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Hazardous Adr Pollutants from Colored Art Glass
Manufactaring (*CAGM™) I'acilitics

Dear Acting Diveetor Hammond and Chair O'Keefe:

Thank you for the opporiunity to comment on the proposed
tempornry rules relating to emissions ol heavy metals from CAGM
fucilitics, As you know, the rule package was posted to DEQ s web site on
the allernoon of Monday. March 14, 2010, with 2 vote of the Enviromental
Quality Commission ("EQC™) scheduled [ur the next day. fess than 24 hours
Ber, After sumerous requests from Touse Speaker Kotek and elected
leaders from aeross the Portland Metra area, Mulinomah County Chair
Kafoury. and numerous citizens and stakeholders, the EQC made n very
reasonable decision to allow for a 14-day public comment period on the
proposed temporary rules.

This brief period of time o review the proposed temporary cuke
package has proven to be invaluable, Afler carelully veviewing the
proposal, we now submit these written comments on behadl of Crag Law
Center, Northwest Fnvivonmental Defense Center ("NEDC™). Neighbors lor
Clean Air, OPAL Environmental Justice. Eastside Portland Air Coalition
("EPAC™), Coalition for Communities of Color, Oregon Environmental
Council. Oregon Physician for Social Responsibility. Verde. Beyond
Toxivs. and the Portland Afrvican American Leadership Farum.

Crag 15 a chent-focused law center that supporls communily efforts to protect and sustain the Pacific Morthwast's natural legacy.
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in short, while we are in favor of the EQC adopting temporary rules, we belicve that the
rules as drafled are inadequate for & number of reusons to be discussed in more detail below., As
an alternative. we have attached to our comments suggesied revisions (o those rules, and we ask
that the EQC consider our proposal at its upcoming meeting on April 20, 2016,

Our comments and proposed revisions to (he temporary rules are based upon three
prineiples:

1) The temporary rules should be desigied to protect human headth from emissions
of metals rom glassmaking facilitics until a permanent rule can be put into place.
which we understand DEQ has commilted to do in the neap-term:

2) The temporary rutes should ensure effective public participation, transparency.
and accountability in any DEQ decisions that authorize emissions from regulated
facilities. particularly by the communities most afTected by the poltution: and

3 The temporary rules should ensure equal proteetion for all communities regardicss
ol rice. cthnicity. and cconomic class.

Based on these three principles, we have several significant concerns with the temporary
rules as drafted, We summarize those concerns below and provide additional detail in the
sections that follow,

1) The temporary rules do not reflect a health-based approach to regulating {
cmissions from CAGM facilities. The rules principally require the
implemetation of emissions-control cquipment by September 1, 2016, thus
reflecting a technology-based approach - and not a health-based approach -
regulation. The rules also alow for emissions of chromium VI from uncontrolled
furnaces based on whether those emissions would cause ambient concentrations
of chromium VI to exceed 1.6 ng/m’ al receptars (o be specified by DEQ at a later
time, This proposed standard is 20 times greater than the existing ambient
benchmark concentration in DEQ’s air toxics regulations. Thus. the proposed
temporary rules allow for an exception to the generally applicable technological
requirements without adequate protections for hnman health,

The EQC should reject this approach to regulation. both in the wemporary rules
and in the permanent rules, Instead, the regulations should require that all
lacilities regulated by the temporary rules adopt readily available emissions
control equipment on all sources of hazardous air pollutants. ‘T'here is simply no
reason {o allow uncontrolled emissions of XIAPs from stationary industrial
sources in this day and age. In addition, the permanent mdes should provide for
additional operational or other restrictions i emigsions of HHAPs subject to
emissions controls continue o threaten human health,

W
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2) The draft temporary rules are too narrow in their design and therefore do <
not address many additional related threats to human health, The temporary
rules should apply to all glass manulacturing facilities state-wide and should
address the full suite of heavy metals that are known to be associated with those
facilitics. By focusing too narrowly on emissions of only three FAPs from
CAGM ftacilities in the Portiand Metro region, DEQ is failing to protect human
health in economically disadvantaged and racially diverse areas. The overly
narrow scope of the drafl rules is an issue of environmental justice, beeguse DEQ
is not taking action to provide equal protections for human health in cconomically
disadvantaped and rucially diverse arcas. DIEQ must assess whether these
temporary rides will result in a disproportionate impact on these communities
under Oregon’s environmental justice Jaw and Title VI of the Civil Rights Act.

