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XIITI - INTERGOVERNMENTAL CCOPERATION

State and Local Agencies {Intrastate)

To accomplish the objectives of implementing, maintaining

and enforcing air quality standards for the State, the Texas
Air Control Board must assume the final authority and respon-
sibility to the citizens of the State. Nothing in this sec-
tion is proposed to relieve the State of its ultimate respon-
sibility. However, there also must be a joint effort by the
people, local governments and air pollution agencies, State
air pellution authorities and Federal Environmental Agencies
to accomplish the necessary activities. 1In this regard, the
State has requested local agencies to participate in the air
pollution control functions required to reach our goals.

1. Meetings were held in 1971 and agreements for carrying

out the program were made with each of the local agencies

listed below:

Dallas City Health Department

Lubbock City-County Health Department

Houston City Health Department

San Antonio Metropolitan Health Department

Galveston County-Mainland Cities Health Department

El Paso City~County Health Department

Laredo~Webb County Health Department

City of Fort Worth, Department of Public Health

Jefferson County

Corpus Christi-Nueces County Department of Health
and Welfare

Harris County Pollution Control Department

2. The establishment of air control agencies in the areas
listed below is being encouraged. The operation of
agencies will be incorporated into this Implementation
Plan as funds become available:

Austin~-Travis County

Wichita Falls-Wichita County
Waco-McLennan County
Hidalgo-Cameron Counties (Bi-County)
Texarkana-Bowie County
Midland-Ector Counties (Bi-County)
Randall-Potter Counties (Bi-County)
Abilene-Taylcr County

Dallas County

Tarrant County
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Orange County
Denison-Sherman-Grayson Counties (Tri-County)
City of Pasadena

3. Letters outlining agreements with each agency are on
file. The accompanying table delineates the relation-
ships and functional activities for the participants.
Policy guidance and assistance will be given by the
State to local agencies as required or requested. By
delineating relationships in the table, there is no
intent to prohibit any accomplishment or the establish-
ment of capability for any function by any agency.

4. The coding used in the Table 1is as follcws:

- Primary Action

- Coordination and/or Cooperation

- Federal Government may also participate
Guidance and assistance furnished

- Coverage given when not furnished by others

- Secondary action or action at the option of the
agency.
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5. The Environmental Protection Agency has discontinued
funding to the air control programs of these local
agencies:

Lubbock City-County Health Department

Laredo-Webb County Health Department

Jefferson County

Corpus Christi-Nueces County Department of Health

This reduction in funding will perhaps force local
governments to reduce their local air pcllution con-
trol efforts, depending on their ability to appropriate
the local funds needed to carry on their full local air
pollution control program.

State, Interstate and Federal (EP2)

Intergovernmental cooperation for air guality management with
those states where interstate Regions exist (Louisiana, Arkansas,
Oklahoma and New Mexico) has been developed. Exchange of data,
specific plans, and standards is accomplished through periodic
meetings. At these meetings, the requirements for the inter-
state region, exchange of air guality and source data, implemen-
tation of control strategies and other procedures are discussed.
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Meetings between members of the Texas Air Control Bcard
staff and representatives of interstate regions are held
periodically. Copies of correspondence outlining agree-
ments are included as Attachment 1 to this Section.

1. Air Quality Data - Plan development between Texas
and the other contiguous states is continuing. As
each state's alr monitoring sites are activated
data will be interchanged and sent to EPA as a
routine matter.

2. Source Data - In those instances where source data
is pertinent, the source lists and detail data on
each source are exchanged with the appropriate
states. Control strategy testing for appropriate
regions will be a cooperative effort by the states
involved. Any new or modified installations in an
interstate region requiring issuance of permit and
operating approval will be coordinated with the
states involved. All necessary data will be
furnished.

