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» close a looﬁhole in determining the level of control required of
sources emitting toxic pollutants;

. requtfo a pefmit for the operation of exieting and new sources that
emit toxic pollutants in orderto prove that they do not put out

unsafe levels of emissions.

The League of Women Voters of Texas believes that these additional

amendmente to the Clean Air Act are necesssry because the EPA currentl
:-_____‘___.————-'-—"_‘—-* .

regulates only four toxic air pollutants, and mggg,!gxnnnfa;n_:egnlazly
" exposed to these suspect air emissions. : e

"It is to our benefit that deterﬁinntioni be made as expeditiously
as postiﬁlo on these suspected toxic emissions and, once done, that pro-
viatons be mads to protect our citizens' health. We hope that Senator
Bentsen agrees with us and will vote in favor of these amendments to-the

Clean Air Act," said Mrs. Carpenter.

# ¢ & ¢ #













ACID RAIN pH RECORDINGS IN TEXAS

Austin (1975)

Austin (1982 uT)>
Beaumont (1980 TACB)
Beaumont (1981)

Beaumont (1982, TACB)?
Big Bend (1981)

€lear Creek School District (1970's)
Dallas/Ft. Worth (1981)
Dallas/Ft. Wbrth:f1982)2
Galveston County

" Harris County -
Nacogdoches

Odessa

Odessa (1982)%

San Angelo (1975)

San Antonio (1976-77)
Tyler .
Tyler (1982)%

Victoria (1971-77)

pH HIGH

7.7

6.6
6.5

7.6

6.6
6.5

6.1

5.8
5.3

The pH of normal rain is 5.6. Vinegar is 3.0.

Sources: TENRAC Acid Deposition Technical Report Vol. II, 1982
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zfACB telephone conversations (1982)

'BAnatin American Statesman, January 3, 1984
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With the debate over the Clean Air Act (CAA)--now up for renewal--heating up, the LEAGUE OF WOMEN
VOTERS EDUCATION FUND is offering two publications guaranteed to provide a fresh, straightforward
examination of the facts.

Blueprint for Clean Air gives citizens and organizations the accurate background review they need
before speaking out on the CAA's reauthorization. Blueprint lays out, in plain and readable language
...the history of the law--the court fights and the regulations;
..the concepts underlying the law itself and the enforcement approaches now being used;
___health and environmental effects of regulated pollutants and the status of each;
...the lead players in the current fight--and their key arguments. 1981, 8 pp., #BP222, 75¢.

And, for a more general background review, The Dollars and Sense of Environmental Regulation provides
an easy-reading look at the economic aspects of pollution control programs--the benefits, the costs,
and the impacts on jobs, inflation and GNP. Dollars and Sense plunges right into the controversial
areas of cost/benefit analysis, risk/benefit analysis and aTternative approaches to environmental
decision making. 1980, 6 pp.., #BP514, 50¢.

To brief yourself, your members and others in your: Name Date
community on the issues at stake in this key en- : : :
vironmental fight, order Blueprint for Clean Air : Organization
and The Dollars and Sense of Environmental Requ- -

lation. While you're at it, consider these re- : Address
Tated League publications: :

1 City. State Zip
% Coal Use and Clean Air: Goals in Collision? : ALL ORDERS MUST BE PREPAID
focus=s on a dilemma facing us all, as increasing :
coal use impacts on clean-air objectives. 1978, . : :
4pp., #BP179, 30¢. : Pub. # ‘ Quantity Price
: #BP222
% Cleaning Up the Nation's Cities asseses s 4BP514

national efforts and outlines current research :
on pollution control strategies. 1978, 12pp., : #BP179
#BP135, 75¢. :

. #BP135

% Are Jobs Really the Price of a Clean En- : #BP400

vironment? presents facts and viewpoints on : JBP5A5
the alleged conflict between jobs and pollution

control. 1977, 6pp., #BP400, 40¢. : #BP163

#BP613

% A Toxics Primer discusses effects of ex-
posure to toxic materials; defines some tech-
nical terminology; reviews government programs; :
outlines views of public interest groups and : O Please send me a free catalog.
industry. 1979, 12pp., 4x9, #BP545, 40¢. Special mailing

instructions

Total

% Media Kit includes Reaching the Public; : S ; )
Getting into Print; Setting Up a Speakers Bureau; : OPriority Mail, add 20% 50¢ Handling Charge
How to Produce a Slide Show; Breaking into Broad- : [Special Delivery, add (except for Pri-

casting. #BP163, $1. b 0 00/ parce] ority Mail orders)

