hank
giving his short statenent. That will be fine.
MR, NAQUR  Thank you, Rachel.

My nane is Henry Naour. | received a Bachel ors
degree in Chem cal Engineering fromthe University of
Detroit in 1964. 1 have conpl eted required courses
for a Masters degree in Chenical Engineering at the
University of Detroit.

I amcurrently enployed as the Manager of the
Techni cal Support Unit in the Permt Section of the
Bureau of Air of the Illinois Environmental Protection
Agency. | joined the Agency in Cctober 1991. M
responsibilities primarily relate to the
i npl enentati on of the Federal Air Standards as
promul gat ed by USEPA under the Clean Air Act anended
in 1990. The Agency plays a vital role in the USEPA
i npl enentation strategy. Furthernore, ny
responsibilities also relate to the devel opnent of a
State Air Toxics Program which include the issues

regarding selection criteria for Illinois Toxic Ar
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Cont am nants, reporting requirements for affected
facilities, emi ssion standards, nodification
procedures, and conpliance assurance. It is ny
ultimate responsibility to assure that a State Toxics
Programis in place to facilitate the inplenentation
of both of these prograns.

Prior to joining the Agency, | worked as a
chemi cal engineer in the industrial sector for 25
years. For the past 20 years, | worked at the plant
managenent | evel where ny responsibilities included,
anong ot her matters, conplying with Federal and State
regul ati ons.

The Part 232 Subpart D reporting rule is a
cul minati on of many hours of discussion regarding
Phase Il of the Illinois Toxic Air Contaminant or |TAC
Program Phase Il will accunulate | TAC em ssions data

to be used in determ ning geographic inmpact in the

State of Illinois. The stakeholders, Illinois EPA,
IERG and the Illinois Petrol eum Council, the
Chemicals Industry Council of Illinois, Sierra Cub

and the Chicago Lung Associ ation, were also invol ved
as partners in the devel opment of the R90-1 Toxic Ar
Cont am nant, TAC, list and final adoption by the

[Ilinois Pollution Control Board. This adoption of
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R90-1 conpl eted Phase | of the | TAC Program whi ch
provi ded the scoring nmechanismfor listing or
de-listing TAC chem cal s.

Phase Il of the programis designed to provide
information to the Agency regardi ng those affected
sources and the emissions of |ITACs fromthese sources.
The current information that the Agency possesses is
[imted, in that, the source information |ocated in
the Bureau of Air Permit Section database was provi ded
vis-a-vis the permt application process. These
sources were only obliged to provide information
limted to the pernmit process. The em ssions,
therefore, do not provide the total source em ssions
data needed for the Bureau of Air's Phase II1 study.
The reporting rule will provide nore conplete data
regarding | TAC enmi ssions in the State which can be
reviewed on the basis of geographical inpact. This
study will support Phase Il of the programwhich wll
focus on the control options for those affected
sources if controls are in fact required as a result
of the study.

The proposal provides that the Bureau of Air
Permt Section will devel op a series of turnaround

docunents that will be mailed to the potenti al
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af fected sources. A reporting format simlar to the
Federal SARA 313 Toxi cs Rel ease Inventory form has
been devel oped and will be available to the sources
for reporting. The Agency has also stated that it
will allow ITAC em ssions data that has been reported
on the SARA 313 formto be sent to the Agency instead
of using the Agency's suggested format.
And this conpletes nmy testinony.

M5. DOCTORS: kay. | just have one thing
I'"d like to nention is that in reading the rule
found a coupl e typographical errors. Like we nmention
Part 210 when we nean Part 201. So before the second
hearing I will put together an errata sheet and mai
that out so that people are aware of the corrections.
And these are just typographical corrections.

And that's what the Agency would like to put on

t hi s norning.

HEARI NG OFFICER: | want to go off the record
for a second.

(Di scussion off the record.)

