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Introduction

German clergymaMartin Niemd | e r 6 squdtéacandeifsund in various versions
and is hard to pin dowmowever his meaning is crystal clear: if we as a society refuse to
address oppression of the fAothero, who wil/l
This has seldom beartearerthan demonstrated bgcentprivatemeetings between the
North Carolina Division of Air Quality, legislative staff, and industry. Althougt all of the
documents havbeen provided, what is clear is that deals are being made outsigataic
view, in order to benefit certain industridResearch has showapeatedlyhat polluting
industry locates in areas that are less afflwewd have little political power. Thus, it stands
to reason that the current deregulatory frenzy at the North Carolina Stase ill not
affect those with uptown address€mmunities of Color and the poor will continue tdbear

the costf strippingregulations designed to protect public health.

! http://www.history.ucsb.edu/faculty/marcuse/niem.htm



http://www.history.ucsb.edu/faculty/marcuse/niem.htm
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The History of the North Carolina Air
Toxics Program

Louis Zeler, Science Director

Il n the 198006s North Carolina establisdhed regu
chemicals which are irritants, acute or chronic toxicants, or carcinogens. The change was

prompted by rising levels of public concexbout pollution and health. The NC Environmental
Management Commission was empowered by state law and executive order to control toxic air
pollution? Thi s aut hority flows from North Carolina
resources of the State belong to the peopleo
designed to protect human health, to prevent injury to plant and anieyabliprevent damage to

public and private property, to insure the continued enjoyment of the natural attractions of the

State, to encourage the expansion of employment opportunities, to provide a permanent

foundation for healthy industrial development andecure for the people of North Carolina,

now and in the futur e, the ben®ficial uses of

In 1985, the NC Division of Environmental Managenidsgigan to develop a program to reduce

toxic air pollutants. At the request DEM, the NC Academy of Sciences developed a method

2NC General Statut® 143215.107 Air quality standards andlassifications

® Article 21, Water and Air Resources, Part 1. Organization and Powers Generally; Control of P, 1,
Declaration of public policy

* The NC Division of Environmental Management was later reorganized to become the NC Depaftment
Environment and Natural Resources with divisions for air quality, water quality, etc.
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of establishing acceptable ambient levels of air toxins for the protection of public health. The
North Carolina Air Toxics Program evolved fro
based on theategorization of pollutants by toxicity at ambient levels; that is, the actual level in

the air we breathe.

The principal requirement of the TAP regul ati
toxic air pollutant in such quantities that may awr contribute beyond the premises (adjacent
property boundary) to any significant ambient concentration that may adversely affect human

h e a P fThis law included a list of regulated pollutants and specific AALs, or acceptable

ambient levels, for pesds of thour, 24hour or annual averaging periods.

The NC Academy of Sciences recommended a combined technology and risk assessment based
system for setting each toxic air pollutant level. For known carcinogens, the level was an
additional risk of onen-a-million, for probable carcinogens, one in 100 thousand. For irritants

and toxicants, the level was‘observeeeffectslevels.

In 1988,North Carolina commissioned a study of the economic impacts of state regulations
limiting the emission of toxiair pollutants’ The study selected 325 of the 3000 permitted air
pollution sources across the state and found that 26% emitted air toxics above trace amounts but

that only 3% would experience significant economic impacts if required to meet the nesw limit

b/ NBIdzA L GAZ2Y wmp! b/!/ H5EOumMANS G¢2EAO ! ANt 2ffdzil yd |
Radian Corporation report cited in footnote 2.

*AiaSaayYSyild 2F GKS 902y2YAO LYLI OG& 2cFinabRepultRadidnl N2t Ayl Q&
Corporation, Research Triangle Park, NC, April 27, 1988
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The study was conservative and targeted the most likely sources of toxics for this study; in other
words, a smaller percentage of emitters and significant economic impacts would be found

overall.

