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OBJECTIVE 1.
Reduce emissions of, exposure to, and risk from airborne toxics.

1a:  Assessment of Environmental Indicators

Indicator 1.  Trends in toxics emissions as reported in the National Air Toxics Assessment (NATA)

The data reported in the 1999 NATA has been reviewed and is comparable to air toxics levels monitored through the Seattle National Priority Pilot Project.  Since the NATA report is available only every three years and the review of the 2002 assessment data will not be available for some time, it will require several years to establish a trend.

1b:  Assessment of Outcome Measures:  Major accomplishments and challenges to date

Measure 1. Toxics emissions as reported in the National Toxics Inventory (NTI) and state emissions inventory are in accordance with the rankings and priorities developed under the state strategic plan and accurately reflect toxics emissions.

Measure 2. The NATA (available every three years) changes from 1999 to 2002 more accurately reflect Washington’s risk from air toxics.

Measure 3.  The public is more aware of risk posed by air toxics from outreach information and surveys.

Measure 4. National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS) addressing priority toxics are delegated. 
There have been several major accomplishments for this objective.  Ecology has hired a statewide Air Toxics Coordinator who is overseeing all air toxics related activities and coordinating efforts among Ecology, local air agencies and stakeholders such as the University of Washington and Washington State University.  The Seattle National Pilot Project for monitoring air toxics has been successfully completed and was recognized at a national conference as providing excellent data.  NESHAPS has been delegated. The toxic air pollutant prioritization is complete.  Challenges remain in the areas of determining the significance or risk of air toxics and in developing reduction strategies.

1c:  Output Reporting

Outputs
· Ecology will prepare a ranked listing of toxic pollutants to develop prioritized reduction strategies by December 2001.

The toxic air pollutant prioritization is complete.  External reviews of the methods and results have been used to improve portions of the current draft, which is currently about 38,900 words and 54 figures in length. The report will undergo further external review following completion of the final 10% sometime in the next few weeks, followed by final revision and publication

· Ecology will review NTI data within six months of receipt.

Ecology reviewed all 1999 point source NTI data according to the national schedule.

· Agreement will be reached to resolve 112(r) issues by June 2002.

Completed

· Ecology and EPA will develop asbestos roles and responsibilities by June 2002.

We have clarified roles; no further documentation is necessary

· Ecology and the Puget Sound Clean Air Agency will prepare toxics Emissions Inventories (EI) annually. 
· Ecology will provide EPA comments on the 1999 (Toxic) NEI (Version 1.0) input by February 1, 2002.

· Ecology will update and submit the 1999 Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAP) EI data for point sources to EPA (Headquarters) in NEI Input Format by June 1, 2002.
· Ecology will provide EPA comments on the 1999 (Toxic) NEI (Version 2.0) input by February 1, 2003.

Two dates in this output item are incorrect.  Part (b) was the first step, and was due June 1, 2001.  Part (a) was due Feb. 1, 2002.  Ecology completed the tasks on schedule (point sources only).

Ongoing Activities
     Ecology, in partnership with local air agencies, will:

· Operate monitoring stations, collect and evaluate data for the Seattle National Priority Pilot Project.

Several monitoring stations were operated through February 2003 to collect air toxics data.  That data is being prepared in a final report by Washington State University and will completed late summer 2003.  The data is also being entered into AIRS.  The Seattle National Priority Pilot Project monitoring station operation was completed in February 2003.  One site at Beacon Hill is continuing to operate on a long term basis as a trends site.

· Collect emission inventory data annually.

done/ongoing

· Review NTI data, if available. 
done/ongoing, as time and resources allow

· Continue to implement statewide monitoring strategies.

Ongoing.  An Air Toxics Coordinator was hired in 2003 to coordinate and oversee toxics related activities and develop statewide strategies for addressing air toxics issues.

· Adopt and request delegation of those NESHAPS Ecology chooses to implement

Delegation of NESHAPS was updated in the winter of 2001.
· Once the Consolidated Emissions Reporting Rule is published, the State will revise the workplan to meet the new reporting requirements.

Ecology is working with EPA and the local authorities to meet the new reporting requirements.

Reporting
· Ecology will report Aerometric Information Retrieval System (AIRS) data, per the Compliance Assurance Agreement.

Ongoing as problems with AIRS acceptance and inclusion of toxics data are resolved.

· EPA will provide framework for Maximum Achievable Control Technology Tracking System (MACTRAX) data and Ecology will report data per the Compliance Assurance Agreement.
EPA clarified requirements for reporting MACT compliance

· Ecology will submit emission inventory data to NEI annually. 

Done/ongoing

EPA Outputs
· Provide NTI data.

EPA has provided this data through the Chief NTI website.

· Provide guidance on national toxic policies and programs.

EPA has transmitted updates on MACT promulgations and status of section 112(j) concerns through monthly conference calls and email lists.

· Provide background information and outreach from NATA and other states and national programs.

NATA data, results, and outreach information are available on the national website.

· Complete NESHAPS delegation within three months of request and process updates within three months.

EPA completed a NESHAPs update for Washington - February 2002

Joint EPA and Ecology Outputs
· Collaborate on presenting NATA data.

EPA & all four states have collaborated on NATA rollout.

· Work to resolve issues concerning the Clean Air Act (CAA) Section 112(r).

Ecology’s only 112(r) responsibilities are written in the regulations.  Ecology has no additional responsibilities, and EPA does not see a conflict here.

· Coordinate Part 63, Subpart A, requirements.

EPA has transmitted updates on MACT promulgations and status of section 112(j) concerns through monthly conference calls and email lists.

· Resolve asbestos roles and responsibilities.  
We have clarified roles; no further documentation determined to be necessary

· EPA will provide framework for Maximum Achievable Control Technology Tracking System (MACTRAX) data and Ecology will report data per the Compliance Assurance Agreement.

Compliance assurance agreement has been updated and reflects minimum required data elements for MACT reporting in AFS.   Compliance activity reporting via MACTRAX is no longer required.

OBJECTIVE 2:
By 2003, initiate and conduct technical work for the development and implementation of control strategies and associated air quality information to begin reducing human caused visibility-impairing emissions.
2a:  Assessment of Environmental Indicators

Indicator 1.  Track trends in visibility impairing emissions using Interagency Monitoring of Protected Visual Environments (IMPROVE) data from sites with more than three years of data. (Sulfur Oxides [Sox], Nitrogen Oxides [Nox], Organic Carbon, Elemental Carbon, Fine Soil dust, Coarse Mass (Particulate Matter [PM]10 – [PM]2.5)).

As part of the 2002 visibility SIP review, aerosol monitoring data were analyzed at two Washington sites – Mt. Rainier National Park and Alpine Lakes Wilderness – and the following conclusions were made: 
· Analysis of individual pollutant species contributing to light extinction indicates that all species except soil showed a statistically significant decreasing trend at Mt. Rainier for the period 1989 - 1999.  However, the decrease in nitrate may be due to a monitoring protocol change made in 1996.

