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Midwest Ozone Group (MOG) members operate a

fuel fired electric generating capacity. MOG has on-going concerns about the technical and legal
bases and justifications for continued calls for reductions of interstate transport of NOX related
to ozone nonattainment in the Northeast Ozone Transport Region (OTR).

Ozone nonattainment in the OTR is clearly the result of complex dynamics, including a
component of NOX transported over distances, but recent source apportionment modeling has
increasingly shown that the vast majority of sources contributing to the remaining nonattaining
monitors in the OTR, primarily in Connecticut along the I-95 corridor, are, in reality, local
sources. MOG commends the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania for its very tm_lely development
of its new RACT program that will result in significant NOx and VOC reductions from affected
sources in that state and that significantly improve air quality ip downwind areas. '

MOG believes that attention must now turn to Connecticut anq other nonattainment areas
in the Northeast that are under a legal obligation to address their f:ontrll?utlon to their ' t
nonattainment status by revising their own air quality programs, 1nc1udmg’ RACT requirements,
by no later than the start of the 2017 ozone season. As Connecticut DEI,EP s hearing exammelr
stated in an April 6, 2016, response to comment report on Connecticut s propos;d RACT rule,
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