M5. DOCTORS: The Agency would |ike to have
admtted into the record a copy of the Technica
Support Docunent and its attachments as well as

exhi bits that have previously been | abeled 1 through
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9, and two docunents that have been given to the Board
previously, specifically Deposition of Air Pollutants
to the Great Waters First Report to Congress, USEPA
Ofice of Ailr Quality Planning and Standards, Nunber
453- R-93- 055 May 1994, and the Report on Toxic
Chemical Rel ease Inventory Form R and Instructions
publ i shed by USEPA O'fice of Pollution Prevention and
Toxi cs, Number 745-K-93-001, January 1993. | don't
have copies of the last two but I will give you --

HEARI NG OFFI CER:  Go off the record again.

(Di scussion off the record.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER:  The Agency has submtted
exhibits. [If there's no objection, 1'll enter them
into the record.

MR RIESER: | want to hear what's being
subm tted.

HEARI NG OFFI CER:  All right. The first
exhi bit for proponent Agency will be the Techni cal
Support Docunent and that will be marked as Exhi bit
Nunber 1 for proponent.

The next docunent the Agency enters into is March
9th, 1993 Qutreach Meeting Attendance Sheet. That
wi Il be marked as Exhi bit Nunber 2.

The next document is the March 30th, 1993 CQutreach

CAPI TOL REPORTI NG SERVI CE, | NC.
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Meeting Attendance Sheet. That will be marked as
docunment nunber 3 or Exhibit Nunmber 3, excuse ne.

The May 6th, 1993 Qutreach Meeting Attendance
Sheet will be narked as Exhi bit Nunber 4.

The May 25th, 1993 Qutreach Meeting Attendance
Sheet will be narked as Exhi bit Nunber 5.

The March 18th, 1994 Qutreach Meeting Attendance
Sheet will be narked as Nunber 6 -- Exhibit Nunber 6.
Excuse ne agai n.

The August 23rd, 1994 CQutreach Meeting Attendance
Sheet will be narked as Exhibit Nunber 7.

The March 1st, 1995 Qutreach Meeting Attendance
Sheet will be narked as Exhi bit Nunber 8.

The list of sources expected to be affected by the
proposal will be marked as Exhi bit Nunmber 9.

The description of the processes affected by the
proposal will be listed as Exhi bit Nunmber 10.

The Deposition of Air Pollutants to the G eat
Waters First Report to Congress, United States
Envi ronnental Protection Agency Ofice of Air Quality
Pl anni ng and St andards Research, Triangle Park, North
Carol i na, EPA Document 453-R-93-055, May 1994, wll be
listed as Exhibit Nunber 11.

And the Toxic Chemical Release Inventory Reporting
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Form R and Instructions Revised 1992 Version, USEPA
Nunber 745-K-93-001, January 1993, will be marked as
Exhi bit Number 12.

If there's no objections to that --

MR RIESER. Can | ask a question just on the
techni cal support -- |I've got a couple of questions on
sone of the exhibits that | don't think were covered
in the testinony. Wth regard to the Techni cal
Support Docunent who prepared that?

MR NAOUR | did.

MR, RIESER: Hank, you prepared this. And at
what tinme did you prepare this?

MR NAQUR David, | can't recall exactly.
Let ne think. Well, let's see. There is a date on
it.

MR, RIESER: Even better. My 26th, 19957

MR, NACUR:  Uh- huh.

MR, RIESER. So this docunent was prepared
after the | ast outreach nmeeting and in light of the
final discussions that were had at that neeting?

MR. NACUR  That's correct.

MR. RIESER: Wre there any changes to the
proposal after you prepared the Techni cal Support

Docunent ?
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MR NACUR No, there were not. This
docunent was then given to -- as part of the fina
total package.

MR RESER It was filed with the Board as
part of the total package?

MR NACUR  Yeah.

MR RIESER. Al right. On the list of
sources expected to be affected, how was this
pr epar ed?

