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Bill Dameworth, SRCAA

Comments included an option to set the trigger values a little higher for discussion purposes. Other proposed changes are also highlighted:

In 2006, EPA determined that serious adverse health consequences occur at significantly lower levels than the standard in effect at that time.  Consequently, in September 2006, EPA lowered the 24 hour average fine particulate (PM 2.5) standard from 65 micrograms per cubic meter to 35 micrograms per cubic meter. During adverse meteorological conditions, pollutant levels from wood smoke can rapidly increase to this level, causing serious adverse health effects to Washington citizens and putting many communities at risk of being declared nonattainment by EPA.  Complying with nonattainment requirements is a significant economic cost that can seriously impair the economic well being of affected communities.  Because of the diverse topography and meteorology across Washington and the lower 24-hour average fine particulate standard, the legislature recognizes that pollutant levels at which curtailment of woodstove and outdoor burning are effective vary significantly across the state. 

Conceptual Description:

When meteorological conditions indicate the probability that PM 2.5 levels are likely to exceed EPA standards, the Department of Ecology and Local Air Authorities are authorized to: 

a. Call stage I curtailments when the 24 hour average concentration of PM 2.5 is projected to reach 15 (20) micrograms per cubic meter; AND

b. Call stage II curtailments when the 24 hour average concentration of PM 2.5 is projected to reach 25 (30) micrograms per cubic meter; OR
c. Ecology and Local Air authorities may adopt state or local rules based on a public process that establish alternative, regionally specific, curtailment trigger levels expected to ensure attainment with EPA PM 2.5 standards.
Judy Bardin, DOH

Comment suggested using another work in place of “adverse.” For example, “…During certain meteorological conditions (such as air stagnations) …”

Add the following highlighted language:  “…risk of being declared nonattainment by EPA.  As PM 2.5 levels rise, many people are a increased risk from breathing PM 2.5 including those with heart and lung disease, stroke, diabetes, infants and children, and older adults (age 65 and over).  Complying with nonattainment requirements is a significant…”
Paige Boulé, Ecology

Comments involved moving references to public rule making and public process to the beginning of the subsection.
Charlie, Stansel, YRCAA

The draft curtailment strategy is workable for YRCAA. YRCAA pointed out a problem “with RCW 70.94.473 (1) (b) which permits EPA certified wood stoves to be used during a burn ban.  It is very possible for a stove to be EPA certified, but not meet the WA emission standards for wood stoves in RCW 70.94.457 (1) (a).  This stove should also be prohibited from operating during a Stage 1 or 2 burn ban.  I don’t believe the reference to OR DEQ phase II wood stoves in RCW 70.94.473 (1) (b) is still relevant.  We want to use the WA emission standards which were set for the sale of stoves after Jan. 1, 1995.”
Also, “given the magnitude of the wood stove problem, it appears to me that this group needs to consider and evaluate all possible control strategies in the report to the legislature.  A summary dismissal of a control strategy because one group finds it unacceptable could do a disservice to public health and controlling wood stove emissions.”
Amy Fowler, PSCAA
Curtailment Principles and Draft Policy Framework

Principles

· The burn ban program is not a primary strategy to prevent an exceedance because historically, the values rapidly rise above 35 μg/m3 when stagnation occurs.

· The agency’s long-term goal is to implement strategies that will allow the region to attain the EPA standards without the need for an episodic control program, but we are undoubtedly years away from that. Thus, we need an episodic control plan that we implement to prevent things from getting worse once we’re at or near the standard.
· The chief purpose of this curtailment program is to lessen potential health impacts on the public when PM2.5 levels approach or exceed the EPA air quality standards and meteorological conditions are not sufficient mitigate emissions.

· A Stage I curtailment is intended to eliminate emissions from fireplaces and uncertified stoves and provide a warning to the public that a complete curtailment (Stage II) of wood burning may be necessary. 

· Meteorological and air quality conditions can change rapidly. Flexibility must exist to allow issuance of a Stage II curtailment in lieu of a Stage I if conditions warrant.

· Agencies should maintain sufficient staff skills, monitoring and meteorological predictions tools to support this program.

· The agency needs a credible enforcement program to act as a deterrent to violating episodic curtailments.
· The program is geared toward multi-day events to avoid confusing the public with frequent ON/OFF messages.

· To ensure that the professional judgment of the agency’s staff is part of the decision-making protocol for calling curtailments, the statutory language should be flexible and not restrict the agency in any way.

Conceptual framework for a 2-stage program: 

(2) The Department of Ecology and Local Air Authorities are authorized to call Stage I curtailments when persistent meteorological conditions and PM 2.5 emissions from outdoor or indoor burning will likely cause concentrations to approach the NAAQS during the forecast period. 

(3) The Department of Ecology and Local Air Authorities are authorized to call Stage II curtailments when persistent meteorological conditions and PM 2.5 emissions from outdoor or indoor burning indicate that an exceedance of the NAAQS is likely.

(4) Ecology is required to adopt a state rule to implement the legislation.  This could include putting measurable trigger numbers into their rule.

(5) Local Air authorities are required to either follow the state rule or adopt their own local rules to implement the program. 

