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September 13, 1996





Mr. Michael Koerber					Mr. Joseph Tikvart


Technical Director					Chief, SRAB


Lake Michigan Air Directors Consortium		US EPA - OAQPS


2350 E. Devon Avenue, Suite 242			Mail Drop 14


Des Plaines, IL 60018					Research Triangle Park, NC 27711


708-296-2958 (fax)					919-541-0044 (fax)








Dear Messrs. Koerber and Tikvart:





As you are aware, API has been active participant in the OTAG process.  At the August meeting of OTAG, you requested comments on interpreting the recently completed modeling runs.  Our comments are attached.  Additionally, we would like to take this opportunity to respond to points raised in the August 16, 1996 letter from Mr. Flannery, representing the Midwest Ozone Group.


 


As indicated by the modeling to date, we agree that OTAG-wide strategies are not that effective for achieving the goal of reducing ozone transport to serious and severe non-attainment areas and would not support the intent of OTAG as outlined in Mary Nichols’ letter of March 2, 1995.





The conclusion that controls on low-level NOx sources are more effective than elevated NOx sources on a per ton controlled basis was incorrect.  Modeling clearly shows that reductions in low-level NOx  produce roughly the same benefits as reductions in elevated NOx on a  per ton emitted basis. 


However, reductions in low level NOx emissions produce larger ozone increases in Chicago, New York and other urban areas compared  to reductions from elevated NOx sources. 


Control of elevated NOx is more cost effective, produces larger emission reductions and can be better focused in the areas where benefits will result.





The impact of elevated NOx on ozone was understated in the Flannery letter.  Peak ozone reductions of up to 38 ppb occurred due to a 60% reduction in elevated NOx.





The point taken from the Southern Oxidant Study regarding NOx conversion occurring within 120 km of  powerplant is misleading because ozone formed after NOx conversion can  be transported much further downwind.  Also, a number of the caveats of the study were ignored to reach this erroneous conclusion.


As shown in Run 4a, area-wide mobile source controls have almost no impact on ozone across the region and certainly offer no benefits in the severe non-atta