In 1990,the ScientificAdvisory Board on Toxic Air Pilutants (SAB) was established. The role
of the SAB was to evaluate chemical toxins and recommend AALs based on its analysis of

scientific, peerreviewed health studies.

Under pressure from major industry groups, in 1995 the NC General Assembly dihected
Environmental Review Commission, a legislative body, to reevaluate the existing TAP program

and to eliminate possible overlap or duplication with the 1990 amendments to Title Il of the

Clean Air Act which regulates hazardous air pollutahtBhe federal law sets maximum

achievable control technology, or MACT, standards for 187 air toxins, a list which includes all

but 21 NC TAPs. However, the toxins regulated by North Carolina but unregulated by the Clean

Air Act include irritants, toxicants and @anogens such as nitric acid, mercury vapor and
hexachlorodibenzp-d i o x i n. The ERCO6s A withregreseniatovess froho r K i n
industry, government, law firms and environmentalgréupsn ve st i gat ed ways t o
regulatory burden permittee f aceo i n meeting the state stand
representatives sought to eliminate state regulation of as many TAPs as possible, whether they
were regulated by the federal Clean Air Act or not. But some members of the Working Group

held firm stating:

"NC General Assembly Studies Act of 1995, Part XVIII, Chapter 52, 1995 SessléausaBil898
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AThe AALs i mplemented by the North Carolina A
and established to protect human health. Federal MACT standards, in contrast, merely

implement currently available technology in selected industriesiegniftrge quantities of

HAPs nationally. The MACT standards are not based upon a measurement débhszar

pollutant concentratt o ut si de t he premises of the per mit:t

AALs %re. o

The Working Group did recommend altey the process by which AALs are evaluated, with

DENR referring chemicals for study, the SAB providing risk assessment and the Environmental
Management Commission responsible for risk management. Risk assessment is the
measurement of hazard presenteclmpemical or physical agent. Risk management is the
decision making process for reducing risk to a given level. Over the years the original list of 116

TAPs has been reduced to 97, but the program remains largely intact.

Nort h Car obasenamtoxics rhles and thénfederal MACT are neither duplicative nor

equi valent . The Environment al Protection Age
control technologies to reduce t-oagzedAMd does no
standardsal . Federal regulations do not protect pu

because a pollution source 100 yards away from a community will have a vastly greater impact
than the same pollution source 200 yards, 500 yards or 1000 yards away. Faasibis

regulating pollution levels strictly by setting technology standards can never provide the same

® Final Report to the North Carolina Environmental Management Commjigsiofoxics Working Group, A Study
Directed by the Environmental Review Commission Pursuant to the Studies Act of 1995
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|l evel of protection as controlling the actual
acceptable ambient levels take into account the distasfremokestacks from property lines and

from peopleds homes.
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Fast Forward to 2012: A is for Arsenic

Therese VickCommunity Organizer

ol f yOU poi son us, do we not di e?6

{ K&t 20132 Ay 2 AThe MdrciantfofVerijc& a LIS NB Qa

Arsenic has been much in the news lately, recently found in eggs, chicken and apple juice. A

quick search on Google news turns up dozens of rebldtgever, the arsenic story of most

concern to North Carolinians, an example of the assault on North Galsn {basedlait h

toxics regulations is not being tolfio see a snapshotofwhats ahead for North C
toxics standards, one has only to look at what has been occurring at the staiem&ndihg this

well-known poison and carcinogeincreasinglyshown tohavealarming endocrine disrupting

effects®

On Thursday, October 13 2011, the North Carolina DinigibAir Quality (DAQ) published the
North CarolinaSciec e Ad v i s or y fiDBEfhRisk Aséessménsfér Brsenic and
InorganicArsenic @ mp o u n ther avebsitedor public comment. Th8AB recommends

i ncreasi ng d\taorrent acceftabierit lavd’dAAL) f o r  a 9-fs @ IN'dTteo

° Dartmouth Toxic Metals Superfund Research Project: Arsenic as an endocrine diBnagéot leader Joshua W.
Hamilton Ph.D. Senior Scientist