3. In addition to the plans for exchange of infcrma-
tion between elements of interstate regions, Texas
Air Control Board will cooperate in exchanging data
with all other state and local agencies (both within
Texas and in all states) having responsibility for
implementing national standards. This program will
continue where air gquality is a common interest and
where emission sources may effect others outside of
a region.
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STATE AND LOCAL AGENCILES

TABLE OF PARTICIPATION

FUNCTION LISTED ILOCAL TIKAS ALR
AGENCILES CONI'ROT, 30ARD
(Includes Regional
Offices)
1. LEGAL AUTHORITY
~ Publish Regulations A
Enact Ordinances A G
Conduct llearings A A
Enforcement (Initiate
action) A C,G

Enforcement ( No local
agency action or in-
adequate local enforce-
ment) A

Grant Variances C A

I. CONTROL STRATEGIES
Set Standards X A
Establish Strategy A

I. COMPLIANCE SCHEDULE
Set Schedule AL
Industry Review A

V. EMERGENCY

Emergency Plan X A
Set Criteria X A,F
Emergency Control Center X A
Notification and Anncunce-

ments A A
Air Pollution Metecrologi-

cal Data and Disseminatio X A
Situation Evaluation and

Control X A
Data Gathering A A
Inspection and Enforcement A A

J. COMPUTOR CAPABILITY

Data Bank Storage A,F
Routine Repocrts A
Special Studies aA,F
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\TI: AND LOCAL AGENCIES
3LE OF PARTICIPATION

je Two
FUNCTION LOCAL AGENCIES STATE
Cata Reduction A
Analysis of Data X A
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
Equipment A, F
Methods and Technigques X A
System Analysis X A
Computor Studies and :
Investigations AR
AIR QUALITY SURVEILILANCE* 3
Site Selection A,C A,G,V
Site Operatioch, Sampling ,
and Monitoring A v
Site Maintenance and f
Calibration - Routine A v
{(Jefferson County mon-
itoring stations will
be operated by the
State)
Purchase of Equipment and
non-routine maintenance and
calibration X A,V
Modulators/Demodulators X A
Laboratory Analysis X A
Monitoring Procedures Manual C A

*ALL ELEMENTS: State has primary responsibility in Harris County.
I. PERMIT SYSTEM :

Forms and Questionnaires C
Review of Forms X,C
Approval Authority
Variance

Legal Action X,C
Central File

R T T i

X. GSOURCE SURVEILLANCE
Strveillance Cortrol Center
Listing of Sources
Investigate, Survey, Inspect,

and Report A Y
Testing X,C A

BB
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'ATE AND LOCAL AGENCIES
BLE OF PARTICIPATION
ge Three

FUNCTION LOCAL AGENCIES STATE

Stack Sampling C A

(A for E1 Paso, .| (C for the annotated

Galveston and Houston)| agencies)

Detect and Investigate Un-
listed Sources A

X. COMPLAINTS

Central File C A
Investigation and Reporting A V,G
Compliance and Enforcement A V,G
Property Line Sampling A V,G
Laboratory and Chemical
Analysis X,C A, G
Monitoring Procedures C A,G
Visible Emissions A
{For Harris County
this will be a State
function)
I. STAFF TRAINING X, C A,G
I. FUNDING AND RESOURCES A,F A,F

(Not including Harris
County for F)
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APACTIMISNT

TEXAS AIR CONTROL BOARID

1100 WEST 49th STREET CHARLES R. DARDEN, P. E.
AUSTIN, TEXAS — 78756 EXECUTIVE SELCRETARY

HERBERT C. McKEE, PhD., P.E. WENDEL L H. HAMICE, WG
Chelrman HENRY 1. L=Bl AlLC SIe
CLINTOM El. WO AT
JAME S 1L AR AN
FRED AR TMATE
HERBERT W. WHITNEY, P.E. WILLIL L. UL JCH, Pl

Vice-Chairman

December 17, 1971

Mr. Robert V. Blanche, Director
Oklahoma Air Pollution Contreol Division
3400 North Eastern Avenue

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105

Dear Mr. Blanche:

This is in response to the letter from Mr. John E. Tryyg, Technical
Secretary, Louisiana Air Control Commission concerning the agreements
made between the Air Pollution Control Programs of Arkansas, Louisilana,
Oklahoma, and Texas on November 4, 1971, in New Orleans, Louisiana.

I agree with the minutes of the meceting as received from Mr. Vernon C.
Parker, Chairman, and I also concur with the agreements as stated in
Mr. Trygg's letter.

