K.   Geographic Enhancement
1.   Regulatory Language

51.309(f)(4) Geographic Enhancement.   In accordance with the provisions under paragraph (f)(1) of this section, the annex may include a geographic enhancement to the program provided for in paragraph (d)(4) of this section to address the requirement under § 51.302(c) related to Best Available Retrofit Technology for reasonably attributable impairment from the pollutants covered by the milestones or the backstop market trading program.  The geographic enhancement program may include an appropriate level of reasonably attributable impairment which may require additional emission reductions over and above those achieved under the milestones defines in paragraph (f)(1)(i) of this section.

2.   General Discussion of Rule Requirement
The requirements for geographic enhancement are discussed on page 35757 in the Preamble to the RHR.  These requirements are related to Section 51.309(f)(1) which describe requirements for the Annex.  The Annex allows states to submit a SIP, or tribes a TIP, which adopts an alternative measure to regional haze BART.  Geographic enhancement is a voluntary approach that can be included in the Annex for addressing reasonably attributable visibility impairment (RAVI)  for stationary sources, under the provisions of Section 51.302(c).  RAVI  is different from regional haze, in that it addresses “hot spots” or situations where visibility impairment in a Class I area is reasonably attributable to a single source or small group of sources in relatively close proximity to the Class I area.   The geographic enhancement approach would allow states or tribes to use the efficiencies and reduced cost provided by the market  trading program in the Annex to accommodate situations where RAVI  needs to be addressed.   

3.   Template Language

K.  Geographic Enhancement.   

(a) Procedure for addressing Reasonably Attributable Visibility Impairment  under the Regional Haze Rule.  Pursuant to 40 CFR 51.309(f)(4), the State of [name] shall use the following process to address  reasonably attributable visibility impairment (RAVI) in any Class I area, and the potential need for Best Available Retrofit Technology (BART), as specified in 40 CFR § 302(c).    
(1)  The State of [name] and [list applicable Federal Land Managers] have agreed on the principles that will be followed for addressing RAVI within the context of  regional SO2 milestones and a backstop emission trading program that have been developed to address regional haze.  These principles are outlined in a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) that is included as Appendix K to this plan.  The Federal Land Managers have an obligation to protect the National Parks and Wilderness Areas that have been designated as mandatory federal Class I areas.   The MOA does not restrict the authority of the Federal Land Managers to fulfil this obligation.  In the course of certifying impairment, the Federal Land Managers may make recommendations to the State of [name] regarding a source or sources to which impairment may be reasonably attributable.  Within the context of established regional milestones for SO2 and a backstop trading program, the Federal Land Managers agree to use the following screening process in making these recommendations as part of the certification process:
(i)  The [Federal Land Management Agency] determines that sulfate concentrations are not decreasing since the year 2000, based on ambient monitoring, and 

(ii) There are BART-eligible sources of sulfur dioxide within 100 miles of the mandatory Federal Class I area, and

(iii) The BART-eligible sources have not installed control technology to reduce sulfur dioxide emissions at a rate equivalent to capture of 85% of potential annual emissions.

(2)  In approximately 2009 to 2010, but no later than December 2010, the state of [name] will conduct a public meeting to facilitate the exchange of information regarding current visibility monitoring data at Class I areas in [state] or in nearby states within 100 miles of any BART-eligible sources located in [state].  The purpose of the meeting will be to provide as much information as possible to all interested parties about the potential for a certification to occur, based on the screening criteria in the MOA.  The information will include visibility trends, as well as the type of impairment that is occurring at individual areas (haze, episodic impairment, etc.).  The goal of this meeting is to provide information to sources and to the market so that potential problems could be addressed in the most cost-effective manner.  For example, a large utility company with multiple units may use this information in decisions about where to apply limited resources when deciding to install new control technology on some of their plants. 
(3)  If a Federal Land Manager certifies impairment, the state of [name] will fulfil its obligation to determine attribution and if necessary determine BART for the applicable source or group of sources in accordance with [refer to state rules that adopt the long-standing RA BART provisions of federal visibility rule].
(i)  The WESTAR report titled “Recommendations for Making Attribution Determinations in the Context of Reasonably Attributable BART, [date],” supplemented by new techniques and information available at the time of review, will be used to provide a toolbox of appropriate technical criteria and techniques for determining attribution.  TheWESTAR report is included in the Technical Support Documentation for this plan.
(ii)  If attribution is determined, then the following alternative remedy solutions will be considered when determining BART for the applicable source:

(A)  BART-level controls could be installed on the attributed source or group of sources;
(B)  SO2 emission reductions that may be more cost-effective or have other air quality benefits could be required at nearby sources in lieu of, or in combination with controlling the attributed source to achieve greater visibility improvements that the application of BART.
4.
Applicable WRAP Reports and Documents   

Model Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) between federal land managers and states  to address the RAVI certification process.  PLACEHOLDER – Draft model MOA is under review by the MTF and is anticipated to be finalized in early summer 2003.
WESTAR report titled titled “Recommendations for Making Attribution Determinations in the Context of Reasonably Attributable BART, [date]

PLACEHOLDER – WESTAR report is out for public comment, and is anticipated to be finalized in early summer 2003.