19 Acceptable Ambient Level (AAL) is the ambient concentration of a toxic polluttre ptoperty boundary.
http://daqg.state.nc.us/rules/rules/Q0709.pdf

M1 Risk Assessmeéfor Arsenic: Draft for Public Comment



http://www.dartmouth.edu/~toxmetal/research-projects/1-arsenic.html
http://www.dartmouth.edu/~toxmetal/research-projects/1-arsenic.html
http://daq.state.nc.us/rules/rules/Q0709.pdf
http://daq.state.nc.us/toxics/risk/sab/ra/Risk_Assessment_for_Arsenic_DRAFT_FOR_PUBLIC_COMMENT.pdf
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North CarolinaScience Advisory Boar(SAB) on Toxic air Pollutantéwaschartered by the

Secretary of the Department of Environment and Natural Resources to make recommendations to
the Environmental Management Commission (ENM®minimize thepotential healthhazards

resulting from toxic air pollution[emphasis added]. & The charter itseliefines this

responsibility further:

Section Il.Functiors

(2) The Boardshall have the following duties

(e) To recommend airborne concentration
ri skso to the Director of the Division
Management Commission (EMC) for regulation that mihimize adverse

health responses in the erped citizennand to advise the EMC of the scientific

basis of these recommendatigasiphasis added]...*

The SAB is comprised afix members, all with toxicological, epidemiological and/or medical

backgrounds. The current members are:

Thomas B. Starr, Ph.D. Chair

Woodkall Stopford, MD, MSPH

2 Science Advisory Board on Toxic Air Pollutants

13 Science Advisory Board Charter



http://daq.state.nc.us/toxics/risk/sab/
http://daq.state.nc.us/toxics/risk/sab/SAB_Charter.pdf
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Elaina M. Kenyon, Ph.D., DABT

Ivan Rusyn, MD, Ph.D.

Helen Cunny, Ph.D., DABT

David Dorman, DVM, Ph.D., DABVT, DABT

BREDLsubmi tted comment s o0 pnpdoastiinogn tphoei nStAxK®nOgs o uvetc o
effectsasve |l | as askiWmti ndesquestioon,i nllustries) ar
change the acceptable ambient level of arséfiEhis recommendation was scheduled to be

voted on by the Board November 30, 2011 at thé' bédeting, which was heloy

teleconference. Because of BREPAmmentsijt was decided to postpone the decision until the

January 2012 meetin@uring the public comment portion of the teleconference BRERH

personTherese Vickasked where this request initially came from. Starr answered that the

request had come from theNh CarolinaDivision of Air Quality. It was explained that certain

areas in North Carolina fAroutdfheheg XETE®E dAM hie:
Air Toxi cs Re pmedianarsersictoacentrations rmeadured aéiross the state in

2009 exceed the AAL for arsenic by8Btimeso *’

14 BREDL Comments Arsenic AAL

PCNRY ¢KSNB&AS +ADDAGNRT SHT 20FK 8§ KBA N il 2 ND & {
The minutes from the meeting have not yet bgaublished.

O
>
w
<
O«
w
Py
Q

8 One Hundred Fifjfrourth Meeting of the Science Advisory Board on Toxic Air PolltRanteedings of the
October 27, 2010 Teleconference

172009 Annual Air Toxics Report" Division of Air Quality Toxics Protection Branch October 2010



http://www.bredl.org/pdf3/TVickBREDLCommentsNCSABArsenic.pdf
http://daq.state.nc.us/toxics/risk/sab/proceed/154.pdf
http://daq.state.nc.us/toxics/risk/sab/proceed/154.pdf
http://daq.state.nc.us/toxics/risk/2009_aatr_final.pdf