At this time I would like to reques: that we conduct an interchange of
emissions data so that the requirements as outlined in Paragraph

420.13 F (1) (ii) of the Federal Register No. 158, August 14, 1971,

can be met. It would be of considerable assistance to my staff if this
data could be received in this office by early January, 1972. The
Texas data is being tabulated and will be transmitted to you this month.

We are looking forward to the April, 1972, meeting in Little Rock,
Arkansas.

If I can be of further service, please let me know.
Sincerely yours,

é%ﬁ@ﬂﬂtig

27
Charles R. garden, P.E.
Executive;éecretary
Texas Air Control Board
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ANDREW HUDME G, MDD, M.PAL, CITAIRMAN
WM. T. MACK!I TT,  VvItl UIHAINMAN
CHARLES J. PASQUA

H. F. M. GARRETT, M.D.

LOUISIANA AIR CONTROL COMMISSION
RECLIVED
Louisiana State Ofhice Bailding
P.O. Box 60630
NEW ORLTANS 70168

November 19, 1971

oy 2o 19

AIR CONTROL SLCTINN

Mr. Charles R. Barden, Dircclor
Texas Alr Pollution Control Program
Texas State Department of Health
1100 W. 49th

Austin, Texas 78756

Dear Mr. Barden:

This will confirm the accompllishments of a mooting held on Movenber 4,
1971, in New Oricans of representatives of the Air Control Proqgrams for the
statos of Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, and Texas.

The mecting was very profitable and agrecments wore made which should
more than adcquately fulfill the requirements of Puragraph 420.71, Federal
Reglster No. {53, August 14, 197},

The represcntatives of the mecting agreed to form a sort of "ad hoc”
commi¥tce composed of the Tochnical or Ixecutive Secretarics of the Air Pol-
lution Control Boards or Commissions in the recpective stoates, or their repre-
sentatives. The representatives present agrecd that it would not be the in-
tention of this "ad hoc" committee to esteblish policy, but merely to discuss
mutual probiems and attemp? fo solve thesc problems.

The representatives agrecd on an exchange of data betwecen the states
affected In the Inferstate regions as follows: '

t. Air quality data for interstate realons (SAROAD Forms) quarterly.

2. Emissions data as requested for interstate regions.

3. The semi-annual report required by Paragraph 420,7, Federal
Reglster No. 158, August 14, 197}, for the applicable inter-
state regions.

4, Atmospheric Stagnation Advisories (lnversions) affecting inter-
state regions will be communicated to affected states. (Telephore

numbers of key personnel were circulated during the meeting).

5. Copies of each statels sampling methods and the chemicai zrnalyzes
related thereto as the methods are developed and published,
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Mr. Charles R, Barden, Director Page 2
Texas Air Pollution Control Program November 19, 1971

6. Copies of all regulations and standards as adopted.

7. Notification of public hearings on actions having an interstate
Impact. (It was generally agreed that whenever possible, a copy

of the meeting agendas would be transmitted to the state being
notified). '

The representatives agreed that the "ad hoc" committee should meet at least

every six months to discuss mutual problems. The next meeting of the group was
set for April 1972 in Little Rock, Arkansas.

Very truly yours,

~ 7 . i

\\(x’ {(jﬁ.}

’3ghSVE:E:;yggﬁ?fp 3
chnical Secrstary

YCP:cc
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AMTREW HEDMEG, M.D., M.P.H., CHAIRMAN
WM. T. HACKETT, VICE CHAIRMAN
CHARLES J. PASGLA

H. F. M. GARRETT, M.D.

DAVE L. PEARCE

LEE CASTAGHNOS, JR, -

EVERETT JACOSB

JOHN E, TRYGG, TECHNICAL SECRET ~Y

LOUISIANA AIR CONTROL COMMISSION

Louisiono Smt;a Office Building
P.0. Box 60630
" . NEW ORLEANS 70150

November 16, 1971

Mr. Charles R. Barden, Director
Texas Air Pollution Control Program
Texas State Department of Health
1100 w. 49th

Austin, Texas 78756

Attention: Mr. Ken Poris

Re: Meeting of Air Control Repre-
sentatives, New Orleans, LA
Novemrber 4, 1971,

Dear Mr. Barden:

~ ¥We are enclosling a copy of the transcribed minutes from the
“meeting held on November 4, 197f in New Orleans. The minutes were
transcribed and edited, etc., and reflect the general topics being
discussed. We would appreciate your making any corrections you
-deem pertinent and necessary and returning to us and we will try

to up-date all of the corrections and come up with a finished set
of minutes. .

