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

Metropolitan Washington Air Quality Committee (MWAQC).

Minutes for AQPAC meeting of Monday, April 18, 2005

Approved 5/17/05


Present:

Bill Butler, Mirant

Jim Clarke, Washington Regional Network

Julie Crenshaw, Stewardship of Creation, Chairperson

Jill Engel-Cox, District of Columbia

Charlie Grymes, Rural Virginia

Brian Holmes, MD Highway Contractors Assn.

Rodney Livingston, District Interracial Com. Environmental Equity (DICEE)

Einar Olsen, Urban Virginia

COG Staff 

Joan Rohlfs, Chief of Air Quality

1.  Call to Order, Adoption of Agenda 

Chairperson Julie Crenshaw called the meeting to order at 5:07 p.m.  Without objection, the agenda was approved.

The Chairman said there wasn’t much point in discussing Joint Transportation Working Group (JWTG) activities until they have modeled all scenarios.  How JWTG is including air quality and water quality will be modeled later.  She also said she said Vice Chairperson Jill Engel-Cox would chair the discussion on control measures. 

2. Approval of Minutes 

The minutes of the February AQPAC meeting were approved.

3. Report on MWAQC and TAC Activities
Joan Rohlfs gave the report.  EPA is proceeding with the promulgation of CAIR (Clean Air Interstate Rule).  The Barton amendment would have had a good news—bad news effect on the Washington region because the region is affected by upwind jurisdictions as well as having an effect on down wind jurisdictions.

MWAQC named its stakeholder members.  They are Julie Thomas (National Park Service), Arnold Solomon (Mirant), C. Flint Webb (Fairfax Federation of Civic Associations), and Kipp Coddington (Greater Washington Board of Trade).  

Discussion: It was noted that two of the four stakeholders belong to groups represented on AQPAC and that MWAQC told AQPAC not to suggest stakeholders whose groups were represented on AQPAC.  It was decided that the Chairman would send an note via email to Tad, to expect a letter with concerns and questions, and then follow-up with a letter of the expressed AQPAC concerns.

Table 2 of the Control Measures was missing (and will be emailed to everyone).

A court order requiring EPA to act on the Washington DC SIP will raise the issue of source apportionment.

Discussion: Construction activities are not estimated with great precision.  They are usually based on global estimates, rather than by location and type of construction.  While these estimates could probably be improved, they do constitute .03% of all emissions.

The implementation of the eight-hour ozone standard will raise the issues of whether Section 185 will prevent backsliding and NSR thresholds.

Finally, there are some phasing issues: the emissions inventory is due for 2009, as is SIP planning.  As yet there are no guidelines from EPA for Phase 2.

The Chairman said that JTWG will model the impact of impervious surfaces under the different development scenarios it is working on.  

Discussion: The issue is not so much airborne emissions landing in the bay; it’s more that air emissions land on the ground and get washed into the bay as well as being absorbed into the soil.  Charlie Grymes said that 25% of the deposition of pollutants in the bay come from air pollution, with 99% (of the 25%) coming from land run off and 1% coming from air deposition.  Storm water management and upgrading wastewater treatment facilities are needed, but they are very expensive.  NOAA has a presentation on these issues.

4.  Control Measures
Jill Engel-Cox stated that the control measure (CM) data could be better presented using a three-axis graph, with the x-axis being the emissions reduction potential, the y-axis being the technical feasibility, and the z-axis being the cost.

Discussion: Charlie Grymes pointed out that high-cost, low-reduction CMs undercut public confidence in the process.  Among the CMs with higher emission-reduction potential were equalizing transit and parking subsidies, spiffing up bus fleets, improving operating schedules and dependability, and eliminating bus fares.  Also mentioned were hot lanes and getting rid of older vehicles.  The relative merits of regulation and financial incentives were briefly discussed.

A draft of the new CM data presentation will be available at the next meeting, at which time there will also be a discussion of how to make the data more immediate and compelling for public officials, including, but not limited to, Corey Stewart.

5.  Adjournment The meeting was adjourned at 6:59 p.m.