MR. NACUR As | indicated, the current
Bureau of Air database that we maintain is a permtted
oriented database, so the list -- and the word
expected could also -- and | would want to say
potential because | think they're simlar. And that
with our information we, as we indicated in ny
testinmony, are going to send turnaround docunents and
we're going to send themto those that are the
potential based on our information. And so it was
prepared fromour existing |limted database.

MR RIESER So this is the database made up
of all your permttees, is that right?

MR, NAQUR That's right.

MR RIESER: And then you selected for the

rel ease of 1 TAC the pernmittees that rel eased | TACs
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nore than a certain anmount, is that correct?

MR, NAQUR  Based on our proposed de mnims
t hreshol d val ues.

MR RIESER. Ckay. And so it's a conputer
run of your existing database?

MR NAQUR  Precisely.

MR, RIESER: dven those search paraneters?

MR NAQUR  Exactly.

MR, RIESER: Now, you've got -- don't you
have two -- you've got potential annual em ssions.

There are two reports in here.

MR NACUR  Well, one indicates sources that
woul d be excluded as a possibility and then also we
have one that indicates those that would be affected
So what we did is as part of the discussion which was
in the previous two neetings that we had was trying to
determine for the steering commttee what would be a
potential inmpact on those that woul d be excluded by de
m nims values and what woul d be the potential inpact
by those that would be in fact included or affected
sources. Again, keep in mnd limted in val ue since
we're tal king estimations fromour current database.

MR RIESER  Yeah, | understand. Wat |'m

focusing on nowis how the two things were prepared.
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Just | ooking at the two attachnents, they seemto have
the sane -- in the package |'ve got they seemto have
the sanme title.

M5. ROSEN:  Yeah, that's what I'm--

MR RIESER | haven't |ooked at the
information to see if it's the sane.

MR NAQUR  You're tal king Attachnent 5.2 at
the top?

MR RIESER  There's Attachnent 5.1 at the
t op.

Ch, 5.2, I'msorry. So 5.2 is just this one page

with three entries on it?

MR NACUR Yes. And then 5.1 are those
af f ect ed.

MR, RIESER. So those should be two separate
exhi bi ts?

M5. DOCTORS: The whole TSD was admitted with
all its attachnents. O that's what | requested

MR R ESER It sounds |ike M. Feinen broke
them out and descri bed each one as a separate exhibit.

HEARI NG OFFI CER:  When | read the exhibits
and am marking them | just took the Technical Support
Docurment as one exhibit and | did not separate these

two attachnents out or the third attachnent, 5.3, out

CAPI TOL REPORTI NG SERVI CE, | NC
SPRI NGFI ELD, ITLLINO S 217-525-6167



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

15

as separate exhibits. Exhibit Nunber 1 is the whole
techni cal docunent with the attachments. Exhibit
Nunber 2 starts off with the sign-in sheets.

MR R ESER. Ckay. But then you had Exhi bit
9 which was the |ist of sources.

MB. ROSEN: It's this |ist. It's this one,

Davi d.

MR R ESER: Right.

M5. ROSEN: It's the sane |ist.

HEARING OFFICER: Is it the sanme list?

M5. ROSEN:  Yeah.

MR RIESER. But there's apparently two ot her
-- oh, | see.

M5. ROSEN: This information is in the packet
twice is what --
MR RIESER: 1've got it. | understand.

And the description of the processes is sinply
your breakout, kind of a subjective breakout fromthis
other -- this |arger database search that you tal ked
about ?

MR, NAQUR That's right.
MR, RIESER. And all these are things that
you prepared?

MR, NAQUR That's right.
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MR, RIESER: | don't have any objection to
t hem

HEARI NG OFFI CER: Wth hearing no objection
"Il enter those --

M5. ROSEN:  Wait, |I'msorry.

HEARI NG OFFI CER:  Hol d on a second.

M5. ROSEN: Is this the same docunent, Hank?
I think Chuck has listed it as Exhibit Nunmber 9. It
is way in the back of the information that was
submtted. It seens to be a nunber of pages shorter
That's why I'm-- what's the --

HEARI NG OFFI CER:  Let's go off the record for
a second. Let nme interrupt for a second. Go off the
record.

