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l. Introduction and Background

The Rhode Island Airport Corporation (RIAC) operates and maintains a long-term air
quality monitoring program in the vicinity of T.F. Green Airport in Warwick as required by
Rhode Island General Laws, Section 1-7-1 et seq, The Permanent Air Quality Monitoring Act
(“the Act”). In accordance with the Act, any amendments to the Final Work Plan may be
proposed by RIAC in consultation with the Rhode Island Departments of Environmental
Management (“RIDEM”) and Health (“RIDOH”) on or before March 30, 2009, and every
March 30t thereafter. RIAC has instituted the amendments included in the Final Work
Plan (2009). RIAC has developed the amendments included in this Proposed Amendments
to the Air Quality Monitoring Work Plan for T.F. Green Airport in consultation with RIDEM
and RIDOH. The purpose of the amendment to the previous plan is to adjust the
monitoring program to address the suitability of the monitoring devices and adaptations
indicated by the data collected since 2008. There have been no changes to state and/or
federal regulations that warrant adjustments to the program and there are no new
monitoring technologies, methodologies or criteria changes proposed in this work plan.

The following components of the program are addressed:

Monitoring Parameters;

Number, Type, and Location of the Monitors;
Monitoring Criteria;

Quality Assurance Procedures;

Agency Coordination; and

Funding

Il. Monitoring Parameters

The air quality monitoring program meets the requirements set forth in the Act. These
parameters include the following:

e Particulate Matter (PM) - including “fine” PM of those less than 2.5 microns in
diameter (PMz2;), “ultra-fine” PM of those less than 0.1 microns in diameter (PMo.1)
and black carbon (i.e. elemental) carbon;

e Volatile Organic compounds (VOCs) - including (but not limited to) benzene and 1,3
butadiene;

e Semi-volatile organic compounds (SVOCs) - including (but not limited to)
formaldehyde and acetaldehyde; and

e Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) - including (but not limited to) those that
are bound to particulate matter.

Wind direction and wind speed and other meteorological parameters will also be acquired
from the airport National Weather Service station and recorded by RIAC.
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lll. Number, Type and Location of the Monitors

This section provides a description of the number, type and locations of the air quality
monitors selected for this program.

The RIAC monitoring network consists of four (4) separate monitoring sites located north,
south, west, and east of the airport. The locations of the sites are shown in Figure 1 and are
described below:

¢ South Site (Fieldview Drive) - Located south-southwest of the airfield approximately
450 feet from Taxiway S and 900 feet from the end of Runway 5. Adjoining land uses
include single-family residential to the west and south, long-term parking for
airport patrons to the north and the taxiway/runway system to the east. This site is
generally upwind of the airport in the summer.

e North Site (Lydick Avenue) - Located adjacent to the Spring Green neighborhood
and the airport’s northeastern property line, approximately 3 /4 mile (3,680 feet)
from the end of Runway 23. Adjoining land uses include single-family residential to
the north, east and south. To the west is the runway protection zone (RPZ). This site
is approximately 900 meters northeast of the main runway. This site is generally
downwind of the airport in the summer.

e West Site (Fire Station No. 8) - Located west-northwest of the airport approximately
1/2 mile (2,250 feet) from the end of Runway 16. Adjoining land uses include an
open field and single family residential to the north and west, commercial
development to the south and the fire station and Post Road to the east. This site is
typically upwind of the airport most of the year

e East Site (Pembroke Avenue) - Located due east of the airport approximately 1/4
mile (1,425 feet) from the intersection of Runways 5/23 and 16/34. Adjoining land
uses are the airport to the west and residential or vacant land to the north, east and
south. This site is mostly downwind from the airport in the fall and winter.

