Corpus Christi Air Quality Group Meeting
October 29, 2019
Attendees
	Name
	Affiliation
	Name
	Affiliation

	David Krebs
	San Patricio Co. Judge
	Kristen Crow
	Caller-Times

	David Cook
	Mirage, CCREDC
	Glenda Swierc
	MIEC

	Cathy Barnard
	Retired
	Jane Gimler
	CCREDC

	Wm. Goldston
	CCREDC 
	Daniel Clark
	CCREDC, SPEDC, Core 

	Jessica Muennick
	Cheniere
	Joe Miller
	TAMUCC

	Dewey Magee
	Cape
	Muyoung Squire
	MSE

	Austin Taylor
	MIEC
	Ian Vasey
	CCREDC

	Will Nichols
	Core Engineering
	Trent Thigpen
	TAMUCC

	Rob McDonald
	MPO
	Bob Paulison
	Port Industries

	Darcy Schroeder
	Valero
	Isabel Palacios
	Voestalpine

	Ginny Cross
	United CC Chamber
	John Larue
	United CC Chamber

	Sarah Garza
	Port of Corpus Christi
	Christine Bryer
	CCRDC

	Beth Becerra
	Gulf Coast Ventures
	Isabel Rivera
	Gulf Coast Ventures

	Matt Garcia
	TXOGA
	Colleen Johnson
	EarthCon Consultants

	Chris Hamilton
	Stream Construction
	Cathy Skurow
	City of Portland

	Rick Mendoza
	Citgo
	Zulema Garcia
	Citgo

	Sharon Bailey Murphey
	City of Corpus Christi
	Troy Penshorn
	Voestalpine

	Dennis Taylor
	Voestalpine
	Andrew Kiss
	Port of Corpus Christi

	Molly Martin
	NuStar
	Randy Wright
	City of Portland

	Leah Olivarri
	Olivarri Assoc
	Melissa Zamora
	Individual

	Roger TenNapel
	Flint Hills 
	Brent Moore
	HDR

	Andrew Franzone
	Oxy Chem
	Christina Guzman
	Citgo

	Gretchen Arnold 
	Chair
	
	


Meeting Notes
Ian Vasey opened the meeting with a thank you to Foster Edwards and the San Patricio Economic Development Corporation for sponsoring the lunch.  Ian went on to share with the group that it is important to attain ozone standards and have a good understanding of what ozone attainment means for the region.  The meeting was very well attended.  Since many of the attendees were participating in a Corpus Christi Air Quality Group meeting for the first time, individual introductions around the room were made.  
The history of the Corpus Christi Air Quality Group was presented.  Information included the beginning of the group in 1995 when the Corpus Christi urban airshed was close to violating ozone standards.  A voluntary ad-hoc group was established to address the immediate issue and the group remains active today as a voluntary group that: through its broad range of participants, works to secure funding, provide research, and design and deliver programs and efforts to reduce ozone causing emissions.  
The make-up of the Corpus Christi Urban Airshed as defined by the EPA and TCEQ was presented to the group.  The TCEQ and EPA define the Corpus Christi Urban Airshed as being comprised of both Nueces and San Patricio counties since emissions from sources in both counties interact to influence the level of ozone in the airshed.  The group was informed that if a Corpus Christi monitor slides into non-attainment of ozone standards, all of Nueces and San Patricio counties are designated as non-attainment.  It was demonstrated later in the meeting that multi-county urban airsheds are common.  The Austin airshed is comprised of 5 counties and the San Antonio airshed is comprised of 8 counties.  
Information on how ozone attainment is determined and the status of ozone attainment for the Corpus Christi urban airshed was provided.  The attainment status of an airshed is determined by taking the 3-year rolling average of the 4th highest level of ozone recorded at regulatory monitor at the end of each year.  This 3-year rolling average of the 4th highest level of ozone at a regulatory monitor must not exceed 70 parts per billion (ppb).  Should an area fall into nonattainment, it is typically a 23 year period of time before an attainment status can be realized again in the airshed.  This 23-year period is comprised of a 3-year rolling average evaluation period followed by two 10-year maintenance periods.  

