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Energy Conservation Program for Consuner Prodncts ‘ o i

AGENCY: Department ot Energy

ACTION: Finding of No Slgnlflcant Impact (FONSI) for Candidate
: - Energy Conservation Standards for Eight Apgliances ;

VSUMHAR!;'VThe Energy Policy and Conservation Act, as amended byv
gthe National Energy Conservation Pollcy Act and the National »\
Appliance Energy Conservation Act, and the National Appliance |
fEnergy Conservation Amendments, prescribes energy conservation -
estandards for certain ma;or hOusehold appliances, and requiree B
‘the Department ofvEnergy (DOE) to administer ‘an’ energyf
conservation program for these products. Based on an T
Env1ronmental Assessment (EA), DOE/EA-0819, DOE has determined

vrthat the proposal of any of the candidate amended energy

'efficiency standards for the elght appliances would not be a .

ma;or Federal action significantly affecting the Quality of thetxe' o AQ
human environment within the mea&gng of the Nationa1\~"f’t'“ 'Ivn,rj;.firﬁ

'Env1ronmenta1 Polxcy Act of 1969 (NEPA) ’ Therefore, an’~l

env1ronmenta1 impact statement (EIS) is ‘not required, and the o v

JDepartment is 1ssuing this finding of no significant impact e ‘ﬂ?ﬁ
(FONSI) | L | -
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PUBLIC AVAILABILITY° Coples of the EA are’ available from the
Hearlngs ‘and Dockets Branch, otfioe of Conservstlon and Renewable

’Energy, CE-43, Room GB 025, U.S. Department of Energy, Docket

\Number CE-RM-QO 201, 1000 bndependence Avenue, s Wu, ﬂnshington,,:’ ’

'D C., 20535, (202) 586- 9320. l;"_} '

For further program informetlon, contact°

Dr. Barry P. Berlin : o
Office of Conservation and Reneweble Energy (CE 431)
U.S. Department of Energy _ . ,

1000 Independence Avenue, S.W. .
Washington, D.C. 20585

(202) 586 9127 ‘ ~

For further 1n£ormatlon regarding the DOE NEPA process, contect° N

Carol M. Borgstrom, D;réctor

- Office of NEPA Overslght (BH-25)
U.S. Department of Energy

. 1000 Independence Avenue, S.W.
 Washington, D. C. 20585

(202) 586- 4600 or (800) 472- 2756
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DESCRIPTION oF Tﬂﬁ.PROPOSED ACTION.- “The proposed action is the

establlshment of revised energy conservation standards for room .
N

air condztloners, water heaters, d;rect heatlng equlpment, mob;le\'

‘home furnaces, kltchen ranges and ovens, pool heaters end
fluorescent lamp bellnsts, and to conslder standards £0r -

"\,;

teley;slons.

) ‘ENVIRONHEﬁTAL IHPACTS@ The EA evaluates the env;ronmsntal

o 1mpacts of a range of new candldate energy conservation standards  ;

for elght types of household appllances.u The’ results are o

g




\ presented‘for eech potentiel standard level for each of the eightj
appliance types. Bach potential stahderd level is an alternetived
actionj -and the env1ronmental impacts of each alternative ere :
compared to what would be expected to heppen if no new ntanderds o
\ for each product were finelized, i.e., the “no action'

\alternative."

‘ The main environmentel ‘concern is emissions frcm fosail fneled
electricity generetion. Most of the design options for the eight
eppliances would result in decreesed electrxcxty use and,»ﬂ
therefore, e reduction of power plent emissions. The proposed
efficiency standerds would generally decreese eir pollution by ‘
‘decreesing future energy demand. The greatest deCreases in- air .
_pollution would be for sulfur oxides, listed in. equivelent weight
of sulfur dioxide, or soz. Reductions of nitrogen oxides end
"carbon dioxide would also occur and are listed by weight of NO
and coz, respectively. Design options for. meny o£ the eppliancesr
(i.e., gas and oil weter heeters, gas pool heeters, direct -
heating equipment, mobile home furneces, and ges renges end
. ovens) would elso reduce in- home fuel consumption, resulting in

_ o
 lower in-home emissions from fuel-burning eppliences.A ' \

Although the‘quentity of raw materials used per appliance would
remain reletively constent, in mostﬁscenarios-increased initial"‘
prices from standerds are expected to reduce slightly the number

of appliences sold, which would result in small decreases in the
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total amount of raw materlals used . The main effect of thlB
decreased appllance productzon would be the so2 decreases from
avo;ded fuel burnlng at power plants. The envxronmental
contrxbutlon from reduced steel productlon 1s not included in- the
‘estlmates for net 502 decreasea resultlng from design changea 1n s'
these producta. ' o |

N

,Although ‘the. effects on particulate emlsslons related to a

standard-znduced dacreese in electricity generatxon would be W,'q ,“‘L

mlnor compared to effects on 505, noz, and coa, any reduction
would possxbly be<benef1c1al to the quallty of surface water.‘
Slnce the total amount of particulates emitted wbuld decrease, 1t‘

is very llkely that fewer perticulates would reach the surface o

water.

‘Reductions in partlculate emlsslons accampanied by decreases in

\soz and NO2 would have other benefic1al effects on the

’env1ronment. The resultant 1mprovement to air qualxty and the n
,decreased potentlal for ac;d raln formatzon could hélp 1mprove_ -

the quallty of wetlands and flsh and wxldllfe as well as aad in f:;','
the preservation of h15tor1cal and archaeolog1cal sltes

. Reduced in-home fuel‘cOnsunptlonvof gas or oil would>decreaselthe(
ylmpact of combustxon on 1ndoor a1r quallty Indoor axr problems p
are usually due to a comblnatlon of factors, 1nclud1ng a tLght

house envelope, xnsufflclent ventilatlon for cooking appllences,



presence of sources such as clgarette smokers or
formaldehyde contalnlng products, and radon dlffuslon from 8011
fIn comparlson to the above factors, and because fuel-burnlng
appliances are normally vented to the outside, the projected ‘
_ changes in home fuel-burning appliance use is expected to, have
‘ llttle effect on indoor air quality., | |
V Dsmmiun'rloﬁ-" Based ’upon i:'hé EA, DOE has"de'tern'ined ‘that thé"
,”proposal of any of the candldate amended energy~eff1clency
fstandards for room air conditloners, water heaters, dlrect
heatlng equlpment, mobile home furnaces, kltchen ranges and
ovens, pool heaters, fluorescent 1amp ballasts, and televislon‘
sets would not constitute a major Federal action significantly“
affectlng the quallty of the human env1ronment, W1th1n the ‘ |
meaning of NEPA. Therefore,‘an Elsefor.the préposed actlon is‘k‘

|

- not required. .

Issued in Washington,_',D',.‘C._,-th‘i's #% day , of LPee. 1992.

er, Ph. D.
~_Assistant Secretary
;Env1ronment, Safety and Health

- Paul L. %Zi