· Not enough years meet minimum data completeness to determine a trend at Alpine Lakes.

· In all cases at both sites reconstructed light extinction is dominated by sulfate followed by organic carbon. 

· No data existed to make a trends determination about the other 6 mandatory Class I federal areas of Washington, as monitoring for those areas was only recently established. 

Indicator 2.  Track changes in the emission inventory since the 1999 Visibility Review using consistent methodology. 

· Visibility impairing emissions from phase I targeted sources decreased significantly between 1985 and 1996 (22% reduction).  Phase I targeted emissions are projected to decrease another 31% by the year 2018.  The total decrease in phase I targeted emissions from 1985 through 2018 is 46%.  Much of the projected decrease is due to the required SO2 and NOx controls on the Centralia Power Plant.

· Between 1985 and 1996 the decrease in regional haze emissions (Phase II emissions - which include all types of sources – area, mobile, small stationary and large stationary sources) has been small but detectable (3%).   From 1996 to 2018, a significant decrease (16%) is projected for regional haze emissions, most of it due to the controls on the Centralia Power Plant and mobile sources. 

· Individual county emissions were analyzed and all counties except Pend Oreille projected a decrease in visibility impairing emissions.  The increase in Pend Oreille county emissions was less than 1%.

· Three geographic emission zones were delineated to represent areas where emissions could reasonably be expected to affect one or more mandatory Class I federal areas.  Each emission zone showed significant projected regional haze emissions decrease from 1996 to 2018, ranging from 16% to 23% decrease.

· The emission zone representative of Mt. Rainier showed a projected emission decrease through 2018 at a rate that would lead to natural conditions by the year 2064, if that rate were to continue.  An important caveat is that an assumption is made that there is a 1:1 relationship between emissions reduced and light extinction reduced (visibility improved).  This is a conservative assumption because under normal Pacific Northwest conditions pollutant species cause more light extinction then their unadjusted dry masses would allow.  Therefore, reducing emissions should actually cause more reduction in light extinction then a 1:1 ratio.  Nonetheless, it is important to note that air quality levels resulting from the projected emission reductions were not modeled. 

· There is an increase projected in emissions from prescribed burning to protect forest health in eastern Washington.  However, this increase is not enough to overcome the net decrease expected from all emissions combined.

Indicator 3.  Track changes in visibility impairment by comparing the best and worst days using regional haze rule methodology (deciviews).
As part of the 2002 visibility SIP review, aerosol monitoring data were analyzed at two Washington sites – Mt. Rainier National Park and Alpine Lakes Wilderness – and the following conclusions were made: 
· Trends in reconstructed light extinction for the best case, average and worst case days showed a statistically significant decreasing trend (improving visibility) at Mt. Rainier for the period 1989 to 1999.

· However, closer examination of recent trends (1995 - 1999) indicates that there is no statistically significant trend in either direction for this more recent period.

· Not enough years meet minimum data completeness to determine a trend at Alpine Lakes.

· At both monitoring sites most of the worst case days occur in summer; most of the best case days occur in winter.

· At Mt. Rainier, reconstructed light extinction levels range from 17.04 Mm-1 for the best case days (natural conditions are estimated at 13.14 Mm-1) to 69.25 Mm-1 for the worst case days.

· At Alpine Lakes reconstructed light extinction levels range from 18.45 Mm-1 for the best case days (natural conditions are estimated at 13.00 Mm-1) to 61.48 Mm-1 for the worst case days. 

· No data existed to make a trends determination about the other 6 mandatory Class I federal areas of Washington, as monitoring was only recently established.

· Using the method prescribed by the regional haze rule, the trend in visibility at Mt. Rainier is estimated to be improving for the period 1989 - 1999 at a rate that would lead to natural conditions by the year 2064, if that rate were to continue.  Actual visibility levels after the year 1999 cannot be predicted at this time, although it is assumed visibility will continue to improve because of the projected emission reductions through the year 2018.  It is unknown whether this improving trend will continue after 2018.
2b:  Assessment of Outcome Measures:  Major accomplishments and challenges to date

Measure 1.  Complete the next Phase I State Implementation Plan (SIP) review by 5/02 to determine if reasonable progress was made in improving visibility in Washington’s federal Class I areas, and revise the visibility SIP if needed. 

Ecology completed its review in November 2002.  It was determined that no revision to the visibility SIP was warranted because:

· Proposed revisions to the current phase I Visibility SIP, based on recommendations resulting from the 1997 review, have been recently approved by EPA.  These revisions will result in significant additional protections for visibility by making the current Smoke Management Plan and the Centralia Power Plant RACT order federally enforceable. 

· Other work recommended by the 1997 review has been completed or is ongoing.  This work has resulted in improvements to the emission inventory, modeling and monitoring.  Additional improvements are ongoing or planned. 

· Current control strategies, BART, NSR, RACT, BACT, SMP, NAAQS, and national standards for mobile source emissions, will reduce and prevent emissions that affect visibility sufficiently to constitute progress towards natural visibility conditions.
· A significant improving visibility trend was shown for Mt. Rainier for the period 1989 – 1999 (although more recent data did not show a trend in either direction). 

· Significant emission reductions from phase I targeted sources have occurred.

· Significant emission reductions from phase I targeted sources are projected through 2018.

· Regional haze (phase II) emissions are projected to decrease significantly through 2018, most likely enough to ensure reasonable progress towards the national visibility goal.
Measure 2.  By 7/02 develop and begin testing a method for identifying source contributions to visibility impairment.

Ecology will be depending on the WRAP to develop methods for use in developing the regional haze SIP.
2c:  Output Reporting

Outputs -- First Year of PPA-Ecology will:

· Assess the implications of changes in the environmental indicators.

Changes in environmental indicators for visibility indicate improvement to date and anticipate continued improvement: 

· Identify regional planning body states for regional haze SIP development.

Ecology has chosen the WRAP states as our default regional planning body.
· Develop criteria and process for identifying visibility important areas (VIAs).

Ecology did not conduct this task due to resource constraints and limited funding.  Due to Ecology’s recent disinvestment of visibility activities, there are no plans to complete this task. 
· Complete, with Oregon, Federal Land Managers (FLM), EPA, tribes and local stakeholders, a Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area (NSA) Air Quality Strategy Development Work Plan.

The original work plan was completed in August 2001.  Due to limited funding, a revised work plan was developed and submitted to the Columbia River Gorge Commission.  The Commission approved the technical study plan portion of the work plan addendum in August 2003.  The first monitoring field campaign is anticipated to commence in December of 2003. 
· Refine and expand the existing inventory, which quantifies natural and human caused emissions.