The North (Lydick Ave.), South (Fieldview Drive) and West (Fire Station No. 8) sites were
originally part of the Warwick Air Monitoring Study completed in 2006 RIDEM. The East
Site (Pembroke Ave.) was established in 2008 and was not included in the RIDEM study.
The Pembroke Avenue site was_ moved approximately 230 yards south of the initial
location in September 2014 as a result of construction activity. The site will be relocated
on the eastern edge of the property adjacent to the end of Rowe Avenue. This was
determined subsequent to public input and consultation with RIDEM and RIDOH. The unit
will be relocated May 2015
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Figure 1: Air Monitoring Stations
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The four sites also have the following important attributes: 1) the sites are located close to
the airport but outside the FAA-restricted area; 2) the sites are accessible by public roads
and have electricity and shelter; 3) when taken together, the sites serve as “up-wind” and
“downwind” pairs under most meteorological conditions; and 4) the sites allow
comparison to the data collected during the RIDEM study. (See Appendix for site
photographs and wind rose diagrams.)

Background air monitoring data (i.e., data from areas away from the airport) for PMzs,
black carbon, VOC’s, SVOC’s/PAH etc., will be obtained from RIDEM stations located
elsewhere in the state (i.e. Providence, E. Providence, Pawtucket and/or Providence
National Air Toxics Trends Site (NATTS).

IV. Monitoring Methods

The equipment and monitoring methods used to collect and analyze air samples are
summarized in Table 1. The methods and equipment are considered to be the most
appropriate for the parameters established in the Act, listed in Section I, based on the
following: 1) the suitability of the air monitoring devices, sample collection methods
and/or analytical techniques for the individual compounds; 2) the expected pollutant levels
and the method’s detections limits; and 3) the overall reliability and cost-effectiveness of
the equipment or method. If the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)
“Reference Methods” (USEPA, 1999) are established they are utilized. Where such
designations do not exist, the methods are broadly accepted by the USEPA, RIDEM as
appropriate for the application.

Two other terms applicable to the discussion of the monitoring methods are (1) “real-
time”; and (2) “time-integrated.” Real-time measurements are based on samples taken
over short time periods (from several minutes to an hour) and the results are
representative of the instantaneous or “at-the-moment” conditions. By comparison, time-
integrated samples are collected over 24-hour intervals before they are sent for laboratory
analyses and representative of the cumulative amount of contaminates collected over the
entire sampling period.

As shown, fine PM will be analyzed following the U.S. EPA Reference Method for PMzs. This
method involves the collection of air samples over a 24-hour period with the high volume
sampler equipped with a size-segregating cyclone and pre-weighed filters. The exposed
filters are analyzed gravimetrically in a laboratory and the increase in weight, combined
with the amount of air sampled, is a function of the PM> s particles present. This method
allows direct comparison to the NAAQS for PMzs.
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Table 1: Air Quality Monitoring Equipment and Methods

Parameters and Target Sampling and Analysis Summary Description
Compounds! Equipment/Methods?
Particulate Matter
Fine PM (PM;s) < 2.5 microns EPA Reference Method for PM; 5 Time-integrated (24-hr) sample
collected on filters and based on
sample weight
Ultra-fine PM (PMo4) < 0.1 Water-based Condensation Real-time measurements based on
microns Particle Counter3 light (infrared) scattering
characteristics of airborne PM.
Black Carbon Aethalometer monitors Real-time measurements based on
the light absorbing characteristics
of soot.

Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs)
Benzene* EPA Method TO-15 Time-integrated (24-hr) sample
collected in canisters and based on
laboratory GC/MS analysis.

1,3 butadiene* EPA Method TO-15 (same as above)

Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds (SVO
Napthalene* EPA Method TO-13 (with XAD-2 (same as above)
resin)
Aetaldehyde* EPA Method TO-11A Time-integrated (24-hr) sample

collected on adsorbent cartridges
and based on laboratory HPLC

analysis.
Formaldehyde* EPA Method TO-11A (same as above)
Other

Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons | Monitors for particle-bound Real-time measurements based on
(PAH) bound to particulate PAH'’s. photoionization of particle-bound
matters3. PAH.

Wind Direction and Speed Wind vane and anemometer Direction and speed from National

instrumentation Weather Service at the airport.

