Corpus Christi Air Quality Group Meeting
June 21, 2018
Present

Gretchen Arnold, Chair
Trent Thigpen, Pollution Prevention Partnership

Jeff Pollack, Corpus Christi MPO

Ramona Josefczyz, POCCA

James Haley, POCCA

Danielle Converse, POCCA

Tom Tagliabue, City of Corpus Christi

Bob Paulison, Port Industries, 

Beth Becerra, Exxon Mobile

Glenda Swierc, Oxy

Natalie Davis, POCCA

Cathy Barnard, SAGE ATC
David Harvey, Lyondell

Carrie Paige, US EPA (via telephone)

Melanie Hotchkiss, TCEQ (via telephone)

Lindsey Jones, TCEQ (via telephone)

Heather Wylie, TCEQ

Weslee Copeland, TCEQ

Tim Acosta, Caller-Times

Bob Pineda, Magellan

Saritha, Karnae, TAMUK

Crystal Chaloupka, TCEQ

Sonny Lopez, TCEQ

Christine Bryant, CCREDC

A J Hansborough, Trinity Consultants

Roger Ten Napel, FHR

Brigida Gonzalez, MPO

Molly Martin, NuStar
Robert Lamrouex, Citgo

(Port of Corpus Christi Authority; POCCA, Metropolitan Planning Organization; MPO, Texas Commission on Environmental Quality; TCEQ, Environmental Protection Agency; EPA, Flint Hills Resources; FHR)
Discussion Points
· Tom Tagliabue; City of Corpus Christi Governmental Relations, provided information to the Group on efforts to get funding for air quality programs reinstated in the upcoming legislative session.  Tom provided testimony to the House Appropriations Committee hearing on TERP funds on May 24.  There is strong support among the other areas that received legislative funding to move towards obtaining continued funding through TERP.  The Corpus Christi area is included in the TERP statute language.  Representatives Cope and Howard are also very supportive of using TERP for its intended purpose; providing funding for programs that reduce air emissions.  Tom shared that the Corpus Christi Chamber of Commerce recently passed the same supportive resolution that has been passed by the City of Corpus Christi, Nueces County, MPO, San Patricio County and Port of Corpus Christi to advocate for continued legislative funding for air quality programs.  
· The current status of ozone attainment and looking ahead through the entire year of 2018 was discussed.   
· The 4th high eight-hour average ozone reading to date for CAMS 4 is 59 ppb; compared to a 4th high of 48 ppb presented at the April meeting.
· The 4th high eight-hour average ozone reading to date for CAMS 21 is 60 ppb; compared to a 4th high of 50 ppb at the April meeting.  
· In order for Corpus Christi to remain in attainment of NAAQS for ozone at year-end 2018, the 4th high eight-hour average ozone reading at both CAMS 4 and CAMS 21 must be under 87 ppb, assuming EPA rounds down on averages at or less than 69.5 ppb.
Elevated levels of ozone that occurred throughout Texas during the period of April 19 – April 28 was presented to the Group.  During that time ozone levels reached the first, second, third and forth highest 8 hour averages in Corpus Christi and many other areas of Texas for the 2018 year.  Video maps of the ozone plume growth throughout Texas for the dates of April 19, 25, 27 and 28 were shown to the Group. Elevated levels on April 19, 27 and 28 appeared to begin to form in the Houston area and from the valley area on the 25th.  On each of those days, El Paso was an isolated area in west Texas showing elevated levels of ozone. The south, south-east part of the state was affected with the Houston, Austin, San Antonio and Corpus Christi area triangle experiencing elevated levels of ozone.  
The risk of a few elevated ozone days threatening our overall annual ozone value and attainment of ozone standards was discussed.  It was suggested that each day in ozone season be considered a potential high risk day for elevated levels of ozone and emission reduction recommendations should be heeded routinely instead of only on called ozone action days.  A list of emission reduction recommendations and suggested emission reduction scripts to share with co-workers was distributed to the Group.  
· Weslee Copeland; TCEQ meteorologist, provided a presentation to the Group on the Air Quality Index (AQI) and how the AQI is determined.  Weslee explained that the AQI was developed in 1999 by the EPA and is an index that is common throughout the United States to communicate the quality of an area’s air as it relates to health effects.  The 0-500 range of the AQI was described.  How an AQI is determined was presented.  Projected levels of criteria pollutants; predominantly ozone and particulate matter (PM) are assigned an index value based on possible public health impact.  Information provided on the EPA AirNow website was presented.  The EPA AirNow website was designed primarily to communicate past, current, and future ozone and PM air quality using the AQI index value.  The design works for past air quality (i.e., historical up to the previous day) since AQI is evaluated retrospectively over many averaged hours. It does not always work well for reporting current air quality, which is how a large majority of the population uses it. Past, current and future maps using the AirNow site and the NowCast site were presented.  Examples were provided where the AQI index value and the actual air monitor numeric reading were very different.  A Corpus Christi example was provided where the PM AQI was 30 and the actual Corpus Christi PM monitor readings were 9.  An example of a redesigned AirNow website expected to launch in August of 2018 was provided.  The revised site is anticipated to provide more information that explains the difference between the AQI numeric value and the real-time air monitor data capture numeric value.  

· Gretchen suggested that the Group is the local resource for understanding and communicating local air quality and that the ability to understand and communicate the difference between the AQI vs. local air monitor data was important.  
· Gretchen updated the Group on the Ozone Advance Report.  She informed the Group that the Ozone Advance Report was submitted to the EPA on May 22 and the Group was copied on the report.  She updated the Group that EPA had commented on the report and the comments were favorable.

· Next steps were discussed.  Next steps included continuing with strong efforts to reinstate air program funding through the next legislative session.  Next steps also included the suggestion that additional emission efforts be considered during the ozone season of  April 1  - October 31 instead of just on called ozone action days.  

· The next Group meeting will be held in October.  
