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LIST OF CASES RECEIVED BY THE OFFICE OF HEARINGS AND APPEALS—Continued
[Week of June 26 through June 30, 1995]

Date Name And Location Of Applicant Case No. Type of Submission

June 28, 1995 . Albuqerque Operations Office, Albuquer-
que, New Mexico.

VSO–0045 Request for Hearing under 10 CFR Part 710. If Granted:
An individual whose security clearance was suspended
by the Albuquerque Operations Office would receive a
hearing under 10 C.F.R. Part 710.

June 28, 1995 . Crock Texaco, Crock Texaco Service,
Crock Texaco Service La Mesa, Califor-
nia.

RR321–186,
RR321–187,
RR321–188

Requests for Modification/Rescission in the Texaco Re-
fund Proceeding. If Granted: The June 15, 1995 Dis-
missal, Case Nos. RF321–19894, RF321–19895 and
RF321–19896, issued to Crock Texaco, Crock Texaco
Service and Crock Texaco Service would be modified
regarding the firm’s application for refund submitted in
the Texaco Refund Proceeding.

June 30, 1995 . Herbert Easterly, Crossville, Tennessee ..... VFA–0054 Appeal of an Information Request Denial. If Granted: The
Freedom of Information Request Denial issued by the
DOE Office of Inspector General would be rescinded,
and Herbert Easterly would receive access to certain
DOE information.

REFUND APPLICATIONS RECEIVED

[June 26 through June 30, 1995]

Date Received Name of Refund Proceeding/Name of Refund Application Case Number

6/26/95 ............................................. Supplemental crude refunds ................................................................. RB272–7 thru RB272–11.
6/26/95 thru 6/30/95 ........................ ARCO refund applications .................................................................... RF304–15472 thru RF304–15478.
6/26/95 thru 6/30/95 ........................ Crude oil refund applications RG272–362 thru RG272–492..
6/26/95 ............................................. Supplemental crude refunds ................................................................. RK272–499 thru RK272–528.

..................................................... Texaco refund applications ................................................................... RF321–21076 thru RF321–21079.

[FR Doc. 95–19029 Filed 8–1–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450–01–P

Notice of cases Filed; Week of June 5
through June 9, 1995

During the Week of June 5 through
June 9, 1995, the appeals and
applications for exception or other relief
listed in the Appendix to this Notice
were filed with the Office of Hearings

and Appeals of the Department of
Energy. Submissions inadvertently
omitted from earlier lists have also been
included.

Under DOE procedural regulations, 10
CFR Part 205, any person who will be
aggrieved by the DOE action sought in
these cases may file written comments
on the application within ten days of
service of notice, as prescribed in the
procedural regulations. For purposes of
the regulations, the date of service of

notice is deemed to be the date of
publication of this Notice or the date of
receipt by an aggrieved person of actual
notice, whichever occurs first. All such
comments shall be filed with the Office
of Hearings and Appeals, Department of
Energy, Washington, D.C. 20585. July
26, 1995.

Dated: July 26, 1995.

George B. Breznay,
Director, Office of Hearings and Appeals.

LIST OF CASES RECEIVED BY THE OFFICE OF HEARINGS AND APPEALS

[Week of June 5 to June 9, 1995]

Date Name and location of applicant Case No. Type of submission

6/6/95 .............. Kanab Texaco, Kanab, Utah ....................... RR321–183 Modification/Rescission First Stage. If granted: The May
12, 1995 Dismissal Letter, Case Number RF321–6331,
issued to Kanab Texaco would be modified regarding
the firm’s application for refund submitted in the Texaco
refund proceeding.

6/7/95 .............. Oak Ridge Operations Office, Oak Ridge,
Tennessee.

VSA–0014 Request for Review of Opinion under 10 C.F.R. Part 710.
If granted: The May 8, 1995 Opinion of the Office of
Hearings and Appeals, Case No. VSO–0014, would be
reviewed at the request of an individual employed at
Oak Ridge Operations Office.

6/7/95 .............. Oakland Operations Office, Oakland, Cali-
fornia.

VSO–0039 Request for hearing under 10 C.F.R. Part 710. If granted:
An individual employed at Oakland Operations Office
would receive a hearing under 10 C.F.R. Part 710.

6/9/95 .............. Albuquerque Operations Office, Albuquer-
que, New Mexico.

VSO–0040 Request for Hearing under 10 C.F.R. Part 710. If granted:
An individual employed at Albuquerque Operations Of-
fice would receive a hearing under 10 C.F.R. Part 710.
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LIST OF CASES RECEIVED BY THE OFFICE OF HEARINGS AND APPEALS—Continued
[Week of June 5 to June 9, 1995]

Date Name and location of applicant Case No. Type of submission

6/6/95 .............. Munir A. Malik, Hartford, Connecticut ......... VFA–0048 Appeal of an Information Request Denial. If granted: The
May 2, 1995 Freedom of Information Request Denial is-
sued by Albuquerque Operations Office would be re-
scinded, and Munir A. Malik would receive access to
certain Department of Energy information.