¥We are also encleosing a rough draft of a letter you might care
to use to the other air control peopie in the states represented
stating our intenticns for the "ad hoc" committee and the agree-
ments we reached at the November 4, 1971 meeting. Again, if you
would make any changes or suggestions to the letter draft and return
these fo us, we will try to get ouf a completed and finished copy of
this letter to each of the states represented.

Very truly yours,

@guAb

Yerncn C. Parker, P.E., Head
Dlv, of Air Control & Occupational Health
Loulsiana State Department of Health
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November 16, 1971

To:  Appropriate Air Pollution Control
Agenty Hoads 1n Arkansas, Loulsiana
Oklahoma and Texas.

Dear Mr. :

This will confirm the accomplishmonts of a meeting hald on Novoembur 4,
1971, in New Orloans of representatives of the Air Control Progroms for tho
states of Arkansas, louisiana, Okiahoma, and Texas,

The meeting was very profitable and agreemonts were made which should
more than adaquately fulfill the requirements of Paragraph 420,21, Federal
Register No. 158, August |4, 197},

The representatives of the moeting agreed to form a2 sort of "ad hoc”
committce composed of the Technical or Executive Secretaries of the Air Pol-
lution Control Boards or Commissions In the respective states, or fThair ropre-
sentativos, The representatives present agreed that 1t would not be fthe in-
tention of this “ad hoc" committee to establish policy, but merely to discuss
mutual problems and afttempt to solve these problems,

The repraesentatives agreed on an exchango of data betwcen .the states
atfected in the Interstate regions as follows:

l. Air quality data for interstate regions (SAROAD Forms) quarterly.

2. Emissions data as requested for interstate renions,

3. The semi-annual report required by Paragraph 420,7, Federzl
Register No, 158, August 14, 1971, for the applicable inter-
state regions.

4, Atmospheric Stagnation Advisories (Inversions) affecting inter-
state reglons will be communicated to affected states. (Telephone
numbers of key personnel were circulated during the meecting).

. 5. Copies of each state's sampling methods and the chemical analyses
related thereto as the methods are developed and published.

6. Copies of all regulations and standards as adopted.

7. Notification of public hearings on actions having an Interstate
impact., (It was generally agreed that whenever gossible, a copy
of the meeting agendas would be transmitted to ths state being
notified).

The representatives agreed that the "ad hoc" committee should meet at least
every six months to discuss mutual problems., The next meeting of the group was
set for April 1972 In LIttle Rock, Arkansas,

Very truly yours,

Secretary
Alr Control Commlsslen or Board
Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas

YCP:cc
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M I NUTTES
NOVEMBER 4, 1971 MEETING IN NEW ORLEANS

ARKANSAS, LOUISIANA, OKLAHOMA AND TEXAS

* X X ¥

Lisf of Attendees

Jarrel! E. Southall, Chemist
Arkansas Dept. of Pollution Control and Ecology

Rbberf Y. Blanche, Director
Oklahoma Air Pollution Control Divislon

John H. Stallings

Oklahoma Air Polliution Control Division:

H. Robert Black
Texas Air Pollution Control! Program

Dave Jones X
Texas Air Pollution Control Program

L] .

Ken Poris
Texas Air Poliution Contro! Program

John E. Trygg, Technical Secretary
Loulsiana Air Controi Commission

Yernon C, Parker, Acting Chairman of the Meeting,
louisiana Alr Control Commission

Giimer W. Engelhardt, Chief
louisiana Alr Control Section

Raymond C. Yon Bodungen, Assistant Chief
louisfana Alr Control Section

l.
2.

3.