Page| 10

This admissionwasshockingd DAQ wasacknowledginghatrather than investigatingays to

bring these areas into compliance with the current, more praestindard, they were

proposing to change the standard insteBden members of the SAB pointed out tiielower

bound ofthpr oposed AAL was fAcoincidentally c¢close t

monitoring sf¥tes around NC. 0o

OEven the i@dtéds i n on

-Mortimer BrewsteArsenic and Old Lace

Because of these troubling admissioBREDL staffe Therese Vick begainvestigating the

history behind the reevaluatioAfter a review of DAQ documents and several web searches, it

became clear that thepetus lehind the requested changas likely coming from influences

outside of NCDENRF o r e x a mpPISE Prelimimary Reéview niodification 300
construction/operation permit (Draft Revision 8, July 20l As si st ant Secretary) o
Cemen Company LLC (aka Titan Cememijoposed to be located in Castle Hayne, North

Caroling the modeled arsenic levedse at30% of the AALd accordingtdhec o mpany és own
modeling and after pollution contrafhe amounbf arsenic potentiallyemittedinto the air of the

surrounding communitigs significant and dangeroubn the DraftRevision DAQ attempts to

diminishthe potential concern ovehese levelby sayiy A Fi nal | y'°Advidorg Sci ent i

18 Comment by Dr. Ivan Rusy®AB member, One hundred $%ih Meeting of the Science Advisory Board on Toxic
Air PollutantsProceedings of the October 11, 2011 Teleconference

PIAAZG2NAOLE b20SY ¢KS a{OASYyOS ! ROA&A2NE .21 NRQ sl & 1y2


http://daq.state.nc.us/toxics/risk/sab/proceed/160.pdf
http://daq.state.nc.us/toxics/risk/sab/proceed/160.pdf
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Board is considring adjusting the Arsenic AAR® As troubling as 30% is, it pales in

comparison to the almost 48% of the AAtodeledn an earlier draff?

Industry is certainly following thisnpposed change very closggnd tleir relationship with the
DAQ is inappropriate at bedndustry admits thagources are having problems meeting the
arsenic AAL.Trinity Consultants, a North Carolina environmém@nsulting firmposted this on

their website:

A Br a variety of emission sour&3, particularly combustion sources, the ais&AL

has often been problematic in TAP air dispersion modelingome cases, affected
facilities have had to improve pollution control systems, increase stack heights or place
operational limits to demonstrate compliance with the arseAls(L)[emphasis

added]o?

At the November 2010 meeting of the SABendan Davey, DAQ staff from the Asheville
Regional Officer e mar ked t hat @Athere are a few combust

are having difficulty complying with the AAL for aent given current regulationg® and that

% North Carolina Division of Air Quality: PSD Preliminary Review Draft Revision 8 July 2011

24¢KS FANI G2EAOE Y2RSfAY3 AYRAOFIGSR GKIFG FNBASYAO 61 a |
(SAAC)a &2YS f20FGA2ya | f 2MdhhGakiba DivisiGniof Alr Qualityt BEP Pisliiifiady f A y S d¢
Review Draft Revision 9 Sember 2009

22 Trinity Consultants News: Increased AAL for Arsenic

% n a January 5, 20¥mailto Therese Vick, Brendan Davey listed these three companies as exceeding thee
arsenic AALBlue Ridge Paper in Canton, Jackson Paper Manufacturing Company in Silva, and Zickgraf Hardwood
Flooring Company in Franklin


http://ncair.org/permits/psd/docs/titan/titan_rev_08262011.pdf
http://ncair.org/permits/psd/docs/titan/Preliminary%20Determination%20-%20Carolinas%20Cement%20Company.pdf
http://ncair.org/permits/psd/docs/titan/Preliminary%20Determination%20-%20Carolinas%20Cement%20Company.pdf
http://www.trinityconsultants.com/Templates/TrinityConsultants/News/Article.aspx?id=3695
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ithe control technology MrDavelvasspealdnmofBlsei ons i
Ridge Paper in Canton, Jackson Paper Manufacturing Comparlyana®id Zickgraf

