


								July 18, 1996





Joe Paisie


Co-Chair, Base Programs


OAQPS, USEPA


Durham, NC





Dear Joe: 





This letter comments specifically on the Combined Issue Paper on Designations and Areas of Influence.





Issue #1.  I suggest that option #2 be given more attention.  The area with cleanup responsibilities should be the area given our primary attention.  Of course, areas in violation must be kept track of, if only to gauge progress and keep people posted on how many live in areas violating the standard.  But, I fail to see what salience an AOV as a regulatory entity has in the future control program.  I recognize that this option represents a very big break with the past, but it seems to best reflect the scientific realities that many AOIs are also AOVs and many AOVs are AOIs.  So why introduce this artificial distinction?  If large regions are all in the AOI boat, the disincentives for expanding monitoring may dwindle, as well, particularly if averaging of monitored concentrations figures into the “progress” scheme and/or the determination of compliance.  Also, as a minor point, instead of (or in addition to) using the vague code words “flexibility” or “appropriate,” as in “appropriate mix of strategies,” can you include the words “cost-effective”?





Issue #2.  Option #1 is closest to being consistent with my position above.





Issue #3.  I would suggest adding a new option here:  Develop a cost-effectiveness criterion for establishing AOIs.  AOIs could be both geographic and source-based, depending on their cost per ozone-reducing potential (or cost per modeled ozone reductions integrated over space).  Such factors as the source (or area)-receptor matrix, stack heights, and control options in place could influence the extent to which an area or a source can contribute to cost-effective ozone reductions.  For instance, areas with high contributions of ozone to monitors showing violations, sources that are far away but have tall stacks, and sources that haven’t been controlled much yet, may offer low cost ozone reductions and should be included in the AOI.  





�
Finally, I want to thank you for the effort of writing combined papers.  The working groups have much overlapping responsibilities and many of the elements that are nominally the responsibility of a single working group interact with other elements.  So, this “combining” strategy makes sense.








							Sincerely, 











							Alan Krupnick


							Senior Fellow and 


							Subcommittee co-chair		








cc: Tom Moore; Don Theiler