4,

* % x ¥

Opening Remarksr - John E. Trygg

Intergovernmental Cooperation - Oné of the main réasons for calling this
: X . meeting. '

Texas Air Pollution Control supplied a draft of thelr Implementation Plan,

Discussion of the State's Programs, (rough transcription from tapel.

Loulisiana ~ Vernon C. Parker

In Louisiana the Commission takes all the action, both on the matter of the
the adoption of regulations and on the issuance of permits, Loulsiana's Air
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Control Commlsslon, Ifke Arkansas, ls the exclusive agency for tho

contro! of alr contaminants In loulsiana and the staff Is the health
department staff. Tho staff doos 99.44% of the work, As long as

things are rolling along pretty smoothly, wlth the cxceptlon of the
sppllications, a flrm or individual would not como before the Commisslon.
Whep the staff starts runnlng Into opposltlon or somo "foot draqqlng",

#t Is brought before the Commission and the entirc case Is presented.
Generally the Commission will ask for the staff's recommendatlon.

Usually the Commission accepts the staff's recommendatlon pretfty well,
Regarding new Industrles, genera!ly that too, by the timo It gets to

the Commisslon, 1s pretty well lroned out, On new Industrics, generally
that too, by the time 1t gets to the Commlssion [s pretty well Ironed out.
Permlts tend to go right on down the llne with no problems. At times

the Commission recelves certiclism from the outslde public because the
pubtlc thinks the Commisslon Is Just glving blanket approval. The appli-
catlons are thoroughiy reviewed and only the problem arecas aro brought
‘before the Commission. Next, requests for varlances and simllar Ttems

a2re well documented and backed-up before they get fo the Commission meot-
Ing. Usually the staff gets Informatlon fo the Commlsslion members befors
the meeting for the Commissioner's study. Again as In the case wherc the
Commissfon takes actlon and In the permlts, the Commission asks for the
statt!s recommendations. The staff has been very lucky In that the Com-
mission has not been "burned" by taklng the staff's recommendatlons except
for a coupte of minor exceptlons., As a rule our word Is accepted rather
well, even to Issuing formal complalints and cease and desist orders. In

the case of munlclipalities not doing what the staff thinks should be done,
the staff can bring the municipallty before the Commisslon. After confrrences,
a formal complaint is Issued in whlch the munlcpality Is granted 30 days to
answer the charges. [f the munlcipality satisfies the statf at the hcarlng
held at least 30 days after the formal complaint Is Issued then the case is
sort of dropped. |f the Commission Is not satisfled or the municipality cozs
nothling then the next step Is a issuance of a cease and deslst order, nct
for the operation but for the pollution or whatever they are belng charced
with., If they violate this, the attorney lIssves a sult In the district court
wvherever the polluter [s located. The Commission has only had onc of theso
such Instances and It has been tled up in court for over a year. As a re-
sult most of Louisiana's operations have been done by conferences, anc con-
~cliiations, prior to even getting to the Commission, A few things have becn
done by Commission action, but as a rule, most of the good work Is done out-
slde of the Commisslon hearings. In Louislana, most things are systematized
so that the Alr Control Commission Is not required to put In that much time,

Arkansas - Jarrel!l Southall

Arkansas's program Is sImilar to that of Loulslana, Arkansas has a Depart-
mont of Pollution Control and Ecology. It is a separate agency that has air
and water and environmental preservation, etc., The consolidation of all of
these activitles causes tremendous pressures on thelr Commisslonars. The
€Commlssion does adopt and-promuigate rules and has the power to vary or %o
wmodity those rules as needed. Very few varlances are granted. [In ordzr to
expedite the Commission meetings, all perml* applilcations are approved as
" they come In by the staff. At least one week before the Commission mee*ing,
Commlissioners are sent a summary of each permit appllication with our recom-
mendations. These summarles are sent out routinely. A "minute order" system
Is used at the Commission meetings., The Commissloners initlal each applicatio
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This Is roally concddorod a raliflcation becaw.a momo Commiss ionen -

foelt That thoy wantod their volo 1o bo recorded on the el b A

woll as down In the goneral minalos.  Usually the Conmluaion is nol
botheped with show-causo hoarings or anythling Hike Thalt undea i1 1.