1 Parameters taken from the State of Rhode Island General Law Section 1-7-1 (The Permanent Air Quality Monitoring Act).
2 Methods cited include the following:
e  Federal Register Notice (04/22/99) “Revisions to Reference Method for the Determination of Fine Particulate
Matter as PM2.5 in the Atmosphere” (Direct Final Rule).
e  EPA Method TO-11A, Determination of Formaldehyde in Ambient Air Using Adsorbent Cartridge Followed by High
Performance Liquid Chromatography (HPLC) [Active Sampling Methodology].
e  EPA Method TO-13A (Determination of Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons in Ambient Air Using GC/MS).
e  EPA Method TO-15 (Determination of VOCs in Air Collected in Specially-Prepared Canisters and Analyzed by GC/MS).
3 Because of the limited applications of this instrumentation, the use of water-based condensation particle counters will
remain under evaluation by RIDEM.
4 Includes the assessment of all the compounds in the classification, not just the ones identified as “target compounds”.
For example, EPA Method TO-15 includes additional VOCs other than benzene and 1,3 butadiene.
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Ultra-fine PM (PMy.1) will continue to be measured using the water-based condensation
particle counter. This instrumentation is the best available equipment for real-time
measurements of particulate matter.

Black carbon will continue to be measured using the aethalometers which collect PM in real
time on a quartz filter tape and use infrared light to determine the amount of optically-
absorbing material in a unit volume of sampled air. Since elemental (or black) carbon is
the dominant optically-absorbing material in the sample, this measurement is interpreted
as mass of black carbon according to the comparisons with other chemical analysis
techniques. Presently, there is no designated EPA Reference Method for this pollutant
(either real-time or time integrated), but aethalometers are commonly used to measure
black carbon.

The VOC samplers consist of evacuated stainless steel canisters that have interior surfaces
that are polished, cleaned and conditioned using the Summa process. Outside air is drawn
into the canister over a 24-hour period through a stainless steel sampling line and a PM
filter with the flow rate controlled by a calibrated volumetric flow meter. The collected
sample is then transferred to a laboratory for analysis using a chromatograph/mass
spectrometer (GC/MS). This time-integrated method is consistent with USEPA Method TO-
15 (Determination of VOCs in Air Collected in Specially-Prepared Canisters and Analyzed by
GC/MS).

SVOC'’s will continue to be collected using high-volume air samplers that are equipped with
a filter and sorbent cartridge containing a pre-treated polyurethane foam (PUF) plug and
XAD resin. Outside air is drawn into the device over a 24-hour period by a calibrated
blower fan, bringing the air sample through the filter and then through the sorbent plug
and resin. The collected samples are transferred to a laboratory for analysis using GC/MS.
This time-integrated method is consistent with USEPA Method TO-13A (Determination of
Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs) in Ambient Air Using Gas Chromatography/Mass
Spectrometry).

Carbonyls will continue to be collected using a method comprised of a prepackaged
cartridge containing acidified 2,4-dinitrophenylhydrazine (DNPH). A sample pump draws
the outside air through the cartridge using a stainless steel sampling line having the same
rate controlled by a calibrated pump. The flow rate is established to sample a known
volume of air for an appropriate integration period. The collected sample is then
transferred to a laboratory for analysis using High Performance Liquid Chromatography
(HPLC). This method is consistent with USEPA Method TO-11A (Determination of
Formaldehyde in Ambient Air Using Adsorbent Cartridge Followed by HPLC).

Particulate bound PAHs will continue to be measured using real-time monitors that work
on the principle of photo-ionization. In these instruments, ultraviolet radiation ionizes the
air sample and particles containing PAH’s cause changes in the electric field. This change is
compared to pre-calibrated mixtures of PAH’s and is used to compute the amount of
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contaminate present. Presently, there is no designated USEPA Reference Method for this
pollutant (either real-time or time-integrated) but this method has previously been
accepted by RIDEM.

Wind direction, wind speed, temperature, relative humidity and precipitation data will be
collected at the meteorological station located at the airport and operated by the National
Weather Service.