3 The draft temporary rules do not allow for adequafe public participation in
DIEQ decisions that affeet human health, Under these rules. many important
decisions would be made unilaterally by DEQ without any public notice and
comment, including the type of emissions control and monitoring eyuipment to be
installed. how that equipment is to operated and maintained, the source testing
protocols. details of air dispersion modeling. and the tocation and means of
measuring ambient concentrations of chromivm Vi,

The temporary rules should instead prohibit the emissions ol heavy metal lrom
facilitics repulated by the tempovary rules unless and untit the source obtaing o
permit from DEQ auwthorizing those emissions. The permit application should
include information on the proposed manufacturing processes. including
identification of raw materials and the rates at which they are used, emissions
control equipment, and a source test plan. The public should then have a full and
fair opportunity to review that information and to provide public comments on the
draft permit. Only after the permit is issued afler public notice and conmiment
should the facility be allowed to emit regulated pollutants,

Below, we provide more detail on each of these topies. We also set lorth several
additionnl concerns regarding specific components of the temporary rudes at the end of this
camment letier. And we again encourage the EQC to consider our alternative drall rules.

A, The Draft Temporary Rules Do Not Reflect o Henlth-Based Approach to Air
Toxics Regulation,

In his letter to Governor Brown dated Febroary 14, 2016, former DEQ Director Dick
Pedersen stated that the ageney would be pursuing “health or visk based standards for ir toxics
impacts from industrinl sources.” and that recent events bave identilicd that “a more agpressive
approach is needed to make the necessary progress to reduce air toxics impacts from industrial
sources.” While our groups were encouraged to learn that DEQ intends to implement a
permanent set of rules that adopts a health-based approach to regulating air toxics, it is important
to point out that these temporary rules do not do so, even for the limited CAGM source category.
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1. The Emissions Limitations in the Proposed ‘Femporary Rule Are Not
Based Upon Any Estimation of Impacts to Human Health,

The core requirement ol the proposed temporary rule is contained in OAR 340-244-
9030( 1), which would mandate installation of one or more emissions control devices on all
plass-making furnaces that use argenic, cadmium, chromium, or nickel as raw materials, ‘This is
a lechnolopy-based requircment. Morcover, the proposed rule also requires that cach emissions
control device must meet certain performance requirements. QAR 340-244-9030(2).

In purticular, the proposed rule includes an emissions limitation of 0.2 pounds of
particulate matter per ton of glass produced. fd. We presume that DEQ recommends this
limitation becavse it is included in the National Emission Standaeds for Hazardous Air Pollutants
C"NESHAPs™) that apply to glass manuftacturing faeilities (f.e., these NESHAPs do not apply
only to CAGM fucilities). See 40 C.F.R. Part 63, Subpart 8858885, Table 1. The pluss
monufacturing NESHAPs were adopted pursuant to Section 112 ot the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C.
§ 7412, Under that provision of the Clean Air Act, EPA develops NESHAPs based on available
control technology.

Thus. the emissions limitations in the proposed temporiry rule are not based on any
wnderlying analysis or estimation of whether the resuiting emissions of HAPs would or would
not protect public health, To this point in time, DEQ hos not explained how i agived ot these
emissions imitations or whether these Tigures are rePlective of a human health risk assessment
and/or will protect ndeguately public heatth, While this may be a step in the rvight direction. it is
important tor the EQC to be informed of the basis for these emissions limitations and for EQC
and DEQ to retain their discretion to impose slricter requirements later in time if necessary to
protect public health. EQC and DEQ must ensure that no actions take or statements made at this
time constrain future regulatory authority or limit their ability to erafl a permanent rale that
focuses on human healih risk,

2. The Temporary Rules Should Not Allow for the limissions of any
Heavy Metals from an Uncontroiled Furnace.

While the praposed temporary rules adopt a technolopy-based approach to the regulation
ol air emissions from CAGMs, those rules then carve out a gaping bole by allowing for the
uncontrolled emissions of hexavalent chromium under certain conditions, See OAR 340-244-
90402)-(4). Thus, the rules allow for an exception to the otherwise applicable technological
requirements. These temporary rules therelore embody the wrong approach to regulating
cmissions of HADPs from CAGM. As we discuss above, the temporary rules should mandate
installation of modern emissions control equipment on all furnaces before anthorization of any
cmissions of FIAPs from the regulated source category. The permancnt rules must then provide

' Any citation to QAR 340-24:4-9000-9050 is intended to reler to the drafl temporary
rules prepared by DEQ.
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for the imposition of additional operational or other restrictions if emissions still theeaten human
health.

