IASC Meeting Notes, April 1-2, 2008 Clovis California.


Meeting Attendees 






Corky Conover (NPS), Evan Ship (consultant for MBUAPCD), Cheryl Haden (ARB), Sharon Wedro (SJUAPCD), Sam Marark (USFS), Gabe Ruiz (ARB), David Nunes (SJVUAPCD), Shawn Ferreria (SJVUAPCD), Daniel Martinez (SJVUAPCD), Stephen Shaw (SJVUAPCD), Jennifer Gillespie (SJVUAPCD), Dave McCandliss (USFS), Ben Jacobs (NPS), Kara Paintner (NPS), Chris Ryan (BLM), Pete Biscay (SJVUAPCD), Ted Strauss (SJVUAPCD), Carl Brown (ARB), Betsy Hibbits (MBUAPCD), Jim Roehl (TCAPCD), Tom Sandelin (Cal Fire), Kurt Malone (BAAQMD), Gary Arcemont (SJVUAPCD), Ann Hobbs (Placer County APCD), Lee Tarnay (NPS), Annie Esperanza (NPS), Don Schweizer (NPS), Tim Brown (DRI), Roy Leach (SQF), Randy Opfer (ARB), Warren Alford (SFL), Jason Branz (ARB), Joelle Hulbert (ARB), Tina Suarez-Murias (ARB)

These notes will be brief, since the Presentations will be posted shortly in the days to come.
Introductions were made.

Tina Suarez-Murias gave an excellent presentation on the regional haze State Implementation Plan (SIP).  While there were many things being learned through the current SIP process, a couple of key things that stood out to the note taker was the importance of transport winds, both direction and strength and the incredible distances that airborne particles could be transported, like Asian dust!
Dr. Tim Brown from the Desert Research Institute’s program for Climate Ecosystem and Fire Applications (CEFA) followed with an overview and update on the California and Nevada Smoke and Air Committee (CANSAC) and blue sky.  Tim provided some good humor as well as an overview of CANSAC and the inputs and improvements to the Blue Sky smoke forecasting system.  Some good discussion from the group occurred with some suggestions for improvements to a few of the CANSAC products and how they are displayed that will be forwarded on to the operations advisory group contact (currently John Snook who was present) for prioritization and future improvements to the CANSAC products.  Tim ended with a reminder that there would be a CANSAC workshop at McClellan in Sacramento on May 1, from 10am to 3 pm and that there was still limited seating available, contact cefa@dri.edu for more information.
Joelle Hulbert and Jason Branz of the California Air Resources Board came on next with an update on the progress of the Prescribed Fire Information Reporting System (PFIRS). Joelle gave a good update on the current status, recent improvements, testing in the Tahoe basin and the next steps that are planned. Joelle noted that coordination with the Air and Land Managers (ALM) group would be vital as we expand the testing into new air districts with the general release and the connection with Bluesky during phase II planned for later in 2008.  Joelle end with a call for users to keep sending feedback and suggestions so that the system will continue to improve and fit their needs.  Jason followed with a demonstration of the process/inputs from the burner’s side.  Joelle ended with her contact information for anyone who had questions or needed more information.
Lee Tarnay, the Air Resources Specialist from Yosemite National Park ended the first day with a presentation on the parks 2007 fires, some interesting data and some lessons learned.  Lee showed graphs of total emissions by pollutant and then details of exceedence data that the park had collected this past year. The Jack fire and periods with no associated emissions (camp ground smoke and large regional fires like the Zaca Fire) accounted for most of the hours of exceedences. Some fires were associated with just a few moderate exceedences over a very long period of time, and a few were associated with large magnitude exceedences over a very short time. The proximity and location of the monitors was very important as everyone would have expected. Lee then went through more details by station location and fire type (Wildfire, WFU, and RX). Lee was very rushed for time since we were running behind and he was on at the end of the day.  Some of the conclusions included: regional sources (Zaca Fire) contributed substantially, intense impacts were localized, and stability can actually be a good thing by preventing impacts away from the immediate local area, during stable periods layering in the atmosphere can prevent impacts in the canyons if the emissions are trapped near the ridge tops, and finally communication and transparency are key. 
Day 2