Because the black carbon (aethalometers) monitors and particulate-bound PAHs
instruments are fully automated, these “real-time” measurements will be taken and
recorded continuously 24-hours daily, 7 days a week. The PMo.1 (water based particle
counters [CPCs]) will be operated continuously 24-hours daily during the third week of
every month. The CPCs will only operate one week per month. A thorough analysis of air
traffic frequency demonstrates that air traffic is generally consistent throughout the month.
The third week of the month was selected as it includes the Thanksgiving holiday and
typically showed a slightly higher level of air traffic activity. In addition, the original CPC
samplers were TSI Model 3781s. The “time-integrated” sampling of the PM; s and the
SVOC’s will follow the conventional rotation plan used by the USEPA and RIDEM. The
“rotation plan” involves taking samples once every 6 days so that each day of the week is
sampled several times annually. VOC’s and carbonyls are also measured with time-
integrated samplers and the monitoring schedule will follow the same rotation plan.
Samples for VOC and carbonyls will be taken monthly (Refer to Addendum C for specifics).

V. Monitoring Criteria

For the purpose of this Work Plan the term “monitoring criteria” means the standards or
“benchmarks” against which the monitoring data can be compared. For PM2.5, the NAAQS
are considered the most appropriate criteria. The values are 35 and 15 micrograms/cubic
meter (ug/ms3), respectively, for the 24-hour and annual average concentrations.
Unfortunately, there are no NAAQS for any of the other parameters included in the
monitoring program including PMo.1 and black carbon.

For VOCs (i.e. benzene and 1,3 butadiene), SVOCs (i.e. naphthalene) and carbonyls (i.e.
acetaldehyde and formaldehyde), the data can be compared to acute (i.e. short-term) and
chronic (long-term) health benchmarks (both cancer and non-cancer) established by the
USEPA. However, it must be noted that these Reference Concentrations (RfC) and risk
values assume population exposure durations and other confounding factors that are not
replicated in this Work Plan and render them highly limited for this application.

It is expected that these comparisons will be made by RIDEM.
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VI. Quality Assurance Criteria

As discussed previously in Section IV (Monitoring Methods), sampling and measurements
will be accomplished using methods and equipment that are specifically designed for each
type of pollutant, the expected range of ambient concentrations and the applicable time
periods. These methods are designated as either “Reference” methods, where applicable or
accepted by the USEPA as appropriate for the application.

The processing of the data is subdivided into two areas: 1) the collection of continuous
(“real-time”) measurements; and 2) the field collection and laboratory analysis of the time-
integrated samples. The real-time measurements comprise the PMo.1 (water-based particle
counters), black carbon (aethalometers) and particle-bound PAH monitors and the time-
integrates sampling involves PMz5, VOCs, SVOCs and carbonyls.

Quality assurance will be achieved in the field by trained and qualified technicians that will
visit each monitoring station on an average of once a week to check on the operation of the
continuous instruments, the shelters in which they are housed and to set up or collect the
time-integrated samplers. Other tasks will include zero, span, and precision calibration
checks on the continuous instruments as well as beginning and ending flow rate and time
clock checks on the 24-hour samplers. Site visits will be documented on web-based site
forms with each set of collected data receiving a unique identifier and all the sample
handling will be controlled following strict “chain of custody” procedures.

Other conditions related to Quality Assurance Procedures include the statistical methods
for the determining the precision and accuracy of the collected data, the performance of
field audit checks, and appropriate laboratory documentation are provided in the Quality
Assurance Project Plan (QAPP) developed specifically for this monitoring program.

VII. Agency Coordination

In accordance with the Act, RIDEM and RIDOH have reviewed and commented on this
Amendment to the Air Quality Monitoring Work Plan for T. F. Green Airport. As part of this
consultation process, it is expected that these agencies will continually provide RIAC with
peer consultation review, scientific knowledge and specialized expertise as necessary and
relevant to this air quality monitoring program. It is also RIAC’s intent to coordinate with
RIDEM/RIDOH on a regular (but unscheduled) basis in furtherance of the air monitoring
program and whenever the need arises.