6/5/95 .............. Albuquerque Operations Office, Albuquer-
que, New Mexico.

VSO–0038 Request for Hearing under 10 C.F.R. Part 710. If granted:
An individual employed at Albuquerque Operations Of-
fice would receive a hearing under 10 C.F.R. Part 710.

6/5/95 .............. Sangre deCristo Animal Protection, Inc., Al-
buquerque, New Mexico.

VFA–0047 Appeal of an Information Request Denial. If granted: The
April 27, 1995 Freedom of Information Request Denial
issued by the U.S. Department of Energy would be re-
scinded, and Sangre deCristo Animal Protection, Inc.
would receive access to certain DOE information.

REFUND APPLICATIONS RECEIVED

[Week of June 5 to June 9, 1995]

Date received Name of refund proceedings/name of refund application Case No.

3/17/95 thru 6/9/95 .............................. Supplemental Crude Applications ................................................................ RK272–204 thru RK272–
317

6/5/95 thru 6/9/95 ................................ Crude Oil Refund Applications ..................................................................... RG272–296 thru RG272–
316

6/5/95 ................................................... State Escrow Distribution ............................................................................. RF302–16
6/7/95 ................................................... Citronelle Refunds Applications ................................................................... RF345–41 thru RF345–43
6/8/95 ................................................... Texaco Refund Applications ........................................................................ RF321–21072 thru RF321–

21074
6/9/95 ................................................... Supplemental Crude Refunds ...................................................................... RB272–5

[FR Doc. 95–19030 Filed 8–1–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450–01–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

Office of Research and Development;
Ambient Air Monitoring Reference and
Equivalent Methods; Reference and
Equivalent Method Designations

Notice is hereby given that EPA, in
accordance with 40 CFR part 53, has
designated two additional equivalent
methods and one additional reference
method for ambient air monitoring. One
of the equivalent methods is for the
measurement of ambient concentrations
of ozone and the other is for the
measurement of ambient concentrations
of lead. The reference method is for the
measurement of ambient concentrations
of carbon monoxide.

The new equivalent method for ozone
is an automated method (analyzer)
which utilizes the measurement
principle based on absorption of
ultraviolet radiation by ozone at a
wavelength of 254 nm. This new
designated method is identified as
follows:
EQOA–0895–105, ‘‘Environment S.A.

Model Q341M UV Photometric
Ozone Analyzer,’’ operated on a full

scale range of 0–500 ppb, at any
temperature in the range of 15° C to
35° C, with the response time set to
50 seconds, and with or without
any of the following options:

(1) Internal Ozone Generator
(2) Span External Control
(3) RS232–422 Serial Interface
(4) Internal Printer
Note: In addition to the standard U.S.

electrical power voltage and frequency (115
Vac, 60 Hz), this analyzer is approved for
use, with proper factory configuration, on 50
Hertz line frequency at any of the following
voltage ranges: 105–125 Vac (115 V nominal)
or 210–250 Vac (230 V nominal).

This method is available from
Environmental S.A., 111, bd
Robespierre, 78300 Poissy, France or
from Environment U.S.A., 570 Higuera
Street, Suite 25, San Luis Obispo, CA
93401. A notice of receipt of application
for this method appeared in the Federal
Register, Volume 60, Number 111, June
9, 1995, page 30535.

The new reference method for carbon
monoxide is an automated method
(analyzer) which utilizes a cross flow
modulated version of the measurement
principle (non-dispersive infrared
(NDIR) photometry) and the calibration
procedure specified in appendix C of 40
CFR part 50. The new designated
method is identified as follows:

RFCA–0895–106, ‘‘Horiba Instruments
Incorporated, Model APMA–360
Ambient Carbon Monoxide
Monitor,’’ operated on the 0–50
ppm range, with the Line Setting set
to ‘‘MEASURE’’, with the Analog
Output set to ‘‘MOMENTARY
VALUE’’, and with or without the
optional Rack Mounting Plate and
Side Rails.

Note: In addition to the standard U.S.
electrical power voltage and frequency (115
Vac, 60 Hz), this analyzer is approved for
use, with proper factory configuration, on 50
Hertz line frequency at any of the following
voltage ranges: 100–115 Vac and 220–240
Vac.

This method is available from Horiba
Instruments Incorporated, 17671
Armstrong Avenue, Irvine, CA 92714. A
notice of receipt of application for this
method appeared in the Federal
Register, Volume 60, Number 111, June
9, 1995, page 30535.

A test analyzer representative of each
of these methods has been tested by the
respective applicant, in accordance with
the test procedures specified in 40 CFR
part 53. After reviewing the results of
these tests and other information
submitted by the applicants, EPA has
determined, in accordance with part 53,
that these methods should be
designated, respectively, as an
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