The inventory was refined and expanded primarily through work done to support air quality modeling (NW-AIRQUEST, Columbia River Gorge studies, Airpact), SIP attainment and maintenance plans, and preparations for the 2002 National Emissions Inventory.  Sources receiving particular attention were 1) onroad mobile (new MOBILE6.2 model), and 2) residential wood combustion and trash/yard waste burning (new survey data through NW-AIRQUEST). 
· Define current and project future visibility impairing emissions.

Current and projected visibility impairing emissions were determined and are reported in the visibility SIP review.  Emissions have decreased and are projected to decrease through the year 2018. 
· Complete the Phase I visibility SIP review.

Ecology completed its visibility SIP review in November of 2002 

Outputs --  Second Year of PPA-Ecology will:

· Begin developing a public education and outreach program.

Ecology did not conduct this task due to resource constraints and limited funding.  Due to Ecology’s recent disinvestment of visibility activities, there are no plans to complete this task.

· Assess the need for, and if necessary, establish additional monitoring that represents all VIAs.  Monitoring is contingent on funding.

Ecology did not conduct this task due to resource constraints and limited funding.  Due to Ecology’s recent disinvestment of visibility activities, there are no plans to complete this task.
· If necessary (based on the results of the SIP review), revise the Phase I visibility SIP.

Results of the visibility SIP review indicated that a revision to the SIP was not necessary to continue progress in improving visibility through 2018.

· Contingent on funding, develop and/or refine Pacific Northwest emission source signatures.

Ecology did not conduct this task due to resource constraints and limited funding.  Due to Ecology’s recent disinvestment of visibility activities, there are no plans to complete this task.

· Develop and begin testing a method for identifying source contribution to visibility impairment.

Ecology will be depending on the WRAP to develop methods for use in developing the regional haze SIP.

· Work closely with public and private stakeholders to identify VIAs.

Ecology did not conduct this task due to resource constraints and limited funding.  Due to Ecology’s recent disinvestment of visibility activities, there are no plans to complete this task. 

Ongoing Activities

· Ecology will assist in the operation of Class I Area IMPROVE sites. 

Assisting in the operation of Class I Area IMPROVE sites was ongoing through June 30, 2003.  Ecology has disinvested in all of its visibility activities as of July 1, 2003 and will no longer assist in any visibility related monitoring activities.

· Ecology will track progress in the installation of new IMPROVE monitoring equipment in Washington’s Class I Areas by U.S. Forest Service and National Park Service.

The expansion of the IMPROVE network for Class I Areas in Washington was completed in the summer of 2000.

· Ecology will participate in WRAP and Western States Air Resources Council (WESTAR) committees, forums, etc., and continue to monitor IMPROVE Steering Committee activities.

Ecology participated in WRAP, WESTAR and IMPROVE committees and forums through June 30, 2003.  Ecology disinvested in all of its visibility activities as of July 1, 2003 and will no longer participate in any visibility related committees or forums.

· Ecology will continue to participate in the Columbia River Gorge NSA Air Quality and Visibility interagency coordination and technical teams.

Ecology participated in the Columbia River Gorge NSA Air Quality and Visibility interagency coordination and technical teams through June 30, 2003.  Ecology disinvested in all visibility related activities as of July 1, 2003 and will no longer participate in the Columbia River Gorge NSA Air Quality and Visibility interagency coordination and technical teams.

· Ecology will track EPA’s Natural Conditions Workgroup, which is developing guidance on defining natural conditions.

Ecology tracked and participated in EPA’s Natural Conditions Workgroup.  The Workgroup submitted its guidance on Natural Conditions in September 2001.  Ecology concurred with the guidance.

· Ecology will continue to support air monitoring in the Columbia River Gorge NSA contingent on funding. 

Ecology was heavily involved in air monitoring support for the Columbia River Gorge NSA through June 30, 2003.   Ecology disinvested in all visibility related activities as of July 1, 2003 and will no longer participate in the Columbia River Gorge NSA air monitoring activities.  

· Ecology will collect data and prepare emission inventory and air monitoring databases to support air quality modeling.

Visibility monitoring data collection and emission inventory preparation was conducted for the 2002 visibility SIP review and made available for support of modeling activities. 

· EPA will participate, on both a staff and management level, in the bi-state work to protect air quality in the Columbia Gorge.
EPA participated at a staff level on the Columbia River Gorge NSA Technical Team throughout the original and revised technical study plan development.  Management level participation was conducted on an as needed basis throughout the process.

Reporting

· By 5/02, Ecology will report to EPA Region X on the outcome of the Phase I Visibility SIP review, and include recommendations for revision of the Phase I Visibility SIP if needed. 

Ecology completed the 2002 visibility SIP review in November, 2002.  Results of the visibility SIP review indicated that a revision to the SIP was not necessary to continue progress in improving visibility through 2018 (see “Review of the Washington State Visibility Protection State Implementation Plan ~ Final Report”, November 2002, 
EPA outputs
· EPA will participate, on both a staff and management level, in the bi-state work to protect air quality in the Columbia Gorge.

EPA has participated in the bi-state work to protect air quality in the Columbia Gorge.

OBJECTIVE 3:
Prevent exceedances of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) from anthropogenic sources and reduce exposure to nonathropogenic caused exceedances.
3a:  Assessment of Environmental Indicators

Indicator 1.  Trends in exceedances of NAAQS by region and by pollutant.
CO levels have remained low throughout the state.  There has been no exceedances of 1 hr. ozone but there has been three exceedances of the 8-hr ozone level, one in North Bend, one at Mt. Rainier and one in Enumclaw.   These exceedances are reminders that with the right weather, the emissions are significant enough to pose an ongoing risk.  Due to the averaging in the 8 hr. standard, they do not yet represent a significant potential for a violation.   
The only PM10 exceedance recorded occurred in Colville.  An evaluation and possible amendments to the Colville PM10 prevention plan are being developed. 

3b:  Assessment of Outcome Measures:  Major accomplishments and challenges to date

Measure 1.Redesignation of Spokane and Yakima Carbon Monoxide (CO) nonattainment areas in Washington State

The Yakima CO maintenance plan and redesignation request is underway and expected to be completed by April, 2004.  The SIP preparation plan for a Maintenance plan is underway in Spokane.  Threshold issues over how to approach the modeling are being resolved.  
Measure 2.  An updated Natural Events Action Plan (NEAP) including establishing Best Available Control Measures (BACM), and public involvement plan for Columbia Basin.

The NEAP was submitted to EPA in July, 2003.  It had been reviewed by EPA in the spring and the final document incorporated responses to EPA comments.  
Measure 3.  Complete protocol to determine county-by-county assessment of likelihood to exceed standard. 

The protocol was partially developed but was not finalized or utilized as the foundation for a program of preemptive measures because of variety of opinions on exactly how to calculate the likelihood of exceedances and define the basis for actions.  There was not sufficient staff resources in light of the budget cuts during this biennium to pursue resolution of these problems and implement a program based on the likelihood calculation.  