an extremoly Favolved procows which mighl yequice many months or years,

to completo.  1f dhey run Into a Fitlle trouble whoere thoir Gieouragineg
romorks and work with the induslery falls, then they filo charges with

the prosecutor and lot tho judgo seltlo It for them. Tho wlate of

Arkansas has boon using This procedure quito a bil. In air, Arkan.as

has aboul 12 people, not all ongineors, only 4 are engiaocrs.  They havo
had real good action from the courls. Only one case was lost and 1hat

was because of a tuchnicality. Arkansas doos not go lalo court unless
Arkansas has a roal quad case. Tho proseculors In Arkantas have been
extrenmusly covpurative and willing to handlo tho caven.  Tho Arkansas

Alr Pollution Conirol hay two attorneys aft their disponal. The Atlornoy
General's office Is not the ono thal bring, tho charqgos against a company.
Those court caves are handiod by local provoculors,  The Commiasion members
do not attend tho moatings., 1f the Coumminsion doning a variances, 1t is
dono in a public hearing and the company is givon tho opportunity to praosent
thelr side o tha Conmicuion or 1o the staff. In thoir Commisaion mustineg,
Arkansas tries to koup all controversial Itoms exclunive 1o the Commission
moctings.  Arkansas usos their local prosecutors about ITn tho sams mannor
that Loulsiana usos T1s Conmission meoutings. Arkansas was requoested to
sond toulsiana a copy of their minuto ordor.

Oklahoma - Bob Blanche, John Stallinngs

Oklahoma has only booen in opuration a littleo ovor two years. Oklahoma's
basic law places the administration of the Clean Air Act in the hands of

tho Health Departmont. Also tho Stato Board of Health is authorizod to
adopt, after public hoaring and approval of the Air Pollution Council,

any laws and roqulations. the Alr Pollution Contrel Division is a part

of the State Hoalth Departmont. The working group or operating qroup is

the State Departmont of Health. The power or duties arc as foillows:

(1) to recommend rules and requlations, {(2) recommend to the Board such
rules and regulations, (3) hold hcarings on codes, rules and regulations,
(4) sond recommendations to the Board and shall by write-in and approved

by a8t least 4 mombers of the Council, and (5) to.compel the nacescary
attendanca of witnessos. Thls is the sum total of theo Councii's authority
and they can consldor complaints or variances. In their complaint system,
I'f thoy receivo a formal complaint, a membor is immediatoly to suppose to
Iavestigate it and to determine if whether or not an alr pollution condition
doas exist, If it doos and tho operation is not in complianco, we are
directed by the laws through conciliation, cenference, and parsuaslon and
endeavor fo bring this operation Into compiiance. |f wse should fail to

do this, then wa should immodiately develop our evidencs and issue an

order over the Commissioner of Health's signature ordering a cease and
desist order. If the individual or company the order is directed to faiis
to act within I5 days, the order becomes in full force and effect. |f within
5 days, thoy disagres with the action, the company or individual can appeal
to the Air Poliution Council for a hearing in regard to the comnlaint. That
can be considered a quasi-judicial function of the Air Pollution Council.
There are 7 memders on the Oklahoma Air Poliution Council. The Courcil can
decide either way. Any case presentsed to the councl! must be well presentc
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as the Councl! may not always agree wlth the order, The Councl! had

to go to court only once. If the Councl! doss not agree with elther

the State Department of Health or the Indlvidual -the order Is against,

the case can be carried further up. The Councll grants the variance,

the Department of Health makes recommendations after Investigation of
complaint, A permit system ts In the process of belng adopted. Oklahoma's
perplt system will be one to construct and one to operate and particutlarly
directed toward new sources and not shooting at existing sources. The
Commissloner of Health will be the one to approve or lssue a permlt. The
only course of re!llef offered to the person involved Is directly through
the courts, The permit system Is golng before the Board of Health for
adoptlon In December, No atfcrney on their staff, The Councll works

with the Attorney General's office. A variance Is good for as long as

It demonstrates effectiveness. The maximum +ime for a variance Is one
year, Oklahoma's program has about 24 people.