VIIl. Funding Sources

The Act also calls for an evaluation of funding sources, such as federal grants, that may be
available to RIAC to cover some, or all, of the costs of the air quality monitoring program.
RIAC has searched for funding sources and will continue to do so in the hopes that sources
may become available.
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EFFECTIVE DATE

The foregoing “Air Quality D{\Iomtorlng Work Plan”, is hereby amended, adopted and filed with
the Secretary of State this 20" day of April, 2015, in accordance with the provisions of Chapters
42-35 of the General Laws of Rhode Island, 1956.

Notice Given On: February 23, 2015

Filing Date: April 29, 2015
Effective Date: May 18, 2015
Air Quality Monitoring Work Plan April 2015
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Addendum A: Air Monitoring Station Summary
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Table Al: Air Monitoring Station Summary **

Site Location North \ South West East

Site Name Lydick Ave. \ Fieldview Dr. Fire Station Pembroke Ave.

Land-use(s) Vacant Vacant Fire Station Vacant

On-site Residential north, Residential east and Residential north and Residential north, east

Adjoining east, and south. south. west. and west.

Runway protection Airport long-term Commercial south. Airport west.
zone west. parking north. Fire Station and Post
Runway/taxiway east. | Road east.

Location Adjacent to the Spring | South-southwest of West-southwest of the | Due east of the airport
Green neighborhood the T.F. Green airfield | airportapproximately | approximately % of a
and the airport’s approximately 450 % mile (2,250 ft.) mile from the
northeastern property | feet from Taxiway S from the end of intersection of
line, approximately 3% | and 900 feet from the | Runway 16. Runways 5/23 and
mile (3,680 ft.) from end of Runway 5. 16/34.
the end of Runway 23.

Monitoring e PM;s e PM;ys e PM;ys e PM;ys

Parameters e PMy; e PMjy; e PMy; e PMo1

e Black carbon e Black carbon e Black carbon e Black carbon
e VOCs e VOCs e VOCs e VOCs
e SVOCS e SVOCS e SVOCS e SVOCS

e Carbonyls
e PAHsonPM

e (Carbonyls
e PAHson PM

e (Carbonyls
e PAHs on PM

e Carbonyls
e PAHson PM

1This table contains the list of monitoring stations to be operated by RIAC.

2 Background air monitoring data will be obtained from monitoring stations operated by RIDEM elsewhere in the state.
These data will be supplemented by measurements of SVOC’s, PM0.1 and particle bound PAH’s by RIAC at one of these
RIDEM monitoring stations.
Carbonyls - including (but not limited to) formaldehyde and acetaldehyde
PAHs - polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons including (but not limited to) PM bound to semi-volatile organic compounds
PM - particulate matter; 2.5 microns and 0.1 microns in diameter
SVOCs - semi-volatile organic compounds including (but not limited to) Naphthalene

VOCs - volatile organic compounds including (but not limited to) benzene and 1,3 butadiene
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Addendum B: Site Photos
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Figure B1: Pictures of the Lydick site in the four cardinal directions.

TR
Facing North

e

Facing West Facing South

Air Quality Monitoring Work Plan April 2015
T. F. Green Airport 13



Figure B2: Pictures of the Pembroke site in the four cardinal directions.
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Figure B3: Pictures of the Field View site in the four cardinal directions.
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Figure B4: Pictures of the Fire Station site in the four cardinal directions.
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Addendum D: RIDEM/RIDOH Comments
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I have read the foregoing Amendments to the Air Quality Monitoring Work Plan for T. F.
Green Airport dated April 2015. [have provided RIAC comments and have no objections
to the proposed amendments.

Lase N

Signature

é‘rqu Whrin ’ SJM\’*M'HJ Lavicapment o/ jéf%/' rt
Printed Name and Title =

For

Rhode Island Department of

Environmental Management

235 Promenade Street

Providence, RI 02908

Date: L///7//f
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I have read the foregoing Amendments to the Air Quality Monitoring Work Plan for T. F.
Green Airport dated April 2015. Ihave provided RIAC comments and have no objections

to the proposed amendments.

