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The Air Quality Public Advisory Committee (AQPAC) is an advisory body to the 

Metropolitan Washington Air Quality Committee (MWAQC).

DRAFT Meeting Minutes 

Monday, April 16, 2007

Room 3

5:00 P.M.-7:00 P.M.


Members Present:
Jill Engel-Cox, Joint Center for Earth Systems Technology

Rodney Livingston, District Interracial Coalition for Environmental Equity

Julie Crenshaw Van Fleet, Episcopal Stewardship of Creation

Brian Holmes, Maryland Highway Contractors Association

George Gurley, Urban Protectors

Larry Zargoza, Northern Virginia (via phone)

Bill Butler, Mirant

Deron Lovaas, Maryland Urban

Jessica Butts, District of Columbia


Ann Brown, Washington Academy of Sciences

COG Staff 

Jeff King, COG DEP

1. Call to Order, Adoption of Agenda 

Chair Jill Engel-Cox called the meeting to order and the Agenda was adopted. 
2. Approval of Minutes (March)

One correction was made: the last paragraph of agenda item #3 should read, “He encourages AQPAC to remain involved in the Joint Technical Working Committee” (not MWAQC)….

The minutes were approved.

3. Staff Report on MWAQC and TAC

Jeff reviewed through the 1-page summary of the MWAQC meeting.  Development of the SIP for particulate matter (PM), due in 2008, has begun.  It must cover direct PM and its precursors: NOx and SO2.  Ammonia and VOCs may also be considered if the states or EPA determine they are significant.  An emissions inventory will be performed this summer.  

The Army and their consultant, a representative from the national Army Corps of Engineers office, and COG met about the Fort Belvoir Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  They concluded that overall impacts on air quality as a result of the project, mainly from transportation emissions, would be negligible because there would be a net loss of employees.  Local impacts on air quality around Fort Belvoir would be rather significant.  The highest emissions from the project would be in 2010 as a result of construction emissions.  The public comment period for the EIS ends on May 1 and MWAQC, DC and others may be submitting comments.

The COG Board of Directors adopted a resolution to establish a regional Climate Change Steering Committee (CCSC).  The COG Board will appoint 16 or 17 people.  The committee will receive $100,000; half will be used for COG staff support, and half will be used to find grant money to support future efforts.  The first meeting of the CCSC will be in May.

The Maryland legislature passed CAL LEV II.  DC’s new Air Director is Cecily Beall.

Julie briefed AQPAC on the TAC meeting.  The PM2.5 SIP schedule will be tight.  MWAQC will need to approve the SIP by December so it can be distributed for public review by February.  PM requires more complicated modeling than ozone because there are more inputs.  They think they can show attainment of PM standards because of CAIR (Clean Air Interstate Rule).

There will be three separate PM SIPs for the region – one for DC, MD, and VA.  Developing contingency measures will probably be the most challenging part, due to the short turnaround time.

If AQPAC were interested in holding another Open House Forum, we would need to do so during the summer or in September to allow time for commenting on control measures.

4. Review, discussion, and preparation of AQPAC comments on the 8-hour ozone SIP

The draft SIP was approved for public comment in March.  It uses a “weight of evidence” approach to show how the region will attain standards for ozone by 2009.  This approach is in line with EPA guidelines.  There is not very much leeway in reaching the standards, especially since two monitors in the region show ozone levels that are not in compliance.  The 2010 mobile budget in the contingency plan will go into effect regardless.  
A SIP meeting was scheduled near the Metro in Falls Church “because AQPAC asked for it!”  

Jill and Larry shared draft text for inclusion in a comment letter on the 8-hour ozone SIP.  Brian feels the SIP should not rely on a weight of evidence approach for success.  He thinks the language of AQPAC’s comment letter should be milder.  Rodney expressed skepticism about the fairness and accuracy of the weight of evidence approach.
Discussion about the draft SIP continued.  Julie said that even though several control and contingency measures are usually proposed, only a few are picked for the SIP.  Larry agreed that this ozone SIP is much like others – additional control and contingency measures need to be included; long-term measures need to be incorporated.  Deron asked if the contingency measures include land use measures.  Bill explained that there is no political consensus on including land use measures.  According to Ron Kirby, technology is the answer.  

Brian mentioned that a city recently proposed a regional transit authority that has power to override local zoning.  Could something like this work in our area?  Julie said that transportation always deals with eminent domain.  Deron believes that travel demand needs to be addressed in the SIP, despite push-back from the auto industry.  The SIP research shows that 57% of ozone is from mobiles sources, while 50% of ozone reductions come from power plants.  Mobile source emissions in the area are very high; something needs to be done to control them.

In essence, issues that have not specifically been addressed in the SIP include mass transit, episodic travel demand, and aircraft emissions (at the Federal level).  Emissions control suggestions include placing a commercial registration fee on pick-up trucks, and providing a tax credit for those who walk to work.  Charging more to register vehicles could add revenue to transit operating expenses.

It was suggested that pressure might be better placed on the Transportation Planning Board, since it is difficult to get language into the SIP.  Also, it might be good to highlight measures in the SIP that AQPAC likes as well such as the purchase of renewables and wind energy, green building, the 2010 mobile budget, no trading of NOx allowances, etc.  This could encourage COG to support contentious efforts.  

Larry said it would be good to provide comments about land use planning now, even if land use is not considered in this SIP.  Deron agreed; building turnover takes longer than automobile turnover.  Local planners and officials do not want to discuss land use even though it is indirectly related to air quality.  Emissions from only a few sources are going down.  There needs to be discussion about estimating emissions per capita in the SIP.  Otherwise, there is little bargaining power when going to decision-makers about land use.  

Members of the committee will send sentences of revision/addition to Jill by Friday.  She will add them into the comment letter from AQPAC this weekend so the letter can formally be submitted next week.
5. Update on climate change letter, COG activities, and Supreme Court decision
The MWAQC chair really liked the AQPAC letter on climate change.  It will be presented to MWAQC in May, and was sent to George Nichols.  COG activities for climate change were discussed under agenda item 3.

The Supreme Court decided that EPA violated the Clean Air Act for not regulating global warming.  Today, U.S. Army generals declared that climate change is a national security issue.

If AQPAC is interested in being represented on the Climate Change Steering Committee as one of three MWAQC appointees, someone should speak with Nancy Floreen.

6. New Business

George Gurley brought the committee up to date on the PEPCO plant.  He received FOIA information about air pollutants in NE DC.  Emissions have been linked to health impacts in the area.  The plant was transferred to another entity under a consent decree, so the city has no legal authority to shut it down.  The city can only respond to customers about rates and services. 

George has a meeting with D.C. Mayor Fenty coming up.  Other members on the committee suggested that he might want to consider bringing a lawyer.  The meeting would be a good opportunity to bring up the CAIR rule for the District.  Julie, who has experience with the Mirant plant, agreed to sift through some of the documentation George has collected. 

Julie provided updates on the Mirant Plant.  

Rodney expressed distress about the lights at COG, freezers in the grocery store, etc. – he wants to see tangible results to demonstrate action on air quality issues.
7. Next Meeting

The meeting was adjourned at 6:58 pm.  A public meeting on the Fort Belvoir EIS is tomorrow night.  The next AQPAC meeting will be on May 14.  Jill encouraged everyone to attend the 8-hour SIP public meetings for their respective jurisdictions.  