Texas - Ken Ports, Bob Black, Dave Jones

Texas Air Control has a Deputy Commissioner of the Health Department.

Texas! authority comes under the Texas Clean Air Act, and was passed In
1965. In 1967 and 1969 the Clean Air Act was strengthened. As far as
filing sults on particular sources, they can take two routes. One Is
through the Board for thelr consideration and then 1+ goes to the Attorney
General. Second, Texas has a legal staff that can write up certaln cases
which can go dlirectiy to the Attorney General, Then there Is a hearling

on the case. Thls type of procedure Is usually at the discretion of the
Executive Secretary of the Alr Conirol Board. The Exscutive Secretary lIs
also the Deputy Commissioner of Health. On thelr legal staff there are |
three lawyers at the present time. The legal staff writes up certifications
and helps him determine which problems should be going to the Board. The
Agency Coordination Section Is next and dces exactly what Is Implied, that
Is to coordinate all the agency functions., Texas has a permits and inven-
torles program which consists of emlssions Inventory and the [ssuance of
permlts to operate. The Technical Secretary issues those permits for Texas,
No formal hearings are held on routine things. A hearing is he!ld Tf the
staff feels that there is a problem that they might not be able 1o answer.
The Executive Secretary has the power to deny or accept the permit., The
state of Texas has a compliance program which Is really a simplization

to keep in contact with what Is compliance with most of the sources and
tries to help coordinate al! of the compliance functions within the state.
Thls Includes the variances which they have and other programs, primarily
their stack sampting program. The stack samp!ling program is Initiating

8 source survelllance program also. So far, Texas has about 22 people

on thelr stack sampiing program. "1+ consists of one crew, Texas plans

1o do contract work in order to get help with the sampling throughout the
state, By the end of the fiscal year the program should have about 232
people. 1t Is the plan of the Texas Alr Pollution Control to sample every
stack, that Is, new sources for different poliutants within a year. The
Job Is going to be done on a priority basls, Texas plans to guarantee

the federal government "nothing" in their Implementation Plan. Next they
have Air Quality Evaluation Programs. In the Air Quallty Evaluaticn Progrem
they have close 1o 40 peopie. Next the Implementation Plan Training Program
and the Reglonal Offices. Texas plans to have 12 reglona! offices by the
end of thls fiscal year. The regionat! offices ars a part of alr pcllution
contro! services. They have 12 Air Quallty Control Regions In Texas. In

. the total program about 50% of the people are engineers. Texas will have

a reglonal engineer in each office. Texas has 10-iccal programs along with

the City of Houston and also Harris County.

KIIT~15



5. Discussion of a lefter initiated by Texas to New Mexico stating agroo-
ments mado by the two states at the meeting In El Paso, Llotter reitor-
ates a, discussion by the two states regarding interstato cooporation for
Implementation Pian purposes.

Sevon points agreed on as follows:

(1) Air quality data for interstate regions (SAROAD Forms) quarterly.
{2) Emissions data as requested for interstate regions.
(3) The semi-annual report required by paragraph 420.7, Federal Reqgister
No. 158, August i4, 1971, for the applicable interstate roglons.
(4) Atmospheric Stagnation Advisories (inversions) affecting lnterstate
regions wili! be communicated to affected states.
‘{5) Copies of our sampling methods and the chemical analyses atfendant
: " thereto as the mothods are developed and published.
{6) Coples of all regulations as adopted.
{7) Notification of public hearings on actions having an interstate
impact.

6. Discussion of Mr, Trygg's letter to Mr. Bob Blanche in reply to his letter,
It was agreed that there should be no federal representation at this type
of interstate meeting,

7. Committee talked about an "expression of Intent"”, (statement of intent).

8. Organization of a commlttee. A representative from each state to meet
semi-annually - mutual agreement for representatives to meet not {ess
than semi-annually. This is not an Interstate Pact.

9, Statement was made and agreed to that it is not the Intent of the Committes
to set policy. We are not trying to set policy but to discuss mutual problems.