% Making an Issue of It: The Campaign Hand-  : &Special Handling, add Postage (if other

book gives step-by-step instructions on managing, : 70¢/parcel than: Snduclassh e
coordinating and executing a lobbying campaign. ! Discounts GRAND TOTAL

1976, 12pp., #BP613, 75¢. T 150 conies

15% for 51-500 copies
20% for 501-1,000 copies

USE THIS FORM,
ORDER TODAY!

'X’, LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF THE UNITED STATES
5 v’ 1730 M Street, NW, Washington, DC 20036






This Citizen Information Pamphlet has been prepared by the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency to discuss the specific steps which EPA is
considering to reduce air pollution from gasoline/petroleum sources in
several areas of Texas. It has been written to respond to the questions most
commonly asked by Texans.

This process will be highlighted by a public hearing on EPA’s plan forall
of the affected areas. :

The public hearings will be vital factors in EPA's decisions. Specific
measures which EPA is considering fall into three general categories. These
include:

e Traffic control initiatives ranging from improved mass transit in
heavily polluted areas to programs encouraging carpooling and reduced
automotive traffic from suburbs to central business areas.

® /nspection and maintenance programs to ensure that pollution control
equipment on area automobiles is functioning properly so that emission
standards on new and used vehicles are achieved.

e Controls on non-automotive sources such as crude oil storage vessels
and filling stations that emit gasoline/petroleum type substances.

Several segments of the community will be affected by this program. A
diversity of viewpoints and suggestions have, therefore, been solicited by
EPA in an effort to develop a fair and equitable plan for Texas.

Now it is your turn. You should make certain that your voice is heard at
this important public hearing. You don't have to be & technical genius or a
professional planner to contribute positively to this process. Many of the
ideas that EPA is considering, particularly the traffic control initiatives are
general in nature or suggestions for local governments and citizens to
consider.

EPA has been mandated by Federal law with the task of proposing these
clean air plans. It doesn’t claim, however, the familiarity with local
conditions or unique insights that residents of the affected areas can come
up with to reduce automotive traffic in constructive ways. Your assistance
and the cooperation of State and local authorities are needed if clean airis to
be achieved in Texas.

EPA is not out to take your car away or make it impossible for you to use
it. They remind you, however, that the automobile is still the number one
polluter in the State of Texas. The most they're asking is that you think about
your transportation habits and make some changes, where possible.

1. Why is an inspection and maintenance program a requirement in the
EPA air pollution program proposed for some areas?

® American and foreign automobile manufacturers have made signifi-
cant progress in producing vehicles that pollute less than vehicles produced
before 1968. Like any other kind of machinery, however, it can lose
efficiency or break down completely if not treated with care. Every pollution
control device, including the newer catalytic converters, have to be properly
maintained or they will lose their effectiveness. Most cars, and especially the
newer ones, are designed to have low emissions. If properly maintained they
will have low emissions, in addition to all the other benefits of a properly
running car, including fuel economy. These vehicles must also have low

emissions to protect the public health from the harmful effects of air
pollution. With the continued growth expected in the Texas automobile
population as well as the probable growth in the number of miles travelled
by most vehicles in the area, achieving clean air is dependent on a periodic
program that ensures the proper maintenance of all vehicles that emit
unacceptable levels of pollution.

2. What kind of poliution reduction might a motorist expect who is
required to have maintenance performed on his/her automobile?

e An average poliution reduction varying between 70 and 75% can be
expected — and this is a very conservative estimate. A recent survey taken
by EPA in Houston determined that automobiles without proper
maintenance were emitting 35 to 48% more carbon monoxide and from 78 to
30% more hydrocarbons than properly maintained vehicles. These kinds of
reduction are an indispensible part of the total areawide program to reduce
air pollution to acceptable levels.