Measure 4.  Annual reports indicate no exceedances of ambient air quality standards. 
This did not occur, there were exceedances for PM10 and ozone.  A response to the PM10 exceedance in Colville is near completion.  The ozone exceedances do not represent a problem with the maintenance plans.
3c:  Output Reporting

Outputs 

· Ecology submits a serious Carbon Monoxide (CO) attainment plan for Spokane by July 2001.

This was done. 

· Ecology submits a serious CO maintenance plan for Spokane by April 2002.

This was delayed due in part to the fact that part of the attainment plan control measures were still being implemented.  

· Ecology submits a CO  redesignation request and maintenance plan for Yakima by July 2001.

This was not done.  A SIP development plan is now partially completed and work is ongoing to resolve the threshold issues of how to model. 
· EPA takes action on the serious CO attainment and maintenance plans for Spokane and maintenance plan for Yakima within 12-18 months, respectively, of submittal.

Not applicable, the maintenance plans and redesignation requests were not submitted.   The Spokane CO attainment plan has not been approved, but has been deemed medium priority by both agencies.  

· Ecology informs the public of seasonal risks when natural events could result in an exceedance and gives public health mitigation information.

This was done. 

· Washington Air Quality Managers comment on draft protocol for determining county by county assessment of likelihood to exceed standards by Ecology.

The draft protocols were reviewed by Air Quality Managers and a variety of comments were received.  
· With support from EPA, Ecology will develop and implement strategies to address PM10 violations in Colville and Walla Walla by August 2002.

Walla Walla has never had a PM10 exceedance that was not a natural event, this item was a mistake.  With assistance from ERO, Colville completed a dust control plan in October, 2002.  Major implementation steps include purchase of two new vacuum street sweepers, more use of de-icer, and improved traction sand quality. 

· Ecology submits a serious PM10 attainment plan for Wallula by October 2002. 

This has been delayed in order to complete additional technical analysis.  Completion is now expected by Dec. 2003.  The quality of the plan will be greatly improved as a result of the additional work accomplished. 

· Ecology submits a PM10 maintenance and redesignation plan for Wallula by October 2002.

This is now planned for June 2005.

· Ecology will address the NEAP for the Wallula PM10 nonattainment area as part of the maintenance plan.

This has not been done yet, but it will be done as part of that plan.
· Ecology will address complete and submit to EPA an annual monitoring network review.

Ecology including its local air partners assessed the Washington ambient air monitoring network bases on guidance from the National Network Strategy and guidance from EPA Region 10. The network assessment was submitted on time with proposed disinvestments and reinvestments in the network based on guidance provided. Ecology is currently waiting for approval of the 2003 network assessment.  

 

Ongoing Activities

· Ecology and locals will operate statewide National Air Monitoring Site (NAMS)/State and Local Air Monitoring Site (SLAMS) network, according to 40 C.F.R. Part 58.

Ongoing - Ecology and its local air partners continue to operate the NAMS/SLAMS network according to 40 CFR while proposing changes and transitioning to the new NCORE network as part of the National Monitoring Strategy. This transition should take the next several years.
· Ecology submits NAMS/SLAMS data to AIRS/AQS within 90 days of the end of the quarter.

Ongoing  - Ecology continues to submit valid NAMS/SLAMS data to AQS as prescribed in the PPA. The ability to perform this function in at timely manner is improving as the transition to the re-engineered AQS is completed.   
· EPA will review and approve the annual monitoring network review within 90 days.

 Ongoing - Ecology continues to work cooperatively with EPA Region 10 to expedite the review and approval process. In the recent past Ecology and EPA Region 10 have entered into an agreement spelling out outputs and timelines through a “scoping document.” 
· Ecology maintains quality assurance program for ambient data as required by 40 CFR Part 58, Appendix A.

 Ongoing - Ecology continues to maintain a progressive Quality Assurance (QA) program for ambient data as required by CFR 40. Ecology participates at the national level on development of new QA procedures and rules.
· EPA provides annual quality assurance audits as required by 40 CFR Part 58, Appendix A.

 Ongoing - Ecology continues to provide annual QA audits as required as well as assisting EPA with PM2.5 performance audits (PEP).

·  Ecology/locals document natural events and submit within 180 days after an exceedance to EPA.

We have improved our timeliness of natural event submittals and are holding a process review meeting to further improve our performance in this regard.   In most cases we expect to meet this target. 
· Ecology /locals implement natural events policy and NEAP.

Ongoing
· Ecology and EPA flag natural events in accordance with the Natural Events Policy and the Natural Events Action Plan.

Ongoing
· Once the çonsolidated Emissions Reporting Rule is published, the State will revise the workplan to meet the new reporting requirements. 

Unsure as to what workplan is referred to.  Ecology is working with EPA and the local authorities to meet the new reporting requirements.
· Ecology will submit the emission report according to CFR 51 by July 1 of each year if confirmed by EPA. 

The federal emissions reporting rule was adopted in June 2002, and Ecology reported 2001 point source emissions on schedule (due June 1, 2003, not July 1).
· Ecology will provide EPA comments on the 1999 (Criteria) NEI (Version 1.0) input by February 1, 2002. Ecology will also update area/mobile source data with the 1999 El data from the 2002 Visibility SIP review by February 1, 2002. 

Ecology completed the task on schedule for point sources.  It was decided to use 1996 as the base year for the 2002 Visibility SIP Review; therefore, a 1999 area/mobile emissions inventory was not prepared.
· Ecology will provide EPA comments on the 1999 (Criteria) NEI (Version 2.0) input by February 1, 2003. 

Ecology completed the task on schedule for point sources.
· Ecology will submit Inventory Preparation and Quality Assurance Plans prior to beginning El efforts for all attainment and maintenance plan inventories. 

Ecology submitted Inventory Preparation and Quality Assurance Plans prior to beginning El efforts for all attainment and maintenance plan inventories (PM10 - Wallula, Yakima; CO - Seattle-Tacoma).
· Ecology/locals, with assistance from EPA, will develop technical analysis protocols for SIPs.

Ongoing

· Ecology, locals, and EPA will coordinate routinely on SIP issues.

Ongoing
· Ecology/locals will prepare attainment and maintenance plans, as identified in “Outputs.”

Ongoing
· Ecology will develop a data acquisition system which geographically arrays known or modeled data by county to ascertain potential risk of exceedances. 

 Ongoing - Within the past two years Ecology has assessed the existing data acquisition system and submitted grant applications for funding a replacement system. Ecology has modified the existing data acquisition system and applied new technologies such as cellular modems to improve data reporting and public access. 
Reporting
· Ecology submits AIRS/AQS data within 90 days of the end of the quarter.

 Ecology continues to submit ambient air quality data to AQS on or prior to the required 90 days.
· Ecology submits fast-track ozone daily during ozone season.