The inherent problems with the approach set forth in the temporary rules as dralted are
readily appagent on the face of the rules themselves. The dralt temporary rules state that
“CAGMs may not use arsenic, cadmium or chromium VI in raw materials in any glass-making
lurnace that is not controlled by an emissions control device DEQ approved.”™ OAR 340-244-
9040(1). 1n thic same section, however, the temporary rales set forth two options that apparently
would allow for emissions of chromium VI from an uncontrolled furnace, QAR 340-244-
9040(3)-(h (Option 1 and Option 2). Thus. the temporary rules, on their face, are internally
inconsistent. These poorly drafted regulations will kead o confusion and uncertainty later in
time,

Moreover, we are very concerned that DEQ is proposing to use 1.6 ng/m® as a standard
for ambient concentrations of chromium V1. DI} has faited to provide any basis whatsoever for
adopting this standard in the temporary rule, and afler an extensive review of the literature we
were unable to identify any other explanation. Several years ago, DEQ established an
anthient henchmark coneentration (*ABC*) for chromium VI - .08 np/m3, 2 'E'hosc ABCs
were subject o seientitie review by DEQ's Air Toxics Scientitic Advisory Committee. The
stundard for chromium V1 that DEQ now proposes in the tempovaey vule is 20 times less
protective than DEQ’s own existing ABC. DEQ has taied to articulate any reason o deviate
[rom its own benchmark. Finally. the ABC that was adopted by DEQ is consistent with, and
fikely derived Trom. EPA’s Inngthd Risk Information S) stem 'IRIS™) Chemical Assessment
Summary for chromium V1. TiPA established .08 ng/m” as the concentration necessary (o limit
the risk ol exeess cancers from inhalation exposure to 1 in 1.000.000.

The simple and straightforward solution to this problem is Lo prohibit the use of any
heiny metals in furnaces that are not equipped with an emissions control deviee, While we
understand that Buliscye Glass disagrees that the use of chromium IH may result in the emissions
of chromium VI, we also understand that both EPA and DEQ have acknowledged the very real
possibility that this conversion may occur under certain conditions in glassmaking furnaces,
Given the well-documented threats to human health posed by use of chromium HI and emissions
ol chromium VI, there is stimply no excuse to atlow the uncontrolled emissions of chromium
wnder these lemporary rules. Bullseye is the company that will profit from causing this poliution
of Porthand’s air quality, and it is Bullseye that must bear the costs ol ensuring that this pollution
will not harm human health. Tn an arca such as this where there i3 a significant disagreement or
where this significant uncertainty as to emissions of a chemical as toxie as chromium VI the
most efticient and straightforward solution is Lo require that Bullseye install madern emissions

2 see htp: waww deqstite.oras ag 1oxics does abepdf,
A . .
T See lteps wawndegastate.oras ay toses benchmurk hin,

' See htps: elpub.epingoy neea s ins_documents documents subst G5 summary.pdi at pg.
21,
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control equipment on its fumaces. We strongly urge EQC to reject Bullseye’s self-serving
argunicnt that use of chromium 1H as a raw material will not result in emissions of chromium V1.

B. The Temporary Rules Are Too Narvow in Their Design,

The proposed temporary rules should be amended to cast a wider net. because the rules as
currently written are simply oo narrow to address the known threats to human health caused by
cmissions that ave curcently unvegulated or poorly regulated by DEQ. These issues are criticnl.
beeause the rules in their current form fail to proteet the communities outside of Southeast
Porlland and North Portland that are adjacent to the two principle CAGMs - Bullseye and
Uraboros. There are, however, knawn hotspots of arsenic that imay be associated with glass
manufacturers in the Cully and Sumner neighborhoods, and there are also risks to human health
caused by the emissions of additional heavy metals from CAGMs.

-

1. ‘The temporary rules should apply State-wide, R

The temporary rules as writlen apply only to the Portland Air Quality Maintenance Arcn
{TAQMAT) OAR 340-244-9000, DEQ has not explained why it has limited the geographic
scope of the rules,

At this point. it is not clear whether there are other CAGM facilities in Orepon owtside of
the Porthaind AQMA. That fact alone, however. should not stand in the way of EQC approving ¢
temporary rule that applies state-wide, 11 there are other CAGMs in the State, then of course
thev should have to comply with the sume regulations and implement the same emissions
controls 45 CAGM iaeilitivs locited in the Poriland AQMA, Otherwise, {aeilities outside ol the
Porttand area would gain & competitive advantage over facilities in the Portland arca as a result
of being subjeet (o fewer ecovironmental regulations. Moreover, those Fueilities outside of the
Portland arca would also be subjecting their neighbors to the same Kinds of health threats that
have already been identified by the Forest Service and DEQ through the moss study and ambient
air monitoring.