3. Will a well maintained car burn more gasoline?

® No. In almost all cases better fuel economy will result. EPA studies
have concluded that the average car will have 5 to 10% better fuel economy
after proper maintenance is performed.

4. Won't the poor and the elderly on fixed incomes who tend to own a
disproportionately large percentage of older vehicles with poorer emission
control systems be hard hit by the inspection and maintenance program?

® Not necessarily. Emission limitations for individual automobiles are
measured according to the type of car and year of manufacture. Older cars
will generally require less stringent requirements than newer ones and the
fuel economy factor would again tend to balance out the cost of the
maintenance. Provisions can also be made to exempt certain vehicles
which, even when properly tuned, would not fully meet air quality standards.

5. Won't the State of Texas have to set up elaborate and expensive
inspection systems and machinery in areas affected by the inspection and
maintenance program?

® No. Current plans call for the emission inspection program to be
integrated into the annual safety inspection program which is administered
by private garages throughout the State of Texas. Inconveniences to the
motorist as a result of the emission inspection program should be slight as
safety and pollution inspection as well as maintenance can be performed at

O~
I the same time.
o~
s

6. What kind of expenses can affected motorists expect to incur as a

(“\result of the inspection and maintenance program?

'ta ® A number of variables must be considered in determining these costs.
© ~The cost of simply having a car inspected will average between $3.00 and

| $4.00. All automobile owners in affected areas will have to pay this cost. EPA

« has estimated that the average cost for maintenance on failed vehicles will

O average about $30.00. At the same time the‘existing studies on inspection

1P and maintenance which indicate a fuel saving of between 5 and 10 percent
k. should translate into a monetary figure between $20.00 and $25.00. The

average cost to motorists requiring maintenance, therefore, will average
about $70.00 when all factors are considered. These figures also do not

include the chances for longer vehicle life that are increased through
periodic maintenance programs, nor the costs saved in replacement of
expensive parts.

7. Won't there be administrative and technical difficulties by both the
State of Texas and affected private garages when the inspection and
maintenance program is implemented?

e There will undoubtedly be some difficulties but there are several
factors present in Texas and in the proposed plan itself which will mitigate
these problems. The first factor is that an established inspection program
already exists for safety and this will provide the structural basis for the
emission program. Secondly, the program is scheduled to be phased in
gradually over a two year period in a manner that will enable motorists to
become familiar with the requirements and allow time for the installation of
needed inspection equipment and personnel.

8. Aren't motorists being unduly penalized in this clean air program
when so many sources of pollution come from industry, commerce and
other non-automotive segments of the Texas population?

® No. In addition to the inspection and maintenance program and the
positive ways communities can initiate to reduce automotive traffic, broad
but reasonable controls are also being placed on stationary sources that
emit pollutants into the atmosphere similar to those produced by
automobiles. These include:

® gasoline stations where emissions from gasoline delivery trucks to
filling pumps and from filling pumps to automobiles will be controlled.

® large holding vessels containing crude oil products.

® ships and barges that transport petroleum products and related
products.

® operations that employ a petroleum based solvent as a detergent to
grease machinery and other industrial equipment.

9. Will EPA's proposed air pollution control program handicap
economic development in Texas and in the individual areas where plans
must be implemented?

® There may be marginal difficulties affecting a few specific sources but
the total costs for this program must be placed into a proper perspective.
According to EPA studies, the cost of air pollution in terms of the public
health, effects on property and vegetation and the general quality of life will
rise to $25 billion annually if uncontrolled. In contrast, the cost for
controlling air pollution, including emission controls on motor vehicles is
estimated to be only $710.7 billion per year for the ten year period between
1971 and 1980.

® The proposed total air pollution abatement package for Texas ($250-
300 million for a five to 20 year period) sounds expensive but it represents
only about 9.4% of the gross Texas product for 1974.

10. What impact will all the measures being proposed by EPA have on
energy conservation in Texas?

® A very positive one. In Houston alone, EPA projects that 2 to 3 million
gallons of gasoline will be saved annually by simply implementing portions



























