April 28, 2004

U.S. House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure

Representative Don Young, AK

Representative James L. Oberstar, MN

U.S. House of Representatives

2165 Rayburn House Office Building

Washington, D.C.  20515

U.S. Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works

Senator James M. Inhoffe, OK

410 Dirksen Senate Office Building

Washington, D.C.  20510-6175

U.S. Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works

Senator James M. Jeffords, VT

456 Dirksen Senate Office Building

Washington, D.C.  20510-6175




Subject:  Transportation legislation and air quality

Dear Sirs:

I am writing on behalf of the Western States Air Resources (WESTAR) Council, an association of 15 western states with responsibility for managing air quality in the West.  The following comments represent the views of 13 WESTAR states, and do not necessarily reflect the views of Colorado and California.

It has come to our attention that the current language in S. 1072 allocates Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) funds to address violations of clean air standards for ozone, carbon monoxide, and fine particulate matter (PM2.5), but not coarse particles (PM10). The WESTAR Council urges conferees to revise the current language to include all forms of particulate matter for which the Environmental Protection Agency has promulgated a national ambient air quality standard, including PM2.5, PM10, and the forthcoming PMcoarse standard. This change is especially important in western states where coarse particles continue to cause significant health impacts.

Many states in the west have worked hard to clean up areas that violate the National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) for particulate matter (PM10).  CMAQ funds are a source of assistance to help state and local agencies manage air quality.  As currently drafted, Section 1611 of S.1072, the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 2004 (SAFETEA) establishes inconsistent apportionment criteria for CMAQ funding.  The language in Section 1611 adds PM2.5, but not PM10, to the list of pollutants used to apportion CMAQ funds to the states.  The new PM2.5 standard was not meant to replace the PM10 standard, but instead supplements the coarse particle standard -- both represent serious health threats. A uniform eligibility standard should be applied to apportion CMAQ funding to address unhealthy levels of air pollution from all mobile source pollutants, including PM10. 

Thank you for your consideration of our request. If you have any questions, please call Dan Johnson, WESTAR Director, at (206) 254-9145.

Sincerely,

Dan Olson, President

Western States Air Resources Council