Sighnature

unes ARR0UNAL s orsignd Wabiy o o ot Toeam

Printed Name and Title

For

Rhode Island Department of
Health

3 Capitol Hill

Providence, RI 02908

Date: _\ = Q'IQI?;»QJ \g
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Addendum E: Public Comments
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Michae! D. Zarum
139 Northampton Street
Warwick, Rl 02888

March 25, 2015

Peter A. Frazier, General Counsel
Rhode Island Airport Corporation
2000 Post Road,

Warwick, R1 02886 USA

(401) 691-2287
pfrazier@pvdairport.com.

Subject: Amendment to Air Quality Monitoring Work Plan
Written Comments

Dear Mr. Frazier:

Please find herein my written comments which supplement my oral comments provided at the
subject hearing.

The workshops, meetings, and conversations to date have been helpful in determining
proposed locations for the most appropriate site.

At the hearing, there was mention that RIAC would consider alternate sites in addition to those
proposed in the draft work plan. With that, | am submitting and requesting an additional site be
added to the Final Work Plan and included for agency review. The additional proposed location
is identified as “Site A”. | believe Site A is the most appropriate site given the selection criteria
and intent of guiding statutory regulations

The location for Site A is identified on a drawing that is attached as file "AQ 2015 Work Plan
Drawing .PDF’. Within that drawing, Site A is identified as a green colored box, with an
identifying arrowhead labeled “Site A”. Site A is immediately east of the original Pembroke
Site, and adjacent to the walking path on the east side of the playing fields.

Benefits: Site A is closest to the original Pembroke Site, it is immediately cross-ball field of
airfield supplied air currents, the tot lot, the playing fields, and closest to the neighborhood. No
other proposed site offers these benefits. It is further from the access roadway than the other
sites. Site A can be electrified and supplied with a data line. While an access gate for service
may be needed, this is minor and opens opportunity to add contiguous room for stockpiling
snow during winter months. lt would allow resident monitoring of AQ monitoring service
vehicles, something I've learned neighbors like to see taking place as it reminds them the AQ
program is in effect.

STATED SITE ALTERNATIVE PREFERENCFES:

With the above Site A, | am modifying, updating, and amending my public hearing comment
preference to a Preference for Site A with a 2™ and lesser preference for Site 2, and a firm
Objection to Site 1.

Further comments and supporting statement are included on Page 2.



Peter A. Frazier, Esq.

Amendment to KPVD Air Quality Monitoring Work Plan
Written Comments

Page 2

Supplemental Supporting Comments

Site 1_(Opposed)

¢ Disagree with RIAC’s comment that this site best addressed concerns
Site A best addresses concerns and Site 2 addresses concerns more completely than Site 1.

Site 1 is not the best sited and does not address several concerns. The intent for the program
is to study impact on public health and with that there has been a longstanding goal to locate
the monitoring sites as close to people, the public, and residential properties as possible.

Site 1 does not meet this criteria or these needs.

¢ Site 1 being closer to runway end. Being close to the runway end is not a goal.
The Goal is to place the monitoring site closest to the public and residences.
Site A and alternately Site 2 better meet this key criteria.

e The vegetative screening issue can be addressed at any of the proposed sites through
appropriate landscape design. This is a non-issue for Site 1 as there is agreement not to
screen block the alternative site(s).

e Access for maintenance - All proposed sites can me made accessible for maintenance

e Impact of vehicular traffic — Limiting sampling to include aircraft turbine exhaust only is
contrary to FEIS/ROD and GL 1-7 The purpose is to include all sources at the site. Studies
to date indicate we are now able to separate out HAPs contributions of aircraft and vehicular
traffic.

¢ Site 1 has the disadvantage of not being closest to people, and closest to people is where
the air should be sampled. Therefore Site 1 should be rejected.

