ASSESSMENT OF 308 NEEDS AND WRAP ASSISTANCE

	PLANNING ACTIVITY
	WRAP HELP
	WRAP ASSISTANCE  AVAILABLE

	Phase I: Project Planning
	
	

	1. Scope of SIP amendment
	
	

	a. Determine geographic scope 
	YES
	Yes, 309 modeling can be used

	b. Develop conceptual description of regional haze problem
	YES
	Yes, 309 modeling can be used

	c. Identify primary components of SIP amendment
	SOME
	Yes, WESTAR templates are helpful

	
	
	

	2. Analysis of regulatory options for developing SIP
	
	

	a. Choose between single state or regional planning process
	NO
	Mostly a state consideration

	i. If regional, demonstrate interstate problem
	YES
	309 modeling can be used

	ii. If regional, describe regional planning process
	YES
	WRAP process descriptions available

	
	
	

	3. SIP preparation plan
	
	

	a. Draft a SIP preparation plan (SPP)
	SOME
	Descriptions of WRAP technical process 

	b. Public/stakeholder involvement
	SOME
	Mainly a state function, WRAP communication forum can help

	c. State and EPA agreement on final SPP
	SOME
	309 should pave way for acceptance of WRAP tech products

	
	
	

	Phase II: SIP Development
	
	

	Committal SIP
	
	

	a. Demonstrate participation in regional planning process
	YES
	This overlaps a little with the WESTAR scoping section, but I wanted to emphasize that it is a specific product that will require drafting and management consideration.



	b. agree to continue with regional approach in future revisions
	NO
	

	c. show that contributions to or from other states occur. 
	YES
	

	d. describe regional planning process
	YES
	

	e. commit to addressing the core requirements, sect (d) and (e) 
	NO
	

	f. Commit to addressing planning group recommendations
	NO
	

	g. list of all BART-eligible sources within the State.
	SOME
	MTF has offered to help with this, WA, ND will do it themselves.

	
	
	

	Core Requirements SIP
	
	

	1. Assessment of Impairment and Sources
	
	

	a. Establish reasonable progress goals for each Class I area
	
	 

	baseline & natural visibility, uniform rate (justify if not)
	SOME
	State task, Ambient monitoring database very useful

	BART factors -- costs, useful life, energy, 
	NO
	Probably a state task to see how these relate to uniform path

	b. Prepare Emission inventory

             baseline (latest CPEI year - 2002), 2018 baseline

             need point, area & mobile
	YES


	States need to supply most of the data, WRAP will: prepare for use in model, Q/A, develop estimates for problematic elements (dust, NH3).  States may need to prepare special inventories if state-specific runs needed

	c. Collect applicable meteorological data
	YES
	Modeling center will create

	d. Performance test non-guideline model, if used
	NO
	Probably on your own if you want to do this

	e. Determine state share of needed emission reductions
	YES
	Initially 309 modeling, might need to be refined

	
	
	

	1.1 BART determinations (note: court overturned requirement to apply 

      BART to all eligible sources)
	
	

	a. Bart list
	
	WRAP contractors could be used to identify BART resources, assist state in determining what BART is for each source, make draft determinations of BART, assess alternatives.  It may be that whatever approaches a state takes; they will need to compare results to BART.

Bottom line, for some states this will be a significant task, and help is needed.

	b. Determination of BART for each source (based on: best controls    

     available, degree of improvement from group BART, 5 year  

     installation and maintenance orders)
	
	

	c. If use an alternative, must be better than BART options after 

    court ruling)
	
	

	i. State (instead of the feds) determines that all sources need   

   BART
	
	

	ii. State determines needed point sources reductions that 

    are not BART
	
	

	iii. State does case-by-case reasonably attributable BART
	
	

	
	
	

	2. Assessment of emission reduction strategies
	
	

	a. Estimate emission reductions from existing measures and model    

     the impact


	YES


	WRAP can estimate national program emissions, states need to supply projected emissions estimates from local programs (e.g. fire).  Need to model to assess need for new programs (2018 base case).

	b. Identify sources contributing to problem -- may want  sensitivity                  

     runs to help with this
	YES
	Causes of Haze report will help, may want multiple "what if" model runs, smaller grid size.   WRAP should be able to help substantially, might need to do smaller domains. 

	c. Identify potential new emission reduction measures --could be  

     mobile, area or point.
	SOME
	Mostly state burden; may need state specific strategies.  Policy forums might help.  May need more “what if" runs to evaluate new measures.

	d. Consider the effect of smoke management programs
	YES
	Fire forum work will be very useful

	e. Consider construction activities
	
	WRAP hasn't focused on this issue yet, may need a model run

	
	
	

	3. Demonstration of reasonable progress
	
	

	a. Finalize control strategy; perform additional analyses
	YES
	Model one or more packages of strategies to finalize program.

	
	
	

	4. Plan to monitor effectiveness of SIP
	
	

	a. Prepare, or verify existing monitoring strategy
	NO
	Mostly a state task

	b. Commit to emission inventory updates
	SOME
	Basic data generated by states

	c. Develop emission tracking system
	YES
	WRAP will facilitate handling the multi-state data 

	
	
	

	5. Technical Support Document (TSD)
	
	

	a. Document emission inventories
	YES
	WRAP should do, is doing it for 309

	b. Document monitoring
	YES
	Ambient. Mon. forum database may be helpful

	c. Document modeling
	MAYBE
	WRAP should do, is doing it for 309

	d. Document public participation
	?
	If use Communications Forum, could get help

	
	
	

	6. Draft SIP for public review
	
	

	a. Assemble peer review draft per SIP table of contents
	SOME
	Assembling data, interpreting/applying data to a state, writing is mainly a state task.  WRAP data and SIP template helpful

	b. Develop/implement public/stakeholder involvement strategy
	NO
	

	c. EPA and FLM preliminary review
	NO
	

	d. Prepare SIP for public review based on comments
	NO
	

	
	
	

	Phase III: State/Local Adoption
	
	

	1. Adopt rules implementing emission reduction strategies
	
	Burden will fall almost entirely on state

	a. Public notification
	NO
	

	b. Public hearings
	NO
	

	c. Response to comments
	NO
	

	
	
	

	2. SIP public involvement and hearings
	
	Burden will fall almost entirely on state

	a. Public notification of draft SIP
	NO
	

	b. Public hearings
	NO
	

	c. Response to comments
	NO
	

	d. Prepare final SIP
	NO
	

	e. Adopt SIP per state administrative procedures
	NO
	

	f. Fulfill and submit Record of Adoption
	NO
	

	
	
	

	3. Prepare SIP Submittal package
	NO
	Burden will fall almost entirely on state

	
	
	

	Phase IV: Approval
	
	

	1. Completeness review
	
	

	2. Technical and legal review
	
	

	3. Prepare technical support document (TSD)
	
	

	4. Publish notice in federal register
	
	

	
	
	

	Phase V: Implementation
	
	

	1. Evaluate monitoring data on an annual basis
	YES
	A.M. database should help, state will need to submit

	2. Report progress every 5 years
	
	

	a. Update emission inventory every 3 years
	NO
	States needs to do, WRAP databases will allow easy access to neighbor state info  

	b. Assure compliance with SIP emission reductions
	NO
	Verifying that sources are complying will be a state task

	c. Evaluate emission trends
	NO
	

	d. Prepare SIP revision if progress is inadequate
	YES
	Potentially WRAP modeling would be needed

	3. Develop periodic SIP revision every 10 years
	?
	Who knows about 2018 

	
	
	

	
	
	