Hardwood Flooring Company in Franklin, NC (See footnote 28)a later meeting, SAB

member Dr. Woodhall Stopford ask why the arsenic AAL was being reviewed. He was told that
ADAQ needs to have the ar seni catiohf\de aboeethee wed b
AAL across the state and the DAQ has been tasked by the EMC (Environmental Management
Commission) to do a combustion source evaluation bedmilses have been exempt from

Toxics regulationsY” Operating facilities are not the onlgmpanies which have an interest in
higher arsenic AALG6s. The North Carolina Legi
certain percentage of electricity from poultry mand@féibrowatt, a company that has been

attempting to locate in Sampson Coyrand Poultry Power, who has proposed a facility in

Montgomery County both stand to benefit from a higher limit of arsemissions.

The Division of Air Quality performed A Toxi cs Emi ssions Evaluati ol

L i t t" ®he madleling DAQ evaluated showed that:

AiThe model results provide that the arsenic emissions are the limiting pollutant with

% One Hundred FiftFifth Meeting of the Science Advisory Board on Toxic Air Polluf@rdseedings of the
November 17, 2010 Teleconference

. Reginald Jordan, DAQ Toxics Protection BramehHundred FiftBixth Meeting of the Science Advisory
Board on Toxic Air Pollutant8roceedings of the January 26, 2011 Teleconference

%aNC poultry litterfired generating plants under consideration”

#’agenda Item 13 March 2009



http://daq.state.nc.us/toxics/risk/sab/proceed/155.pdf
http://daq.state.nc.us/toxics/risk/sab/proceed/155.pdf
http://daq.state.nc.us/toxics/risk/sab/proceed/156.pdf
http://daq.state.nc.us/toxics/risk/sab/proceed/156.pdf
http://www.wattagnet.com/5938.html
http://www.ncair.org/Calendar/Planning/March2009AQC/Agenda_13.pdf
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NC Toxics based on the estimated emissiboisthe given plant characteristics, the arsenic

emissiongesulted in an ambient@ncentration that is 277% of theAAL[e mp hasi s added]

oOoLook, you can''t do things |like that! N

to you. But, it's not only against the

-Mortimer BrewstelArsenic and Old Lace

At the November 162011 meeting of the Air Quality Committee of the EMC, DAQ Director
Sheila Holman remarked that directed by the Chairs of the Environmental Review Cammissi
DAQ was meeting with industrooking at the air toxics regulatioriBhe revolving door must be
spinning wildly. Meeting attendees included representatives from Duke Energgdthe
Manufacturers and Chemidadustry Council of North Carolin@MCIC). Former NC DENR
employeesGeorge Everetcurrentlywith Duke Powe(formerly with MCIC), wasthe Director

of the North @rolina Division of Environmental Managemeand Preston Howaydurrently

with MCIC, was the Director of the Division of Water Quality and a DENR employee for over
20 years? Legislativestaff facilitatesthese meeting8y statute the meetings can be private,

and some documents heldnfidential. Howeverinformation obtained by BREDL tedithe tale.
On October 26, 2011, DAQ Director Sheila Holman made note of this question:

iHow many sources woul dwrheaw eAseXAkflerded t he

28 preston HowargGeorge Everett

) Notes provided to BREDL by the North Carolina Division of Air Quality


http://www.mcicnc.org/mcicPub/mcic_staff.htm
http://www.duke-energy.com/news/releases/1999/Jan/1999011102.html
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While the question is not attributed to any one personjntisative ofthe tone throughout

meeting notes and emails; industry is rewriting the rules.

o | coul dn't do that. Could vou do that?

quys?d

-Butch Cassidy to the Sundance Kid

Science Advisory Board members are charged with protecting the public health of the people of
North Carolina. However, conflicts of interest can occur, somdemembers of the current