(Di scussion off the record.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER:  Let's go back on the
record. The discussion off the record was to
determ ne whether or not what | have nmarked or intend
to mark as Exhibit Nunber 9 is the sane as attachnent
5.1 to the Techni cal Support Docunent. At the end of
t he di scussion we determ ned that, yes, it is.

And with that, | hear no objections to entering
these as exhibits and I do nove to enter those as

exhibits and they're entered as exhibits.
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(Agency Exhibit Nunbers 1 - 12
adm tted.)
HEARI NG OFFICER: Wth that | think the
Agency is done with their presentation for today. So
let's go off the record again real quick
(Di scussion off the record.)
HEARI NG OFFI CER:  Let's go back on the
record.
CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY
MR RI ESER

Q Morni ng, M. Naour. As you heard, nmy nane is
David Ri eser and |I'm appearing both on behal f of the
I[Ilinois Steel Goup and the Styrene Information and
Research Center.

The questions | want to ask | think are going to
be pretty straightforward and will focus on certain
i ssues in the regul ations thensel ves.

Wth respect to the definition of the Illinois
toxic air contam nants, there's an exclusion from coke
oven gas and this was a result of our discussions
during various outreach neetings. And | just want to
confirmit's coke oven gas was excluded fromthe
definition of ITAC and, therefore, fromreporting

requi renents under this regul ati on because of the

CAPI TOL REPORTI NG SERVI CE, | NC
SPRI NGFI ELD, ITLLINO S 217-525-6167



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

18

ot her regul ati ons of coke oven em ssions under the
federal laws and regulations. |Is it correct that what
we're doing is excluding fromreporting the
constituents of all the coke oven em ssions that woul d
be emitted by a coke oven battery?

A That's correct.

Q Is it also correct that we're excl udi ng
em ssions fromthe byproducts plant as well?

A As | recall, David, that was not part of the
di scussions. W focused primarily on coke oven
em ssion as a given definition that is typically being
focused on by, as you indicated, by other regul ations
that are focusing on those em ssions.

Q Ckay. But this would exclude the em ssions
fromthe coke oven batteries thensel ves?

A That's right.

Q There's al so no question based on Section
232. 440 that no emi ssions or other type of physica
testing will be required by this reporting regul ation?

M5. DOCTORS: |'msorry, where are you?

MR RIESER  230. 440.

M5. DOCTORS: That's not part of this
proposal. That's part of the rule.

HEARI NG OFFI CER:  232. 4407
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MR RIESER  232. 440.

A Yeah, 232.440 using avail able data. So your
guesti on, David?

Q The question is just to confirmthat people
in conplying with this rule will not have to perform
any physical em ssions testing of any kind by the
reporting requirenments?

A Davi d, as we negotiated and worked on the
rule, that was the agreed approach. As you know, as
we wanted the ability if we needed to have additiona
information, that would in fact be worked out with the
particul ar source as to what would be required. W
woul d be | ooking at available data only and we didn't
want any excessive resources expended unless we felt
that it was necessary. And that necessity would be
wor ked out again with the source itself.

Q Ckay. Now, isn't the issue of additiona
i nformati on covered by 232.4507

A That's right.

Q 450(a). And 450(a) describes the type of
addi tional information which the Agency woul d require,
(a) (1), (2) and (3), is that correct?

A That's right.

Q kay. Isn't it correct that the source would
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not have to do any addition -- would not be required
to performany additional physical testing to provide
t he Agency that data pursuant to 232.450(a)?

A That's correct.

Q So getting back to ny original question, the
Agency can request nore information than is descri bed
in 232.430(a) (1) and (2) but only under the conditions
described in 232.450 and only the limted i nformation
that's described in 232.450(a) (1), (2) and (3)?

A That's correct.

Q And that no testing would be required to
provi de that information?

A That's correct.

Q Wth regard to 232.450(a), under what types
of circunstances would this additional information be
requi red?