In order for Corpus Christi to remain in attainment for ozone through the 2019 ozone season, the 4th high eight-hour average ozone reading at both regulatory monitor #4 and regulatory monitor #21 must be under 88 ppb.  Current 4th high ozone levels for 2019 as of October 28, 2019 is 62 ppb at regulatory air monitor #4 and 58 ppb at regulatory air monitor #21.  
Information was provided about the serious economic consequences of being designated as nonattainment for ozone.  A study to identify the cost of nonattainment to the Austin area was provided to the group.  The Austin study identified an annual cost of $0.09 billion - $1.4 billion per year for each year classified as non-attainment should the area be designated non-attainment for ozone.  A study to identify the cost of nonattainment to the San Antonio area was provided.  The San 
Antonio study identified an annual cost of $117 million - $1 billion per year for each year classified as nonattainment. It was explained that the cost of nonattainment incurred by an airshed is unique to each airshed depending on that airshed’s major sources of ozone causing emissions. Sarah Garza with the Port of Corpus Christi was introduced.  Sarah shared with the group the results of a study the Port asked TriCord Consulting to prepare that would identify the permitting cost to do business in attainment Corpus Christi vs. nonattainment Corpus Christi. TriCord consulting reported that a minor source facility would incur a permitting cost in an attainment Corpus Christi of approximately $20,000 - $40,000 vs. $100,000 - $150,000 in nonattainment Corpus Christi.   A major source facility would incur permitting costs of approximately $100,000 - $200,000 in an attainment Corpus Christi vs. $250,000 – $400,000 + the purchase of emissions offsets in a nonattainment Corpus Christi.  Sarah also shared with the group that the Port has recently commissioned a study to be performed by Dr. Jim Lee at Texas A&M University-Corpus Christi to identify the annual cost to the Corpus Christi urban airshed should the airshed be declared nonattainment.   A copy of Dr. Lee’s workplan was provided to the group.  Sarah stated the Port has sponsored the $20,000 study and it is anticipated to be completed and presented in the Spring of 2020.    The group was informed that small businesses such as gasoline stations, dry cleaners, auto paint and body shops, etc. also incur costs with additional permitting and regulatory requirements.  These small businesses are heavily affected because they do not have the environmental staff or resources to keep up with and maintain the additional requirements.  
A checklist of voluntary emission reduction activities and policies that small businesses and industry can commit to was provided to the group.  The checklist included websites for resources to establish the various emission reduction programs or policies.  It was suggested to the group that existing and prospective businesses that emit air emissions be required to commit to some of the programs or policies on the list in an effort to protect our airshed’s attainment status.  
The status of legislative funding provided to the airshed was presented to the group.  Sharon Bailey-Murphey with the City of Corpus Christi stated that resolutions and letters of support to receive funding are being collected and submitted to TCEQ.  Workplan discussions will then take place with TCEQ.  Allowable activities that can be funded are modeling, monitoring and emissions inventories.    

The floor was opened up for questions and discussion.  Ian Vasey commented that potential businesses have shared with him that they would expect to pay $150 million more if they were siting in a nonattainment community.  Ian stressed the importance of due diligence by requiring voluntary emission reductions programs and not “killing the golden goose’ that is our hard earned attainment status of ozone standards.  Foster Edwards stated that he thinks most larger companies are tuned in to the importance of attainment and that the checklist distributed was a good manual for best practices to ask of businesses seeking to locate in our airshed.  The group discussed that large business is only part of our airshed emissions.  John LaRue and Gretchen shared that a local emission inventory identified on road vehicles and off road construction and recreation equipment created over 30% of our airshed ozone forming emissions.  

Changing the name of the Corpus Christi Air Quality Group to a name that more accurately identifies the airshed of Nueces and San Patricio counties was discussed.  Concerns were raised about the regulatory and census impact of changing the name of the group.  Gretchen explained that the airshed legal and regulatory definition is already set by the EPA and TCEQ as Nueces and San Patricio counties and that the name of the group is more informal. Various name options were suggested and were narrowed down to 3 options; Coastal Bend Air Quality Coalition, Corpus Christi Regional Air Quality Group, and Nueces Bay Air Quality Coalition.  A show of hands indicated that Corpus Christi Regional Air Quality Group was favored but after the meeting several attendees expressed confusion and wanted to reconsider.  Another vote with more information provided ahead of time will be taken at the next meeting.  
Next Steps

Continue work with the United CC Chamber of Commerce and Regional Economic Development Corporations for voluntary emission reduction commitments.

Provide information and an opportunity to vote on new group name

Corpus Christi cost of nonattainment study