 In 2002, Ecology arranged to submit ozone data daily to AIRNOW during Washington’s ozone season.
· Ecology prepares quarterly Quality Assurance (QA) reports.

 Ecology prepares and submits quarterly QA reports to EPA Region10.  

· Ecology notifies EPA of exceedances of ambient air standards within 24 hours of receiving valid data.

 Ecology Quality Assurance staff notifies EPA (Region 10) of any exceedances of the ambient air standards within 24 hours of receiving valid monitoring data.

EPA Outputs
· EPA takes action on the serious CO attainment and maintenance plans for Spokane and maintenance plan for Yakima within 12-18 months, respectively, of submittal.

For the Yakima CO plan, EPA took final action in 2002.   For Spokane, EPA have been asked to hold off because of control measure considerations.   

· EPA will review and approve the annual monitoring network review within 90 days.

EPA has reviewed and approved the monitoring network review on time.

· EPA provides annual quality assurance audits as required by 40 CFR Part 58, Appendix A.

EPA quality assurance audits are required every three years. EPA will audit Ecology’s QA program in September 2003.

· Ecology and EPA flag natural events in accordance with the Natural Events Policy and the Natural Events Action Plan.

EPA has acted on all the natural event requests we’ve received from Ecology. 

· EPA will provide guidance on SIPs.

EPA is providing guidance on an ongoing basis.  

OBJECTIVE 4:  
Provide easily accessible and understandable information about the risks and cost of air pollution to citizens and elected officials.

4a:  Assessment of Environmental Indicators

No environmental Indicators were identified. 

4b:  Assessment of Outcome Measures:  Major accomplishments and challenges to date

Measure 1.  Citizens and elected officials in various geographic areas of our state receive ongoing timely and relevant education and outreach information from the jurisdictional air agency.

Staff administered a contract to conduct public surveys to provide baseline information needed to determine education/outreach needs in specific geographic areas.  Two surveys were conducted.   Analysis of the survey data needed to target audiences and subject matter remains incomplete due to lack of resources within the program.

Measure 2.  Communication strategy developed for strategic goals.

Staff developed an overall communication plan for the strategic goals.  The plan remains largely un-implemented due to lack of resources within the program.

4c:  Output Reporting

Outputs
· Ecology will conduct a statewide survey by June 2001.

A statewide survey of 1,101 people was completed in spring of 2001.  An additional internet survey of 1,051 people was completed in summer 2001.
· Ecology will identify barriers to change using survey research and interviews by December 2001.

WSU performed partial data analysis on the survey results.  Planned in-depth analysis to be completed by program staff remains incomplete due to lack of resources within the program.
· Ecology will assess, define, and catalogue the air program’s data resources by March 2002.

This activity remains incomplete due to lack of resources.

· Ecology will coordinate with local air agencies to develop a community-based marketing campaign for communicating strategic plan components and responding to survey results by December 2002.

This activity remains incomplete due to lack of resources.
· Ecology and local air agencies will have fully implemented the community-based marketing campaign by December 2003.

This activity remains incomplete due to lack of resources.

Ongoing Activities

· Ecology regional offices and local air agencies will delivery a balanced program of public education and community outreach on locally relevant air pollution issues.

Ecology and local air agency staff continue to provide education and outreach support on locally relevant air quality issues including open burning, agricultural burning, motor vehicle emission testing, industrial permits, and wood smoke (local agencies and regional offices only).  Geographically specific activities to be addressed by the planned public education campaign have not been identified.
· Ecology will measure success and evaluate the marketing campaign, using iterative surveys of awareness gained or behavior change, including measurement of vehicle miles traveled, improved air quality, improved views of Mount Rainier.

The marketing campaign was not implemented due to lack of resources, consequently no evaluation was done either. 
· Ecology will coordinate with local air agencies to implement education and outreach strategies on an ongoing basis dependent on resources and evaluation of survey conclusions and methods.

The data analysis needed to conduct this activity remains incomplete.  The marketing campaign was not implemented.
· EPA will be responsible for air quality education and outreach program in Indian Country.

EPA remains responsible for these education/outreach programs.
· Ecology, EPA, and local air agencies will use data resources to support communication on, and understanding of, identified air pollution problems.

This continues to be done on a daily basis for general air quality issues.  It is not being done in relation to public survey information.
· Ecology, EPA, and local air agencies will work collaboratively to identify priorities for EPA’s assistance with education and outreach campaigns and/or materials when the subject matter relates to new or changing federal regulations or requirements.

This coordination continues to take place as needed.
· Ecology, EPA, and local air agencies will use electronic communications, including web pages, to inform and interact with the public.

The Air Quality Program completed a redesign of its entire web site to better interact with the public and other audiences.  The program now has nearly all of its publications and materials available online, and very few publications are sent in print form.  Web users are able to email appropriate staff with comments and questions, and a system has been devised to ensure timely response.  Up-to-date burn information is provided online for the purposes of open and agricultural burning permitting.

Reporting
· Ecology will submit the annual Air Quality Trends Report to EPA by January of the following calendar year.  

Trends data for 2000-2002 was combined into one report to conserve resources.  The report was completed in early 2003.
· Ecology will submit the annual Air Monitoring Data Summary Report t EPA by September of the following calendar year.

Monitoring data for 1999-2002 is being combined into one report to conserve resources.  The report is expected to be complete in the fall of 2003.
EPA Outputs:

· EPA will be responsible for air quality education and outreach programs in Indian Country.

EPA has taken on this responsibility through grants and the federal air rules for reservations rulemaking.

· Ecology, EPA, and Local Air Agencies will use data resources to support communication on, and understanding of, identified air pollution problems.
This is done on an ongoing basis as resources allow and priority dictates. 
· Ecology, EPA and Local Air Agencies will work collaboratively to identify priorities for EPA’s assistance with education and outreach campaigns and/or materials when the subject matter relates to new or changing federal regulations or requirements.

EPA  held an intermediate NSR/PSD course for the States, including Washington, in October 2002.

· Ecology, EPA, and local air agencies will use electronic communications, including web pages to inform and interact with the public.
This is done on an ongoing basis. 

OBJECTIVE 5:
Implement continuing activities that place a priority on: Toxic air pollutants, Criteria pollutants, Visibility, Smoke form indoor and outdoor burning, Dust.
5a:  Assessment of Environmental Indicators

Indicator 1.  Reduce emissions from agricultural burning

Indicator 2.  Reduce impact of emissions from agricultural burning

Ag burning and emissions are down.  Wheat stubble burning is “down” 122,000 acres over the 2 yr. period ending spring, 2003 (relative to previous two-year period).   The acreage not burned represents 1,430 tons of PM2.5 not emitted over the 2 year period.  The lower emissions this two years relative to the previous two years result from improved management and metering of burning.  The reduced impact is evidenced by:   

· Reduced number of smoke complaints

· Reduced “intensity/seriousness” of smoke complaints

· Fewer air quality ‘spikes’ caused by WA burning (ID caused “spikes” continued)

· Improved (generally) ambient air quality (Pullman monitor)

5b:  Assessment of Outcome Measures:  Major accomplishments and challenges to date

Measure 1.  Federal, state, and local air agencies provide increasingly effective service to prevent and reduce air pollution in Washington.

