TO          NACAA CRITERIA POLLUTANTS COMMITTEE

EPA is seeking NACAA members’ input on the implications of timing of attainment SIP planning.  EPA says it has heard in the past two different viewpoints expressed.  Some states would like the PM and Ozone NAAQS attainment SIP due dates to exactly or closely align so they can do simultaneous planning, and perhaps realize some control strategy synergies.  Other states indicate that they don't have the resources to do planning for more than one NAAQS at a time.

1) Would you prefer that EPA align the SIP due dates for PM2.5 and ozone (2006 24-hour PM2.5 and .075 ozone as well as any more stringent PM2.5 annual and ozone standards)?  Or is it better that they not align? Why?

2) More specifically,

a. Would it be helpful for potential new nonattainment areas for PM2.5 and ozone (2006 24-hour PM2.5 and .075 ozone as well as any more stringent PM2.5 annual and ozone standards) to combine plans?

b. Would it be helpful to combine plans for existing areas that will remain nonattainment for more stringent standards?

c. Are the sources in some areas different so that combining them (especially if it means an earlier SIP date than otherwise required) would not be helpful from a multi-pollutant perspective?   Or from a process standpoint, would it still provide some benefit?

Please provide me with your response by Thursday, April 2, 2009.  I apologize for the short turnaround, but EPA needs this information quickly.
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