John Snook, the north operations predictive services unit manager gave an update on predictive services and fire weather.  John started off with the mission and history of predictive services and the relationship with the National Weather Service (NWS). John talked about the Fire Weather Annual Operating Plan (AOP), its main section and importance.  The new 2008 version of the AOP will be posted to the predictive services and NWS web sites in May. John continued with the organization of predictive services both nationally and within the state.  Next John gave a good overview of the main products and services that were available on the web and where to locate them. We then looked at some outlook data (7 day, monthly, seasonal) including John’s forecast for northern California. We then looked at some smoke transport and stability graphics and talked about the daily smoke coordination conference call.  Next John covered the spot forecast process and how the weather service usually likes it when they offer to cover the long duration spot request for WFU events. John followed with a quick overview of: hourly fire danger products, Project Activity Level (PAL) program, CANSAC products that may be valuable to Air Quality/Smoke discussions, the NWS products, the Red Flag Program, fire weather zones, and the Emergency Communications Center Dispatch Area Forecasts (ECCDA’s).  John ended with stating that precipitation was running between 70-90% of normal throughout the state and a quick look at the fire potential outlook for the upcoming season.
Agency updates and open discussion of any significant issues for the group followed.  Corky Conover of the National Park Service talked about some instances where the term appropriate management response was being misused, and that the ability for federal fire mangers to manage a single fire for more than one objective (control, resource benefit) looked like it was finally coming into official policy.  Some lively and productive discussion followed, with the conclusion that it would be increasingly important to maintain good communications between air districts and fire managers as we worked together on managing wildland fires while maintaining public health.  In addition to our IASC group it was generally thought that the Air and Land Managers group would be key to maintaining good communications between the land and air management agencies.
Kara Paintner of the National Park Service’s national fire office gave an update on the exceptional events rule and how it was used in North Carolina, the Environmental Protection Agencies (EPA) rule and policy changes related to fire, and the Fire Air Coordination Team (Who & What). Kara gave an overview of ways that smoke is regulated, the regional haze rule, and the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). Kara continued with an overview of smoke management programs (basic and enhanced).  A lively discussion followed about the exceptional events rule, and some attempts to use it unsuccessfully within the state.  The group concluded that interpretation of the adequacy of the data by the EPA region, varied significantly throughout the country and that it looks like it will be extremely difficult to get EPA approval within California.  Kara followed with an update on EPA rule and policy changes and time frames.  Kara then quickly covered the following: the Air Quality Index (AQI) old and new break points, Particulate Matter (PM) old and new standards and break points, the new ozone standards and the impact on non attainment areas, the vagaries of General Conformity, the Fire and Air Coordination Team (FACT) who they were and what they were about, and the proposed formation of smoke cadres throughout the country.  Kara concluded with emphasizing the importance of relationship and ended with key NPS contact information for the state and nationally.
Ann Hobbs of the Placer County air pollution control district came on next with a presentation about the California and Nevada Tahoe Basin Fire Commission. Ann started with an overview of the Tahoe Basin area, a summary of the Angora Fire last June, and how the governors of CA and NV formed the commission.  The commission formed two committees, the Wildland Fuels and the Community Fuels safety committees to evaluate key issues identified by the commission members.  Ann then talked about the following: the structure and make up of the committees, support and technical groups formed, current air quality conditions, the desire to increase the effective number of burn days within the basin, the formation and history of the Air Alliance, the Air Alliance recommendations, the process of findings and recommendations, need for improved AQ information (pm monitors, web cams, Bluesky/CANSAC modeling, PFIRS, and a common website).  Ann then covered the four findings and recommendations by the wildland fuels committee: 1. The Lack of Comprehensive Air Quality (AQ) Information, 2. Burn Days and how AQ and atmospheric conditions determine the amount of burning that can be done on a given day, 3. The lack of comprehensive AQ Public Information, and 4. Low emission fuel reductions techniques are part of the necessary tools to minimize health based AQ and visibility impacts. A significant additional finding was that Air Quality Mangers in NV do not regulate burn days and leave it up to the land mangers discretion as to when conditions are acceptable to ignite their burns.  Ann then went into the recommendations for each of the findings and concluded with what was time frame and future direction of the commission and its findings.
The meeting ended with the steering committee members present discussing the proposed charter changes, the fall meetings potential hosts and locations, and future agenda items. The committee decided to adopt the proposed changes to the charter, try to hold the next meeting in the northern part of the state, and to hold a steering committee conference call at the end of April to early May.

Field Trip

After the meeting Dave McCandliss led a small group on a field trip to look at some fuels projects with multiple entries (helicopter logging, mechanical treatment, and chemical treatment, burning) over the last decade.   The group discussed the lessons learned, the need for maintenance, costs, effectiveness and future treatments with time frames and sequence.  The weather turned out to be great and a good time was had by all. Thanks Dave! 