Board have their own skeletons. Dhomas Starr is the NC SAB chairmdr.. Starrhas beem

paid consultant for Philip Morri&*!, a constant critic of the US Environmental Protection

Agencyds di o PH*% andas seeestly ar €01@, a consultant to the American

%0 Health Effects of Exposure to Environrtemobacco Smoke Appendix B Summary of Public Comments and
Responses on the February 1997 Dr@falifornia) Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment

31 Legacy Tobacddocuments LibrarPhilip Morris Glossary of Names

32 L etter to Dr. Kenneth Olden, Director, National Institute for Environmental Health Sciences, February 12, 1999

33 Bo Walhjalt"A Scientific Journal with Industrial Bias as its Specialty, December 2002"

% Thomas B. Starr Ph.D."Significant Shortcomingiseot).S. Environmental Protection Agency's Latest Draft Risk
Characterization for Dioxihike Compounds" June 2001

% ngcientific Debate Continues on DioxiskRi

3 External Peer Review of Recommended Toxicity Equivalency Factors (TEF's) for Human Health Risk Assessments
of Dioxin and Dioxiike Compounds November 4, 2009



http://oehha.ca.gov/air/pdf/append-b.pdf
http://oehha.ca.gov/air/pdf/append-b.pdf
http://legacy.library.ucsf.edu/glossaries/pm_gloss_sn.jsp
http://ntp.niehs.nih.gov/files/starr-02-12-99pdf.pdf
http://www.gbg.bonet.se/bwf/eng/news/2002-12/indBias.html
http://toxsci.oxfordjournals.org/content/64/1/7.full
http://toxsci.oxfordjournals.org/content/64/1/7.full
http://www.thefreelibrary.com/SCIENTIFIC+DEBATE+CONTINUES+ON+DIOXIN+RISK-a016823369
http://www.epa.gov/raf/files/hhtef_peer_rvw_summary_report_110409.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/raf/files/hhtef_peer_rvw_summary_report_110409.pdf
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Forest andPaper Associato.The Ameri can Forest and Paper As:
boiler regulations® Dr. Starr has also opposattempts to regulate particulate maieM) on

behalf of the American Petroleum Institute in testimony before the United Setese. Dr.

Starr ended his t es tmplenmemationwfithe mew stdndasds couldavelle me n t
make things worse rather than betié?.Dr. Starr is not the only SAB member with interesting
connectionsDr. Woodhall Stopford was retained by the Corn Refiners Association to examine

claims that mercury was found pmoducts thatontained high fructose corn syrupr.. Stopford

found no evidence of mercufYyDr . St opfor dés conneclasddatthet o t he

time his report was releasét.

3’American Forest and Paper Association re: EPA's Reanalysis of Key Issues Related toiBitgxand ®esponse
to NAS Comments July 7, 2010

% Conference call January 20, 2@rthjustice.org

39 Testimony of Thomas B Starr, Ph.D. Principal, ENVIRON Corporaliigh RIC before the Senate
Subcommittee on Clean Air, Wetlands, Private Property, and Nuclear Safety

*0"Assessment of Test Results for Mercury in High Fructose Corn Syrup”

“1n These TimesJanuary 2011"



http://yosemite.epa.gov/sab/sabproduct.nsf/359EC01EBC2C6C5A8525775A0075147F/$File/Comments+of+TB+Starr+on+behalf+of+the+Ameri+Forest+and+Paper+Assoc.pdf
http://yosemite.epa.gov/sab/sabproduct.nsf/359EC01EBC2C6C5A8525775A0075147F/$File/Comments+of+TB+Starr+on+behalf+of+the+Ameri+Forest+and+Paper+Assoc.pdf
earthjustice.org
http://epw.senate.gov/105th/sta_4-24.htm
http://epw.senate.gov/105th/sta_4-24.htm
http://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0CB4QFjAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fduketox.mc.duke.edu%2FHFCS%2520test%2520results4.doc&ei=aYADT-OlAZSCtge_9dTQBg&usg=AFQjCNHMlyH440qi1Qx-UzlweliaBZbedw&sig2=9O359uO34jYWzqh18Q2JlA
http://www.inthesetimes.com/pdf/InTheseTimes35-01.pdf
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OEverything&asbBi gger in Te

