May 3, 2002

Air and Radiation Docket and Information CenterPRIVATE 

Docket Number A-2001-31

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

401 M Street, SW

Room M-1500 (Mail Code 6102) 

Washington, DC  20460

Environmental Protection Agency Officials:

Please accept the following comments from the Washington State Department of Ecology concerning the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) proposed options set forth in “Transition from the 1-hr Ozone (O3) National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) to the 8-hr O3 NAAQS.”   These comments support one of EPA’s proposed options and raise related issues for former 1-hour nonattainment areas that have been redesignated to attainment (commonly referred to as maintenance areas).

Ecology supports Option 1, which is revocation of the 1-hour standard at the time of 8-hour O3 designations.  Such an approach will reduce confusion among the public, the regulated community, and state and local officials about what is the applicable O3 standard.  Further, it will allow both state and local air agencies to focus increasingly scarce resources on maintenance of the new and more health-protective 8-hour standard.

Resources are a concern not only for areas designated nonattainment for the 8-hour O3 NAAQS, but for 1-hour O3 maintenance areas that are designated attainment for the 8-hour O3 NAAQS.  For O3 maintenance areas, revised maintenance plans for the second 10-year maintenance period are due and become operational after EPA’s expected designation of 8-hour O3 areas in mid-2004.  Yet some areas could be meeting both the older 1-hour O3 standard, which is to be revoked, and the new 8-hour O3 standard.   Such is the case for Vancouver, Washington, a part of the Portland-Vancouver bi-state ozone maintenance area.  Since this area is meeting both O3 standards, does it make sense to develop and gain EPA approval of a plan to maintain a standard that ultimately will be revoked?  This is of special concern when the plan is not needed as a first step for addressing the 8-hour O3 standard.  

Another issue to address is the legal status of the maintenance plan after revocation.  All control measures in the initial maintenance plan must remain in effect unless and until it is shown that they could be revised or eliminated without impacting the attainment of the 8-hour O3 NAAQS or any other NAAQS.  The real question is whether plan tracking and verification, the contingency plan and even the possibility of implementation of contingency measure, make sense for a standard that is to be revoked.  Lastly, a decision needs to be made regarding the status of the Motor Vehicle Emission Budget and transportation conformity after revocation of the 1-hour O3 standard.       

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  We look forward to the further development of the implementation scheme for the 8-hour O3 NAAQS.  If you have questions or would like further information, please contact Doug Schneider at (360)-407-6874.

Sincerely,

Myron Saikewicz

Air Quality Program
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