














































 1

 
 
 
 
 
March 31, 2008 
 
Ms. Susanna Hildebrand 
Air Quality Division Director 
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, Texas 78711-3087 
 
Dear Susanna Hildebrand, 
 
Enclosed are additional comments from the Houston Regional Group and Lone 
Star Chapter of the Sierra Club (Sierra Club) regarding our initial input into the 
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality’s (TCEQ) Houston-Galveston-
Brazoria (HGB) Eight-Hour Ozone State Implementation Plan (SIP) planning 
process. 
 
1) The presentation on March 25, 2008, about the planning process, could have 
been made less technical and more interesting.  Most people are not interested 
in learning about how the complicated air quality grid model works.  Some 
discussion of the modeling is important.  But to talk more than 50% of the time 
about modeling is not the best used of time.  If TCEQ is going to go into this 
much detail it should state clearly why the modeling has failed in the past, what 
has been done to make it operate better, and what makes TCEQ believe this 
model will succeed this time. 
 
What would have made more sense would be to talk about the emissions 
inventory and its accuracy, the results of the TexAQII and its applicability to the 
SIP planning process, what control technologies are available, and what TCEQ 
investigations have shown regarding where emissions come from and industry 
compliance.  It would also have made sense to discuss some of the control 
measures (strategies) so people know what they are.  The Sierra Club believes 
TCEQ lost a golden opportunity to conduct environmental education for the 
public regarding the SIP planning process and air pollution. 
 
2) The TCEQ should let the public know how many more ozone, nitrogen oxides 
(NOx), volatile organic compounds (VOC), and other ambient monitors are 
needed so that better modeling can be done and where these monitors should be 
located.  The presentation showed that except for most of Harris County, most 
other counties either have no monitors (Fort Bend and Waller Counties) or very 
few (Montgomery, Liberty, Chambers, Galveston, and Brazoria).  It is obvious, for 
instance, that additional monitors in rural areas are needed for transport and 
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biogenic emissions information.  Discussion about these issues in the 
presentation would have been helpful for public environmental education. 
 
3) The presentation about control strategy planning was not imaginative and 
helpful to the public.  What was requested was highly detailed, technical, and 
economic information to determine the feasibility of air pollution control 
measures.  With the exception of industry, very few interests and certainly not 
most the general public, has this information or is capable of developing this 
information.  To the Sierra Club this presentation was intimidating to people and 
the message was:  air quality control is too technical for you, the public, so you 
better leave it to us to decide. 
 
An opportunity was missed to talk about air pollution control equipment and 
techniques, what has proven to work, what has been implemented in the past, 
what equipment has cost, what best available control technology and lowest 
achievable emissions rate air pollution control technology is, where it has been 
implemented, and what the results have been. 
 
In our view the presentation on control strategy planning prevents the public from 
participating and certainly does not bring the information down to a level that 
most people can understand.  The Sierra Club urges the TCEQ to make its 
presentations, not pro forma, but understandable and an opportunity for 
environmental education for the public.  There are people within TCEQ (small 
business assistance employees, for instance) who know how to make technical 
information understandable to the public.  The Sierra Club urges that TCEQ use 
these employees or others who have a track record of making technical 
information understandable to the public, for the SIP planning process. 
 
4) The Sierra Club urges TCEQ, especially since it appears there will be a lot of 
time to reach attainment (perhaps 2019, which is 12 years) to conduct research 
on the amount of air pollution that different vehicles emit during actual, in motion, 
trips.  This information is crucial for the improvement of MOBILE6 and its 
variants, would make the grid modeling immeasurably more precise, and would 
make prediction of ozone attainment more accurate.  If TCEQ decides not to 
conduct this research then it should attempt to get others to do this or use 
existing information to more accurately depict the typical driving trip that 
MOBILE6 depends on for emissions estimation and mobile source inventories. 
 
5) The Sierra Club finds it remarkable that during the entire presentation the 
massive inaccuracy of the emissions inventory was not mentioned.  The 
emissions inventory determines the entire ballgame, as we discussed with Dick 
Karp after the meeting.  The accuracy or inaccuracy of the emissions inventory is 
the crucial question that must be answered when using the grid model.  It is 
obvious that one of the major reasons why the HGB area has never come close 
to achieving the ozone standard is that TCEQ and its predecessor agencies have 
consistently underestimated the emissions that industry and other sources emit 
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into the air.  TCEQ must acknowledge its mistakes to the public, which are 
owners of TCEQ, and state what it will do so these mistakes are not repeated.  
That is one of the reasons that the Sierra Club suggested in our first letter that an 
additional 20-30% ozone precursor emission reduction be added to any modeling 
percent reduction outcome determined necessary for attainment. 
 
6) The new ozone standard (0.075 ppm eight hour standard) should be the goal 
for attainment for the modeling that is conducted.  The Sierra Club understands 
that the Environmental Protection Agency will develop a schedule for 
implementation of the ozone standard.  However, since the new ozone standard 
has been determined and is real we need to aim for what the real goal is:  clean 
air that is healthy to breath.  Meeting the 0.08 ppm eight hour ozone standard will 
not achieve this clean air goal.  The 0.08 ppm eight hour ozone standard is now 
obsolete and we must pursue the more protective clean air goal (0.075 ppm 
ozone eight hour standard) that has been approved.  
 
The Sierra Club appreciates this opportunity to comment.  Thank you.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
Brandt Mannchen 
Air Quality Issue Chair 
Lone Star Chapter of the Sierra Club 
Chair, Air Quality Committee 
Houston Regional Group of the Sierra Club 
5431 Carew 
Houston, Texas 77096 
713-664-5962 
brandtshnfbt@juno.com 
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