- DisCussion w'ithﬁ ateSt s

- Discussion with EPA

 Formal

- SIP Language (and supportlng Materlal)
» 60 Days BEFORE Public Hearmg
. State response to FLM comments
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FWS / NPS Letter

— Area of Influence

— Reasopable Progfess Gozls 2
— Fire

— Regional Consistency

— Verification and Contingencies
— Coordination and Consultation
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Uncontrollable Emissions

 International
— Long Range Transport
— International Shipping
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* SIP should “request” EPA actlo fitsees
major impacts from these Sources




=0 SIP must antumpate variations from

preéi:ted future conditions

. Flve-year review step should address
major deviations from the predlcted
emissions amounts oF dlstnbutlon




FLM Emphasis

FLM community iIs relying on EPA to assure SIP
commitments are enforceable

FLM revievwill not-he Iookmg for
“completeness" butat component content

State -sheuld explain how itdetermined
reasonable progress goals based on the
technical data and statutory factors

We encourage the state to take a broad look at
the benefits of improving air quality when
establishing RP goals




Coordmated Effort

“Northern Class I Areas” assessment grougk S
best consultation effort i |n the country '

1 e quiordlnated ELM review among the thrg,e
agencies

= Fire pollc_y _
— Support for FCLM¥ield personnel