A W view the information on the basis of being
able to establish geographical inpact. And in this
case it would be source by source. And therefore, on
that basis, if we -- in the analysis of the
i nformati on that we received fromthe reporting
mechani smthat our screening process which we have
descri bed indicates that a source nmay have a

significant inmpact according to current technica
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approach, then we would be working with the source on
additional information to define what that inpact may
be. And we may -- in that case we may request
additional information to clarify a risk assessnent
anal ysis of that source's inpact.

Q So when you say significant inpact, what
specifically -- what specific types of inpacts are you
going to be | ooking at and how woul d t hose be
nmeasur ed?

A Typically the inmpacts would be the ecol ogi ca
effect of emi ssions fromthe source would be tied to
the public health aspect, would be fence line
characteristics of how the em ssions woul d be
i npacting at the fence line of that facility, beyond
the fence line potentially would be those focus
groups, schools, hospitals, et cetera, and we woul d
| ook at that data on the basis of inmpact on current
federal guideline and using that as a guideline
establ i sh whether or not we would need additiona
information to clarify that inpact.

Q How woul d the Agency have all of the data
that you describe with regard to a particul ar source?

A VWell, the reporting rule is going to define

for all 1TACs emtted at the source source-w de

CAPI TOL REPORTI NG SERVI CE, | NC
SPRI NGFI ELD, ITLLINO S 217-525-6167



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

22

em Sssi ons.
Q Ri ght .
A W will be able to do a conservative rather

sinmplified analysis of the facility's inpact at the
fence line. Wth that information we intend through
our devel oprment of the structure of analysis to
determ ne whether or not further information would be
needed to clarify beyond the fence |line any public
heal t h i npact .

Q kay. So for certain types of sources based
on the source emtting -- source em ssions information
that you're going to get pursuant to this rule, if
that em ssions information reflects nore than a
certain level of certain types of -- nore than a
certain level of certain types of I TACs, then you're
going to be following up for nore information, is that
correct?

A That's right.

Q Now, is it -- are there certain types of
| TACs to which that's going to apply or to all 1TACs?

A It istoall ITACs that is in the rule.

Q Are there certain types of sources to which
that would apply or certain types of geographic

| ocati ons?
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A It is going to be for all sources. W're
| ooki ng at the overall picture.

Q Is there a threshold value for individua
| TACs that you've decided upon as a trigger for
requiring the additional information?

A We don't intend to operate on that basis.
We're going to operate on current USEPA guidelines and
ri sk assessnent as to determ ne whether or not we
woul d -- again, working with the facility whether or
not that would be a potential inpact to define further
and to clarify further.

Q But the guidelines would require the
col l ection of other information to nmake a risk
assessnment determnation, wouldn't they?

A May.

Q I mean for the Agency to nmake a deci sion
whether this is an issue at an individual source,
you' d have to have nore than just the em ssions data
that you're collecting here.

A W may. It's very clear that we could
determine initially that the inpact fromthe source is
m nimal at the fence line and therefore we're not
goi ng to expend additional resources to go beyond that

point. However, again, using current risk assessnent
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guidelines, if again if we feel that there is
potential there, then we will work with the facility
on some additional information, perhaps on an em ssion
unit basis, which of course is defined in the rule as
wel | .

Q Is there any -- you know, the conditiona
| anguage of 232.450(a) tal ks about for purposes of
nodel i ng, conducting assessnments of information the
Agency may request supporting docunentation. |Is there
any -- based on what you've just tal ked about is there

any way to refine that further to include the types of

i ssues that you're -- that you' ve just discussed?
A In the negotiation we determ ned not to do
that. In all of the steering conmttee's

determ nation they felt that it would be difficult to
refine it to become prescriptive because what we're
tal ki ng about as an exanple would be, for instance,
stack hei ght where em ssions may be occurring.
Oiginally we were discussing the need for that
information on the initial pass of reporting
requirenents. W felt that in discussion that we
didn't need that type of prescription

Q Ri ght .