On the other hand., it there are no CAGMSs outside ol the Portland AQMA, then a
temporary rule that woulkd apply to the entire State would discourage any businesses secking to
construet a new faeility from choosing a peographic location based on whether or not their
cmissions would be regulated.

2. The temporary rules should apply to all glass manufacturers,

[n addition to applying State-wide, the temporary rules should also capture all glass
manulacturers, We are gravely concerned that DEQ has failed to respond adequately to data
from the Forest Service moss study suggesting that there are additional hotspots of arsenic in the
City of Portland, including one in the Cully neighborhood (Cilass Alchemy at NI
6O/ Columbia) and one in the Sumner neighborhood near (Owens Hlinois at 9710 Glass Plant
Rd.). We have yet to learn of any coordinated response from DIQ on this issue, while the
agencey instead focuses on passing temporary rules that would protect only a cross-section of the
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general public, while leaving out the most ethnically and racially diverse census tract in the
State.

Again, it is straightforward for DEQ to simply require standurd emissions controls on ull
furnaces used by glass manufacturers that utilize heavy metal HADPs as raw materials. There is
no reasonable basis to allow (o uncontrolled emissions of heavy metals atany glass facilitics in
the State. Each and every facility should be required to install basic emissions control
equipment,

This is an issue of environmental justice. becanse the Cully neighborhood is the most
diverse census tract in Portland, DEQ must therefore determine whether its actions in passing
the temporary regulation ~ and in responding to the air foxies erisis in Porlland - is resulting ina
disproportionate adverse inyracts on minority and low income compunities, Under Oregon
statutory Jaw, DEQ must consider the effects of the action on environmental justice issucs, which
include impacts on minority and low income communtties. See ORS 182.545(1).

Similarly. as a recipient of federal funding from EPA. DEQ must comply with Title VI of
the Civil Rights Act and EPA’s implementing regulations. See 40 C.ER, Part 7. DEQ »shall not
use criteria or methods of administering its program which have the effeet of subjecting
individuals to discrimination because of their race. color, national orvigin, sex, or have the effect
ol defeating or substimtinlly impairing accomplishment o the objectives of the program or
activity with respeet to individuals ol a particular vace, colar, pational origin, or sex.™ 40 C.I.R.
§ 7.35(b)y (emphasis added). Tlere, by limiting the scope of the tempaorary rules to CAGMs even
though other glassmakers may very well be causing hotspols of ursenie in a diverse community
like the Cully neighborhood. DEQ is administering its program in way that has the effect of
subjecting individuals in the Cully to discrimination bascd on their race. DIQ's regulatory
program is placing a disproportionate environmental burden on racially diverse community. The
remedy {or vielations of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act include the possible revocation of EPA
funding for DEQ. 40 C.F.R, § 7.130(a).

In short, DEQ should extend the temporary rules o capture all glassmukers in the State.
And under both State and Federal law DEQ must analyze whether its temporary rule would have
the eifect of subjecting an environmental justice community to disproportionate treatment. DEQ
must ensure that it is providing equal protection to all people who may be effccted by these toxic
emissions. To this point in time, DEQ has failed to address and it continues (o fail to address
other toxie hotspots in the Portland Metro area that may very well be caused by other
glassmaking facilities,

3 The temporary rules should apply to all heavy metals used by glass %

manufacturcres,

Finalty, the temporary rules should be extended to apply to all heavy metals used by glass
manulactures. Again, DEQ has failed (o provide any explanation for why it would continue to
allow for uncontrolled emissions of heavy metals fromy furnaces utilized by plass manufucturers.
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When DEQ first conducted air quadity sampling in Southeast Povtland. it analyzed the
samples tor o suite of heavy metals that include: chromium, cobalt. arsenic, selenivm, cadimium.
lead, nickel, manganese, and beryllium, Al of these heavy metals ave known to be associated
with manufacturing of colored glass. During October of 2015, DEQ identilied concentrations off
arsenic, cadmiom, tead, and nickel at concentrations above the ambient benchmark
concentrations set by DEQ. While DEQ did not determine concentrations of chromium T vs,
chromium V1, air quality samples also gave rise to a concern of elevated concentrations ol
chromium V1" Even the Statement of Need that accompanies the temporary rule package notes
that “uncontrolled glass furnaces processing colored glass (o which arsenic, cadmium,
chromium. and nickel are added likely emit these metals at levels thit ean pose an invmediate
threat to the health of people nearby.™ This statement, of course, suys nothing about risks to
human heatih from long-term exposure, which may also be of concern,

