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As the associated memorandum and its illustrations demonstrate, the Washington metropolitan area and the Chesapeake Bay watershed are in a region of particular concern for airborne mercury emissions.  Our region, unlike some others, contains major natural, recreational and tourism resources, including the Bay and its commercial fishery.  The places of concern also include many lakes and rivers in the Bay watershed.  Mercury pollution has both a quality of life impact and a business impact on our region.

Mercury in its methylmercury form is a toxic substance and even in minuscule doses can cause permanent damage to the nervous systems of humans, animals, birds and fish.  The Edison Electric Institute (“EEI”), speaking for the coal-fired electric power industry, acknowledges “the fact that [for] mercury in the human body, high enough levels can cause adverse neurological and developmental effects in fetuses and children” and EEI supports reductions in power plant mercury emissions.  EEI also supports emission controls that will “capture the forms of mercury that tend to deposit nearby” coal-fired power plant locations.
  Coal-fired electric power generation is the single largest U.S. source of airborne mercury pollution.

Airborne mercury results in a form of non-radioactive fallout.  The resulting initial impacts are on the food chain.  The ultimate impacts of airborne mercury are its threats to lifelong health.  The near-term potential impacts on business are its effects on the commercial fishing industry and the water recreation industry, both of which are important employers in our region.  

Mercury is a major toxic threat to our region’s clean air and clean water, which represent our blue infrastructure—in business terms, major capital assets.  We need this infrastructure for public health and for quality of life reasons.  We need this infrastructure for business reasons as well.  The fact that our metropolitan area and the Bay watershed are in a region of concern for mercury pollution could affect our national image and our ability to compete with other regions for employers to expand their facilities here, for other employers to move their plants or headquarters and move jobs here, and for top‑quality workers to move to our region and make their careers and raise their families here.  

Some of the mercury news is positive.  As the memorandum reports, our manufacturing industries have made substantial progress in reducing mercury pollution in recent years.  There is some evidence that the natural environment responds quickly to reductions in mercury emissions.

In the face of this, what is a responsible Washington region business leadership position?  The facts and analysis in the memorandum suggest several principles.

With the Chesapeake Bay watershed including parts of six states and the District of Columbia, with Pennsylvania as the second worst mercury-emitting state in the country, and with Maryland and Pennsylvania having 100% of their rivers and lakes under mercury advisories,
 our situation clearly calls for regional cooperation.  Thus a first principle is that we need a regional public dialog on this issue.  It is unacceptable that the air and water in the National Capital region and the Bay watershed carry mercury at levels that make it dangerous for a young mother or a child to eat the fish caught in local lakes and rivers.

A second principle is support for an EPA position allowing no regional degradation.  This does not mean that no new power plants could be built in a region.  It would allow for larger and cleaner coal and non-coal plants to replace small, dirty and old coal plants.  A no-degradation policy could work at a finer scale than an entire region; a no-degradation rule could apply to each state or county and still retain flexibility.

A third principle is support for an EPA rule in favor of an expedited cleanup of coal-fired power plants in respect of mercury pollution.

Any mercury cleanup plan, with its impacts on the electric power generating industry (also a large regional employer), should provide a reasonable amount of regulatory predictability and business flexibility, and should be cost-efficient.

Since the United States generates proportionately less airborne mercury than a number of foreign countries, and since, it is to be hoped, our own airborne emissions will decline, we need to use the resulting bargaining power to proceed with vigorous negotiations for foreign reductions in airborne mercury emissions.  The United States, with its large land and water area in the Northern Hemisphere, would reap a very large part of the clean air results.  
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� Letter, EEI to EPA Docket Center, “Proposed National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants…” (June 29, 2004).


� EPA, Fact Sheet, National Listing of Fish Advisories, at 4 (August 2004).