Site 2 (2" choice alternative)

* | agree Site 2 is a viable site
Site 2 is closer to residences than Site 1 and therefore better meets the goals of the study and
is more consistent with the intent of GL 1-7

e Vehicular Traffic: Site 2 may include impact of vehicular traffic, however post sampling
analytics are able to distinguish and sort this out. Inclusion of all HAPS sources is a goal of
both the FEIS/ROD and GL 1-7 and is beneficial to the ongoing study.

o Aesthetic acceptability is not a major factor and is a lower priority than selecting the best site
for sampling air that has passed over the fields and is closest to the public

o Site 2 is my 2™ preferred alternative site.



Peter A. Frazier, Esq.

Amendment to KPVD Air Quality Monitoring Work Plan
Written Comments

Page 3

Site A - 1** Choice Preferred Alternative

e Site A is a viable site. Viability was discussed this week with a RIAC team member and
some community members regarding viability, proximity to public, and other site necessities.

¢ Site A is downwind of the athletic facility and airfield source directional air currents and is
most appropriate as the air sampled would be most representative of air passing over the tot
lot, ball fields, sports complex, in-line with the airfield main runway, and closer to residences.

o Site A is closest to the original Pembroke Site, it is immediately cross-field of air-side origin
air currents, the tot lot, the playing fields, and closest to the neighborhood. It is further from
the access roadways than Sites 1 and 2. It can be electrified and supplied with a data line.
While an access gate for service may be needed, this is minor and opens opportunity to add
contiguous room for stockpiling snow during winter months. It would allow resident
monitoring of attending service vehicles, something I've learned neighbors like to see taking
place as it reminds them the AQ program is in effect. Site A is my 1 Preferred Site

There remains confusion within the community. Both RIAC and RIDEM have stated they will
go with the choice of the people / residents. However, a conflicting statement was made at the
Public Hearing that RIAC will decide. | hereby request that interested public / residents be
allowed to make the final site selection by simple majority vote to be taken at a meeting once alll
the comments are in and available for review.

Summary
Opposed to Site 1

1%t Preference is Site A
2nd Preference is for Site 2

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

Michael D. Zarum, Warwick Resident and
Former RIDEM AQ Study Committee Member
Located@rcn.com

617-767-2440

401-500-5339

Attachment: AQ 2015 Work Plan Drawing .PDF

Cc: Jay Brolin, Barbara Morin (RIDEM), James Bruckshaw (HEALTH)
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Michelle Komar

80 Audubon Road
Warwick, RT 02888
mokomar80@cs.com

March 25, 2015

Mr. Peter A. Frazier, General Counsel
Rhode Island Airport Corporation
2000 Post Road

Warwick, RI 02886

Re: Comments pertaining to the Amendments to the Air Quality Monitoring Work Plan
Comments Submitted Via Email: pfrazier@pvdairport.com

Dear Mr. Frazier:

I have attended and participated at the two recent RIAC workshops and reviewed the amended air
quality monitoring work plan, and offer the following comments to be included in the record for the
public comment period to end today:

1.

The new permanent location for the temporarily relocated air quality monitor should be a site
(not identified within the work plan) on the ballfields property close to the fence adjacent to
residential areas and along the walking path, directly east of the original air quality monitor
location. This site is recommended because: 1) its location is closer to the original location of
the air quality monitor than the “Proposed Pembroke Location 1”” and “Proposed Pembroke
Location 27; 2) it is located near residential areas (the goal is to collect air quality data which
affects residential areas), similar to the original air quality monitor location; and 3) this site is
not located near vehicular traffic access roads.

Oppose “Proposed Pembroke Location 17, which is located near airfields, because the goal is to
collect air quality data near/which may impact residential areas, and the goal is not to monitor
aircraft emissions. Barbara Morin, RIDEM mentioned at recent RIAC workshop which I
attended, that RIDEM knows what emissions are from aircraft. There is no need to collect air
quality data from aircraft “end of emissions pipe” or from airfields.

The new permanent location of the air quality monitor must be kept free of any/all obstructions
from structures and vegetation, so as not to interfere or affect the collection of air quality data.

4. Wind direction data and diagrams should be added to be included in the work plan.

Thank you for opportunity to submit my comments.

Respectfully,

Michelle Komar
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