Significant commitment in these areas occur through several mature and developing air quality programs:  vehicle emissions (I/M, fuels); commercial and industrial permitting (NSR, PSD, etc.); indoor and outdoor burning reduction programs.  Advancements in visibility/haze understanding and planning.

5c:  Output Reporting

Outputs
· EPA and Ecology will complete their Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) rulemaking, delegation, and approval during the term of this PPA.

Progress made – not yet complete

· All affected agencies will complete issuance of initial Title V permits according to an agreed upon schedule (info only).

The deadline is December 31, 2003.  ERO, CRO, and the Hanford Section are done with this requirement.  The Industrial Section is not done, but is working feverishly to get completed by the end of the year.  For LAAs, PSCAA is outstanding, but is expected to complete the work on time. 
· In consultation with the state and local agencies, EPA will explore how to develop a process for approving routine SIP updates by December 2001.
The SIP/PIP process addressed this issue as well as it could be. 
· Part 60 & 62 delegations will be completed by December 2001.

The outstanding delegations for this time period were completed.  See below for how such delegations are being handled in the future. 
· Ecology will, with EPA support, make advancements in the reduction, management, regulation and control of agricultural burning emissions on both a geographic and a sector (type of agriculture) basis.

Significant advancement achieved – public advisories, monitoring (smoke net), metering, health assessment

· Ecology will, with EPA support, make burn calls in more areas and enhance the integration of burn calls among areas.

Enhancements made, integration advanced but still lacking (e.g., 8/20/03)

· Through research, education, partnerships, Ecology and EPA will foster and encourage non-burning alternatives and higher end-uses of agricultural residue/material.

Several projects completed (underway) – chipping orchard debris, electricity, pulp, paper, activated charcoal

· Ecology, in collaboration with EPA and others (e.g., Tribes, PM center, Department of Agriculture, etc.), will design a process for Eastern Washington region smoke impact health assessment by July 1, 2002.  

Design done – execution underway (Pullman, fall 2002 sampling)

Ongoing Activities

· State and local agencies will implement approved attainment and maintenance plan commitments, such as woodstove curtailment programs, Inspection and Maintenance (I & M) programs, etc; and other voluntary measures such as smog watch and burn curtailments.

Done / ongoing

· State and local agencies will implement the administrator authorities for New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) as currently delegated and/or agreed on during collaborative planning with EPA.

Done / ongoing

· State and local agencies will update adoption and delegation requests for selected part 60 and 62 standards annually if possible.

This refers to NSPS and MACT standards.  The AQP does not have the staff to update these standards annually, the program does do updates as frequently as workload allows.  The new PPA reached an agreement on this issue and indicates that ECY and LAAs will update adoption and delegation requests for “selected” MACT and NSPS standards as needed.  This language acknowledges that some MACTs or NSPS standards address sources that are non-existent or not significant in Washington. 
· State and local agencies will implement the Title V program (Title V activities are informational only; not an element of the grant workplan).

FYI:  Done / ongoing

· State and local agencies will implement the Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) program as per the current delegation; Notice of Construction (NOC) program; orders limiting Potential to Emit, and other applicable permit programs such as burning, etc.

Done / ongoing

· All agencies will conduct and report the type of emissions specified in the Compliance Assurance Agreement.

Done / ongoing 

· EPA, Ecology, and the Local Air agencies will communicate at least once per quarter to discuss the status of pending SIP submittals.

This is accomplished on a periodic and as needed basis at various levels from section manager down to staff.  The MAPPS section manager routinely consults with their counterpart at EPA. 
· State and local agencies will update/revise their rules and regulations as necessary or appropriate to maintain effective air quality programs and submit timely SIP revisions to EPA.

Resource limitations and strategic priority considerations resulted in only the highest priority rules being revised.  There may be some state or local rules that lag EPA revisions. 
· Ecology will, with EPA support, limit emissions from agricultural burning through a rigorous permitting program accompanied by defensibly strict guidance on what reasons for burning are allowable/now allowed.

Done / ongoing

· Ecology will, with EPA support, keep smoke levels low by monitoring conditions very closely, and establish management systems that provide real time tracking, near real-time air quality data used in burn ban decisions, and current forecast/smoke advisories.

Done / ongoing

· EPA and Ecology will collaborate on collecting, analyzing, and sharing agricultural burning data and information.

Done / ongoing

Reporting

· State and local agencies will submit to EPA the following for Nonattainment New Source Review (NSR) (Part D) and PSD applications: the application, incompleteness letters, updated application information, technical analysis, draft permits, and final permits.

Done / ongoing

· State and local agencies will enter Best Available Control Technology (BACT)/Lowest Achievable Emission Reduction (LAER) determinations for the above class of projects into the clearinghouse database within three months.

Done / ongoing

EPA Outputs
· EPA and Ecology will complete their Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) rulemaking, delegation, and approval during the term of this PPA.

EPA, Ecology and locals are completing phase 1 of the local agencies's NSR SIP update and beginning phase 2 of the state/local rulemaking, which includes NSR reforms.   EPA and Ecology completed delegation of the PSD program in Feb 2002.  Nine implementation issues were flagged.  Not all the issues have been resolved to date.

· All affected agencies will complete issuance of initial Title V permits according to an agreed upon schedule (info only).

Industrial Section and PSCAA are the only agencies in Washington that have not completed issuance on the initial Title V permits.  It is expected that both agencies will be able to complete the permits within the agreed upon schedule.
· In consultation with the state and local agencies, EPA will explore how to develop a process for approving routine SIP updates by December 2001.

A joint state-EPA SIP PIP report laying out a process for SIP updates was completed in 2002.

· Part 60 & 62 delegations will be completed by December 2001

EPA completed NSPS delegation to Ecology and local air agencies in Spring 2003tc  \l 2 "EPA completed NSPS delegation to Ecology and local air agencies in Spring 2003"
· EPA will develop year 2 and year 3 agricultural workplans (under the five year strategy) by December of each year.

Although EPA did not develop specific year 2 and year 3 agricultural burning workplans, through interagency meetings and other meetings with Ecology, EPA has kept Ecology aware of EPA work (which has been focused on N. Idaho over the past 2 years)

· Through research, education, partnerships, Ecology and EPA will foster and encourage non-burning alternatives and higher end-uses of agricultural residue/material.

EPA has continued a very active role in promoting non-burning alternatives,  primarily through funding various projects throughout the northwest.  Funding support is also ongoing for the development of better smoke management systems, and programs to continue development of information about the health effects of short-term exposures to smoke.

· EPA will implement the NSPS program in Indian Country and where not delegated to a state or local agency.