A However, we may need it in the interest of
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nodel i ng and | ooki ng at beyond the fence |ine, we my
need additional information, for instance stack

hei ght. And again, we decided not to put it in the
rule to describe it as a requirenment up front. That
means that we would require that all in the initial
reporting requirenments. It was additional unnecessary
information we felt at that time. W all agreed to

t hat .

Q Do you have a sense now based on this initial
run of the potential reporters, this 307 facilities,
of how many of those you'd be requesting additional
i nformation fronf

A | do not.

Q Wth respect to the additional -- the listing
of additional toxic air contam nants, the Geat Lakes
and Great Waters -- a couple of the Geat Lakes and
G eat Waters air contam nants were added. What's the
reasoni ng behi nd that?

A The G eat Lakes and Great Waters pollutants
are primarily all hazardous air pollutants under Title
1l of the Aean Air Act amendnents, but we are
located in the Geat Lakes basin and there is a
significant initiative in the basin for the eight

Great Lake states to focus on those chem cal s that
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would in fact inpact the area. They are not |ITACs so
they don't come into this particular purview but we
wanted them as part of an administrative cleanup to
have on our list as those toxics of concern in
[I1inois.

Q Do you know if they're emtted by any

facilities in Illinois?
A We do have facilities that emt these
conmpounds. | can't describe any or give you --

Q Compounds that are Great Lakes and G eat
WAt ers conmpounds but not otherw se air pollutants or
toxi c air contam nants?

A Repeat that, David.

Q Are there facilities in Illinois that emt
the Great Lakes or Great Waters conpounds that are not
ot herwi se hazardous air pollutants or toxic air
contam nants? In other words, the few Geat Lakes,
Great Waters conpounds that you've added -- that you
seek to add to the list?

A VWich 1've indicated they' re al so hazardous
air pollutants and, therefore, they do -- they do --
therefore, are emitted by facilities that emt the 189
hazardous air pollutants under the Cean Air Act

anendnments. So they're parallel
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Q It's ny understanding that there were a
couple of themthat were not hazardous air pollutants.
Am | correct about that?

A | believe so. | believe there is one or two
that are what the Great Waters through their report to
Congress consi dered what they called high inpact or
hi gh focus chemi cal s.

Q Do you know i f those one or two are emtted
by any facilities in Illinois?

A That | do not know.

Q Wth regard to the reporting requirenents, a
facility is required to report if it emts the -- if
it manufactures, stores or uses the initial threshold
of 25,000 pounds of an individual |TAC, correct?

A Correct.

Q Once it neets that threshold it nust report
for all ITACs except for those that are bel ow t he
de minims emssions level, is that correct?

A That's correct.

MR, RIESER: | have no further questions at
this tine.
M5. ROSEN: | just have one question -- well,

one or two questions for M. Naour.
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CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY
MS. ROSEN

Q It has to do with the situation that m ght
arise if HAPs were de-listed fromthe Cean Air
Section 112(b) list. You indicated on page 3 of the
statenent of reasons that those chem cals once
de-listed could become I TACs. Under what situations
could they becone I TACs and is it your intention to
automatically list themas ITACs or would they have to
go through the State toxicol ogical scoring process, et
cetera, if they had not already done so?

A They woul d have to go through the State
scoring nmechanism 1'Il give you a case in point
woul d be caprolactam |It's currently in the proposa
phase of de-listing by USEPA. It is also a TAC. If
in fact final rule exists on that de-listing,
caprol actam has been scored initially by our system
and therefore would beconme an | TAC

Q Ri ght .

A And the reverse is true, of course

Q The reverse is true neaning that if a
chemi cal had not been scored, it would have to go
t hrough the scoring process prior to becom ng an | TAC?

A Correct.
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M5. ROSEN: | have nothing further

HEARI NG OFFICER: | just want to add for the
record that was Wi tney Wagner Rosen for |ERG asking
t hose questi ons.