10. Other interstate commlttees cooperating are acceptable fo the committee.
It s acceptable in the proposing of this to New Mexico - no objections
4o the exchanges of information.

Il. There was a discussion of the times the federal government came In "coid"
and took over state programs.

12, Discussion of what is involved in the requirements and fuifiliments of
the Impliementation Plan.

I3. Discussion regarding™Resources’ in the Federal Register In respect to 2
state's Implementation Plan. Who is going to furnish money for this ex-
panded program? What if the state legislature cannot provide The necessary
funds? ‘

}4, Discussion of "Classification of Regions". Plan to disagree by us with the
Monroe-El Dorado Region i1 category on SO,.

15. List clrculated so that home phone numbers céuld be listed In the event that

i+ would be necessary to get In touch with someone In another state during
off duty hours.
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6.

17,

18,

9.

20,

21.

Reports -~ STAPPA working to help establish some type of communication
between our group and the federal government. STAPPA has got the fed-
era) goverament to reduce some of thelr positions on reports, duplica-
tion of effort, etc.

Legal Authority - Attorney General's letter,

Legal Authority in regard to motor vehicles, in legislature motor vehicle
legal autherity was not deemed necessary,

Discussion of effort 1o have samp!ing stations set up so that you can get
good as well as bad. It is the Intent Fo report air quality data that is
representative of the area Involved. Most of the present data is from bad
locations and is misleading.

Mention made of hearing dates for Implementation Plans:

Texas -~ December 9, {0, and [!, in Austin.

Oklahoma - December |4 and 16, in Okiahoma City.

Arkansas -~ December 10, {n Little Rock.
loulsiana ~ December 22 is only a tentative date, in New Orleans.

* Next mesting of Texas, louislana, Oklahoma, and Arkansas Air Pollution Con-

trol representatives was set for Aprii 1972, in Little Rock, Arkansas,
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November 22, 1971

Mr. Larry J. Gordon, Director

New Mexico Environmental Improvement Agency
Post Office Box 2348

Santa Fe, New Mexico

Dear Mr. Gordon:

It was a pleasure to meet with Messrs. Cubia Clayton, Robert Harley,
Richard Reidy, and Ken Hargis of your staff on October 28, in El Paso
to discuss interstate cooperation.

I believe the meeting was very profitable and the agreements made
should more than adegquately fulfill the requirements of Paragraph
420,21, Federal Register No. 158, August 14, 1971.

There was detailed discussion on many aspects of both our plans and,
as I am sure you are aware, we have many similar problems. In addi-
tion to the draft copy of our plan given to Mr. Clayton, my staff
will send you the follewing information at the intervals specified:

l. Air quality data quarterly for Texas Regions 2, 6, and 11
{(map attached).

2. Emissions data as requested for Regions 2, 6, and 1l.

3. The semi-annual report reguired by Paragraph 420.7,
Federal Register No. 158, August 14, 1971.

4. Atmospheric Stagnation Advisories originating from the
Fort Worth weather office. It is assumed that those
originating from Albuquerque will be routinely transmitted
to us and the El1 Pasoc Program.

5. Copies of our sampling methods and the corresponding
analysis. (As the methods are developed and published.)
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Mr. Larry J. Gordon Page 2 November 22, 1971

6. Notification of public hearings on actions having an
interstate impact. The Implementation Plan hearing
notice is attached.

7. Copies of all Regulations as adopted.

We further agreed that if problems requiring cooperative action
occurred in the El Paso-Las Cruces area, the local program director,
Mr. John Morrison (215--543-3834) should be the first point of con-
tact. If assistance is required from the Texas State level, Mr.
Morrison will initiate the request. Action on problems occcurring
outside of these areas will be coordinated at the State level. Of
course, there is nothing in any of these ccordinating actions that
should be interpreted as preventing either of us, or our staff mem-
bers, from directly exchanging information at any time.

I was most impressed, as were members of my staff, in the profes-
sionalism, sincerity, and perception of your personnel. You are

certainly fortunate to have such outstanding employees.

Sincerely vyours,

Charles R. Barden, P. E.
Executive Secretary
Texas Air Control Board

Enclosures
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