EPA initiated an Applicability Determination Project focussing on approximately 72 stationary sources on 9 reservations in Washington that were identified as having a moderate to high potential of applicability.  Utilizing parts of three senior employees in OAQ, companies and tribal governments were either contacted by phone and/or sent Section 114 Request for Information letters to gather information needed to determine if NSPS or NESHAP applied to their source.  This project should be completed by October 2003.  This effort will continue, however, as new or additional sources are identified.

· EPA will process delegation requests within 90 days of receipt.

EPA completed NSPS delegation to Ecology and local air agencies in Spring 2003

· All agencies will conduct and report the type of emissions specified in the Compliance Assurance Agreement.

EPA reports this information on case conclusion data sheets for federal formal enforcement actions.

· EPA, Ecology, and the Local Air agencies will communicate at least once per quarter to discuss the status of pending SIP submittals.

We communicate with Ecology and local agencies on the status of pending SIP submittals at least once per quarter.

· EPA will act on SIP submittals within statutory deadlines where doing so is consistent with Ecology’s highest priority submittals.

We have acted on SIP revisions within statutory deadlines consistent with highest priority submittals.

· EPA and Ecology will collaborate on collecting, analyzing, and sharing agricultural burning data and information.

see above

· EPA will work with other northwest states and Tribes to improve smoke management coordination and tools.

see above

· EPA will inform state and local agencies of SIP submittal processing status monthly.

EPA informs state and local agencies of SIP processing status routinely, but no later than quarterly.

OBJECTIVE 6:
Maintain an effective compliance assurance program that places a priority on activities that: Prevent and reduce priority toxic air pollutants, Prevent and reduce priority criteria pollutants, Prevent and reduce priority visibility, Prevent and reduce priority smoke.

6a:  Assessment of Environmental Indicators

Indicator 1.  Emissions reduced or prevented through enforcement and/or other compliance activities as measured by EPA, Ecology, and Local Air Agencies through existing reporting systems and ones that may be developed during the term of this PPA.

6b:  Assessment of Outcome Measures:  Major accomplishments and challenges to date

Measure 1.  High rates of compliance with regulations and permits.

Measure 2.  Credible deterrence to non-compliance.

Measure 3.  Partner agencies understand and respect each other’s priorities.

In Washington we are doing well on achieving these outcomes.  Inspectors in Washington are well-trained, and field presence is high.  Most HPV actions are timely, and responding to citizen complaints is a high priority for all of the agencies.  Please see our recent Title V Program Audit and EPA’s Assessment of the Washington Compliance and Enforcement Program for additional details.   A challenge that lies ahead is for the Washington agencies to evaluate their penalty policies in response to EPA comments about recovery of economic benefit and overall deterrence effect.  Another challenge that lies ahead is improving access to legal support and review for enforcement work.

6c:  Output Reporting

Outputs
      Compliance Assurance Agreement:
· EPA, in cooperation with Ecology and the Local Air Agencies, will re-negotiate the Compliance Assurance Agreement as impacted by the Compliance Monitoring Strategy (CMS) within 6 months of the CMS becoming final.

Done.  The Compliance Assurance Agreement has been renegotiated, much thanks to Jim Nolan of PSCAA and various people at EPA (  All Washington agencies have submitted CMS plans for the initial two-year period.

· EPA will conduct some level of a program review of state/local compliance programs with focus on those activities covered in the Compliance Assurance Agreement in accordance with the March 24, 1998  “Compliance Assurance Program Evaluation Principles” developed by EPA region 10 in collaboration with the states in Region 10.  This will occur during the first calendar quarter of 2002.

Done.  EPA has conducted the review and a DRAFT report is currently out for comment.

· EPA, Ecology, and Local Air agencies will carry out their respective obligations under the Compliance Assurance Agreement (Title V, Synthetic Minors, etc).

ONGOING, see EPA’s Assessment of the Washington Compliance and Enforcement Program, and our Title V Program Audit Report.

Delegated Programs at Non-Title 5 Sources:
· Ecology and the Local Air Agencies will adequately implement as many delegated programs as they can.  When adequate resources for full implementation are not available, relative priorities will be established in collaborative planning with EPA, and it is understood that those priorities will likely vary from agency to agency.  State and local agencies may submit their prioritization plans to EPA by July 1.  EPA feedback will be prompt.  By October 1 agreement will be reached.

ONGOING.  Each agency shares compliance program priorities with EPA at the semi-annual Collaborative Planning meetings and throughout the year as situations change.

· EPA, Ecology, and the Local Air Agencies will periodically review and discuss compliance and enforcement program trends in federally delegated programs.  EPA will take the lead in identifying existing sources of data that will inform our periodic review.

ONGOING, Periodic reviews occur at the semi-annual Collaborative Planning meetings.  Periodic discussions occur at the Washington Compliance Forum, and Washington Air Quality Managers Group.

· EPA will share their enforcement strategy for non-delegable federal standards (such as architectural coatings, sulfur in diesel fuel, etc) and EPA will seek feedback from affected state and local agencies on the highest priorities for the state of Washington.

ONGOING:   Each agency shares compliance program priorities at the semi-annual  Collaborative Planning meetings and throughout the year as the need arises.

· EPA will approve final Title V program by July 2001.

All necessary EPA action was accomplished. 
Minor Sources and Area Sources:
· State and local agencies are encouraged to share information about their minor source and area source programs and priorities by July 1 of each year.  EPA agrees that minor and area sources programs are crucial to achieving and maintaining clean air, and acknowledges the need for state and local agencies to prioritize limited resources for maximum environmental benefit. 

ONGOING:  Each agency shares compliance program priorities at the semi-annual  Collaborative Planning meetings and throughout the year as the need arises.

Ongoing Activities
· For sources and activities that are subject to the Compliance Assurance Agreement, the state and local agencies will conduct their compliance programs in accordance with that Agreement as it exists during the term of this PPA.

ONGOING, also see Washington State AOP Program Audit and EPA’s Assessment of the Washington Compliance and Enforcement Program.

· Violations detected at major sources will be resolved in accordance with the EPA “Timely and Appropriate Enforcement response guidance for High Priority Violators,” and as outlined in the Compliance Assurance Agreement.

ONGOING.  All of the agencies routinely meet the timeliness criteria if the EPA Timely and Appropriate Response to High Priority Violators policy.  See Washington State AOP Program Audit, and EPA’s Assessment of the Washington Compliance and Enforcement Program.

· Ecology, the locals and EPA will continue periodic (approximately bi-monthly) conference calls to discuss high priority violations as well as policy and strategy issues. 

ONGOING. “HPV Calls” are well attended, although in some cases there is not much continuity in who participates. 
Reporting
· Implementation of the new Compliance Monitoring Strategy is expected to result in some additional data elements for reporting.  This will be discussed during collaborative planning and it is fully expected that tradeoffs will need to be made if additional reporting is required.

