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THE TEXT YOU ARE VIEWNG | S A COVPUTER- GENERATED OR RETYPED VERSI ON OF A
PAPER PHOTOCOPY OF THE ORI G NAL. ALTHOUGH CONSI DERABLE EFFORT HAS BEEN
EXPENDED TO QUALI TY ASSURE THE CONVERSI ON, |IT MAY CONTAI N TYPOGRAPHI CAL
ERRORS. TO OBTAIN A LEGAL COPY OF THE ORI G NAL DOCUMENT, AS IT
CURRENTLY EXI STS, THE READER SHOULD CONTACT THE OFFI CE THAT ORI G NATED
THE CORRESPONDENCE OR PROVI DED THE RESPONSE.

UNI TED STATES ENVI RONMVENTAL PROTECTI ON AGENCY
WASHI NGTON, D. C. 20460
JUN 13, 1978

OFFI CE OF
Al R AND WASTE MANAGEMENT

SUBJECT: Inpact of Secondary Emissions in New Source Reviews

FROM David G Hawki ns, Assistant Adm nistrator
for Air and Waste Managenent

TO Regi onal Admi ni strator
Regi ons |-X

As you may know, EPA's enission offset interpretative ruling published
on Decenmber 21, 1976, requires that offsets be obtained for certain
secondary em ssions resulting fromthe construction of a new source (e.g.,
ship or train em ssions), if the secondary em ssions are specific and can be
accurately quantified. Consideration of the indirect inpacts of notor
vehicle and aircraft traffic is not required, since EPA's authority to
performor require indirect source reviewrelating to nobile sources
regul ated under Title Il of the Act has been restricted by statute. | would
like you to call this provision to the attention of your States and urge
themto nake every attenpt to quantify secondary em ssions in their new
source reviews. | should also nention that the upcom ng PSD regul ati ons
will also require that the inpact of secondary em ssions be analyzed as part
of the PSD review process.

cc: Air and Hazardous Materials Division Director, Regions |-X
Enforcenent Division Directors, Regions |I-X
Ed Rei ch
Di ck Rhoads
Larry Novey