- Unknown

To support their rationalehé NC SAB is relying heavily othe studies used e draft report
evaluating arsenibealthrisk by the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ).
SAB Chair Dr. Thomas Starr made the recommendéfidhe TCEQ has come under fire for
refusing to allow climate change and human health effects language in a report on Galveston

Bay®is in a fAto the deatho battl e (EPAdverthée

State Implementation Plan (SIPjandTexas faciltesasr e hi gh on EPAO6s nat.

of high-priority polluters whose violations are not being enforcegerly by state regulatory

agencies?>

A controversial figureT CEQd6s chi ef t oxi c ol oiglistedtasan &thor Mi
on the arsenic repoft Dr. Honeycutt has long been a aritif the US EPA, not because the

feder al a g eamuagh; indeeddrd Honegctttrbelieves just the oppositieatfederal

2 One Hundred FifaBeventh Meeting of the Science Advisory Board on Toxic Air Poluanteedings of the
March 30, 2011 Teleconference

43 Censored scientist John Anderson on how to restore sound polidyng to Texas and (maybe sdve Texas
coast

* Correspondence between EPA and TCEQ regarding Texas Air Permitting Program

“Svpoisoned Places: Toxic Air, Neglected Communities”

46 TCE@At it Again”

Uus

c ha

o


http://daq.state.nc.us/toxics/risk/sab/proceed/157.pdf
http://daq.state.nc.us/toxics/risk/sab/proceed/157.pdf
http://sacurrent.com/news/censored-scientist-john-anderson-on-how-to-restore-sound-policy-making-in-texas-and-maybe-save-the-texas-coast-1.1247491
http://sacurrent.com/news/censored-scientist-john-anderson-on-how-to-restore-sound-policy-making-in-texas-and-maybe-save-the-texas-coast-1.1247491
http://www.tceq.texas.gov/permitting/air/announcements/nsr_announce_9_5_07.html
http://www.npr.org/series/142000896/poisoned-places-toxic-air-neglected-communities
http://blogs.edf.org/energyexchange/2010/02/11/tceq-at-it-again/
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standards are too stringeftvo glaring examples: Honeycutstified against tougher ozone and
particulate matter standards in 201Bndd i scount s EPAS developmentalr n abou
effects of mercurystating thati On t he contrary, the Japanese pc
more fish than the US population but only shows positive outcomes; they have lower rates of

coronary heart disease and high 1Q scoré&s.

OArxmsadi bl e. Only once. o0
-Unknown
North Carolinabds ai r ndfarces outside pfithe gubliainterastaarei n d an

pushing the NC Division of Air Qualitytbd ecr i mi nal i z e.&onanurstiesrihatc p o i s
will be living with increased toxic pollution have not been given a seat at the table where their

rights to clean air are being cut awayorder to bring industry into compliance and protect

corporate profits, the Science Advisory Bobavas implicitly tasked with finding justification for

a decision already madeto increase the acceptable ambient level for arsenic. We can no longer

stomach this manipulation of science to benefit corporate greed.

4" Texas requlator critical of EPA"

8 Comments by Michael Honeycutt, Ph.D., with the Texas Commissienvironmental Quality Regarding the
Primary National Ambient Air Standards for Ozone and PM, and the Utility Mact



http://www.reporternews.com/news/2011/oct/04/texas-regulator-critical-of-epa/?partner=RSS
http://science.house.gov/sites/republicans.science.house.gov/files/documents/hearings/100411_Honeycutt.pdf
http://science.house.gov/sites/republicans.science.house.gov/files/documents/hearings/100411_Honeycutt.pdf
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