‘The temporary rules. however, regulate the emissions of only cadmium, arsenic, and
chromium V1. OAR 340-244-9040(1). There is no explanation whatsoever as to why DEQ is
prepared to allow through these temporary rules the uncontrolled emissions or lead. nickel. and
wll of the other heavy metals. The temporary rules should be expanded o apply at least to nickel
and fead and ideally 1o all of the heavy metals currently Histed in QAR 340-244-9040(3)(¢) and
-Hiek

C. The Temporary Rules Do Not Allow for Public Participation in DEQ
Decisions That Affect Xuman Health and That Will Authorize Emissions of
Heavy Metals From the Regnlated Source Category.

The draft temporary rules establish a problematic and wnworkable process whereby DEQ
would authorize facilities o emit pollution before those facilities would have to obtain permits
from DEQ to do so. This strueture has the process exactly backwards - the temporary rules
should probibit regulated lacilities from utilizing heavy metals in plassmaking furnaces unless
and until they have obtained from DEQ a permit authorizing them to do so. [nstead, under the
proposed structure, DEQ would authorize pollution betore the permits are issued. and the public
and community members who would be affected by that pollution would therefore have no
say over many eritieal DEQ deeisions,

Ine fact. under the emporary rules, DEQ would hive no obligation to even notify the
affeeted public that it had authorized polluting activitics. Thus. the temporary rules as written
would create a black box process where many critical decision would be made by DEQ withow
any public notice or public comment. This is @ regulatory structure (that is doomed to exacerbate
the public’s Jack of trust in DEQ. and it will also prevent the public rom developing an
understanding of how air quality in Portland is being managed for the common good.,

The first thing to note is that the proposed rules require a repulated facility to apply for a
permit by Septemiber 1, 2016. OAR 340-244-9020. However, as written, the temporary rules

" Ihe October 2015 duta is available at
hup:s wawwchegustate.orns nwradoes PowedISE22nddatapdt,
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also require that o regulated facility install cimisstons control by a date “no later than™ Sepltembey
1. 2016. OAR 340-244-9030, Thus. under these temporary rules, by the time the facility applies
for a permit it will already have jnstalled emissions control equipment. Morcover, the temporacy
rules atlow facilities to continue to emit heavy metals from uncontrolled furnaces belore
September 1. 2016 without having a permit to do so. OAR 340-244-9030(1).

The temporary rules also set forth several decisions to be made by DEQ in approving the
design and instatlation of cmission control equipment. Under these temporary rules, adl of these
decisions will be made by DEQ before September 1, 2016, all without any public notice or
comment, Those decisions include:

* The design of all emissions control devices, QAR 340-244-9030(3)(a).

¢ The desipn of the monitoring device to be installed on the emissions control device.
OAR 340-244-9030(3)(d).

e Operating parameters for the emissions control deviees, OAR 340-244-9030(3 1A ).

o The design of the source test plan that would be wtilized to measure emissions from
the fucility, QAR 340-244-9030¢3)(1). -9040(3)(a). (4)(a).

* The design of a protocol for air dispersion modeling. OAR 340-244-9040(3)(b).
(4)(b).

*  Determination ol the receptors fo be protected and the location ol measurement for
determining compliznce with the 1.6 ng/m” standard of chromium VI, QAR 340-244-
0040(3){b). (H)(b).

Many of these decisions would have to be made by DEQ in response to a Notice o
Construct the emissions control device (o be submitted by the regulated facility 1o the ageney.
QAR 340-244-9030(3)(b). DIEQ would have only 10 days to crafl the specific requirements, or
the Notice to Construet would be decimed to have been approved without any conditions being
imposed. QAR 340-244-9030(3)(h).

Thus. by the time the facility applics for a permit in September 1, 2016, DEQ will already
have made all of the substantive decisions that determine the design of the equipment to be
installed, how that equipment is to be operated and tested. and how the air dispersion modeling js
1o be conducted. The public will be completely locked out of every single tmportant decision
redating to these facilities and will be foreed to simply accept a permit that has been
predetermined as a result of these earlier DEQ decisions.

