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THE TEXT YOU ARE VIEWNG | S A COVPUTER- GENERATED OR RETYPED VERSI ON OF A
PAPER PHOTOCOPY OF THE ORI G NAL. ALTHOUGH CONSI DERABLE EFFORT HAS BEEN
EXPENDED TO QUALI TY ASSURE THE CONVERSI ON, |IT MAY CONTAI N TYPOGRAPHI CAL
ERRORS. TO OBTAIN A LEGAL COPY OF THE ORI G NAL DOCUMENT, AS IT
CURRENTLY EXI STS, THE READER SHOULD CONTACT THE OFFI CE THAT ORI G NATED
THE CORRESPONDENCE OR PROVI DED THE RESPONSE.

UNI TED STATES ENVI RONMVENTAL PROTECTI ON AGENCY
REG ON |V ATLANTA, GECRG A

DATE: May 13, 1983

SUBJECT: PSD I ncrenent Consunption Gui dance

FROM Chi ef, Air Managenent Branch
TO W nston Smith

Di ck Schutt

Di ck DuBose

Roger Pf af f

Attached is a memp fromthe Regi on AGQMD Division Director to Shel don Meyers
relating to a guidance docunent issued by Shel don on February 17, 1983, and
apparently relating to the manner in which we determ ne PSD i ncrenent

consunption. | amnot sure | fully understand the coments nade by
Al exandria Smth, but they do appear to inpact on questions which the states
have been raising in our region. | would appreciate your scheduling a

briefing to bring me up-to-date on this matter.
James T. W/ burn
At t achment

UNI TED STATES ENVI RONVENTAL PROTECTI ON AGENCY
Regi on 10, Seattle Washi ngton

DATE: MAY 3 1983
SUBJECT: Determination of Air Quality Degradation

FROM Alexandra B. Smith, Director
Air and Waste Managenent Division, MS 532

TO  Shel don Meyers, Director
Ofice of Air Quality Planning and Standards, ANR-443

In your February 17, 1983 nenorandum concerning clarifications of the

Em ssions Trading Policy, we were pleased to read a firm statenent on the
policy for determning the anbunt of degradation of air quality for source
specific applications. Wile you were speaking in the context of the anount
of degradation of air quality due to an em ssions trade at a source for
conparison with significance levels, we noted that this is directly
applicable to determ ning PSD i ncrenent consunption. You said that the

net hod of finding maxi mum changes in air quality inmpact nmust be determ ned
on both a spatially and tenporally consistent basis. W agree. The nmaxi mum
amount of PSD I ncrenent consuned must be determi ned by nodeling the net
changes in em ssions (between the baseline and future cases) sequentially
for each tine period with at least a full year of neteorological data. The
resul ting maxi numinpacts of this type of analysis specify the maxi mum
amount of Increment consunption at each receptor. This is the way we have
perfornmed increment analysis in the past and the way we will continue to
performit in the future.

We have been told by PSD sources in the past that this is not the proper
net hod of assessing the anpunt of increnment consuned. Instead they suggest
that the proper way is to first nodel the baseline emissions, and determ ne



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
O
o 4
<
<
o
Ll
2
=

t he maxi mum basel i ne i npact at each receptor. The maxi mum i ncrenent
consunption is then the difference between the maxi mum baseline and the
maxi mum future inpact at a given receptor, disregarding the fact that these
maxi mum i npacts may have occurred during different tine periods of the
nodel ed year. This approach is spatially consistent, but it is not
tenporally consistent. Thus, it will not produce a true neasure of air
qual ity degradati on.

Al t hough we have di sagreed with applicants on this approach in the past, we
have not until now been able to point to clarifying guidance on the issues
your menorandum of February 17 provides this guidance and will be very

hel pful in future discussions on the issue.

cc: Modeling Contacts (Regions 1 - 9)
Joe Tikvart, OAQPS
Director, Air & Waste Managenent Division, Region 2-4, 6-8
Director, Air Managenent Division, Regions 1, 5, 9