MR R ESER If | could do a brief follow up

on that.
RECRCSS- EXAM NATI ON BY
MR RI ESER
Q For something to beconme an | TAC woul d there

have to be a proposal before the Board to shift it to
anot her list?

A That's part of the procedure, yes.

Q So if sonmething is de-listed fromthe federa
list, there would have to be a Board proceeding to
list it as a toxic air contam nant?

A Except in the case of caprolactamwhich is
already a listed chenmical and, therefore, just by
defaul t, having been scored, it automatically becones
an | TAC

Q It's already listed as a toxic air
cont am nant ?

A Correct. On the issue as Wi tney indicated
we woul d then have to make proposal as an addendumto

the |ist.
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M5. ROSEN:  Just to clarify, | believe that
the initial determnation and listing before the Board
woul d be pursuant to Section -- 35 Illinois
Adm ni strative Code Section 232.2007

A That's right.

M5. ROSEN:  Ckay.

MR HOVER M nane's Mark Homer with the
Chemical Industry Council and | just have one
clarification question.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY
MR HOMER:

Q Is it the Agency's contention that they're
goi ng to base whether or not they're going to ask for
further information pursuant to Section 232.450 upon
ri sk assessment factors that are in guidelines that
t he USEPA has issued?

A That's correct, Mark.

Q And that would be the only basis for asking
for that information?

A That's correct.

Q Do you happen to either have a copy of those
gui del i nes or know t he USEPA' s nunerical nunbers for
t he gui del i nes?

A | do not at this tinme.
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Q Is there any way you could provide us with
that information at a future point?
A | believe we can. W can provide that
current USEPA gui del i nes.
MR, HOVER  Thank you.

HEARI NG OFFICER: Go off the record for a

second.
(Di scussion off the record.)
HEARI NG OFFI CER: | just have a few
qguestions. |I'm Chuck Feinen, the Hearing Oficer in

this matter.

The first question | have is just for
clarification. You talk about how 364 of the
substances -- of 607 substances are al ready being
reported by SARA. Could you just report about how
much overl apping there is between this proposal and
t he SARA requirenments?

A There is very limted -- | can't recall the
exact nunbers. W had investigated that. There is a
very limted number of SARA 313 conpounds and that's

bei ng exacerbated to the point where USEPA is

currently in a position to either increase or decrease

t he nunber of conpounds for SARA 313. But our

original assessnent indicated, as | recall, there were
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a few in nunmber compounds that woul d have parall el ed,
and hence, the reason we felt the requirenent to go
into a separate rule.

HEARI NG OFFI CER: | guess that will be all
t he questions | have.

Let's go off the record again.
(Di scussion off the record.)

HEARI NG OFFICER: O f the record we di scussed
possi bl e hearing dates. ['mgoing to continue this
hearing and i ssue a Hearing O ficer Order for possible
hearing dates in April, either April 2nd, Tuesday, at
10 a.m or April 9th, a Tuesday at 10 a.m. If those
dates aren't available, we will do so by Hearing
Oficer Oder announce the second date, but there wll
be a second hearing at that tine.

Wth that, | guess we'll continue the record until
that tine.
(Which were all of the proceedi ngs had
on the hearing of this cause on this

date.)
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STATE OF ILLINO'S )
) SS
COUNTY OF SANGAMON )

CERTI FI CATE

I, Dorothy J. Hart, affiliated with Capitol
Reporting Service, Inc., do hereby certify that I
reported in shorthand the foregoi ng proceedi ngs; that
the witness was duly sworn by nme; and that the
foregoing is a true and correct transcript of the
shorthand notes so taken as aforesaid.

| further certify that | amin no way associ at ed
with or related to any of the parties or attorneys
i nvol ved herein, nor aml financially interested in

t he action.

CSR License No. 084-001390
Certified Shorthand Reporter
Regi st ered Prof essi onal Reporter
and Notary Public

Dated this 28th day of
February, A.D., 1996, at

Springfield, Illinois.
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