There is a simple solution, The temporary rules should simply prohibit operation of any
plassmaking furnace that wiilizes any heavy metal as a raw material without an approved
emissions control device. Facilities should be able to apply for permits immediately, and the
permit application should include all of the information sct forth above: the type of equipment.
the type of monitoring device, and the source testing plan. DEQ would then dralt the proposed
perntit and would allow for public notice and comment. allowing the public an oppartunity to
review the permit application materials, DEQ would then review publie comments and either
approve, madify. or reject the application for the permit. The revised temporary rales we have
submitted along with these comments do just this.
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Indeed. this is how cvery other environmental permitting program is designed to work to
ensure adequate public participation. We cannot think ol one other program in which all
substantive decisions are made by DEQ behingd closed doors belore the public is given the
opportunity to review a drall permit, The temporiry rules as eurrently written would
fundamentally deprive the public of necessary due process rights. Fhe permit would be nothing
more than a rubber stamp on decisions alveady nade by 1D12Q with no public notice and no
public comment, It is frankly disheartening to think in this day and age, after all that DEQ has
been through over the past two months, it would even consider locking the impacted community
out of the regulatory process in this manner, ‘This is simply the wrong approach to take, Public
participation will help DEQ to make better decisions while, at the same time, helping to rebuild
the public's tust in the ageney.

. Additionnl Recommendations,

The proposed temporary rules could be further strengthened by addressing the folowing
issuces:

1. 0OAR 340-244-9030 should specify that baghouse filters should be
equipped with leak detection devices and an awtomatic shut-uff' to prevent
emissions of HAPs in the event of a malfunction,

]

OAR 340-244-9030 should specily that the source testing should be
completed and approved by DEQ before standard operntions commence.
‘Ihe 60-day period to conduct a source test is 0o long where DEQ alveady
has data that prior emissions have exceeded health-based thresholds for
acute exposure.

3. OAR 3:40-244-9030 should specily that all source testing should be
compleled under “representative operating conditions retlecting every type
ol bateh and every type ol glass manufietured by the fucility,” We
understand that Bullseye Glass utilizes oxygen fuel in at least some of its
glassmaking Turnaces. All souree tests should capture the complete range
of equipment, fuels, and raw materials wtilized by the facility.

4. The recordkeeping requirements in QAR 340-244-9040 should apply to all
facilities and should include all raw materials containing FIADs,

(58

OAR 340-244-9040 should specily the location and [y pe of receptor that
will be considered in reviewing air dispersion modefing information,
Without knowing where the point of complianee, it is impossible to know
whethe the standard of 1.6 ng/m” is protective ol public health.
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E. Conclusion,

Thank you for providing this brief period of time to review the proposed temporary rules
and for considering our written comments, We look forward to attending the upcoming meeting
of'the EQC on April 20, 2016. In the meantime, please contact our office if you have any
questions regarding this information,

Sincerely, »
/fv :/,‘(

/ /
'/Chll/s’ Wn‘ltel ZLM/

Co-Executive Director
Enclosure

ce:  Mr. Mark Riskedahl, Executive Director, Northwest Environmental Defense Center
Ms. Mary Peveto. President, Neighbors for Clean Air
Mr. Huy Ong, Executive Dircctor, OPAL Environmental Justice
Ms. Amanda Jarman and Jessica Applegate, Eastside Portland Air Coalition
Ms. Maggie Tallmadge, Environmental Justice Manager, Coalition for Communities of
Color
Ms. Andrea Durbin, Exccutive Director, Oregon Environmental Council
Ms, Kelly Campbell, Executive Director, Oregon Physicians for Social Responsibility
Mr. Alan Hipolito, Executive Director, Verde
Ms. Desire Rajee, EJ Committee Advisory, Portland African Amerlcan Leadershop
Forum
Governor Kate Brown
Senator Ron Wyden
Senator Jeft Merkley
State Rep. Tina Kotek
State Rep. Barbara Smith-Warner
State Rep. Lew Frederick
State Sen. Chip Shields
State Sen. Diane Rosenbaum
State Rep. Ken Helm
State Rep. Kathleen Taylor
State Rep. Rob Nosse
State Rep. Alissa Keny-Guyer
State Sen. Michael Dembrow
State. Rep. Mitch Greenlick
Multmomah County Chair Deborah Kafoury
Mayor Charlie Hales