ONGOING.  This is discussed in the Collaborative Planning meetings.  All Agencies have submitted initial CMS plans.

· All agencies will fulfill reporting requirements contained in the Compliance Assurance Agreement.

ONGOING, see also EPA’s Assessment of Washington’s Compliance and Enforcement Program, and the Title V Audit report.

· To the extent possible, and as time allows, all agencies will attempt to quantify emission reductions achieved through enforcement actions against High Priority Violators (HPVs).  One approach might be to use EPA’s case conclusion worksheet.

Resource limitations have slowed this activity to zero.  It will be done if time allows. 
· Delegated agencies will report asbestos activity to National Asbestos Reporting System (NARS) quarterly.

ONGOING
EPA Outputs
· EPA, in cooperation with Ecology and the Local Air Agencies, will re-negotiate the Compliance Assurance Agreement as impacted by the Compliance Monitoring Strategy (CMS) within 6 months of the CMS becoming final.

Compliance Assurance agreement has been completed although not as timely as anticipated.

· EPA will conduct some level of a program review of state/local compliance programs with focus on those activities covered in the Compliance Assurance Agreement in accordance with the March 24, 1998 “Compliance Assurance Program Evaluation Principles” developed by EPA Region 10 in collaboration with the states in Region 10.  This will occur during the first calendar quarter of 2002.

On-site portion of review completed and draft report provided June 2003 (later than anticipated).  Final report and State/Local plan to address key areas for improvement expected in September 2003 with follow-up action plan to be developed by state and local agencies. 
· EPA, Ecology, and Local Air agencies will carry out their respective obligations under the Compliance Assurance Agreement (Title V, Synthetic Minors, etc).

This work is ongoing. 
· EPA, Ecology, and the Local Air Agencies will periodically review and discuss compliance and enforcement program trends in federally delegated programs.  EPA will take the lead in identifying existing sources of data that will inform our periodic review.

Data is provided during the semi-annual Collaborative Planning Meetings.  Data and trends are also included in WA program review report.

· EPA will share their enforcement strategy for non-delegable federal standards (such as architectural coatings, sulfur in diesel fuel, etc) and EPA will seek feedback from affected state and local agencies on the highest priorities for the state of Washington.

This information is discussed in the Collaborative Planning Meetings.

· EPA will approve final Title V program by July 2001.

All necessary EPA action was accomplished. 
· Ecology, the locals and EPA will continue periodic (approximately bi-monthly) conference calls to discuss high priority violations as well as policy and strategy issues.

EPA, Ecology, and the local air agencies have conducted bi-monthly HPV conference calls.

· EPA will be responsible for conducting compliance assistance and enforcement activities in Indian Country.

EPA began implementing the Compliance Monitoring Strategy by conducting full compliance evaluations (FCE) at the major sources on the Yakama and Colville reservations.  The two Colville major sources were completed in FY02 and the four Yakama major sources will be completed in FY03.  EPA plans to conduct FCE's at all major sources every two years.  EPA has responded to complaints received regarding incidents on the reservations to the extent possible.  EPA has also assisted many Washington tribes and sources on the reservations in determining CAA applicability and requirements for compliance, with particular emphasis on the sources on the Colville and Yakama reservations.

· EPA will be responsible for non-delegable standards, activities, and programs (for example, chlorofluorocarbons) statewide, including complaint response, inspections, and priority enforcement actions.

EPA is responsible for this work.  Principle standards are the CFC program; with limited resource, EPA does responds to complaints, conducts some inspections and as appropriate, will initiate priority enforcement.

· EPA will continue to perform direct inspection and enforcement work with respect to national priorities or as requested by state or local agencies.

EPA periodically initiates discussion about EPA’s direct role for national priorities (e.g., T5 certifications recently) as well as opportunities to assist state or local agencies.

Challenges and Concerns for the Next Reporting Period
After developing the 04-05 PPA in the Spring of 2003, EPA and ECY managers met to review their handiwork and identify important implementation concerns, i.e. actions or communication that was needed to keep the PPA activities on track. 

Objective 1, Toxics: 

· No particular concerns were identified. 

Objective 2, Reduce exposure to particulates:

· Output 2, Ecology will address the NEAP as part of the Wallula maintenance plan.  EPA wanted to understand the intent of this statement. ECY said it was the issue of including the NEAP by reference or not in the MP and indicated we would probably not include by reference, but we would address the issue as appropriate.  
· Output 4, Smoke and air quality strategy.  Date will slip from Oct 2003.
· Output 5, EPA to improve coordination of burn calls among jurisdictions.  This isn’t happening too well.  

· EPA is appreciative of Ecology’s work on smoke reduction.
Objective 3, Prevent exceedances

· Outputs 6 & 7,  NSR.  Outputs and timetables (none exist in PPA) are OK.   ECY would like to avoid any “conditional approval” of the NSR program.  ECY affirmed that we would keep EPA in loop as we focus on the implementation issues related to the federal rules and how to incorporate them in state rules. 

· Output 8, Visibility program abandoned.  EPA concerned that we haven’t worked out the implications for EPA.  They want a minimum program they can do to avoid third party lawsuits.  Aiming for Oct. 31 completion rather than August, it needs a meeting with Mahbubul, he is lead.  Also EPA had some questions about their role in Col Gorge.  Bob S. and Mahbubul should coordinate developing an agreement. 

· Ongoing Activity 14 & 15, A.G. Review for LAA rules.   Due date was changed to Sep 2004.  Bob Saunders to lead, should work with LAAs and AQM group to evaluate alternatives and develop an approach.  One approach is to address the issue in the SIP development plans for each rule.   EPA will give deference to state or local legal offices, they will not second guess the opinion that is submitted.  They want us to be able to document that a legal opinion was obtained.  These can be informal, advisory opinions,  formal written ones are not essential.  ECY did agree to get A.G. review for state rules, need to identify how a review will be achieved for local rules.  Need to work with air managers.  Donna is EPA lead.
Objective 4, Core programs

· Ongoing activity 5, PSD, PTE limit orders, etc.  ECY and EPA had 5 of 8 issues resolved.  Myron was to give a status report to Jeff.  Getting PTE numbers into the permits is main issue, is totally unresolved, they haven’t been kept or ever done sometimes.  Beth does some on the side; the backlog will be hard to deal with.  Accomplishing this work will be a major effort and considerable effort may be needed to work out the approach.  Mary says maybe we just need to start doing it with new ones and catch up as best we can on the old ones.  
Objective 5, Compliance

· No “issues” but some coordination was sought. 
· EPA wanted to discuss the question of how to use economic benefit in enforcement actions and some others issues, too.  We need a “mini-agreement” apparently.  The subject should be raised at the Oct 10th air quality managers meeting.  Then LAA can address with their boards, work with staff, etc.  Sue Billings is the lead for this item.  
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